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Förord  
Rapporten som föreligger är en magisteruppsats skriven av en av studenterna vid Institutionen 

för Geografi och Ekonomisk Historia vid Umeå universitet som läst en ettårig 

masterutbildning med turism som inriktning. Uppsatsen är skriven under en 10 veckor lång 

uppsatskurs. I ett större perspektiv och som en del i vårt uppdrag ligger att bana väg för en ny 

generation kompetenta personer som ska finnas ute i olika verksamheter. Det gäller såväl 

privata företag och offentlig förvaltning liksom inom forskningen. I denna strävan kommer 

vårt uppdrag inom utbildning vid universitet och högskola att spela en avgörande roll för hur 

vi kan bilda denna nya generation. Den uppsats som ligger till grund för denna rapport är ett 

exempel på hur det praktiskt kan gå till.  

Temat för denna magisteruppsats har hämtats från forskningen som bedrivs inom ramen för 

forskningsprogrammet ”Friluftsliv i förändring” finansierat av Naturvårdsverket och kan 

främst kopplas till projekt F, Turism och regional utveckling. Utskicket av enkäten har 

finansierats av forskningsrådet Formas. Stort tack till er. Frågorna i enkätundersökningen har 

utformats i samarbete mellan studenten och handledaren, men har i huvudsak fått styras av de 

frågor som uppsatsen avsett att behandla.  

Innehållsmässigt tar rapporten avstamp i lokalsamhällens kritik mot nyetablering av 

naturskyddsområden som ofta skapar intressekonflikter mellan olika parter. Dessa 

intressekonflikter kan ofta spåras till geografiska maktrelationer och teorier om platsens 

betydelse. Studien fokuserar på Kosteröarnas lokalbefolkning och deras uppfattning om 

externa intressenter med referens till turism och naturskydd i en skandinavisk kontext. 

Undersökningen visar att en majoritet av lokalinvånarna upplever att de saknar 

tillfredställande kontroll över destinationsutvecklingen. Det råder enighet om att man bör 

utveckla turismen av ekonomiska skäl samtidigt som den individuella upplevelsen av turism 

kan vara negativ eller obefintlig. Mycket av kritiken som framförs av lokalbefolkningen 

inriktar sig explicit mot offentliga administrativa riktlinjer. Resultaten visar å andra sidan på 

att roten till konfliken finns i relationen mellan fastboende och en expansiv 

fritidshusetablering.  

Linda Lundmark,  

Projektledare för projekt F, Turism och regional utveckling, Friluftsliv i förändring 





 

 

Abstract 
Environmental protection impacts on local communities have attracted the attention of wide 

circles from academia in Sweden due to success and sometimes failure to establish protected 

areas. Failure to establish national parks, and also critics towards proposed national parks, 

have often been traced to geographical power relations where centralized interests collide 

with local perceptions of destination development. In light of varying outcomes within the 

human dimension of protected areas, the aim of this thesis has been to present the context 

within which core-peripheral conflicts occur in a specific Swedish setting and to contribute to 

careful and responsible planning of protected areas in the research area by outlining factors 

that are central for successfully correspond centralized ambitions with local interests. This 

qualitative research is focusing on Kosterhavet National Park and the local inhabitants’ of the 

Koster Islands perception in relation to external stakeholders, with references to tourism in a 

Scandinavian context. Results from this study show that a majority of the local inhabitants 

feel that they lack satisfactory control over destination development despite being in 

agreement with external stakeholders to pursue increasing visitor numbers for economic 

development. 
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1 Introduction 
Acronyms 

CP Core-peripheral 

EU European Union 

GIS Geographic Information System 

SEPA Swedish Environmental Protection Agency 

SPSS Statistical Package for the Social Sciences 

UK United Kingdom 

 

The concept of national parks is just one type of environmental protection together with 

marine reserves, nature 2000 reserves and biosphere reserves. The national park label is today 

considered important in tourism promotion (Wall Reinius & Fredman, 2007; Palmer, 1999). 

Eagles (2001) argue that national parks have a significant brand identity which makes it more 

attractive than other protected area titles. When areas become protected with national park 

status, planning and decision making are automatically centralized and controlled by the 

Swedish Environmental Protection Agency (SEPA), which is the controlling agency in 

Sweden. A consequence is that decision making is taken further away from people affected by 

the decisions and guidelines set by the SEPA. Since the national ambitions of protected areas 

might differ from local inhabitants’ perceptions, dissatisfaction may result in geographical 

core-peripheral conflicts. To avoid disappointment among local inhabitants, local opinions 

regarding tourism ambitions and environmental protection must be identified, respected and 

considered in the planning process.  

    The Swedish national parks have long been promoted as tourist destinations (Sandell, 

2005), which is a trend in various places (Wall-Reinius & Fredman, 2007). Peripheral studies 

in the UK indicate that nature-based tourism can contribute to regional and economic 

development (Findlay, Short, & Stockdale, 2000). A SEPA report regarding future 

management of protected areas concludes that tourism and commercial activities based on 

sustainability is stimulating regional economies, and should therefore be encouraged 

(Naturvårdsverket 2004b).  According to Eagles and McCool (2002), these arguments have 

been important when promoting establishment of national parks. It is reasonable to believe 

that these arguments are especially welcomed in peripheral regions that experience problems 

with out-migration, demographic issues and unemployment. Still, there are scholars that argue 
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that protected areas do not have definite positive impact on regional economic development 

(Hall & Boyd, 2005; Müller & Jansson, 2007) or the local tourism labour market (Lundmark 

et al., 2010). To retain local confidence throughout the planning, establishment and managing 

process of a protected area, credible and realistic forecasts must be presented. Moreover, to 

achieve an effective and agreeable management of a protected area, knowledge about visitors 

and their expectations must be understood and successfully coincide with local interests. 

There are often a number of stakeholders, with various interests and agendas that are affected 

by the establishment of a protected area. Knowledge regarding these stakeholders, their 

perceptions and ambitions are central to successfully manage a protected area. To achieve and 

retain local support throughout the process, understanding tourism behavior and local 

expectations are vital to effectively match different interests. This thesis deals with local 

attitudes towards tourism and environmental protection in relation to external geographical 

power relations. A case study on the Swedish Koster islands has been conducted to identify 

relationships between local attitudes, environmental protection and tourism development. The 

purpose of the study is to identify how these attitudes match external stakeholders’ agenda.  

    Much of the Swedish research on human dimensions of protected areas has focused upon 

the arctic/sub-arctic regions of northern Sweden as a result of the rural situation, problems 

with out-migration, regional development and demographic issues (Fredman & Sandell, 2010; 

Lundmark & Stjerström, 2009; Goodwin, 2000; Hammer, 2007; Müller, In press). The 

situation in Kosterhavet National Park is somewhat different from the arctic/sub-arctic regions 

because of its location in a more densely populated region that already before the 

establishment of the national park received large numbers of visitors. Moreover, metropolitan 

areas such as Göteborg and Oslo are located within driving distance from Strömstad, which is 

the gateway to Kosterhavet National Park. Furthermore, out-migration and demographic 

issues can hardly be adapted from the arctic/sub-arctic north to the situation at the Koster 

islands. Still, there are similarities from a peripheral viewpoint. By tradition, national parks 

are situated in areas considered remote and peripheral (Frost & Hall, 2009). This is to a 

certain extent because of the relative simplicity of disposing land (or sea) for the purpose of 

protection, and in part because of the presence of natural amenities. Tourism in such areas 

produces benefits and costs. Knowledge regarding local interests is therefore central to 

maximize benefits and minimize costs.  
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1.2 Research purpose and questions 
The aim of the thesis is to identify possible core-peripheral relations between local inhabitants 

and external stakeholders. Moreover, the idea is to present the context within which possible 

core-peripheral conflicts can occur and to incite discourse on planning and managing 

protected areas to successfully coincide with local interests. The overall goal of the research is 

to understand what the local inhabitants’ attitude towards conservation and tourism 

development is, and how it conforms to the agenda of external stakeholders. The research is a 

case study of the Koster islands – a small island community surrounded by Kosterhavet 

National Park. The more specific purpose is to contribute to careful and responsible planning 

of protected areas in the research area by outlining factors that are central to successfully unite 

centralized ambitions with local interests. This thesis can hopefully be useful to tourism 

planners, managers and policymakers in Sweden, including public and non-public entities.  

 

Research inquiry is made into the following questions: 

 

• What are the local inhabitants’ perceptions and attitudes towards protected areas, 

Kosterhavet National Park and tourism? 

 

• Do the local inhabitants’ attitudes towards external stakeholders expose any perceived 

geographical power relations? 
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1.3 The setting 
Kosterhavet National Park was established in September 2009 and is Sweden’s first 

marine national park. The Koster Islands are located in Strömstad municipality and the 

national park also extends into Tanum Municipality, Västra Götaland County (See map 

1). The protected area consists of sea, shores and includes some smaller islands. The 

total protected area is 389 km², of which 380 km² consist of sea. The environment is 

unique to Swedish water conditions with over 6000 marine species, of which about 200 

only exist within the protected area. Some areas within the national park were protected 

as natural reserves before the establishment of the national park.  

   The islands are inhabited by about 300 people with nearly 200 of them living on the island 

of South Koster and the remaining 100 on the neighbouring island of North Koster (See map 

2). The development of local residents has had a negative progress since the early 1990s 

which had a population peak of nearly 400 individuals (-8%). The development since the 

early 1990s has affected the age structure of the local inhabitants by almost doubling the 

middle aged population (age of 45-64) while considerably reducing the family-forming age 

groups (Strömstad kommun, 2009).  

   A comparison to national- and municipality age structures illustrates the islands challenging 

demographic issues which includes a larger share of middle age and elderly inhabitants 

together with considerably less shares of family-forming age groups (Figure 1) (Strömstad 

kommun, 2009).  
Figure 1 – Share (%) of age groups 
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   A majority of the inhabitants are Swedish, while a minority holds Norwegian 

passports. Traditionally, the island community has been depended upon fishing industry 

but has today developed to a tourist destination that annually receives large numbers of 

visitors. The natural conditions of the area have resulted in nature based tourism being 

the most economically important income sources at the destination. Scholars argue that 

the development of nature based tourism is a common trend in rural areas with the right 

natural resources and that marketing often is focused upon national parks (Hall & Boyd, 

2005; Wall Reinius & Fredman, 2007). There are no reliable statistics of visitor 

numbers for the whole national park. Stenseke (2010) suggests that it could be as much 

as 170 000 overnight stays and 220 000 additional day visits during the summer season.  

There is an established second home tourism scene which during the summer season 

outnumbers the local residents.  

   The establishment of Kosterhavet National Park has affected the local community in 

different ways. Restrictions concerning fishing locations and catch quotas, which is 

considered a traditional/cultural activity among the local population, is one of the 

affects. Moreover, smaller islands and shores that used to be privately owned have been 

procured by the government as a consequence of the environmental protection. 

   Furthermore, it is possible that the national park has contributed to increasing job 

opportunities, a sense of pride among the local inhabitants towards their home region 

and possibly increasing environmental awareness.  
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Map 1 – Kosterhavet National Park 
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2. Literature review 
It is somewhat problematic to define and identify previous studies within the field of interest. 

This thesis relates to the human dimensions of protected areas, core-peripheral studies, island 

studies, tourism studies and rural development studies. The root of the study is to identify 

possible core-peripheral conflicts by analyzing local inhabitants’ attitude towards the national 

park, conservation and tourism development. As a result, various studies with different 

approaches are relevant. 

 

2.1 Islands and protected areas 
There are today island scholars with island studies as a focus point. Some suggests that there 

is evidence that islands are distinct enough sites to be viewed as objects of academic focus 

and argues that islands are especially suitable for studies of place as a phenomenon 

(Baldacchino, 2006; Hay, 2006). According to the authors, place phenomenology does work 

as a coherent theoretical framing for island studies. Still, many of the issues that are dealt with 

within island studies are not unique for island communities. It could rather be seen as 

peripheral issues that easily can be applied to islands because of the isolation that surrounds 

islands as a result of natural conditions. It could be suggested that island studies are the same 

thing as peripheral studies. The only difference might be that the peripheral characteristics of 

a place appear on a shorter geographical distance on islands due to the natural boundaries 

(read water) that surround them. 

    It can be argued that the establishment of national parks, or plans for future national parks 

in Sweden has been discussed and debated from two main points of view: (1) The protection 

of natural values and (2) the possibility of regional development as a result of increasing 

tourism. The overall purpose of national parks in Sweden is to “protect a large consistent 

area of a certain nature in its natural condition or in mainly untouched conditions” (MB 7 

kap 2§). 

   The SEPA highlights natural values as the fundamental reason for establishment of national 

parks, but adds that the possibility for outdoor recreation is also an important criteria 

(Naturvårdverket, 2008b). It can be argued that the criteria outdoor recreation indicates a will 

to protect the environment for individuals, rather than from individuals. Still, there is not any 

handbook on how to establish a national park (Stenseke, 2010) other then guidelines for 

national park entrances (Naturvårdsverket, 2007b) and visitor centres (Naturvårdsverket, 

2004a). The SEPA:s management program for protected areas 2005-2015, consist of: Värna, 
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Vårda, Vista (Naturvårdsverket, 2004b), which is a guideline that highlights the national 

objectives of protected areas. The SEPA management program also consists of an act of 

parliament: En samlad naturvårdspolitik (Sveriges riksdag, 2002) which can be seen as a 

general overview of the national ambitions and cannot be applied as a specific tool for 

planning process of national parks (Stenseke, 2010). The management program, from 

planning to establishment of a protected area, is highly depended upon the administrator for a 

specific case due to the generalizing nature of the SEPA guidelines. An administrator’s 

previous experience and knowledge in relation to natural values, visitors and local opinion 

should be seen as a fundamental part of the process (Stenseke, 2010).  

 

2.2 History 
To understand the purpose of national parks from a Swedish perspective, one must understand 

the historical development of protected areas. According to Fredman & Sandell (2010) there 

were four stages of outdoor recreation that influenced the founding of protected areas, which 

followed international trends. The first stage can be traced to the beginning of the 1900s, with 

the establishment of the first national parks in Europe, located in northern peripheral Sweden. 

The stated reasons for this initial protection was a combination of nationalist ideologies, a 

growing interest for outdoor recreation and tourism as well as emerging awareness of 

environmental change. The second stage came during the 1930s, when tourism and outdoor 

recreation were evolving due to development of the Swedish welfare state and were supported 

by legal rights and regulations, including the Public Right of Access. Nevertheless, this did 

not lead to the establishment of new national parks since the focus shifted from the peripheral 

north to areas closer and more accessible to densely populated areas. A swift expansion of 

outdoor recreation started to develop after WWII which led to an increase in protected areas 

(Fredman & Sandell, 2010). In the end of the 1900s, national parks were again recognized due 

to increasing environmental awareness - in part because of EU guidelines on protection. With 

the background of this development, the Swedish parliament decided in the year of 2000 to 

establish 16 new environmental objectives (Miljödepartementet, 2000). This incorporated 

preservation on landscapes and the identification of threats towards the biodiversity in these 

areas which include high noise level from human activities. To achieve the set objectives, the 

protection of especially ‘quiet’ areas (protected from human noise activity) was 

recommended. Kosterhavet National Park is the first marine national park in Sweden, 

marking a new step in Swedish conservation development. 
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2.3 Conflicts 
Previous studies on failure to establish national parks in Sweden have identified 

unsatisfactory local support as one of the main explanations to the failures (Lundmark & 

Stjernström, 2009; Sandell, 2005). Failure to establish a national park in the Swedish Kiruna 

mountains led to a new approach concerning national parks whereby local interests have to be 

involved already at the beginning stage of the new park designation process (Müller, In 

press). According to scholars, one of the major tasks and challenges to deal with when 

planning for protected areas is all the different activities, interests and policies that constitute 

society (Campbell & Fainstein, 2003; Forsberg, 2005; Lundmark & Stjernström, 2009; 

Müller, In press). Scholars argue that the increasing demand for co-management and decision 

making, including a variety of stakeholders in governance of protected areas are evolving as a 

reaction to the non-establishment of national parks (Zackrisson et al., 2006) and is likely to 

have had an influence on the planning of Kosterhavet National Park as well. These arguments 

and the example of previous failure has resulted in local inhabitants being involved at an early 

stage through the democratically elected Kosternämnden which consists of 9 elected 

representatives of the Koster islands. Kosternämned has actively contributed to and supported 

the establishment of the national park (Stenseke, 2010). The plan for a national park in the 

Koster area has long been discussed within the county administration and among non-profit 

community groups (Naturvårdsverket, 2009b). The Koster islands area was not in the SEPA 

prioritized plan for future national parks in 1989 (Naturvårdsverket, 1989). Officials had 

recognized the area as important from an environmental protection viewpoint at the time, but 

decided not to incorporate the area in the national park plan because of unsatisfactory support 

from the local population (Stenseke, 2010). The local population feared that a national park 

protection status could result in restrictions within commercial fishing (Naturvårdsverket, 

2010b). Commercial fishing is a cultural tradition that many individuals identify themselves 

with. The local opinion changed during the end of the 1990’s due to growing visitors’ 

numbers in combination with unsatisfactory control and organisation of the area. Specific 

problems that were being mentioned were littering and tourists occupying attractive areas 

with their own boats.  

   The local inhabitants of the island felt that a national park could contribute with resources 

and management in response to the issues (SOU 2006:105). A management plan for 

commercial fishing was established in 2000 between officials and fishermen. This agreement, 

which remind unchanged after the establishment of the national park, can be seen as central 
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for the establishment of the national park due to the cultural and identical relation between the 

local inhabitants and the profession (Stenseke, 2010).  

 

2.4 Tourism as a tool for rural development 
Sandell (2007) describes a shift in conservation policies in Sweden, highlighting the social 

and economic benefits in relation to national parks. In a report from the SEPA (2004, rapport 

5410) the future management of protected areas are described as “Contributing to increased 

nature based activities in protected areas.” The report also mentions that commercial 

activities based on sustainability is contributing to the local economy and increases social 

values. Peripheral studies in the UK suggest that nature-based tourism could be considered a 

means of stimulating local economies and regional development (Findlay, Short, & Stockdale, 

2000). Today the promotion of national parks as tourism products is occurring in various 

places (Wall-Reinius & Fredman, 2007) including Sweden, where national parks have been 

promoted and marketed as tourism destinations for over a century (Sandell, 2005). These 

arguments have been important when promoting the establishment of natural parks in 

peripheral areas (Eagles & McCool, 2002), where the acceptance of environmental protection 

among local communities has been problematic for the SEPA (Sandell, 1995).  

   Other researchers within the field suggest that national parks do not have a guaranteed 

positive impact on economic development (Hall & Boyd, 2005; Müller & Jansson, 2007). 

National parks possibilities for regional development in Sweden are questioned by Lundmark 

et al. (2010) who argue that national parks do not necessarily have positive impact on the 

local tourism labour markets. 

 

2.5 Geographical power relations 
A common notion in economic geography studies and other fields is the concept of core-

periphery structures (Borgatti & Everett, 1999; Krugman, 1998). The basic idea of the core-

periphery theory is that general prosperity grows unequally in geography. The majority of that 

growth and decision making are enjoyed by a core region of wealthy countries, counties or 

cities – depending on the study area.  Wallerstein (1979) studies geographical power relations 

through a global perspective and identifies the western world (developed countries) as the 

core due to its economic advantage on the developing countries (periphery). Core-peripheral 

relations can be studied from a global, national or regional approach and can measure wealth, 

migration or other different types of dependence between places in geography. According to 



11 

 

Baldwin (2001), most of the core-peripheral studies have focused on migration from an 

economic geography viewpoint. Different models referred to as CP models have been 

developed by simplifying assumptions in order to focus on agglomeration or density forces 

created by social structures. Core-peripheral studies have often been focused upon migration – 

since migration is the key to agglomeration. Christaller (1963) suggests that tourism by nature 

avoids central places, but is drawn to periphery due to the natural resource base not found in 

cities. Moreover, the author argues that tourism in peripheral places becomes a mean for 

economic development that is dependent on the core region.  

   Lundmark & Stjerström (2009) and Müller (In press) have conducted previous studies of 

core-peripheral relation of protected areas with reference to tourism and economic 

development in a Swedish arctic/sub-arctic context. In this study, the core consists of easily 

identified stakeholder origin in geography from a national (Swedish) perspective. These 

stakeholders must have a relationship to Kosterhavet National Park and/or tourism 

development in the Koster region. The interesting contribution in this study is to determine if 

these interests collide with perceptions among the local inhabitant and by doing so reveals any 

core-peripheral conflicts in a unique Swedish environment. The study area is unique due to 

the characteristics of the islands which include a peripheral setting within driving distance 

from metropolitan areas, environmental protection, an established tourism sector and its 

geographical location in south-western Sweden. 
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3 Methodology 
 

3.1 Research strategy 
In order to understand the complex socials characteristics of local attitudes towards protected 

areas and tourism development, the strategy has been to conduct a case study. According to 

Beeton (2005), case studies are one of the most common approaches within tourism research 

but have received criticism for being too specific and speculative. Still, case studies are the 

most suitable strategy for exploring and explaining complex situations in a holistic manner 

(Yin, 2003). The study is based on empirical data collected through a questionnaire during a 

period of 2 month from Mars 2012 to May 2012. Strömstad municipality officials provided 

addresses to all 191 households that are registered as permanent residents of the Koster 

islands. A questionnaire financed by Formas Research Council (Forskningsrådet Formas) was 

sent to every household, of which 87 respondents answered (46%). The data collection results 

in a quantitative scientific approach but has some qualitative tendencies due to the 

questionnaire design which comprises the possibility to comment on additional yes/no 

answers (see questionnaire in Annex I). It could be argued that the interpretation of the 

comments result in qualitative hermeneutics, which has been taken into consideration. 

 

3.2 The questionnaire 
The assessment of attitudes remains a tricky issue in the social sciences. Simplistic 

questionnaires (attitudinal surveys) are imperfect tools to increase insight into what are often 

very complex and nuanced values and beliefs (Boonzaier, 1995). To better understand the 

results of the questionnaire, 18 of 37 questions are derived from a previous study by Ericsson 

et al. (2010) with the purpose to compare previous attitudinal studies in relation to protected 

areas with the Koster case study.  The main objective of the study is to identify possible core-

peripheral characteristics in local inhabitants’ attitude. To achieve this aim, specific questions 

regarding local control and official administration in relation to the national park and tourism 

have been conducted. Moreover, questions regarding respondents’ attitude towards the 

national park and tourism development have been asked to further understand the reasons 

behind possible core-peripheral issues.  

 

3.3 Geographical aspects 
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The geographical aspect of the study consists of two different approaches. The first being to 

identify possible geographical power relations between the local inhabitants and outside 

stakeholders. Outside stakeholder are identified by policy documents and reports along with 

local inhabitants’ perception of outside stakeholders’ agenda.  The second aspect measures the 

level of satisfaction/dissatisfaction (read attitudes) depending on the respondents distance to 

tourism related activities. The respondents positively or negatively affected by tourism were 

analyzed by adding a distance variable. The variable consists of distance from the 

respondents’ home in relation to ferry ports. 178 000 trips were made between Strömstad and 

the islands in 2006 (Stenseke, 2010). There are two commercial ferry ports on the northern 

island and three on the southern. A hypothesis is that the much of the commercial activities 

are located in relation to these ports, which could increase tourism activities in those areas. 

Moreover, negative side effects of tourism could therefore be related to these locations. The 

respondents were classified in two different groups. The first group being those respondents 

living within 1 km of a commercial port, and the other being those further away. 

3.4 Data analysis 
The result of the study is mainly presented in shares (percentage) related to specific questions. 

More advanced statistical analysis has been conducted in some cases. Binary data has been 

analyzed through logistic regression, which measures the level of influence between different 

variables. The assertion (statement) questions, which are an ordinal data type, have been 

analyzed with the help of spearman rank correlation, which simply identifies correlation 

between various variables. SPSS and GIS have been used to analyze data and illustrate maps.  

 

3.5 Conceptual definitions 
Concepts such as “visitors”, “outdoor recreation”, and “conservation” are complex terms that 

have different meanings depending on the context. This is due to conscious or unconscious 

decisions within politics and administration or also by reasons of time and place (Castree, 

2001; Latour, 2004). According to Stenseke (2010) the concept “outdoor recreation” is 

especially problematic in a Swedish context since there is no uniform understanding of the 

concept within or between Swedish officials (including SEPA and parliamentary reports). 

Since these concepts are recurrent throughout this study with, reference to different authors 

with various understanding of the concepts, the terms are considered as socially constructed 

concepts with no objective meanings.  
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Local inhabitants 

The term “local inhabitants” refers to individuals that are registered as residents of the Koster 

islands. The respondents of this study are residents of the Koster islands – which makes them 

“local inhabitants” according to my definition. Some of the respondents may possibly be 

second home owners that for various reasons decided to register themselves as residents. 

Moreover, it should be mentioned that some of the respondents implied that they spend 6 

month or less on the islands, but are still considered as “local inhabitants” as of the selected 

definition.  

 

Tourism 

“Tourism” is the temporary short-term movement of individuals to destinations outside where 

they normally live and work and their activities during their stay at these places. 

 

Destination development 

“Development” is the continuous change in economic, social, political and cultural 

dimensions of the human condition over time. The concept “destination development” relates 

to tourism areas which can be considered as dynamic since they change and evolve over time. 

This evolution is dependent upon factors such as change of preferences and needs of visitors, 

local influence and decision makers’ agenda. The development of a tourist destination could 

also be explained by the destinations reactions to economic and political tension, accessibility, 

and geographical location in relation to tourism generating regions. “Community 

development” refers to the local inhabitants and their cultural heritage, which development is 

highly influenced by “destination development” under certain circumstances. Since the two 

concepts are closely related and difficult to separate in this context, the terms are considered 

as synonymous in this study.  

 

3.6 Ethical considerations  
To ensure individual integrity the questionnaire has been anonymous. Still, the addresses to 

the households were at the beginning stage of this project meant to be used to illustrate 

respondents’ attitude geographically through a GIS hot/cold spot analysis. Since a map 

illustration could trace certain attitudes to specific household, the plan were cancelled. Names, 

addresses and other form of information that can identify respondents were not needed to 

conduct this study. The fact that the study is conducted on a small island community increases 
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the risk of exposing respondents. As a result, extra care has been taken to ensure individual 

integrity.  

 

3.7 Limitations 
One questionnaire was sent out to every household, which means that the respondents’ 

attitudes towards various issues only represent the responding individuals and not the 

households (unless a respondent were the only individual in a household). As a result, the 

46% response rates in this study do not represent 46% of the total population.  

   Furthermore, the identification of outside stakeholders is mainly based on the respondents’ 

perception of outside stakeholder. Outside stakeholders have also been identified by reports 

and policy documents that indicate official organizations interest in relation to environmental 

planning and tourism development agendas. 
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4. Result 
The result from the study is presented in four different parts. The first part presents the 

selection of respondents in relation to the total population. The second part deals with local 

attitudes towards protected areas in general and the national park in particular. The third 

present local inhabitants’ attitude in relation to tourism development while the fourth part 

handles core-peripheral conflicts which are more easily understood on the basis of the 

previous parts that identify the roots of the problems and therefore are related to the core-

peripheral debate.  

 

4.1 A representative selection of respondents? 
A comparative demographic composition between the local population and the respondents’ 

reveals that the respondents are unsatisfactory distributed.  The three older age groups are 

overrepresented while the younger population are heavily underrepresented.   
Figure 2 – Share (%) of age groups 

 
 

4.2 Protected areas and the national park 
 

4.2.1 Local inhabitants’ attitude towards protected areas 

What are the local attitudes towards protected areas and how does that differ from the national 

attitudes? To answer that question the respondents were asked to assess a number of 

statements. The result is compared with national respondents and is based on a previous study 

by Ericsson et al. (2010) (Table 1).  

 



17 

 

 
Tabel  1. Share (%) that agrees or partly agrees to the statement that protected areas are… 

 Koster National 

Scenic 89 92 

Important for biodiversity 74 91 

Relaxing environments  77 90 

Pleasant places to visit 79 90 

Culturally interesting 62 76 

Be designed so that facilitate visits 66 74 

Unknown 21 52 

Unused  27 42 

Inaccessible 26 34 

 

An interesting result is that the Koster inhabitants display a lower overall average to every 

statement. The statements were given to protected areas in general, but it is possible that the 

Koster inhabitants consciously or unconsciously relate the statements to their home 

environment. This could explain the relatively low values on protected areas as unknown, 

unused and inaccessible. It is more difficult to come up with a reasonable explanation for the 

results of the biodiversity statement, which is highly promoted in the Koster respondents’ 

home environment. The Koster respondents also show a relatively low perception of protected 

areas as pleasant places to visit. One possibility could be that individuals living in a protected 

area, or in direct access to one, find it less exciting to visit such an area and therefore the 

outcome. Another possibility is that the Koster respondents have a better knowledge in 

relation to what a protected area actually means than the national respondents and because of 

that value the statement differently.  

4.2.2 Local inhabitants’ attitude towards Kosterhavet National Park 

The respondents were asked to agree or disagree at a suitable level to the assertions: The 

national park and its conservation are good. 13% of the respondents disagreed to the 

suggestion, 7% partly disagreed, 33 % partly agreed, 35% agreed and 12% did not know. This 

indicates that 68% of the respondent to some level perceives the national park as positive 
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while 20% to a various degree perceives the national park as negative. Moreover, the 

respondents were asked if the national park has had a positive impact on their lives. 26% 

disagreed or partly disagreed while 57% agreed or partly agreed and 17% did not know (see 

table 2). This indicates that the respondents, to some level, perceive the national park and its 

conservation as good even though they don’t experience a direct positive impact on their lives 

to the same extant. This could signify that attitudes towards the national park do not have to 

be related to personal positive experiences from the area. It rather indicates that the 

environmental protection is valued as positive regardless of personal benefits from the 

conservation. The respondents were also asked if the national park status has contributed to a 

feeling of pride towards their home region. 29% disagreed or partly disagreed, 57% agreed or 

partly agreed while 14% did not know.  

 
Tabel  2. Share (%) that disagree, partly disagree, partly agree, agree or don’t know to the statements. 

Statement Disagree Partly 
disagree 

Partly 
agree 

Agree Don’t 
know 

The national park and its  
conservation are good 
 

13 7 33 35 12 

The national park has a 
positive effect on my life 
 

17 9 28 29 17 

The national park status has  
contributed to a feeling of  
pride towards my home region 

20 9 27 30 14 

 

A spearman rank correlation indicates significant relationships between positive attitudes 

towards the national park and personal positive experiences related to the national park  - and 

between positive attitudes towards the national park and a feeling of pride towards ones home 

region because of the protection status. There is a similar correlation between respondents that 

were positive towards the national park and had a feeling of pride towards ones home region 

because of the national park.  

   In both cases, there is a positive relationship which means that respondents that feel proud 

because of the national park or have had positive personal experiences related to the national 

park are more positive towards the protection of the area.  
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4.2.3 Fishing in protected areas 

Nearly 70% of the respondents from the national study believe that fishing should be 

permitted in protected areas (Tabel 5). The support for fishing is considerably higher in 

Koster (91%). The question was directed to protected areas in general to be comparable with 

the national respondents.  
Tabel  5. Share (%) that agrees or partly agrees to the statement that… 

Fishing shall be permitted Koster National 

Agree 91 68 

Disagree  4 21 

Don’t know 5 11 

 

The SEPA cancelled the plan to propose the national park in the 1980’s due to unsatisfactory 

local support. The local population feared that a national park protection status could result in 

restrictions within commercial fishing (Naturvårdsverket, 2010b). A management plan for 

commercial fishing was established in 2000 between official administrators and fishermen. 

This agreement, which remained unchanged after the establishment of the national park, can 

be seen as central for the establishment of the national park due to the cultural and identical 

relation between the local inhabitants and the profession (Stenseke, 2010).  

 

4.3 Tourism 

4.3.1 Increasing tourism is good 

The respondents were asked to agree or disagree to the statement: Increasing tourism is good 

for the Koster Islands (Table 6). Among the respondents that gave an opinion, 68% agreed or 

partly agreed to that increasing tourism is good, while 32% disagreed or partly disagreed. The 

result signifies that the general perception among the locals is that increasing tourism is good 

for the island community. 
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Tabel  6. Share (%) that disagree, partly disagree, don’t know, partly agree and agree to the statements. 

Statement Disagree Partly 
disagree 

Partly 
agree 

Agree Don’t 
know 

Increasing tourism is good  
for the Koster Islands 
 

14 10 26 29 21 

 

4.3.2 Personal experiences of tourism 

To further understand how tourism affects local inhabitants the respondents were asked: Has 

the increasing number of tourists affected your everyday life? 12% of the respondents 

answered Yes, positively, 31% answered Yes, negatively and 57% answered No. Among the 

respondents affected by increasing tourism, a greater share had a negative perception of the 

tourism impact.  

 

4.3.3 Distance in relation to attitudes 

The respondents positively or negatively affected by tourism were further analyzed by adding 

a distance variable. The first group being those respondents living within 1 km of a 

commercial ferry port, and the other being those further away (see map 2). 66% of those 

affected by tourism lived within the 1km limit, while 34% did not. A logistic regression 

(influence test) did not identify any significant relation - which suggests that respondents’ 

homes in relation to commercial ferry ports do not influence attitudes towards tourism among 

the respondents in this study.   
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Map 2.  

 
 

 

4.3.4 Commercial activities in protected areas 

The opportunity to conduct commercial activities in the national park is related to potential 

economic development. The possibility to engage in commercial activities in protected areas 

has been debated from time to time. Table 7 illustrates that the national respondents support 

for commercial activities in protected areas is 18%, while being as much as 50% among the 

Koster respondents. There are a relatively large number of respondents who have not adopted 

a position and can therefore be considered as a group which could affect the result in one 

direction or the other. Still, the Koster support is exceptionally strong and could possibly be 

explained by the commercial fishing and tourism related interest within the local community.  
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Tabel 7. Share (%) that agrees or partly agrees to the statement that… 

Commercial activities should be encouraged Koster National 

Agree 50 18 

Disagree  28 61 

Don’t know 22 21 

 

4.4 Core-peripheral conflicts 
One of the most central questions of this study dealt with the respondents perceived level of 

local control in relation to community development. The respondents were asked Do you feel 

that the local inhabitants at the Koster Islands have satisfactory control over community 

development? - 39% of the respondents answered yes while 61% answered no. The result 

indicates that a majority of the inhabitants feel that they lack satisfactory control over their 

community development. The result could not be further explained by analyzing age groups 

or taking into account how many years the respondents have been living on the islands. A 

hypothesis were that the respondent living on South Koster might be more critical since that 

island is more exploited in terms of tourism related services and second homes, but a 

comparative analysis only indicates a 1% difference.  

 

4.4.1 Outside stakeholders 

The question regarding local control over destination development resulted in more comments 

than any other in the survey. A majority of comments were critical towards officials and 

outside stakeholders, which indicates a geographical core-peripheral conflict. One respondent 

said: “I feel that the local inhabitants are asked about destination development to a 

reasonable degree, but in the end it’s up to stakeholders with high purchasing power”. 

Another alleged “Top-down management” and a different respondent stated “The 

development is controlled by the county administration and stakeholders elsewhere”. The 

respondents specifically mentioned municipality officials, county administration, the SEPA, 

Norwegians, property owners and second home owners as the controlling stakeholders.  

   This result should be seen as an evidence for core-peripheral conflicts as a consequence of 

poor or unsatisfying respect for local opinion or possibly insufficient communication - which 
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has resulted in that local expectations regarding destination development not has been 

obtained. The obvious root to the discontent is unsatisfactory local influence. Still, the re-

election of Kosternämnden representatives in 2006 (Stenseke, 2010), suggests that the 

attitudes towards local influence were more positive at that time - indicating that the attitudes 

towards decision makers has had a negative development since 2006.  

 

4.4.2 Local influence in protected areas 

To achieve further understanding of the local attitude towards community involvement in the 

planning process, a comparison between the Koster respondents’ attitudes and national 

respondents’ attitudes has been conducted. The respondents were asked to agree or disagree to 

a statement regarding local control in relation to protected areas.  Table 8 shows us that the 

there is wide support among national respondents for local influence (65%). In the Koster 

case almost 90% of the respondents agreed that locals should have a considerable influence 

over protected areas. The Koster respondents’ general dissatisfaction in regards to their own 

situation could possibly explain the large percentage.  

 
Tabel  8. Share (%) that agrees or partly agrees to the statement that… 

Local inhabitants should have considerable influence  Koster National 

Agree 89 65 

Disagree  4 22 

Don’t know 7 13 
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5 Discussion and analysis 
The data regarding age structure on the Koster Islands are from 2005 (Strömstad kommun, 

2009), while this study is from 2012 - which is problematic. Still, a comparison indicates 

important deviations that have to be considered. Since the respondents in this study are 

noticeably older than the Koster average (based on the 2005 data), the result must be 

understood on the background of that. As a consequence, the perceptions and attitudes 

presented in this study are mainly the older inhabitants’ perceptions which may not be 

representative for the island population. A more representative selection of respondents could 

possibly result in a different outcome.  

   A majority of the respondents (61%) feel that they lack satisfactory control over destination 

development. This finding can be related to core-peripheral conflicts between the inhabitants 

(peripheral) and external stakeholders (core). There are indications that the local opinions 

were more positive towards their level of influence in relation to decision makers in 2006, 

which would suggest that the feeling of not being respected to a satisfactory level has 

developed since then (Stenseke, 2010). Stenseke (2010) suggest that the national park is 

managed by county administration, municipality officials and community associations -which 

hopefully represents the interests of the local inhabitants in relation to destination 

development. According to Eagles et al. (2002) destination development in protected areas 

aims to take advantage of the interests shown by tourists to enhance economic opportunities, 

protect the natural heritage and advances the quality of life of all concerned.  The result of this 

study indicates that local inhabitants do not feel satisfactory included in the development 

process. This must be seen as a failure in several aspects since shortcoming to represent and 

respect local inhabitants’ perceptions reflects badly on all stakeholders. According to the 

criticism in this study, the failure to represent local opinions is based on top-down 

management rather than unsatisfactory local leadership.  Moreover, almost 90% of the local 

respondents, compared with to 65% of the national respondents, agree with the statement that 

local inhabitants should have a considerable influence on protected areas.  

   The respondents’ general dissatisfaction in regards to their own situation could possibly 

explain the local perception. Previous studies on the human dimensions of environmental 

protection from New Zealand (Eagles, 2001) and South Africa (Boonzaier, 1995) identifies 

high level of cooperation and involvement between officials and locals as a successful 

strategy. This has not been achieved to a satisfactory degree in the Koster area due to negative 

attitudes toward local involvement in the development process of the destination.  
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5.1 Identified power relations 
The respondents specifically mentioned municipality officials, county administration, the 

SEPA, Norwegians, property owners and second home owners as the actual controlling 

stakeholders. Property owners and Norwegians could by definition be local inhabitants 

themselves and are because of that difficult to identify geographically. A study made by the 

Swedish Tourism Research Institute identifies 40% of the Koster visitors as Norwegians 

(Turismens utredningsinstitut, 2006). Municipality officials, county administration and the 

SEPA are easier to relate to administrative centers in geography. The easily identified 

stakeholders and core regions are the SEPA (Stockholm), Västa Götaland county 

administration (Gothenburg) and Strömstad municipality (Strömstad) (See map 3).  

 
Map 3 

 
 

The heart of the conflict is a perception of top down management which has resulted in a 

feeling of not being heard and respected to a satisfactory degree. 

 

The SEPA is the controlling agency of the national park and has a tourism agenda of its own. 

The county administration is involved in the management of the area. Strömstad municipality 
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officials control land use regulations (including building permits) which are depended upon 

the county administration due to national reserve areas and the SEPA caused by the national 

park. The periphery in this study is the Koster Islands, whose destiny (to varying degrees), are 

dependent on decisions made in the core regions. From a geographical point of view, 

Stockholm, Gothenburg and Strömstad have a strong influence on the destination 

development of the Koster Islands due to various obligations, interests and agendas.  

 

5.2 Second home tourism 
Second home owners were repeatedly mentioned as one of the controlling stakeholders. There 

are uncertainties concerning the amount of second home owners in the study area. Statistics 

Sweden data (Astrid, 2012) states that there were 281 second homes in 2005, while Strömstad 

municipality statistics (Strömstad kommun, 2012) suggests that there are 482 second homes in 

2012 (in relation to 191 permanent households). If four individuals visit a second home every 

summer season, the amount of second home residents could be nearly 2000 individuals 

compared to about 300 permanent residents.  An increase of about 200 second homes since 

2005 could explain negative attitudes towards second home establishment. Still, the second 

home data should be questioned since the large increase in second home seems rather 

unlikely. It is possible that the Statistic Sweden data and the Municipality statistics may 

measure second homes in various ways, or that some of the databases are incorrect.  

   Some respondents suggested that municipality officials apply stricter limitations towards 

local inhabitants then second home owners. Comments related to runaway house prices and 

official policies concerning building permits on the islands were reoccurring. One respondent 

said: “Officials are making it difficult for families with children to get building permits while 

being accommodating towards the establishment of second homes”. Another similar comment 

was: “My brothers family own land and want to build a home here on the island, but are 

being prevented by municipality officials. At the same time second homes are being built 

everywhere”. Other recurrent comments mentioned problematic house prices. Critical 

comments regarding land use regulation and building permits related to second home tourism 

identified municipality policies as the problem. Still, it is rather unlikely that municipality 

officials apply less restricted land use regulations toward second home owners than towards 

local inhabitants. On the contrary, Strömstad municipality’s master plan for the Koster Islands 

highlights problems of runaway house prices with reducing permanent residents as a 

consequence (Strömstad kommun, 2009). The master plan presents ideas and ambitions to 
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stimulate the establishment of permanent residents with the intention to increase local 

inhabitants. This ambition is seen as central for the local tourism infrastructure. In addition, 

the master plan notes that the second home owners hold a more favorable economic situation 

then many of the local inhabitants - which can create conflicts. A study by Marjavaara (2007) 

on islands in Stockholm archipelago suggests that attractive areas may cause displacement of 

permanent residents due to the establishment of second homes.  

   The perception that second home tourists are given special treatment may possible be an 

outcome of a minority perspective since local inhabitants are being outnumbered by second 

home owners during the summer seasons. The reason behind the large numbers of second 

homes in relation to local households is presumably explained by market forces and not 

municipality directives. This means that the critique toward municipality officials may be 

misdirected. The core of the conflict (from a local perspective) should rather be directed 

toward the second home tourism market that simply chose to establish second homes rather 

than permanent households. The lacking incentives for establishment of permanent houses in 

relation to second homes may perhaps be due to the peripheral characteristics of the islands. 

The islands are basically more attractive as a second home destination then a place for 

permanent residence. The second home tourism scene are (sometimes indirectly) accused of 

being one of the problematic controlling stakeholders (market power) and at the same time 

contributing to a minority feeling among local inhabitants (depending on seasonal variations) 

and possible misplacement. This indicates that local residents’ relation to second home 

tourism may be the heart of the core-peripheral conflict.  

 

5.3 Tourism and economic development 
According to Stenseke (2010) the SEPA has the ambition to develop tourism at Kosterhavet 

National Park to increase visitor numbers. Moreover, the author implies that there is an 

unsatisfying level of knowledge in relation to tourism behaviour and this ambition, which is 

problematic. The SEPA promoted increased tourism as a reason for establishing the national 

park. The result of this study indicates that a majority of the local inhabitants are in line with 

the SEPA ambitions regarding increasing tourism and economic development perceptions.  

    The statement Increasing tourism is good for the Koster Islands did not have any provided 

room for additional comment (see questionnaire in Annex I). Still, the statement received 

comments from several respondents which were mainly critical towards increasing tourism. 

One respondent that disagreed to the assertion said: “You can’t see the island for all the 
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tourists”. Another respondent that agreed to the suggestion commented: “Is there any other 

way?”. The later comment (that were of a reoccurring nature) is especially interesting since 

the respondent agreed to the suggestion, but hints that the reason for agreeing is based on the 

fact that there is not any other option. The view that the island community are dependent upon 

tourism could be a general, or maybe to some extent an established perception among the 

local inhabitants. If this is the case, the relatively large share of agreement towards the 

increasing tourism assertion has to be understood on the background of that. Moreover, the 

environmental protection associated with the national park status should be seen as more strict 

and controlled then in the previous situation. This could increase the perception that tourism is 

the only alternative. The fact that many of the comments on this assertion was of similar 

tendencies independent of whether or not the respondent agreed or disagreed to the statement 

indicates that there is a common ground for criticism.  

   An interesting observation is that 68% of the respondents that had an opinion regarding 

increasing tourism believe that increasing tourism is good for the island community, whereas 

only 12% of the respondents had a positive experience of increasing tourism on a personal 

level. The argument that a general perception among local inhabitants could be that there is 

not any alternative to tourism is supported by this observation, since the result suggest that if 

local inhabitants get affected by increasing tourism, it is likely to affect them negatively. 

Moreover, the result indicates that reasons for positive approaches towards increasing tourism 

do not relate to positive personal experiences – rather to the increasing tourism as the only 

alternative theory.  

   Multiple respondents also commented on the question: Has the increasing number of 

tourists affected your everyday life? Comments from respondents positively affected by 

increasing tourism mentioned job opportunities’ and creativity as positive effects. One 

respondent said “Tourism contributes to job opportunities, new ideas and ripple effects.” 

Other respondents that were negatively affected by tourism mentioned “Littering, intoxication 

and noise during the summer season” and “too crowded” as a problem while another stated 

“Tourists are disrespectful”. The comments, especially the positive ones, indicate once again 

that it is development in terms of jobs and ideas - basically economic development, that is 

seen as the positive aspect of tourism.  

   If the comments were to be generalized, the positive aspect of increasing tourism are related 

to economic development while the negative aspects (which were greater) are related to 

disappointing side effects of tourism. Still, the overall attitude towards increasing tourism is 
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never the less that it is desirable - for destination development. It could be argued that the 

island community seems prepared to accept the negative side effects of tourism on the behalf 

of economic development. This means that the reason for positive attitudes towards increasing 

tourism do not relate to positive individual experiences of tourism– rather to a perception or 

theory which advocate increasing tourism as the only alternative. It can be suggested that 

local relation to tourism (among the respondents affected by tourism) is a survival technique 

or a necessarily evil perception. The idea of tourism as a source of income could explain why 

such a large share of Koster respondents (50%) is positive towards commercial activities in 

protected areas. A tradition of commercial fishing could be another explanation. Problems 

related to the increasing tourism ambition are that tourism development is dependent on 

having a developed tourism infrastructure, which is problematic in areas such as Koster where 

the permanent population is small (Lundmark & Stjernström, 2009).  

 

5.4 The national park and protected areas 
A majority of the local inhabitants are positive towards the national park and agrees 

with the statement that the national park has had a positive impact on their lives. This 

thesis has identified correlations between respondents that are positively affected by the 

protection; feel proud about the national park, and positive attitudes towards the 

national park. The level of positive attitudes towards protected areas in general is 

significantly lower amongst local respondents than the national respondents. The Koster 

respondents’ attitudes toward protected areas in general are less positive than the 

national respondents’ average in regards to perceiving such environments as important 

for biodiversity and pleasant places to visit.  
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6. Conclusion and recommendations 
The conclusion is that there are core-peripheral conflicts regarding the level of local 

influence and land use regulation. There is consensus regarding tourism development 

even though the experienced effects at the individual level are generally nonexistent or 

negative. Much of the criticism from the respondents in this study is targeting official 

administrative policies, which seems misdirected. The heart of the core-peripheral 

conflict is rather within the relation between local residents and second home 

establishment (market powers). This study cannot, and never intended, to point out the 

reason for agreement or disagreement between local inhabitants and other various 

stakeholders regarding various issues. Administrators, policymakers and officials 

involved in the planning and management process of the national park (with influence 

over community development) should consider investigating those reasons further to 

gain insight and knowledge in regards to future development.  Tourism is, however, a 

double-edged sword, which on one hand contributes to economic benefits through the 

visitor spending on accommodations, restaurants and other tourism-related services, but 

on the other, places stress on the fabric of destinations and individuals who live in them 

(Harrison, 2005). A study made by Fredman & Sandell (2010) on attitudes towards 

extended environmental protection in the Swedish mountain ranges suggests that 

respondents affected by the protection (local inhabitants) were more positive towards 

extended protection (15%) than the Swedish respondents in general (3.4%). A 

comparable study has not been done regarding possible future extended protection in the 

Koster area, but what we know is that the Koster respondents on a general basis have 

more negative perceptions towards protected areas then the average national respondent. 

The reason for this could possibly lie in partial dissatisfaction regarding their situation. 

Better knowledge regarding the human dimensions of protected areas is needed to avoid 

future local conflicts related to environmental protection.  

   The SEPA:s failure to establish national parks in the Kiruna mountains and 

Vindelfjällen (Fredman et al., 2007) reflects badly on the agency. Sandell (1995) 

suggests that the SEPA:s failure to establish national parks in peripheral areas were due 

to conflicts and disagreement with local inhabitants. Public awareness of core-

peripheral conflicts related to the SEPA may possibly affect local inhabitants negatively 

in areas considered for future environmental protection. It is therefore important for the 

SEPA to produce successful examples like Fulufjället National Park (Fredman et al., 
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2007) and Kosterhavet National Park (regarding tourism development and attitudes 

towards the national park).  

   To avoid disappointment among local inhabitants, local opinions regarding tourism 

ambitions and environmental protection must be identified, respected and considered in 

the planning process. To achieve an effective and agreeable management of a national 

park, knowledge about visitors and their expectations must be understood and 

successfully coincide with local interests. 
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Annex I 

Bästa Kosterbo,  
Vi genomför en studie av bosatta på Kosteröarna i syfte att utreda hur lokalbefolkningen förhåller sig 
till den lokala turismnäringen och nationalparken. Vi är mycket tacksamma för att du tar dig tid att 
besvara frågorna i undersökningen så att vi får bättre kunskap. Försök att svara utifrån vad du tycker 
är rätt och riktigt. Din medverkan i denna vetenskapliga undersökning är mycket värdefull! 
All information behandlas konfidentiellt och med förtroende, och ingen information som kan knytas 
till er som person lämnas ut.  

1. Bakgrundsinformation 

Nationalitet?   (ringa in ditt svar) 

a) Svensk   b) Norsk   c) Annan,______________ 

Kön?  (ringa in ditt svar) 

a) Kvinna   b) Man 

Ålder? ______ år 

1.1 Hur länge har du varit bosatt på Koster? _____ år 

1.2 Varifrån kommer du? (ringa in ditt svar) 

a) Koster   b) Strömstad   c) Annan ort i Strömstad kommun   d) Annan ort i Västra Götaland   e) 
Norge   f) Annan,______________ 

1.3 Uppskatta hur många månader per år du tillbringar på Koster? _____ månader 

1.4 Hur ser din nuvarande situation ut? (ringa in ditt svar) 

a) Anställd   b) Arbetssökande   c) Pensionär   d) Studerande   c) Annan,______________ 

1.5 Hur förvärvades din bostad på Koster? (ringa in ditt svar) 

a) Köp via annons   b) Köp via bekant/släkt   c) Arv   d) Gåva   e) Annan,______________ 

2. Turism och naturskydd 
I denna studie så avser begreppet turismsektorn följande områden: boendeanläggningar, 
aktivitetsarrangörer, shopping, transport, restaurang/café, biljettförsäljning, guidning och liknande. 
2.1 Arbetar du för närvarande inom någon del av turismsektorn? (ringa in ditt svar) 
a) Ja, vilken:________________________ 
b) Nej 
 
2.2 Har du tidigare arbetat inom någon del av turismsektorn? (ringa in ditt svar) 
a) Ja, vilken:________________________ 
b) Nej 
 



 

 

2.3 Har de förändringar och restriktioner som är en direkt konsekvens av nationalparksbildandet 
påverkat dit vardagliga liv? (ringa in ditt svar) 
a) Ja positivt, vänligen precisera:__________________________ 
b) Ja negativt, vänligen precisera:__________________________ 
c) Nej 

2.4 Har det ökade antalet turister påverkat ditt vardagliga liv? (ringa in ditt svar) 
a) Ja positivt, vänligen precisera:__________________________ 
b) Ja negativt, vänligen precisera:__________________________ 
c) Nej 

2.5 Upplever du att lokalbefolkningen på Kosteröarna har tillfredställande kontroll över den lokala 
utvecklingen? (ringa in ditt svar) 
a) Ja 
b) Nej, vänligen precisera__________________________ 
 
3. Din livsmiljö 

I denna del så är begreppet naturskydd direkt relaterat till Kosterhavets nationalpark med aspekter 
såsom: Förstatligande av mark, begränsningar av fiskekvoter, skydd av viktiga biotoper, bevarande av 
landskap, hastighetsbegränsningar till sjös samt övriga förändringar och restriktioner. Hur väl 
beskriver följande påståenden vad du tycker? (ringa in den siffra som bäst stämmer in med din åsikt) 

1= Tar helt avstånd   2= Tar delvis avstånd   3= Vet ej   4= Instämmer delvis   5= Instämmer helt    

3.1 Nationalparken med dess naturskydd är bra  

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

3.2 Nationalparken och dess naturskydd har en positiv inverkan på mig 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

3.3 Nationalparksstatusen har bidragit till att jag känner stolthet över min hemort 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

3.4 Turismen har ökat sedan inrättandet av nationalparken 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

3.5 Ökad turism är bra för Koster 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

3.6 De myndigheter som har tagit beslut om inrättande och förvaltning av nationalparken har lyssnat 
på och respekterat lokalinvånares åsikter 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 



 

 

4. Åsikter kring naturskyddsområden 

Följande påståenden är av allmän natur och behandlar naturskyddsområden på ett allmänt plan. Hur 
väl beskriver följande påståenden vad du tycker om skyddade naturområden generellt? (ringa in den 
siffra som bäst stämmer in med din åsikt) 

1= Tar helt avstånd   2= Tar delvis avstånd   3= Vet ej   4= Instämmer delvis   5= Instämmer helt    

4.1 Trevliga utflyktsmål 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

4.2 Viktiga för biologiskt mångfald 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

4.3 ”Död” hand över bygden 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

4.4 Avstressade miljöer 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

4.5 Svårtillgängliga 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

4.6 Okända 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

4.7 Outnyttjade 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

4.8 Natursköna 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

4.9 Kulturellt intressanta 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

5. Riktlinjer kring naturskyddsområden 

Nedan följer nio påståenden kring skyddade naturområden. Vad tycker du är viktigt när 
naturområden skyddas? (ringa in den siffra som bäst stämmer in med din åsikt) 

1= Tar helt avstånd   2= Tar delvis avstånd   3= Vet ej   4= Instämmer delvis   5= Instämmer 

5.1 Lokalbefolkningen ska ha stort inflytande 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

5.2 Ska utformas så att besök underlättas 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

5.3 Man ska få köra snöskoter och terrängfordon 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

5.4 Kommersiell verksamhet ska uppmuntras 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

5.5 Fiske ska vara tillåtet 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

5.6 Man ska få göra upp eld var man vill 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

5.7 Att jaga ska vara tillåtet 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

5.8 Övernattning i tält ska begränsas 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

5.9 Ska inrättas främst för att skydda naturen 

Tar helt avstånd        1          2          3          4          5        Instämmer helt 

 

TACK för att DU deltog i denna studie!! 
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