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In the lramework of the project FishMPABlue 2, the University of Nice collected informsation
aboul governance and management features of Mediterranean MPAs, inorder to highlight which
circunstances can determine a sucoessiul manasgement of small scale fisheries within MTAs The
sa e questionnalee was used o collect informeation aboul govermance and mansgement fealunes
of Karaburun-5azani MPA in the frame of implementing the project “MPA NETWORES project-
Support MPA eflectiveness through strong and connected networks in the Medilerransan ™,

Response bo this request was voluntary and mformation was published respecting the anonymily
of the respondent m ths report. The interviewed MPA staff members were represented by 11
employess in the National Agency of Protected Areas (WAPA) and Eegional Administrate of
Protevied Areas (RATA).

To the fimt question (Figure 1) corresponding to the questions group aboul the Fshermen
Frngapenymt in Managemwent, all the interviewed answered that they evaluate the corrent
interaction betwesn small scale fishors and MPA mamsgeiment body ona bidirectional way and
tishers viewpoints are later-on oomnsidered in MPA's declsions. [L means that both [shers and
MIPPA manapement body are able to express ther own views and wleas, Fegarding the socond
question (Fygure 2), 22% percent of the interviewed never answered to Lhe gquestion, while the
rest answered that the staff have acceptable skills and resources to facilitate stakeholder

engapement and participatory processes,
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fishermen and management Body in your MPA:

¥ g insemmstion at el

Figure 1. Graphical presentation of the first question answers by stalf members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA,
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Figure 2. Graphical presentation of the second question answers by stafl members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MITA.
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To the third question of the questionnaire (Figure 3), 33% of the mterviewed answered that each
vearthey have3-5 meetings on average with Hishers, while the remaining 67 % answered that hey
hawe mone than 3 meetings with fishers every yvear.

How many meetings with small scale fishermen do you have on
average per year?
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Figure 3. Graphical presentation of the third question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

All the interviewed (Figure 4) opinion was that mest of the [ishermen {(30-100% ) operating wilth
the MI'A of Karaburun-Sazani, on average, atbend each meeting, while all of them (Figure 5)
answered positively and confirmed that fishermen leaders or representative are present among
the fishers allending, the meelings.
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Figure 4, Graphical presentation of the fourth question answors by staff membore of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

Are fishermen leaders or representative present

among the fishermen attending the meetings?
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administrate of Karalurun-Sazani MPA.
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To the question aboutthe meetings’ minutes (Figure &), 22'% of the interview ed answered that the
meclings’ minukes are freely available to Hshermen, Furthermore, the meetimgs” minubes ane
directly sent ko fishers attending the meeting or a hard /digital copy is avatlable in MPA's office
and website. The rest of the mterviewed RAPA and NAPA slaff members answered that the
meetings’ minutes are available to fishermen upon request.
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Figure & Graphical presentation of the sixth question answers by slall members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

I e question 7 (Figure 7), the interviewed were plased to indicate at what extent they agree
with the follvwing statements. About 11% (Figute 7A) of the mterviewed rather agree that there
is a good relationship bebween MPA managers and small-scale fishers, while 82% of them fully
agree that there iz a good relationship betw sem them, 44% (Figure 7B} of the interviewed neither
agreenor disagres to thestatement thatitis hard to reach the consensus, while 36% of them rather
agree on L To the statement Uat mosy ol the small scale lshers agree on oonserva Lion stralegies
implemented by MPA managers (Figure 7C), aboutl 44% of the interviewed neither agree nor
dagree, while 56% of the inlerviewed rather agree on it
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Figure 7. Graphical pressntation of the seventh question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

Eegarding the group of question focused on the MPA Management Plan, to the eighth question
{Figure B), about 11% of Lhe inkerviewod answored that a management planisbeng prepared or
has been prepared, but is not being, implemented, while 8% of the interviewed answered that an
approved management plan exists, bal it is only partially implemented, About 11% of the
interviewed answered (Figure 9) that a section of the MDA management plan is dedicated &
Small Scale Fisheries (S5F), orspecific actions for S5F are included in the management plan, while
BO% of themanswered that there is o managetnend plan for S5F. To the question i the Hsheriron
were involved in setting up the management plan for SSE, aboul 8% never answensd, while the
remaiming nterviewed answered negatively. None of the mterviewed FAPA and NAPA
members answ ered to the question 100,
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Figure 8. Graphical presentation of the eighth question answers by stafl members of the
administrate ol Karaburun-Sazani MPA,
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Figure 9. Craphical presentation of the ninth question snswers by staff members of the
administrate of Karabarun-Sazant MFPA.

To the question 11 (Figure 10) about the restrictions, regulations on small-sale fisheries appliad
by the MPA management, nost the of the interviewed staff members answered that permanent
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spatial closure represented the restriction toward small-scale fisheries; 3% of the interviewad
opimnian was thal imited entrance represented the resbeiction toward S5F. Regarding Lhe question
12, most of the interviewed staff members (Figure 11) answered that professional fishermen wone
mvolved in the creation of the MIP'A management plan, 27% of them confirmed the presence of
the scientists, while 21% expressed their opinion about the involverment of the private sector
operators and other 21% confirmed the presonce of other stakeholders, mainly reprosented by
tour operators, tour boats operators and local and national poverning institutions, Tt is also
mnteresting to nobte that 3% of the nterviewed stafl members confirmed the presence of the
recreational fishers during the creation of the MPA management plan,

What types of restrictionsregulations on small-scale
fisheries are applied by the MPA management 7

& limited entry

Limited eniy & oo resbriction
7%

~m® Time restrictions
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= 5z |t
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L m Tarvitorial usa rights
m Permanent spatisl clasire
= Time-area dasure
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Figure 10, Graphical presentation of the eleventh question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MFPA.
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Figure 11. Graphical pressmtation of the twelfth question answers by staff members of the

administrats of Karaburn-Sazani MPA.

About 48% of the interviewed slaffl members answersd that ecological information data
represented the data collected in the monitoring and evaluating program, while other 47% of
themanswered that social information represented the collected data during the monilorig and
evaluation program; just 3% of Lhem confirmed that the economic informalion represenled the
monitoring data. Regarding, the question 14 (Figure 13) and question 135 (Figure 14), all the

interviewed staff members answered positively.
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Figure 12. Graphical presentation of the thirteenth question answers by staffl members of the
administrate ol Karaburun-Sazani MPA,
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Figure 13, Graphical presentation of the lourieenth question answers by statl members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA
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I= there an established schedule and process for periodic
revtaw and updating of the MPA management plan?
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Figure 14. Graphical presentation of the fifteenth question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

About B9% of the interviewed staff members (Figure 15) answered that the marine protected ana
18 in the process of being integrated mio a larger coastal planning and management process, but
the process s sLill ncomplete, while the remaiming inlerviewed stall members of NAPA and
EAPA answered that the marine protected area s parl of a larger coastal planning and
management process, Tothe last question of the question group about the Management Plan of
the MPA, all the interviewed staff members answerod negatively.
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Figure 15. Graphical presentation of the sixteenth question answers by staff members of the

administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.
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Figure 16, Craphical presentation of the seventeenth question answers by slafl membors of the

administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.
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Kegarding the questions group related to the MPA budget and stalf, to the question about the
rurmber of emplovers, all the interviewed stalf membersanswered that 2 permarenl part-Hime, 4
permanent full time 6 FTE worked for the MPA m the tast vear.

Hewar many empleyens (F LE] warkesd tos Cthe BES in the losd year
(2019)7
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Figure 17. Graphical presentatiom of the sighteenth question answers by staff members of the

administrate of Karabuarun-Sazani MPA.

To the question 19, the staff members answered that regarding the permanent staff members, the
staffis certainly numerically madequate tomemage critical activities, while the staff isnumerically
slightly below optimum lewel Lo manage crtical aclivites regarding  the olal staf
{permanent+other). Roparding the question 20 (Fipure 17), about 11% of the interviewed never
answered to the question, while 89% of them answered that there 5 a secure budget for the MIPA
and its management needs on a Tulti-year basis.
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Figure 17. Graphical presentation of the twenteenth question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karalburun-Sazani MPA.

In Figure 18 are shown Lhe opinions of the interviewed stall members regarding the MPA budpst
last year. Tothe next question (Figure 19), all the interviewed answered that the available budget
was acceplable; but should be further inproved to Fully achiewe effective management.
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Figure 18 Graphical presentation of the twenty-oneth question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA,
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in 2015 was the budget sufficient to carry ot all the activities
Esurveillance, monitoring, stakeholder engagement}?
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Figure 19. Graphical presentation of the bwenly-second question answers by stall membersof the
administrate of Karabarun-Sazani MPA,.

Regarding the question 23, most of Lhe interviewed slall members answered thal Lhe budps was
not sifficient o meet all the neods, whens the most deficient activitios were roprosentod by the
scienlilic monitoring. Aboul 31% of them answered that the most deliclent activites wene
represenited by the enforcement, while according Lo 13% of the interviewed staff members
stakeholders capacity building activities represented the most deficient activities.
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Figure 20 Graphical presentation of e lwenty-third question answers by stath membors of the
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administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

Regarding question 24, 78% of the interviewed staff members (Figure 21 A) answered that the
staff lacks of some skills/ competences that would cover specific MPA needs, while 22% of them
answered that the staff is overall competent, but further specific <kills wounld be soitable
Regarding the Economic aspects (Figure 218), about 7% of the interviewed answered that the
staff needs to go through a major ca pacities /skills development, while 22% of them answenad
thal the staff lacks of some skills ! competences that would cover specific MPA needs, In the Figuro
21¢7 is shown that regarding social aspects, the answer of most interviewed stall members was

that the staff does not need further competences,/ skills,
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In the commumnication and outreach questions group, to the question 23 all the interviewed staff
members answered that the boundaries of the MPA are known by both the management
authority and stakeholders, but are not appropriately demarked (Figure 22).
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Figure 22. Graphical pressntation of the twenty-fifth question answers by staff menmbers of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA,

Regarding the other question of this questions group, most of the interviewed staff members
answered that there is a planned and effective cutreach, education and awarencss building,
program fully linked to the objectives and needs of the MPA, whileaccording Lo the remaining
44% of them, there is a planned outreach, educabion and aw areness buidding program, but there
are still serious gaps. Tothe questions group regarding authorized fishing bpes and effort, none
of the interviewed answerad to thess questions.
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Figure 23. Graphical presentation of the twenty-sixth question answers by statf members of the
adminjstrate of Karalurun-Sazani MPA.

Are there mechanisms to ensure that the ecopomic costs
are minimized and benefits are maximized for fishers and
ather local groups (e.g., compensation mechanisms,
preferential access, etc)?
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Figure 24. Graphical presentation ol the twenly-seventh question answers by stall members ol
the administrate of Karaburan-Sacan: MP A,
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Kegarding the questions about the Soca ] Equity Considerations, the interviewed staff members
answered negatively o the question if thereare present mechanisms o ensure that the economic
cosls are minimized and benefits are maximized for fishers and other local groups. To the
question 30{Fipure 25A), all the interviewed answered positively, while (Figure 25B) regarding
the question about the kind of programs the MPA of Karaburun-Sazani was promoting, most of
the interviewed answored thal they were pushing ahead to diversity livelihoods to increase
incomeand reduce fishing-pressure (e g, incentivizing pescatourism); 44 % of them answered that
it was prornoded the facilitation of fehers participation mo MPA management and just 6%
answered thal the promotion was performed boward gquality brand of local bsh,
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Figure 25, Graphical presentation of the thirtyth question answers by staff members of the
administrate ol Karalurun-Sazani MPA,

Regarding the MPA Enforcerment questions group, to the question 31 (Figure 26), 30% of the
mterviewed stafl members answered that the Kind of enfonement adopled by the MPA staffl wos
bhoth (kegal and interpretative); 25% of themanswered thal it was imterpretative and educational
enforcement related mostly o mforming the stakeholders, while the remainmyg staff members
answered that the entorcement was represented by legal enforcement, mamly detailed by legal
power bo raise fines. About 89% of the interviewed answensd negalively to the guestion {Figure
27) i the MPA involves small scale lishermen in enforcement activitios.
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What kind of enforcemant is adoptad by the MPA staff?
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Figure 26. Graphical presentation of the thifty-first question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MIA.

Does MPA involve small scates fishermen in enforcement
activities?
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Figure 37 Craphical presentation of the thirty-sacond question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karalurun-Sazani MPA,


Perdorues
Rectangle


Blrage

To the question 33 {Figure 28), most of the interviewed answered that 180 hours were spent by
the MIA stall for the survellance last year, while 22% of themanswered that there werne absoul
200 hours spent by the MPA staff for the surveillance and the remaining 11% answered that thene
were aboul 780 hours spent for the surveillancoe last year. Furthermore, none of them answerned
b the question about the number of days spent by the police bodies for the surwillance last year.

Please, try to quantify the number of days (or hours)

spent by only the MPA staff for the surveillance fast year

L
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| 22% = 150h
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Figure 28, Graphical presentation of the thirty-third question answers by staff members of the
administrate o Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

To the question about the surveillance effort quantification of the percentage distribution over 3
Limewindows (Figure 294}, most of the Interviewed answered that 200% of them were conducted
on low season, while the other answered that just 15% of the surveillance was condudied during
the low season; about 89% of the interviewed answered that the overall surwillance wes
performed during theshoulder season (Figure 298). Aboul 78% of the interviewed staff members
{(Figure 29C) answered that 55% ol the overall surveillance was conducted during the peak
seasomn, corresponding to the Ume period from June o September. To tw question 36 (Figune 300,
aboul 67% ol the interviewed stall members answered that roughly 30000 EUR was the amoint
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of funds dedicated to surveillance and patrelling in the MPA of Karaburun-Sazam, while 225 of
them answvered that the amount of funds was about 43000 EUR and the temaining 11% of the
mterviewed answered that it was around 45000 FUR. All the nterviewed stafl members
(RAPA+NAPA) answered to the question 37 that the staff have acceptable skills/ resources o
enforce maring protected areas legislation and regulations, but still sonwe deficiencies remain.
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Figure 29, Graphical presentation of the thirty-fifth question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.
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Which |s the amount of fumds dedicated to surveillance

and patralling in your MPA? [in thousands of suros}
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Figure 30. Graphical presentation of the thirly-sixth question answers by stalf members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.
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Figure 31. Graphical presentation of the thifty-seventh question answers by stall members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Saeani MEA.
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In the group of gquestions about the satistaction of fshers with the MPA and compliances, to the
question 40, all the interviewed stalf members answered that the Tishers are satisfied with the
ecological outvomesof the MPA (Figure 32A) and the overall opinion wasthat fishers ane satisfied
withthesocial oreconomic impaclsof the MPA (Figure 32B). Reparding the statement that Tishers
are satisfied with the governance and decision making processes of the MPA, just 22 of the
interviewed opinion was that they are really satisfied (Figure 3207, while the rest ox prossed the
opinion that they were neither satisfied with it,

Fhaioes tiad ihwiscgh This Tobowing Sketime nls snd Phesde redd edmsh the l|_'l|ul,lp||’|g slEteiniEnds
a Waiil o e sbait tha leeel of sitsficteam o a arel Fale youe apinken abul the lesel ol
desamistactian of fisher sateloction or distatrsfactsn of fishers.
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Figure 32, Graphwal presentabion of the fortieth question answers by stall members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

To the question 41 (Figune 33A), about 78% of the interviewed answered that just a few of the
professional small scale fishermen have perfarmed illegal fishing in the last 12 months in the
MPA, while many of the recreational fishers have performed illepal activities according to the
78% of the interviewerl stall members (Figuee 338). Furhermore, many of the industrial fishers
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have pertormed illegal fishing in the st 12 months in the MPA, according to the 78% of the

mtervicwed opinion,
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Figure 33 Graphical presentation of the forby-first question answers by staff members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

As it iz shown in Figure 34, there are several opinions about the number of fines/ yearfor illegal
Fishing with the MPA of Karaburun-Sazani since the fishing regulation wasimplemented, while
mosl of the nterviewed stall members answered that Lhe number of fines was 3 =1 fines,/ vear. To
thelast question of the questionnatre (Figure 35), 23% of the interviewed staff mombers answenad
that no fishing, activities were permitted mside the MPA fdoes not apply, while 22% of the
interviewed stalf members answered thal it was nol applicable.
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Please provide the data about the number of fines (or
infractions)/year for illegal fishing within your MPA since

: the fishing regulation was implemented

[ & = B firesfyear N Y

| s | 3 fines per year

13% u 4 fines per year

3-5 fines/year |
11% ® 3. 4 fines/year

=210 2017, 4 in 2018, 30

201s
- - # 3. & finesyear
i 2in 7017, 4in |
| 2018, 3 in 20149 m i - 5 fimesfyear

I 22% B B I -li.nm,;'-rur

3%

Figure 34. Graphical presentation of the forty-second question answers by stalf members of the
administrate o Karaburun-Sazani MPA.

If some infractions for illegal fishing oocurred, which percentage
of fines was related to Hlegal fishing by professional fishermen
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Figure 35, Graphical presentation of the fody-third question answers by statl members of the
administrate of Karaburun-Sazani MPA.
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Report about the Perceptions of Fishers

regarding the Effects of the Governance

Measures implemented in the MPA of
Karaburun-Sazani

Similarly to the developed questionnaire in the framework of the project FishMPABlue 2 by the
University of Nice as lead researcherofthe Flag Pine (subcontractor of INCA), associate Professor
Kigers BAKIU created a questionnaire about the assessment of the perceptions of fishers
regardmg the effects of the governance mensures implemenied in the MPA of Karabumon-Saesne
a sel af ad o social descriptors associated o the implementation of the govemancoe ollt was
developied and administered o fishers through this specific questionnaire. All the relabive resulls
are present in this reporl prepared by assoclate Professor Rigers BAKIU (stafl member of
Albanian Cenler for Environmental Peofection aind Sustainable Devwelopment - ACEPSD), as
subvontractor of Flag Pl
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As il B shown in Figure 1, the questionnaire was compibed by 8 fishers from Fishing Port of

Triporl, 23 fishers from Orikum and 14 fshers from Radhime. [E is important o note that the
fishers of Orikam include all the fishers who are landing at Orikum beach and the Marina port,
whik: the fishers of Radhime includes mainly the Gshers wwho ane landing, at the Fishing Conler
Crribuirn harbor, Most of the interviewed Fshers (Figure 2) were represented by the artsanal
Eshers, whch constitute about 82% of the mterviewed Tshers, while the remraining fishers ate
represented by the sport fishers. The sport fishers are mainly represented by anglers, who are
fishingr at the Fiahing Center Orikaim harbor miest of the time.

In botel Uhe questionnadre was compesed by 11 gquestions. To the first question (Figune 3), 66% of
the interviewed fehers that they were nol sware of the implementation of the governanos
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measures selected by the Local Management Authority for the MPA (here represented by KAFPA)
with which they are assoclated, while 34% of them answered positively to the guestion,

o 3 10 15 21 P 30

Figure 1. Graphical presentation of geopraphical composition of the interviewed group of fishers
in the Bay of Viora.
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Figure 2. Graphical presentation of professional composition of the nterviewed group of fshers
in the Bay of Viora.
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AN WOU oware of the implementation of the ROVErnance measures
selecesd by the Local Management Auth ority for the 8APA with which
thay are associated?

el ERa

Figure 3. Graphical presentation of the first question answers by fishers of Lhe Viora Bay.

Regarding the second question (Figure 4), nearly half of the interviewed fishers knew if a set of
measures about fisheries management have been implemented in the past o currently in the
implementation phase in the MPA of Karabumm-Sazani,

Do you Know if & set of measures about fisheries management heve
been Implemented 0 the past or currently In the Implementation
phaze in the MPA of Keraburus-Sagani?

H¥=1 B No

Figure 4. Graphical presentation of the second question answers by lishers of the Viora Bay.
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The opinion of the 60% of the interviewed fishers (Figure 3) was that a positive impact was
originated as potential eflects of governanoe measures on the amount of fish in the MPA of
Karaburun-Sazani, though the opinion of 25% of them was neutral and the remaming
mlerviewed fishers [15% ) was even more oplinst.

What do you think could be the poteniial eHects of gorernsnce meassires
on tha amount of digh inthe MPAT

Wy MEgave Gnpect. B MNegdlve Impact W Neulnal fepec W Pusiies mpacl @ eiy Postie Ipecl

Figure 3, Graphical presentation of the third question answers by Hishers of the Viora Bay.

Regarding the question 4 (Figune 6), 47% of the Interviewed fishers opinion was thal a very
negative impact toward the quality or health of habitat in the MPA emerged oul as result of the
effects of governance measures. Other 4% of them answered that it was a negative impact, while
23% and 11% of the interviewed fishers answerad that the impact was positive and very positive,
respectvely. Aboul 15% of the interviewed lishers opindon was neutral. It is also interesting o
nole that 60% of the interviewed lishers (Figure 7} think thal a neutral impact was originated
toward the amountol fish thal fishers cancatch as effects of the governance measures in the MPA
of Karaburun-Sazni, while 3% and 4% of the interviewed [shers think that the impacl was

posilive and very positive, respectively.
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What do you think could be the potential effecis of governance
measuies on the guality or health of habitat In each MPAT

H ey Negative impact @ Negatiie mpact o F=utral Impact
B Prasmis | pacT Wy PO e | et

Figure 6. Graphical presentation of the fourth question answers by fishers of the Viora Bay.

‘What do you think could be the potential effects of governance
measures on the amount of fish that fishers can catch?

B Very feegatee impact B Negathe mpact W Meitral Impact
B Prsitive bmpac B Very Positive Impact

Figure 7. Graphical presentation of the fiftth question answers by fishers of the ¥lora Bay.
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Furthermore, an identical percentage compostion of the relative answers emerged out to the
question aboul the potential effecls of povernance measures oi the incomes of shers {(Figune 8).
Omn the relationship of fishers with MPA managers question (Figure 9, most of the fishers thmk
that the impacl was neutral and even worst: 26% of them think that the effects of governamne
measures generated a negative impact in the relationship of fishers with the MPA managers of
the Karaburun-Sazani MPA,

‘What do you think ¢ould be the potentlal eHects of governance
meanyres on the inoomes of fishers?

Wiy Megative lrpac B Bepe e tmpa ol 3 Sedra dnpact 8 P ve iregad 8 ey Pogise (mpand

Figure 8, Graphical presentalion of the soith question answers by [shers of the Viora Bay.

Whniat do vou think could be the potential effecty of povernance
measuies on ielationship of lizhers with MPA mansgers?
W Very Hepafnes impact @ Re=prtwe tmpact B Meugm| bmpact
W Positive Impact Eveny Poulilve Impact

Figure &, Graphical presentation of the seventh question answers by lishers of the Viora Bay.
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Regarding question 8 (Figure 10), 58% of the interviewsed fishers think that a neutral impact came
outasa resulbs of offects of povemance measures on theaimount of conflicts betswween fishers and
other users of the MPA, while just 2% of themthink that it wasa negative impact. The rest of the
nlerviewed Fshers think that it was mostly positive and even wery posilive for 4% of the
interviewed fishers.

What do you think could be the potential effects of governance
measures on the amou nt af CEI‘I‘”EI:I‘I. between Fishers and other
users of the MPAT
W ey Negative mpadt W Hegatie Impact W Mewiral irmpact

B Positive Impact W =iy Posifive bnpact

Figure 10, Graphical presentation of the righth question answers by fishers of the Viora Bay.

ILis very good Wonote (Figure 11) that 538% of the inlerviewed lshers think that a positive impact
toward the participation of fishers to decsion making was originated by the application of
governance measunes in the MPA of Karaburun-Sazan, while 21% think thal the impact was
neutral and the rest of the interviewed lishers think thal it wasa very positive impact. 1L s also
interesting to note that there about 2% of the fishers that never preferred toanswer tothe question
10 and 11. About 61% of the interviewed fishers (Figure 12) think that the impact of the
Sovernance measures were positive on the support of the small-scale lishers lor the MPPA anc
even very positive for 30% of the [shers, while the rest (6% ) think thal the impact was neutral
Regarding the last question (Figure 13), 53% of the interviewed fishers think thal the governance
measures generated a neutral impact to the frequency of illegal fishing activities in the MPA,
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Aboat 26% of the mterviewead fishers think that it was positive, while 19% think that the impact
WA Yoy posilive

What doyou think could be the potential effects of governance
maatures on tho participation of fishers to decision making?

W uEry HEpslive Impoct @ Hegetive npact i Meartral Imoec
[Pk ive Immpiact Yy Positive Impact

Figure 11. Graphical presentation of the ninth question answers by fishers of the Vlora Bay.

What do you think could be the potential effects of governance
measures on the support of small-scale fishers for the MPA?

W ey Megative rmpact i Negalhe |I'E1|:|:Ei'.'[ W Naulral Impact
W Posithve Impoact B very Positive Impact B No Anoser

Figure 12 Graphical presentation of the tenth question answers by lishers of the Vierm Bay.
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What do vou think could be the potential effects of gpovernance
measures on the amount of illegal fishing in the MPAT

| Very Megative Impact @ Negative impact W MNauiral Impaect
B Pogitive Impacl B Yery Positive fmpact W No Answer

Flgure 13 Graphical presentation of the deventh question answers by (ishers of the Viora Bay.

Furthermore, il was porformed a comparison between the answers of the attisanal and spont
fhers in order Lo identify the differences in the perceplion of sport and artsanal fishers
respectively. To the first question 75% of the interviewed sport fishers (Figure 14) answercd
negatively, while reparding the artisanal fishers, 84% of them answered negatively. In the nest
quest ion (Figure 135), it happened the contrary - 54 % of the artisainal lshers answered negatively,
whike just 38% of the interviewed sport fshers answered negatively.
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& Sport Fishers B Artisenal Fishers
W ey W Na ey @ Ny

Figure 14. Graphical presentalion of the first question answers by sport A)and artsanal B) fishers
of the Viora Bay.

A Spost Fishers B Artisamal Fishers

Ty N e W R

Figure 15, Graphical presentation of the second question answers by sporl A) and artisanal B)
fishers of the Viora Bay.

Eegarding the question 3 (Figure 16), 50% of the interviewed sport fishers think that the impect
was positive on the amount of (ish in the MPA, while the remamning 50% think that the impact
wasneutral; regarding the artisanal fishers 62% of them think that the impact was positive and
juest 200% of them think that the amount of Hsh was not impacled by the povernance measures m
the MPA, About 25% of twe sport {lishers (Figure 17) think that the impact was negative on the
quality or health of habitat in the MPA and 12% of them think that the situation was even worst
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Differently happened with the artisanal fishers, 34% of them think that the impact was very
negakive,

A Sport Fahars B ariipanel Fishery
Weny W games Tenan B e gacer mepaT W T T W Viery P el o] @ Wi amoest Witmalrallmpa
W Frsher B e Fefrae i m Frilies mmpgm i ary Prailies lspac

Figure 16, Graphical presentation of the third question answers by sport Ab and artisanal B)
fishers of the Viora Bay.

A Soort Fishers B Artisanal Fishers
i s=1y Reprivee impacs @ Megabse frpact e T b W'dury Flegeinve 'mipes) B Nepwiies lnpec B Newirsl frgrert
= Foubve Impad B \ery Pomrites imeact & Pt mpadd Wiy Povrie [mpact

Figure 17. Graphical presentation of the fourth question answers by sport A) and artisanal B
Fishers of the Viora Bay.

Regarding the question 5 (Figure 18), 50% of the interviewed sport fishers think that no impact
existed on the amount of fish that fishers can catch, while61% of the artisanal lishers think this
way. The percentageof the sporl and artisanal Hishers, who think that the inpact was posthive
was nearly the same [E s also interesting Lo note thal almwost 50% of the sport lshers think hal
the impact was positive on the incomes of the fishers (Figure 19), while just 33% of the
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mterviewed artizanal fishers think like that and more fishers corresponding to the artisanal
fishers (64% ) think that their incomes were nel impacted by the application of the governance

ITHERSLI NS,

A Sport Fishers B Aurtisanal Fisharg
W ey Wi HF L | st B ey A T ST AET I PASEALA & | PfaT W NEJTE T
o Fmilive impas |u"rrrqn-|mp-;r m Praibee lvoas B Very Pruithes orpan

Flgure 1B Graphical presentation of the [ilthquestion answers by sporl A) and arlisanal B) fishers
of the Viora Bav.

A Spoirt Fishers B Artisanal Fishers
W ey Bapeties frpact B Megebes imaact W Nt fmpass ey Magusras e B Aegar e impark i Meuirsd ipas
= PEUDSE | W ey [oaities (e = B va mp et m ey Pogddve mpact

Flgure 19, Graphical presentation of the sixth question answers by sport A) and artisanal B)
Fishers of the Viora Bay.

Regarding the question 7 (Figure 200, 37% of the sporl fishers think that no impact existed m the
refationship of fishers with MPA managers, while this percentage was even higher in the
interviewed artisanal Fishers (645 ), while 33% of the ardisanal lishers think that the impact was
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positive. 1E s also good to note that differently from the sport fishers (Figure 21), the artsanal
ishers (54% ) think that no impact existed in the amount of conflicts between Fishers and other
users of the MPA, while 36% of them think that the impact was positive.

A Sport Fighers B Artizans| Fishar
WyEry Nagare npacl BWRERCNG Fpac W Reupal e W Very Regative Impact BMsgatve npact. @ Neutral Impact
W Periirew bmpacd W ery Poutive impecs W Pegiies Impact W Sery Bailbve Imsacr

Figure 20, Graphical presentation of U seventh question answers by sporl A)and arlisanal B
Fishers of the Viora Bay.

A Epasi Fiahars B Artisanal Fishers
WV ry Hrgatiar mgnit W Napaifee mpegt M Mecira rpes WAy Alegallve kel & Segatkod imoac B Heuira moee
W Fagites Inpast Wiery Positee impaci B Paistive mpme Wyery Forite Imear

Figure 21. Graphical presentation of the eighth question answers by sport A) and artisanal B
lishers of the Viora Bay.

It wery opimistic also bo nole (Fipure 22), thal most of the artisanal fishers (61 %) think that the
Impactwas posilive on the participation of fshers o decision meaking, while 26% of them think
that it was even very positive; 38% of the sport fishers thmk that it was positive. Cenerally, o the
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last 2 questions the sport fishers opinion was more posibive regarding the impacts {positive and
wvery positive) on the support of amall-scale fishers for the MPA and the froquency of the illepal
Fishing activities inside the MPA.

F Sport Fidhats B Artiganal Fighars
Ve Regabve mpoct @ Negabave mpect B F=uirmd mpact W ey Negetne Imgact o Negetve mpact  MeEuTal Impada
W Emiilive fpecE e Pmsiive | FEan W Peailivg Iripacs W Vary Pk Imgact

Figure 22, Graphical presentation of the ninth question answers by sport A} and artisanal H)
fishers of the Viora Bay.

A Sport Fishers B Artissnal Fabars
W Vary Migthed Imp bt W Mgl e bmgacl LR T B yary He g v rmgart B Smpative Im gk W Myt impac
® Prartive ergact WErs Postie impact B e Ancear Pkt Fnpact Wy Foditie Cnpaet WG AR

Flgure 23, Graphical presentation of the Lenth question answers by sport A} and artisanal B)
Fishers of the Viora Bay.
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A Spart Fluhers B Artisanal Fishers
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Figure 24, Graphical pressntation of the eleventh question answers by sport A) and artisanal H)
fishers of the Viora Bay.

The 2 Report were prepared by the main researcher
Associate Professor Rigers Bakiu

{Member of ACEPSD and sub-contracted oy Flag Pine)
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Questionnaire about the perceptions of fishers
regarding the effects
of the governance measures implemented in the MPA

Questionnaire °

Similarly to the developed questionnaire in the framework of the project FishMPABlue 2
by the University of Nice as lead researcher of the Flag Pine (subcontractor of INCA),
associate Professor Rigers BAKIU created a questionnaire about the assessment of the
perceptions of fishers regarding the effects of the governance measures implemented in
the MPA of Karaburun-Sazani: a set of ad hoc social descriptors associated to the
implementation of the governance toolkit was developed and administered to fishers

through this specific questionnaire.

Thank you for taking the time to participate in this survey. Response to this request is
voluntary and information will be published respecting the anonymity of the respondent.

The survey should take around 20 minutes.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the lead researcher by phone

or e-mail.

Professor Rigers BAKIU (Agricultural University of Tirana/Albanian Center for
Environmental Protection and Sustainable Development), email:

bakiurigers@gmail.com, tel: 0694769532



1) Are you aware of the implementation of the governance measures selected by the Local
Management Authority for the MPA with which they are associated (A jeni ne dijeni te
implementimit te masave adminisrative te vendosura nga autoriteti lokal i menaxhimit

te ZMDes perkatese ?) ? Please answer just by selecting one of the options.
O Yes

O No

2) Do you know if a set of measures about fisheries management have been implemented
in the past or currently in the implementation phase in the MPA of Karaburus-Sazani (A
e dini nese nje set masash menaxhuese mbi peshkimin jane implementuar ne te
kaluaren apo jane aktualisht ne fazen e implementimit ne ZMDen e Karaburun-

Sazanit ?) ? Please answer just by selecting one of the options.
O Yes

O No

3) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on the
amount of fish in the MPA (Cili mendoni se mund te jete impakti i masave
adminisrative kundrejt sasise se peshkut ne ZMD ?)? Please answer just by selecting

one of the options.

O Very Negative Impact
O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact



4) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on the quality
or health of habitat in each MPA (Cili mendoni se mund te jete impakti i masave
adminisrative kundrejt cilesise apo mireqenies se habitatit ne ZMD ?) ? Please answer

just by selecting one of the options.
O Very Negative Impact

O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact

5) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on the
amount of fish that fishers can catch (Cili mendoni se mund te jete impakti i masave
adminisrative kundrejt sasise se peshkut qe peshkataret do te peshkojne?) ? Please

answer just by selecting one of the options.
O Very Negative Impact

O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact



6) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on the
incomes of fishers (Cili mendoni se mund te jete impakti i masave adminisrative
kundrejt te ardhurave te peshkatareve ?) ? Please answer just by selecting one of the

options.

O Very Negative Impact
O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact

7) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on
relationship of fishers with MPA managers (Cili mendoni se mund te jete impakti i
masave adminisrative kundrejt marredhenieve te peshkatareve me menaxheret e

ZMDes ?) ? Please answer just by selecting one of the options.
O Very Negative Impact

O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact



8) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on the
amount of conflicts between fishers and other users of the MPA (Cili mendoni se mund
te jete impakti i masave adminisrative kundrejt sasise se konflikteve midis
peshkatareve dhe perdoruesve te tjere te ZMDes ?) ? Please answer just by selecting one

of the options.

O Very Negative Impact
O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact

9) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on the
participation of fishers to decision making (Cili mendoni se mund te jete impakti i
masave adminisrative kundrejt pjesemarrjes se peshkatareve ne vendimmarrje ?) ?

Please answer just by selecting one of the options.
O Very Negative Impact

O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact



10) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on the
support of small-scale fishers for the MPA (Cili mendoni se mund te jete impakti i
masave adminisrative kundrejt suportit te peshkatareve artizanal ne ZMD ?) ? Please

answer just by selecting one of the options.
O Very Negative Impact

O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact

11) What do you think could be the potential effects of governance measures on the
amount of illegal fishing in the MPA (Cili mendoni se mund te jete impakti i masave
adminisrative kundrejt sasise te aktiviteteve te peshkimit te paligjshem ne ZMD ?) ?

Please answer just by selecting one of the options.
O Very Negative Impact

O Negative Impact

O Neutral Impact

O Positive Impact

O Very Positive Impact
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Annex | - Questionnaire

RESEARCH ON MEDITERRANEAN MPAs MANAGERIAL FEATURES

Questionnaire °

In the framework of the project FishMPABIlue 2, the University of Nice is collecting information
about governance and management features of Mediterranean MPAs, in order to highlight which
circumstances can determine a successful management of small scale fisheries within MPAs.

Thank you for taking the time to participate in this survey. Response to this request is voluntary
and information will be published respecting the anonymity of the respondent. The survey should
take around 50 minutes.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the researchers by phone or e-mail.
Dr Antonio Di Franco (University of Nice), email: difry@libero.it, tel: +33(0)492076848

Dr Antonio Cald (University of Nice), email: antoniocalo.es@gmail.com, tel: +33(0)492076848

FISHERMEN ENGAGEMENT IN MANAGEMENT

1) How do you evaluate the current interaction between small scale fishermen and management body
in your MPA:

[ ] No interaction at all
[ ] Informal interaction (e.g. discussion on the dock), but no regular meetings are organized

[ ] Unidirectional from the MPA management body toward fishermen (e.g. the MPA informs fishermen
about regulations, ongoing projects and results, etc.)

D_Bidirectional (both fishermen and the MPA management body are able to express their own views
and ideas) and fishermen viewpoints are then considered in MPA’s decisions

|:| Proactive (fishermen actively propose or organize meetings) with shared decision making

2) Does MPA staff have skills and resources to facilitate stakeholder engagement and participatory
processes?

[ ] The staff have no effective skills/resources to facilitate stakeholder engagement and participatory
processes
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[ ] There are major deficiencies in staff skills/resources
[ ] The staff have acceptable skills/resources

|:|_The staff have excellent skills/resources to facilitate stakeholder engagement and participatory
processes

3) How many meetings with small scale fishermen do you have on average per year?:
[lo

[[]1-2

[]3-5

|:|_>5

4) How many fishermen operating within the MPA, on average, attend each meeting?:
[ ] Nobody

[ ] A few fishermen (0-25%)

[ ].Many of the fishermen (25-50%)

[ ] Most of the fishermen (50-100%)

5) Are fishermen leaders or representative present among the fishermen attending the meetings?

[ ]Yes [ ]No

6) Meetings ‘minutes are:
[ ] not available (not compiled, classified)
[ ] available to fishermen upon request

|:| freely available to fishermen (directly sent to fishermen attending the meeting or hard/digital copy
available in MPA’s office/website)

[ ] freely available to everyone (hard copy at MPA’s office, digital copy on MPA’s website)

7) Please, indicate to what extent you agree with this statements:
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Fully
agree

Rather
agree

Neither
agree nor
disagree

Fully
disagree

Don’t
know

There is a good relationship between MPA
managers and small-scales fishermen

It is hard to reach the consensus

Most of the small scale fishermen agree on
conservation strategies implemented by
MPA managers

MPA MANAGEMENT PLAN

8) Does the MPA have a management plan?

[ ] There is no management plan

[ ] A management plan is being prepared or has been prepared but is not being implemented

[ ] An approved management plan exists but it is only partially implemented

[ ] An approved management plan exists and is implemented

9) Does the MPA have a management plan for Small Scale Fisheries (SSF)?

[ ] There is no management plan for SSF

[ ] A section of the MPA management plan is dedicated to SSF (or specific actions for SSF are included in

the management plan)
[ ] A management plan for SSF is being prepared

|:| An approved management plan for SSF exists

[ ] The MPA SSF plan is a part of an official broader plan of SSF

9b) (Only If in question 8 one of the last 4 options was selected). Were fishermen involved in setting up the

management plan for SSF?

|:| Yes |:| No

10) (If there is a management plan for SSF or a section of the MPA management plan is dedicated to

SSF): do they contain quantitative goals (e.g. threshold for acceptable ratio fish biomass inside

MPA/outside MPA, small scale fisheries catches inside MPA/outside MPA)?
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[ ]Yyes[ ]no

If you replied “yes”, please specify the main 1/2 goals:

11) What types of restrictions/regulations on small-scale fisheries are applied by the MPA management?
[ ] Limited entry
[ ] Gear restrictions
[ ] Time restrictions
[ ] Total allowable catch
[ ] size limits
[ ] Quotas
[ ] Territorial use rights
[ ] Permanent spatial closure
[ ] Time-area closure

[ ] None of the previous

12) Who was involved in the creation of the MPA management plan?
[ ] Professional Fishermen

[ ] Recreational Fishermen

|:| Scientists

|:| Private sector operators (e.g. diving centres)

[ ] other stakeholders (please specify...)

[ ] None of these stakeholders

13) Which of the following types of data are collected in the monitoring and evaluation program?
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|:| Ecological information/data

|:| Social information/data

|:| Governance/management information/data
|:| Economic information/data

[ ] None of the previous

14) Is there an established process to communicate and use the results from scientific monitoring
(biological, social or management) to inform MPA management (and eventually modify/revise your
management plan)?

[ ]ves[ |no

15) Is there an established schedule and process for periodic review and updating of the MPA
management plan?

[ ]yes[ |no

16) Is the MPA part of a larger broader integrated coastal planning and management process?
[ ] There is no broader coastal planning and management process

[ ] There is no discussion about the integration of the MPA in the existing coastal planning and
management process

[ ] There have been some initiatives for the integration of the MPA into the existing coastal planning
and management process but the process has not yet begun

[ ] The marine protected area is in the process of being integrated into a larger coastal planning and
management process plan but the process is still incomplete

|:| The marine protected area is part of a larger coastal planning and management process.

17) Is there an established conflict resolution mechanism to resolve conflicts between diverse interest
groups and users in the area?

[ ]YES
[ ]NO
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17b) If you reply “yes”, please shortly define this conflict resolution mechanism:

MPA BUDGET AND STAFF

18) How many employees (FTE) worked for the MPA in the last year (2016)? ,divided
in:

Permanent full time , Permanent part time ; Seasonal

19) Are there enough human resources employed to manage the MPA? (Please chose only one option
for each column, considering before only the permanent staff and after the overall staff recruited with
all the other means (projects, collaborations...))

Permanent Total Staff
Staff (permanent +
other)

There is no staff [] []

The staff is certainly numerically inadequate to manage critical [] []
activities

The staff is numerically slightly below optimum level to manage [] []
critical activities

Staff numbers are adequate for the management needs of the site [] []

20) Is there a secure budget for the MPA and its management needs on a multi—year basis?

[ ]yes[ |no

21) How much was the MPA budget last year (in €, including all funding sources)? , divided
in:

Public funds ; Donations ; self-financing; ; sponsorhips
)

22) In 2016 was the budget sufficient to carry out all the activities (surveillance, monitoring, stakeholder
engagement)?
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[ ] There was no budget for the MPA

[ ] The available budget was inadequate for basic management needs

|:| The available budget was acceptable, but should be further improved to fully achieve effective

management

[ ] The available budget was sufficient and fully meets the management needs of the MPA

23) If the budget is not sufficient to meets all the needs, please indicate the main 1-2 most deficient

following activities:

[ ] enforcement

[ ] scientific monitoring

[ ] outreach and communication

[ ] stakeholders capacity building
|:|_collaboration in management/decision-making

[ ] other (please specify):

24) Considering the overall competences/skills of the current MPA staff, please select for each aspect

(ecological, economic and social) the statement that best describes the situation. Practically for each of

the 3 rows, you should place an X in the column that best describe your situation.

The staff does not
need further
competences/skills

The staff is
overall
competent,
but further
specific skills
would be
suitable

The staff lacks of
some
skills/competences
that would cover
specific MPA
needs

The staff needs
to go through a
major
capacities/skills
development

Ecological aspects (e.g. reserve
effect assessment)

Economic aspects (e.g.
quantification ecosystem services)

Social aspects (e.g. community
participation)
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Communication and outreach:

25) Are the MPA boundaries known and demarcated?

|:|_The boundaries of the MPA are not well-known by the management authority or other stakeholders
|:|_The boundaries of the MPA are known by authorities but are not well-known by stakeholders

[ ] The boundaries of the MPA are known by both the management authority and stakeholders but are
not appropriately demarcated

[ ] The boundaries of the MPA are known by the management authority and stakeholders and are
appropriately demarcated

26) Is there a program of outreach, education and awareness building, addressed to stakeholders
(mainly small scale fishermen), to ensure they are aware of and knowledgeable about the MPA
rationale, objectives and rules?

[ ] There is no outreach, education and awareness building program

|:|_There is a limited and ad hoc outreach, education and awareness building program, but no overall
planning for this aspect

[ ] Thereis a planned outreach, education and awareness building program but there are still serious
gaps

[ ] There is a planned and effective outreach, education and awareness building program fully linked to
the objectives and needs of the MPA

If there is a program, please provide more information:

AUTHORIZED FISHING TYPES AND EFFORT

27) Please indicate how many vessels (and persons) are allowed to carry on artisanal fishing within your
MPA:

28) Please provide a measure of artisanal fishing effort within your MPA (e.g. in meters of authorized
net per day):

SOCIAL EQUITY CONSIDERATIONS
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29) Are there mechanisms to ensure that the economic costs are minimized and benefits are maximized
for fishers and other local groups (e.g., compensation mechanisms, preferential access, etc)?

[ ]yes[ |no

If you replied “yes”, please provide few more information:

30) Does the MPA have developed capacity building programs for fishermen?

[1yes[ Ino

30b) If you replied “yes”, what kind of this programs your MPA are promoting?

|:|_Diversify livelihoods to increase income and reduce fishing-pressure (e.g. incentivizing pescatourism)
|:| promote a quality brand of local fish

[ ] facilitate the participation of fishermen in the MPA management

[ ] other kind of programs (please specify)

MPA ENFORCEMENT

31) What kind of enforcement is adopted by the MPA staff?

[ ] none

[ ] interpretative/educational enforcement (informing stakeholders)
[ ] legal enforcement (legal power to raise fines)

[ ] both (legal and interpretative)

32) Does MPA involve small scales fishermen in enforcement activities?

[ ]yes[ |no
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32b) If yes, what kind of enforcement activities involve small scales fishermen?

33) Please, try to quantify the number of days (or hours) spent by only the MPA staff for the surveillance
last year

days: , (hours):

34) Please, try to quantify the number of days (or hours) spent by the police bodies for the surveillance
last year

days: , hours:

35) Considering the overall surveillance effort (MPA staff + police bodies), please try to quantify its
percentage distribution over the 3 time windows proposed (the total should sum up to 100%):

Low season (November to March):
Shoulder seasons (April, May, October):

Peak Season (June to September):

36) Which is the amount of funds dedicated to surveillance and patrolling in your MPA? (in thousands of
euros)

37) Can MPA staff sufficiently enforce MPA rules?

[ ] The staff have no effective skills/resources to enforce marine protected area legislation and
regulations

[ ] There are major deficiencies in staff skills/resources to enforce marine protected area legislation and
regulations (e.g. lack of skills no patrol budget)

[ ] The staff have acceptable skills/resources to enforce marine protected area legislation and
regulations but some deficiencies remain
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[ ] The staff have excellent skills/resources to enforce marine protected area legislation and regulations

OVERALL SATISFACTION OF FISHERS WITH MPA AND COMPLIANCE:

40) Please read through the following statements and rate your opinion about the level of satisfaction or

dissatisfaction of fishers

Very
satisfied

Satisfied

Neither

Dissatisfied

Very
dissatisfied

Fishers are satisfied with the ecological
outcomes of the MPA

Fishers are satisfied with the social or
economic impacts of the MPA

Fishers are satisfied with the governance and
decision-making processes of the MPA

41) In your opinion, what proportion of fishers per category do you think have performed illegal fishing

(i.e. fished in a no-fishing zone, used non-authorized gears etc.) in the last 12 months in the MPA?

Professional small scale fishermen:

|:| None

[ ] Few of them (e.g. 0-10%)

[ ] Many of them (e.g. 10-50%)

[ ] Most of them (e.g. more than 50%)

[ ]1don’t know

Recreational fishermen:

|:| None

[ ] Few of them (e.g. 0-10%)

[ ] Many of them (e.g. 10-50%)

[ ] Most of them (e.g. more than 50%)

[ ]1don’t know

Industrial fishermen:

|:| None




Hilernrey -

AV aditermansan e

! FlshMPARe 2

|:| Few of them (e.g. 0-10%)
[ ] Many of them (e.g. 10-50%)
|:| Most of them (e.g. more than 50%)

[ ]1don’t know

42) Please provide the data about the number of fines (or infractions)/year for illegal fishing within your
MPA since the fishing regulation was implemented

43) If some infractions for illegal fishing occurred, which percentage of fines was related to illegal fishing
by professional fishermen regularly operating within your MPA?

[ ]0-25%

[ ]25-50%
[ ]50-75%
[ ]75-100%

[ ] No data available
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