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1. Background
Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) are a central tool of marine conservation (Ban and Frid
2018) that gained more prominence in recent years. Although the focus on MPAs are
biodiversity conservation, the success of these spaces partially depends on stakeholders
and community’s support and acceptance (Dehens and Fanning 2018). Marine protected
areas exist in a specific place, each with its own particular socio-political and historical
context.  Despite being established by law, the human dimensions of the place that  is
being protected shape not only the design and implication of the MPA, but also its impact
(Charles and Wilson 2008).
People’s relationship with a place reflect the experiences and feelings towards that space
(Hausmann et al. 2015). Sense of place – the values, feelings, meanings and beliefs that a
person or a group of people associate  with a particular  space – develops through the
interactions or perceptions that a person has about a place (Chapin and Knapp 2015). A
cultural  ecosystem service  (Daniel  et  al.  2012),  sense  of  place  has  gained ground in
elucidating people-place relationships by disclosing places that are special to people and
where people feel attach to (Ramkissoon et al. 2013; Barendse et al. 2016), which can be
instrumental landscape management. People’s sense of place can be crucial in gaining
public  support  for  conservation,  as  the  increasing  literature  on  sense  of  place  and
protected areas suggests  (Mayer et al. 2010; Lin and Lockwood 2014). Sense of place,
however, is not always positive and people’s attitudes towards long-term planning, such
as  conservation,  would  reflect  that.  Moreover,  people  might  have  an  overall  positive
sense  of  place  but  not  be  attached  to  it,  in  which  case  their  commitment  to  the
conservation of that particular place might be compromised. The question that emerges is
then how to engage communities in pro-conservation behavior in those circumstances. 
This paper attempts to answer this question using the fishing communities in the Garden
Route and their sense of place as a case study. 

2. Methods
One  hundred  and  twenty  semi-structured  interviews  were  conducted  in  8  fishing
communities  in  the  Tsitsikamma  area.  Interview  questions  were  based  on  place
attachment  questionnaires  (Williams et al.  1992) and had 9 questions in total.  Ethical
clearance  was  granted  by  the  Ethical  Committee  of  the  Environmental  Science
Department  at  Rhodes  University,  South  Africa.Villages  were  selected  based  on
proximity to the park and on the number of fishermen registered to fish on the open
fishing areas. Community members selected randomly so both fishermen and members of
the  community  that  don’t  fish  were  approached.  Interviews  were  conducted  by  the
authors together with an Afrikaans interpreter.

3. Results
The cultural (personal experiences in a particular location and past historical affiliations
or events at a certain place) and dependent (lack of choice or easiest option for a person,



convenience or geographical closeness) variables stand out for the meaning of the place,
the biophysical and the ideological highlight what makes the place special.
Three villages stand out as the interviewees said they belong to them: Covie, Storms
River and Thornham. Sandriftt and Mandela Park have about 30% of the interviewees
saying that they feel that they don’t belong where they currently reside. Attachment is the
villages, therefore, is heterogeneous.

4. Discussion
Although the establishment of protected areas is originally grounded in the conservation
value, these spaces are increasingly expected to achieve other goals, both environment
and social-related, such as local livelihoods and climate change (Davies et al. 2018). The
reality of it is, however, that protected areas can rarely achieve all these expectations, in
which case trade-offs became a feature of such spaces  (McShane et  al.  2011). These
trade-offs take place in different ways: management goals, ecosystem services, values,
stakeholders  (Daw et al.  2015).  In such cases one goal,  one service or one group of
people  would  be  favoured  to  the  detriment  of  others.  Trade-offs  can  influence
conservation  efforts  as  the  lack  of  consideration  of  who  or  what  is  being  favoured
through these initiatives may push away key stakeholders (Davies et al. 2018).
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