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Krka National Park, a karst hydrological pearl of the 
Croatian coast with its distinctive geological, 
geomorphological, hydrological and biological 
richness, was declared a National Park in 1985. The 
geomorphological playfulness of the river Krka with 
the karst canyon along with 7 magnificent waterfalls 
with numerous lakes, rapids and cascades create an 
unreal and unique landscape pearl which generates 
a rich biological diversity. However, the tourist offer 
of the park does not differentiate or implement 
specific forms of tourism such as wildlife tourism, 
which is why the paper investigates the perception 
of visitors about the valorization of the park’s 
biodiversity as a paradigm for the development of 
wildlife tourism; especially since the park is filled 
with a number of valuable, rare and endemic 
species.  The research maps out the species' habitats 
and proposes a unique programme for the visitors 
which prefer the wildlife tourism.  

 

The aim of the research and the methodology  
The questionnaire was used as the primary 
measuring instrument of this empirical research. The 
survey incorporated a semi-structured questionnaire 
that was conducted on a sample of 303 respondents 
(N = 303). It was conducted directly with visitors of 
the park in person. The primary research included 12 
questions about socio-demographic characteristics, 
10 questions about staying in the park and 
experiences of the Park and 20 statements reagrding 
visitors' attitudes about biodiversity as a paradigm of 
wildlife tourism development (Likert scale 1-7). A 7-
item scale was used to obtain a greater response 
differentiation. Variational analysis was used to 
process the results . 
 
Biodiversity as a particularity of the Park 
The research of the flora of NP Krka recorded 1.186 
different plant species, among which the most 
numerous are Mediterranean and southern 
European plants with several endemic species (41 
endemic taxa in the Croatian flora). According to the 
results of the research, about 1000 species of 
invertebrates live within the National Park, 9 
amphibian species, 19 species of reptiles, 229 bird 
species, more than 200 species of butterflies and 46 
mammal species (16 of which are endangered bat 
species).. The freshwater part of Krka is inhabited by 
20 different fish species, of which 11 are 
endemic. The research of speleological objects 
revealed 129 species, many of which are rare, and 
among them were several endemics.   
 
Survey on the biodiversity of the Park  
Different socio-psychological profiles of the 
respondents (59% foreign visitors) demonstrated 
sensitivity towards certain natural values in the park. 
Moreover, one third of the respondents were be 
open to undergo an educational program on the 
park’s flora and fauna. A particular interest towards 
the wildlife tourism was shown by 21% of 
respondents (Figure 1), which is an objective 
ecological niche for this form of tourism. 



When it comes to the biological heritage as a 
prerequisite for the development of wildlife tourism, 
the visitors generally agree (scores ranging from 5 to 
7) in most of the 20 claims. This is clearly illustrated 
by the following statements: Considering the size of 
it, there is an exceptional biodiversity in the park 
(70%); Wildlife Tourism has a long-term perspective 
in park’s tourism (78%); Ichthyofauna/fish are 
extremely interesting to observe (70%); Endemic 
species are an invaluable treasure of the park (85%); 
Conditions are suited for the development of bird 
watching tourism (72%).  

To conclude, the exceptional biodiversity in 
and around the park can and must be valorized via 
wildlife tourism whilst taking into account the health 

of the park’s ecosystem in its entirety. The obtained 
results present a foundation for the practical 
designing of the permanently sustainable wildlife 
tourism, i.e., although special attention is given to 
the protection and preservation of the species and 
habitats, the biological richness of the park still 
becomes accessible to the interested parties. Finally, 
this wouldn’t interfere with the economic or 
marketing benefits of the park as a tourist 
destination. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
References 
Pickering, C.; Chelsey, W. C.; Barros, A.; Rossi, S.D. Using social media images and text to examine how tourists view and value the highest 
mountain in Australia. Journal of Outdoor Recreation and Tourism 29 (2020) 100252. Balmford A, Green JMH, Anderson M, Beresford J, 
Huang C, Naidoo R, et al. (2015). Walk on the Wild Side: Estimating the Global Magnitude of Visits to Protected Areas. PloS Biology 13(2): 
e1002074. Eagles, P. (2014). Research priorities in park tourism. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 22(4):528-549. Fredman, P & Haukeland, 
J.V. (2016). New challenges for managing sustainable tourism in protected areas A Scandinavian perspective. In: Hammer, T., Mose, I., 
Siegrist, D. & Weixlbaumer, N. (Eds.) Parks of the Future! Protected Areas in Europe Challenging Regional and Global Change, Munich: 
oekom. pp. 137-147. Haukeland, J.V. (2011). Tourism stakeholders‹ perceptions of national park management in Norway. Journal of 
Sustainable Tourism 19/2: 133–153. Jitu Saikia; Pranjal Protim Buragohain; Hari K. Choudhury. Attribute perception and tourist’s choice 
for wildlife tourism destination, International Journal of Culture, Tourism and Hospitality Research, 2019, Vol. 13, Issue 3, pp. 346-358. 
Prakash, SL ] ; Perera, P ; Newsome, D ; Kusuminda, T ; Walker, O.       Reasons for visitor dissatisfaction with wildlife tourism experiences 
at highly visited national parks in Sri Lanka. (2019). Journal of outdoor recreation and tourism-research planning and 
management, Volume: 25, pp. 102-112  


