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La Collana Ricerche e Studi Territorialisti, pubblicata dalla SdT Edizioni, nasce da una 

precisa volontà della Società dei territorialisti e delle territorialiste. Le ragioni che han-
no portato a questa scelta sono molteplici. 

In primo luogo poter pubblicizzare, attraverso una corretta diffusione, i lavori della 
SdT. Anche se di recente costituzione, la Società ha già avviato molti studi e prodotto 
materiali che nella maggioranza dei casi non hanno avuto, ancora, una adeguata divul-
gazione nonostante gli incontri, locali e nazionali, abbiano richiamato studiosi che, 
con le loro testimonianze, hanno dato un valido contributo al dibattito scientifico. 

Un secondo punto è strettamente legato alla struttura stessa della SdT che ha 
un’anima composta da studiosi di molte discipline che lavorano congiuntamente per 
sviluppare un sistema complesso e integrato di scienze del territorio (urbanisti, archi-
tetti, designer, ecologi, geografi, antropologi, sociologi, storici, economisti, scienziati 
della terra, geofilosofi, agronomi, archeologi). Questo aspetto, come è chiaramente 
espresso nel Manifesto della Società, è un punto di forza su cui puntare per dare valo-
re ai lavori che si portano avanti. 

La collana non vuole essere una collana di settore, non vuole rappresentare il mez-
zo di espressione di un pensiero monodisciplinare. Al contrario, riprendendo un altro 
dei principi della Società, pone le sue basi sui molteplici approcci presenti nelle scienze 
del territorio, considerando il territorio stesso come bene comune nella sua identità 
storica, culturale, sociale, ambientale, produttiva. 

I prodotti della collana saranno espressione, quindi, del progetto territorialista che, 
come più volte testimoniato, si occupa, in una società contemporanea fortemente de-
territorializzante, di produrre valore aggiunto territoriale, attraverso forme di governo 
sociale per la produzione di territorio con la finalità di aumentare il benessere indivi-
duale e sociale di coloro che lo abitano, vi lavorano o lo percorrono. I contributi 
saranno, inoltre, testimonianza dei diversi ambiti di ricerca-azione che attraversano il 
vasto campo delle arti e delle scienze del territorio. 

La collana, anche attraverso la composizione del suo Comitato Scientifico, farà 
dell’internazionalizzazione un altro dei suoi punti di forza. Ciò, non solo per dare re-
spiro internazionale alla collana, ma anche per poter contare su apporti che non si 
limitino ad esperienze e a punti di vista nazionali - come del resto sta già avvenendo 
per la rivista - così da incrementare il dibattito transdisciplinare e transnazionale. 

La collana, inoltre, utilizza una procedura di referaggio in double blind peer review 
avvalendosi di revisori scelti in base a specifiche competenze. 
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Sardinia in hard changing times. Reflections on territory and 
new development models 

Anna Maria Colavitti 

Abstract 

“Sardinia is another thing. Much wider, much more ordinary, not up and down at all, but 
running away into the distance. Unremarkable ridges of moor -like hills, running away perhaps 
to a bunch of dramatic peaks on the southwest. This give a sense of space, which is so lacking 
in Italy. Lovely space about one, and traveling distances-nothing finished, nothing final. It's 
like liberty its...”(DAVID HERBERT LAWRENCE, Sea and Sardinia, 1921) 

This paper evaluates on what basis and with reference, to what previous 
situations of a historical anthropological and sociological cultural type in general, 
Sardinia today is facing a whole series of weighty problems at the level of 
political and territorial choices. This situation is also related to the consequences 
of a more generalized situation at a European level. The problems are also 
connected to the insularity. In recent years, a development model has been 
proposed that no longer meets the territory's needs, both in terms of 
infrastructures and services, and in terms of the partial diffusion of certain 
valuable urban functions that are scattered throughout the territory. Historical 
vocations with a higher potential quality, the opportunities available, even those 
that have not yet been realised and which today could instead be an important 
opportunity for the territorial renaissance of our island, if accompanied by 
appropriate structures for innovation have been lost. It would be necessary to 
build a far-reaching project framework by gathering the remaining cultural and 
intellectual ensembles to decide what kind of Sardinia we want and on the basis 
of what kind of possible future. In this direction, the work proposes some initial 
seminal reflections that are a prelude to a more articulated construction of a 
'future' project to be shared. 

KEYWORDS: Rebirth Plan, bioregional model, local development, local 
communities  
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1. A troubled region... different policies over time and history

In the 1950s, the modernisation process in Sardinia had a specific focus and
matched specific ambitions. It focused on given conditions that were peculiar to 
those of Italian society to which Sardinia should also adapt from an economic 
point of view. Also related to these aspects is the use of the term 'modernity'. It 
comes with the concept of modernity related progress that has to be taken into 
account if one does not want to pursue a fake agenda that does not comply with 
the reality. This interpretation should be taken into account if we want to avoid 
misunderstandings when interpreting and considering the historical processes 
and important phenomena that followed in recent years. The process of 
industrialisation and consequently of urbanisation that has developed in Sardinia 
must be seen in its historical origin. This process refers to a well-known series 
of problems in which the only partly successful experiment of industrialising a 
number of areas was characterised by a hetero-directed political action with 
limited use of local resources. Here, the predominantly petrochemical industry, 
also due to the regional community and industry-specific, not only failed to 
establish a strong industry, but also did not survive the oncoming crisis. The 
landscape planning tools following the introduction of the Cultural Heritage and 
Landscape Code in 2004, have also resulted substantially divided into two parts: 
the coastal part and the inner part, producing important differences between the 
different communities. This contrast, which was also a historical contrast, still 
influences the definition of policies that structure both development processes 
and necessary resilience processes with respect to specific economies that could 
be re-proposed and could also find their cultural background in relation to the 
past. Understanding these aspects is important because the following 
considerations are based precisely on the observation of the ways in which the 
Sardinian territory has developed and experienced resilience dynamics by 
adapting more traditional ways of life to the different local patterns. 
Industrialisation has been characterised precisely for being heterodirected and 
using non-local resources. Tourism development has been positive, but its 
characteristics must be evaluated a little differently because its monothematic 
connotation centred on the use of coast-sea-beach resources has led to a spatial 
concentration along the coast, cutting off an important part of the territory and 
leading to the development of so-called second homes, albeit in line with what 
happened in the rest of Italy. 

The endowment of infrastructures has remained inadequate. Especially in 
relation to accessibility, they have conditioned the development perspectives 
also for tourism in inner areas, by avoiding a stronger diffusion of local growth 
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networks in areas that are not easily accessible. At present, we are facing a 
situation of abandonment of inner-city areas that creates major obstacles to 
economic and regeneration processes as it greatly weakens human capital and 
prevents its valorisation. These negative aspects resulting from such a 
development process are basically an early difficulty in identifying opportunities 
for local production that are still very inadequate, even though there has been a 
qualitative improvement in terms of food and wine products, an improvement 
in economic cooperation between enterprises, but with a low vocation for 
technological innovation due to the inability of enterprises even to access the 
most advanced technologies 

On this aspect, there has been an improvement especially with regard to the 
creation of specific brands (labels) but much still needs to be done. In addition, 
another important aspect concerns the limited supply of business services due 
to an unexpressed demand for services as well as a lack of entrepreneurial 
creativity. 

In this situation, one must consider the structural weakness of the 
implemented policies that also limits the institutional support with the 
participation of the public administration despite the numerous articulated 
interventions fostered in the territory. Therefore, the policies appear highly weak 
in being able to affect the critical trends of the ongoing development processes 
that, for better or worse, are in the making because development cannot be 
stopped. Attempts to pursue growth and follow specific development dynamics 
give rise to an economic development characterised by partial development with 
an insufficient diffusion of social welfare and some problems related to the 
consumption of non-renewable resources, the crisis of traditional economic 
structures with a limited valorisation of them that could, however, be identified 
(if appropriately identified and studied) and allow the introduction of 
innovations (BRANCATI, 2022). Past experience teaches us that in order to design 
a possible future, it is necessary to reactivate a traditional economic system by 
innovating with respect to the traditional economic model, but at the same time 
maintaining specific structural conditions of both context and organisation. Also 
from a demographic point of view, Sardinia has historically been characterised 
by a limited population with very low territorial densities, and the same 
characteristics of the economy have never created conditions for a significant 
demographic development. We have to consider an agricultural production 
generally at the limit of self-sufficiency, a moderate presence of manufacturing 
activities linked to local markets that are exclusively urban and structurally weak, 
with the addition of particularly heavy fiscal systems and the endemic diseases 
present in lowland areas (malaria, etc.) that are today fortunately eradicated. 
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Even in more recent years, the characteristics of the demographic processes 
seem to have maintained their inertia, however, with a further widespread 
demographic weakening, especially in the marginal areas of the territory, and a 
resilience, albeit partial, in the bigger centres. This is generally the growth trend. 

Fig.1 - Sardinia Region demographic trend. Author's elaboration based on ISTAT data 

Examination of the spatial situation requires reducing spatial imbalances and 
paying attention to the formulation of active policies that also contain the 
(somewhat fluctuating) processes of urban polarization. And it is necessary to 
avoid sprawl processes that can induce land consumption with the consequent 
increase in costs in services supply and the infrastructure provision with a 
decrease in their efficiency  

Industrial activities represent a great field of intervention even if obviously 
the objectives, actors and practices have changed, as well as political action in 
the production sector. The profound crisis of the traditional sectors of public 
intervention in industry has had its most typical historical manifestations in the 
large chemical settlements of Porto Torres and Ottana, or in the mining system 
in the south of the island has shown all its ability and weakness in inducing local 
and regional economic development, remaining essentially an exogenous 
element with little incidence in the system of local economic relations, although 
its ability to produce a general improvement in income conditions, at least in 
some social areas of the island's reality, should not be denied. Thus, in the face 
of the crisis of large-scale public industry and despite the presence of important 
infrastructures and services, the local production system has not been able to 
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find ways to revitalize itself, transform itself and become autonomous, 
promoting new paths of economic development. In this sense, the choice of 
leftist parties to side with tradition should also be recorded. As a dominant 
symbolic motif, for example, we can remember the Pratobello revolt as a strong 
response to the social and territorial modernization too (LUPO, 2020). 

Fig. 2 - Porto Torres Chemical Industry. Photo by M.M. Minderhoud (2009) from Wikimedia Commons 

Even the development of tourism in some privileged coastal areas such as 
the Emerald Coast, although triggered by substantial outside investment, has not 
granted a sigh of relief to the area. The importance of some supply chains such 
as dairy or the cork sector where they have not been in short supply in terms of 
entrepreneurship and ability to organize and implement have failed to create 
local economic development that has not been exclusively assisted. These 
sectors have always needed to be modernized and adapted to the new needs that 
the market has manifested, while the construction of a solid local economic 
system proposes and suggests that they be joined by others that are able to 
borrow industrial creativity, dynamism, and the ability to place themselves on 
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the market both nationally and internationally, organizing themselves in 
networks and interdependent integrated systems capable of creating, after an 
early phase of receiving from the outside technique and products, also 
technological innovation and information for export, thus a resource for 
intensifying relations and interactions with other productive realities with other 
national and international district systems.  

Fig. 3 - Porto Cervo, Yacht Club Costa Smeralda (1976) from yccs.it 

The Sardinian territory is a vast territory in which the relationship between 
the inner areas and the coast is an unbalanced. Great distances, unhomogeneous 
elements of connection, a conception that already in the Sardinian literature 
between 1800 and 1900 some geographers and foreign travelers who had been 
in charge of describing the Sardinian territory had previously emphasized. So 
what appears to be an element of monotony is in reality a strongly characterising 
element of the landscape, the territory, the environment. In this environment, 
there is a spatial experience that is quite particular in which this uninhabited 
space acquires a dominant function. However, despite its insularity and also the 
considerable distances that separate our island from the rest of the continent, 
Sardinia has traditionally entrusted its identity to the strong sense of 
homogeneity with which its territory is perceived and to the great presence of 
areas that it exhibits, above all by virtue of its low average population density 
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Even today despite the process of urbanization has gone quite far this 
situation has not changed. The territorial environmental dimension of Sardinia 
still remains as dominant dimension, widespread pervasive to such an extent that 
despite the fact that the urban fact has aligned itself with the other urban facts 
spread in the Western Mediterranean from a very old idea, this dominant 
environmental dimension has a large scale value. 

The case of Cagliari, the main city of Sardinia, is a typical case in which the 
environmental dominant dimension prevails. It characterizes the site where the 
city was built, and it is prevalent with respect to other conditions that are 
irrelevant, despite the compactness of some manifestations that have assimilated 
Cagliari with the contemporary urban manifestations of the other cities. This 
characteristic of the territory and this substantial environmental integrity, with 
environmental invariants that are always and in any case permanent, remains the 
fundamental reference condition of the environmental project. This condition 
has been emphasized several times by some scholars: in particular by the Cagliari 
school that was directed by Fernando Clemente and Giovanni Macciocco, and 
it represents for us a fundamental starting point with all the informational 
potential it brings with it. The ability to observe the environmental construct 
and to grasp the unique ways sometimes in which this construct first entered 
land use planning has characterized some other members again of the Cagliari 
school, such as Giancarlo Deplano. 

The study of this environment that is connoted in such a specific way has 
been made the subject of a great process of global experimentation that has 
transformed it into a laboratory of the history of social and even local 
development from 62 to 74 in correspondence with the to the period of 
implementation of Law 58 by which the State provided funding for an 
extraordinary plan for the economic and social growth of Sardinia. An attempt 
was made to transplant to the island the typical patterns of high development 
areas and to bring out and accept the rationality that was theirs. The objective 
was to bridge the gap between the urbanism of the North and the South left 
aside with the countryside in a degraded condition, overcoming the gap of 
modernization and industrialization in which space basically meant urbanization. 
To this end, an effort was urged from all Sardinians to activate an overall 
programme of growth for the entire territory supported and encouraged by the 
solidarity of the State, by the application of programming, by the development 
of industrialisation and above all by a new autonomist conscience aimed at 
achieving certain levels of life, employment, income, civil structures and well-
being. The pre-eminent objective was to respond to material needs, satisfy the 
demand for development, break the stagnation, and the idea that these 
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interventions, at the structural level, would bring about, at the superstructural 
level, a cultural upheaval capable of defeating resignation and fatalism. 

In this perspective, traditional culture, lifestyle, habits and behaviors related 
to it were seen as the fundamental causes of regional underdevelopment and as 
an obstacle to be overcome. This gave raise, in perhaps unexpressed form, to 
the idea that pre-existences understood as an immobile past were to be 
overcome. In many cases this impetus spread as far as involving natural rights, 
such as the use of language, and did not stop in the face of ecological habitat 
and territory. The situation was to be balanced by other factors developed by 
industrialization: employment, income equalization with other parts of the 
country, the spread of multiple factors related to modernity, development, the 
growth and spread of a self-sufficient entrepreneurial class and the formation of 
an endogenous capitalist structure. During the first period (1963-1970) 
everything seemed to be going well and Sardinia, after Friuli-Venezia Giulia, was 
one of the Italian regions with the fastest speed of economic development. 
However, this did not happen and the island was not adequately prepared to 
welcome the innovation conceived by a new ruling class that was perhaps ahead 
of the territory and its community. The training process that was able to 
welcome that kind of innovation did not seem to be able to achieve specific 
results. Despite numerous attempts to strengthen the productive and even the 
social fabric through appropriate empowerment actions such as the creation 
from the start of new agricultural and production assistance institutes, to 
promote and realize effective aggregations between cognitive systems and 
research centers on the one hand and economic activities on the other, the 
conditions for continuity were not created. In the 1960s and 1970s, however, 
such awareness had not yet emerged. The emergence of large industrial clusters, 
both around major cities and around more backward areas brought about a 
traumatic impact. The basic elements, in structural terms, of development 
(companies, income, employment) became available, but these elements could 
not be integrated into a new culture, alternative to the traditional one. The result 
was a hybrid environment, indeed hostile to development, which carried with it 
all the rhetoric of failed development because it was the result of an incorrect 
vision of the territory's potential and the relations between urban and rural. The 
images of the shepherds of Ottana (ZEDDA, 2021) leading their flocks a stone's 
throw from the factories are emblematic of the rootedness with the past. The 
relationship between agglomerations and territory in Sardinia is the story of a 
continuity between town and country, in which the centres in inner areas 
traditionally arose as an extension of agricultural work and transferred the urban 
to the countryside. In the history of detachment and proud isolation, in the deep 



73 

sense of local autonomy, in the solid connection with the activities of the 
countryside and in the permanence of the latter's cultural hegemony over the 
urban, the peculiarity of Sardinia's urbanization process can be distinguished. A 
feature that distinguishes the city-countryside relationship and that in the case 
of Sardinia is always counterbalanced by a composite space in which urban and 
rural landscapes coexist and are contrasted, failing to synthesize into a 
harmonious picture. The combined action of all these factors disrupted the 
traditional model, which continued to persist, but was affected by an increasingly 
acute disorientation caused by its forced coexistence with an alternative model 
that in fact failed to impose itself. The most relevant consequence was the 
rupture of territorial balances induced by the creation of industrial poles 
(CLEMENTE, 1964). This gave rise to a dualism that broke the continuity of the 
social environment, without achieving the overall growth of the system. 
Territorial imbalances were recorded and intensified due not only to the 
polarisation of effects to restricted areas in the north and south of the island, 
but also to changes in the social environment that did not correspond to the 
island's reality. This led in the early seventies to an increasingly radical and 
widespread criticism of the development model adopted, which led to the 
second phase of the Rebirth Plan (1974-1986), in an attempt to correct the 
distortions created and focusing attention on the pastoralism and mining 
sectors, considered the most significant nodes of the Sardinian issue. This 
second phase is characterised by the emergence of a strong call for local culture, 
no longer seen as an obstacle to development, but as a recovery and valorisation 
of that complex of material and immaterial values, not organised and structured 
in social demand, but important with respect to the permanence or 
disappearance of that convinced support to the choices and strategies of 
economic and social growth. The critical rethinking and questioning of the nodal 
points of the previous experience thus led to the re-emergence of the conditions 
for safeguarding specificities, indeed to their placement in a different 
perspective, useful for new development. But even this was not enough...there 
was a cultural deficiency determined by the inability to consider the 
phenomenon of identity (FOLLESA, 2021) in the light of the new conditions of 
production systems, services, innovation chains and also to understand the new 
problems posed by the urban question, with the needs determined by generalised 
urbanisation, with the increase in mobility and interpersonal relations 
(PARASCANDOLO, 2019). 

The reading of the past must lead toward a correct diagnosis of what has 
happened. It has become trendy now to make industrialization and 
modernization, development in general, and forced processes of urbanization, 
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the most immediate cause of the ills of present-day Sardinian society. This 
approach is incorrect and forgets the ways in which such models have been 
established in the sphere of culture and political activity in general. We must 
finally have the courage to make aseptic assessments with respect to the idea 
that modernization and industrialization in reality did not serve and also ask 
ourselves how much of Sardinian society has, instead, willingly seen the spread 
of the “new,” aspiring to change their beliefs and lifestyles, without, however, 
denying their specific identity and attachment to traditions, whether agricultural-
pastoral or otherwise. Modernisation must take into account a margin of 
possible transformation beyond which is not possible to go (CASSANO, 2001). 
In the case of Sardinia, the conditions were not able to have a process capable 
of transforming the constant inflow of external capital into an expansion and 
strengthening of the local productive structure, rather than a simple increase in 
income and domestic demand.  

Today, the problem to be addressed cannot be reduced to the mere 
rediscovery of the myth of the 'mother earth' and the consequent appreciation 
of the landscape and the importance of non-renewable resources. All this 
belongs to the egoistic mantras that consider the aesthetic experience as 
prevailing over the community coexistence. If it is true that the perception of 
space is influenced by the aspirations, hopes, and desires of the communities 
that live in that space, and if is true that the environmental context is the result 
of a perceptive activity oriented by a shared background, it is illusory to try to 
preserve the quality of the territory without taking care of the quality of 
perception of those who, with ever-renewing settlement behaviour, should 
nourish it with ever deeper meanings and values. 

Values gaps are the inevitable result of modernization, and it is difficult to 
govern change by encouraging the progressive adaptation of communities to the 
different historical context in which they live. The impetus for such restructuring 
of the ideal world should come from a policy that not only looks at material 
processes, but is also concerned in the right measure with the disorientation of 
consciences caused by the breakdown of production systems and their 
diversification and the discontinuity between the new goals imposed and the 
material and cultural means available. It is clear that such a task can only be taken 
on by a policy that knows how to throw itself into the risk of the game of 
renewal, aware of the fact that it also and above all requires new knowledge and 
is therefore oriented towards individual and collective subjects with the aim of 
fostering the harmonious integration and mutual enrichment of thought and will 
of the new styles of rationality and of the widespread and deep-rooted values. A 
qualifying objective of this subject policy must be to foster the emergence of a 
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language of change that promotes, rather than passive adaptation, a drive for 
innovation in which the old and the new converge.  

Policies so far have not the capacity to elaborate such language in which the 
elements of tradition and innovation could communicate with each other in a 
concrete and effective way. The lack of a wide-ranging project is being 
addressed, and the consequences are clearly visible. In recent years, policies have 
replaced exogenous development with endogenous development, that is, they 
have involved local forces in that phase which is precisely called “local 
development” on which the literature has contributed different evaluations. The 
policy experience has been implemented by the various territorial pacts, 
multifaceted and dependent on the capacities of the area communities to come 
together and work as a system.  

For the most part, negotiated programming has been dispersed in its 
fragmentation. An overall organic vision of the regional reality has been lacking. 
But above all, an assessment of social capital has been lacking and is still lacking, 
on the basis of which even to hypothesize processes for the recovery of 
territorial systems, whether they are traditional local productive systems or better 
traditional integrated ones, would be misleading at least. Then there is the 
problem of the 'market', i.e. small and medium-sized production activities in 
Sardinia have so far operated in traditional sectors and have mainly been aimed 
at the local market; therefore, they can only be a credible alternative for the 
growth of the regional economy if the overall strategy of the Sardinia project is 
redefined. Something that is currently not understood and not considered. 
Suffering radicalizes gaps, such as that between coastal and inner areas, or 
metropolitan areas (Cagliari, in particular) and neighbouring areas, which in our 
case are extremely significant.  

The decline of agro-pastoral Sardinia is counterbalanced by a Sardinia with a 
deficit of planning capacity and culture. For example, an analysis of the trends 
in the 1980s in the various production sectors into which the Sardinian economy 
is divided shows how the decline in the share represented by industrial activities 
is accompanied by the constant weight of agriculture and the increase in the 
incidence of the tertiary sector.  

This last element does not, however, constitute an index of modernisation of 
the regional economic structure. In fact, the tertiarization process has taken 
place almost exclusively within the more traditional activities protected from 
external competition and linked to consumer demand and the employment 
reservoir function performed by the public administration. Advanced services, 
which presuppose an established production structure that expresses demand 
for advanced services for tertiary production, are still lacking. To complete the 
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framework there is the lack of infrastructure to contain the growing deprivation, 
i.e., transportation, telecommunications and widespread IT networks (CAMBA,
CHIRI, PICCOLO, 2000).

2. Place is important...restarting from place. The premises for a
bioregional construction in Sardinia

If we talk about the modernization achieved, all the contradictions of an 
imperfect society emerge, in which it does not seem to paid to leave agro-
pastoral Sardinia for an alternative Sardinia that, in fact, has not been successful, 
or at least not too much. We need to change from a deterministic vision centred 
on the idea that cultural growth, and growth in general terms, can be a variable 
dependent on economic expansion and the employment of external resources. 
This has led to the emergence and entrenchment of a strong sense of 
subalternity and fostered the consolidation of an attitude of passivity. Nor 
should we fall into the error of considering the landscape-environmental 
perspective the only way out. It would be more interesting and more qualifying 
to assume the global value of the territory understood in a systemic sense, i.e. as 
a context traversed and supported by a network of services and infrastructures, 
to be considered as added values capable of enhancing it beyond its aesthetic 
value.  

Then there are the people, the communities, precisely the variously 
understood social capital on which the compactness and stability of policy 
choices are based, based on the histories of places and inhabitants, but steeped 
in contradictions and fears. 

Starting from the new conception of the local project (MAGNAGHI, 2000), up 
to the territorial principle (MAGNAGHI, 2021), important transformations are 
developing within the territorial sciences (PATASSINI, 2022; VIDALI 2022). The 
debate on development models recalls the need to propose some options that 
reflect on new indicators of well-being not only linked to the measurement of 
GDP and quantitative wealth, but to substantial parameters of well-being such 
as social equity, self-governance, justice, relational quality (BANERJEE, DUFLO, 
2019; SHIVA, 2022). 

In this sense, the bioregionalist paradigm not only constitutes a disciplinary 
advancement in the spatial sciences, but also an advancement within the existing 
dichotomy between the development paradigm and the sustainability paradigm. 
The territorialist approach seeks 'neo-ecosystems' within a co-evolutionary 
relationship. The recipient of actions aimed at sustainability becomes not the 
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environment but the 'territory', the concrete fruit of this interaction relationship. 
laying the foundations for basic needs, self-reliance and eco-development. Self-
sustainable local development becomes an analytical-planning key capable of 
renewing traditional methods. In this direction, it is possible to find a path that 
is at least reassuring regarding the concept of self-sustainability. “Self-
sustainable” is a development based on the construction of virtuous relations 
between the settled community and its milieu, understood as an identity heritage 
and at the same time as capital to be invested in development processes 
(PERELLI, 2020).  

Fig. 4 - Marmilla landscape (2009) by author. 

Social capital shapes the bioregion and enhances the ability to plan for the 
future. In this sense, bioregionalist experiences succeed in intercepting the 
innovative ferments that place people in communities at the centre of the 
regional space and interpreters of their destiny. This is a precise 'policy' that 
welcomes constructive mediation and rejects the sterile sophistry of welfarism. 
The spread of landscape thinking (more significantly since 2004, with the 
institutionalisation of new landscape planning through the Urbani Code) and 
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landscape protection has also contributed to stabilising a conception of the 
territory linked to places and the immanent conditions of places themselves, 
without giving way to unrealisable utopias. We are therefore witnessing a 
significant reversal, from a cultural point of view, that can make a significant 
contribution to the repositioning of territorial systems considered disadvantaged 
or peripheral. 

A first relevant point is to keep the population in its place of residence and 
increase its employability. How to act? There is relevant literature on these issues 
that cannot be addressed here, but from which we start for the following 
observations. 

The development of entrepreneurship is an important requirement for 
achieving the goal of smart, sustainable and inclusive growth set out in European 
strategies. It is also a means to respond to new economic challenges, to create 
jobs and to combat social and financial exclusion. The impact of the global 
economic and financial crisis makes it necessary to give entrepreneurship and 
self-employment a stronger role in economic and social development policies. 
This is particularly important for young people, who face higher unemployment 
rates than the adult population and greater difficulties entering the labour 
market. However, the effectiveness of national, regional and local measures and 
actions to promote the development of inclusive entrepreneurship in Europe 
can be hampered by fragmented responsibilities, resources and strategies and a 
lack of understanding of the goals of inclusive entrepreneurship (EYENN, 
FAJFER, 2021). Entrepreneurship is somehow linked to the concept of the 
bioregion and the use of local systems and production, in a socio-economic 
dimension that is acceptable according to regional and local rhythms. 

One of the most relevant aspects in bioregionalist construction concerns the 
issue of boundaries. This theme is also linked to the choice of cultural patterns 
that have generated the environment and form of human space. the delimitation 
of landscape-environmental units is a complex matter. As early as the 1980s, 
Fernando Clemente reasoned about landscape-environmental units as 
instruments of regional planning, wondering what the specific contents and 
relational methods with which references could be established might be. Hence, 
the recognition of macro and small regions, differentiated at different scales, he 
emphasized, became a fundamental operation of spatial planning activities 
(CLEMENTE, 1987). Even more recently, the theme that is certainly central in 
the thoughts of town planners and scholars, deserves to be defined and studied 
in depth by following a line of investigation that includes planning references 
that give concrete answers and set real actions (DEZIO, 2020). This issue is more 
present than ever in the Sardinian case, where land use and landscape 
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compatibility have undergone significant cultural and conceptual 
transformations over time, having consequences on the contents of planning at 
different scales. Reasoning that is more attentive to pointing out the co-
evolutionary forms of land and landscape that have marked the history of the 
most important traceable agro-ecosystems can also lead to renewing the concept 
of the multifunctional agricultural district, which is so fashionable today, but not 
very practicable, in terms of innovation of practices and products. 

These operations must be conducted under a broad problematic framework, 
with the involvement of local governments, the participation of resident 
communities, but, in particular, with the promotion of a parallel regional-scale 
economy. Contracting the dynamics of a global market, which for so many 
decades was the driving force behind economic growth, to promote economic 
regionalism, as a hypothesis of evolution, may be perplexing. Bioregional 
dynamics orienting and integrating towards innovative, profitable and flexible 
small-scale entrepreneurship have a greater capacity to exploit the opportunities 
of physical and virtual connectivity in a rapidly changing market and, in 
particular, to bind to the territory with sustainable production, promote 
ecosystem management policies in an integrated manner with an economic 
development model that bases the possibility of growth on the recovery of local 
material and cultural resources. 
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