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Abstract 

The paper focuses on the relationship between tourist development and water availability in the town 

of Alghero (Sardinia). Seasonality is considered to be a key factor in water shortage. The need for a 

sustainable water management is pointed out and an experimental policy based on higher water prices 

versus better quality service is presented. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The availability of water of the right quantity and quality is a fundamental factor in tourist development. 

An environment rich in water holds great appeal for tourism. At the same time, though, tourism can put 

heavy pressure on water and it can contribute to the degradation of this essential resource. In water-

deficient areas of the globe, water availability is a very important constraint on all forms of resource 

use. Yet, despite its intrinsic importance, water often appears to be viewed as a non-critical factor in the 

location and scale of tourism development. This can lead to conflicts when new demands are made on 

scarce water resources for uses, such as tourism, which are seen as non-essential. This is particularly 

frequent when plans for tourism development take place in island environments. 

At different scales, tourism initiatives are often seen as threats to established claims on water resources. 

The question of how to deal with emerging claims on water resources for tourism is an important 

concern in the management of tourist resorts. 

The aim of this paper is to show new trends in water policy in a typical Mediterranean tourist destination: 

Alghero. This town is located in North-Western Sardinia and is an example of seaside settlement with 

an economy oriented towards tourism. Because of the climatic conditions of the area, water scarcity is 

worsened by heavy consumption caused by the relatively recent tourist development. Possible conflicts 

for the use of water have become more and more likely, and new water policies are under 

experimentation in order to avoid them and to reduce unsustainable use.  

A survey made by the University of Cagliari, showing the links between lifestyles, water prices and 

consumption, seems to be particularly interesting as a first attempt to define a new water policy in 

Alghero. The opinion of local population is supposed to be a key factor in the adoption of new water-

pricing policies, in order to keep consumption under control, to avoid potential conflicts and to cover 

the growing expenses of the water supply system. New tendencies towards higher prices for better water 

service seem to be taking place and will be presented in this paper.  

 

THE CONTEXT  

Alghero, situated in the North-Western tip of Sardinia, is the largest tourism-oriented town in the island, 

thanks to a wide range of natural and cultural attraction and to its proximity to the international airport 

of Fertilia and to the harbour of Porto Torres. Founded in 1102 by the Genoese Doria family, although 

the area was already inhabited in prehistoric and Roman times, Alghero was one of the first towns 

conquered by the Aragonese Crown in Sardinia (1353) and was later resettled with Catalan colonists. 

The majority of its inhabitants still speaks the Catalan language, a peculiarity that adds to the cultural 

significance and to the international notoriety of the town. 

Its picturesque old district, surrounded by walls and towers and bordered by the sea, is renowned for its 

traditional coral and gold craftworks and for its lively atmosphere. Alghero is located near a string of 

white sand beaches, cliffs and wetlands (Calik) that leads to the bay of Porto Conte (Portus Nympharum 

in the Roman time) and to the 350 m high cliffs of Capo Caccia, also famous for the spectacular 
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Neptune’s Cave and for the rugged island of Foradada. The whole section of coastline is traditionally 

known as “Coral Coast” thanks to the abundance of red corals. Most of the area is protected by two 

natural parks (Porto Conte - Capo Caccia and Capo Caccia - Isola Piana) established to preserve its 

spectacular scenery and the terrestrial and marine fauna and flora (griffon, flamingo, wild horse, deer, 

mufflon, turtle, red coral, posidonia). The proximity to the National Park of L’Asinara Island, the 

presence of important prehistoric and Roman archaeological sites and the high-quality wine and olive 

tree production enhance the varied tourist appeal of the Alghero area. 

  

Figure 1 - Map of Sardinia 

 
Source: www.graphicmaps.com. 

 

Figure 2 - View of Alghero 

 
Source: www.comune.alghero.ss.it 

 

North-Western Sardinia is a typical Mediterranean area, characterized by dry and hot summers and mild 

and rainy winters. The average temperature in January is 9°C, in July is 24°C, the average rainfall is 

583 mm per year, with a remarkable variability and a range that goes from 390 mm (recorded in 1981) 

to 831 mm (in 1966). July and August are often totally dry. Overall, the amount of precipitation seems 

to show a tendency toward a gradual decrease. 



Even if North-Western Sardinia hosts the largest natural lake in the island (Baratz, 60 ha of surface and 

2 Mm3 of capacity) and several internationally important wetlands, the area suffers from deep drought 

in the summer period, and all of its rivers and streams (Cuga, Càtala, Serra, Mattone, Càlvia, Barca, 

Filibertu, Oruni) show a torrent regime and are often completely dry between June and September. 

Irrigation, though, allows all year-round agriculture in the Nurra plain, equipped in the fascist time and 

still one of the richest agricultural districts in Sardinia. 

Despite its attractiveness and its growing international connections, the economic and demographic 

features of Alghero show an overall stagnation. Its population is stable around 38,000-40,000 

inhabitants, with a tendency to a slight decrease due to population ageing, to the settling of retired people 

from other parts of Europe and to the relocation of young families to neighbouring municipalities, caused 

by growing estate prices. The whole Cuga Basin, which includes the watersheds of the local streams, 

hosts 57,000 inhabitants. The share of the town of Alghero has grown from 59% (1971) to 68% (2001) 

of the total population, which proves its role as local economic pole2. 

Alghero was one of the first municipalities in Sardinia to start an Agenda 21 programme, which has 

already reached an advanced stage with the activation of the civic forums in 20033.  

 

MAIN FEATURES OF TOURISM IN THE “CORAL COAST” 

Alghero is the oldest international tourist destination in Sardinia. In 1954, a flight from and to London 

was established by Horizon Holidays tour operator (Price 1983). At that time, only 2 hotels operated in 

the town and just a few international tourists visited it, although a certain number of domestic tourists 

already used to spend holidays in Alghero. Early in the 60’s, the scenario was completely different, with 

some 2,000 beds and almost 200,000 nights reached. In the same period, and for the first time in 

Sardinia, two public administrations were settled down in the city for dealing with the development of 

tourism (the Associazione turistica Pro Loco and the Azienda Autonoma di Soggiorno e Turismo) 

(Solinas 1994).  

Nowadays, Alghero is one of the most important Sardinian tourist destinations. Various low-cost flights 

connect it with several European cities, for which international tourism is growing fast and with positive 

impacts for the economy of both the town and the surroundings. Domestic tourism is well established, 

too, as well as day trippers. Statistics about tourism demand show this trend (see figure 3). In 2004, 

Alghero reached some 240,000 arrivals with almost 1 million nights.  

Tourism supply consists of 11,000 beds in hotels and camping. Recently, 200 beds in tourist farms and 

bed and breakfast have been added to the accommodation offer. Some 8,300 second homes, with about 

38,500 beds, complete Alghero’s tourism supply (Istat 2001). This is a matter of concern for various 

reasons. Most second homes are situated along the coast causing risk for the environment. Moreover, 

they are placed in the tourist system in a mostly informal way. As a consequence, revenues resulting 

from it cannot be taxed and tourism flux escapes statistics.  

Seasonality is another matter of concern. Almost 60% of tourism demand is concentrated between June 

and September (see figure 4). During peak periods, population triplicates and a very heavy use of the 

territory and its resources arises. Both tourists and residents complain about traffic congestion, 

pollution, noise and beaches over-crowding (Sistu, Strazzera 2006). Deficit in water supply is one of 

the most serious problems resulting from seasonality4. 

 

Figure 3 - Number of tourist nights in Alghero (1987-2004) 
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it from the rest of the Basin, where necessary.  
3 http://www.comune.alghero.ss.it/progetti_programmi/agenda_locale/index_21.htm. 
4 As Baum and Lundtorp point out, seasonality is supposed to be a problem in tourism because of its environmental and social 

effects, while little mentioning is made on that fact that it may not be totally negative for tourist destinations (Baum, Lundtorp, 

2001). 



 
Source: EPT (Ente Provinciale per il Turismo). 

 

Figure 4 - Seasonality of tourist arrivals in Alghero (in %, 2004) 

 

Source: EPT (Ente Provinciale per il Turismo). 

 

TOURISM, WATER USERS AND WATER MANAGEMENT  

The growing importance of tourism has put local water resources in a situation of increasing stress. The 

weakness of the industrial and agricultural sectors has avoided serious conflicts, but strict water 

restrictions in summer months have become more and more common, especially in the driest years. In 

the summer of 2003, for example, a combination of low precipitation, high temperatures and intense 

consumption by the domestic and tourist users led to a dramatic cut in water supply, which was delivered 

for only 6 hours a day (from 6 am to noon). 

The town of Alghero, with its mixed and fluctuating population, purchases its water from the ESAF 

(Ente Sardo Acquedotti e Fognature), the Sardinian authority for aqueducts and sewers, which provides 

drinkable water to 2/3 of the population of the whole Sardinia. The ESAF manages an integrated 

hydraulic system that covers water collection and distribution, sewer systems and wastewater treatment 

in over half of Sardinian municipalities, including Alghero5. The water provided to Alghero comes from 

Lake Cuga, a reservoir situated about 10 km North-East from the town, with a capacity of 25,000 

millions of m3, currently (August 2006) only half full. The water coming from the dam, increased by a 

                                                 
5 The ESAF is currently being replaced by a Regional Consortium named “Abba Noa” (“New Water” in Sardinian language).  
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small amount of water extracted from local aquifers, is treated in a purification plant and delivered to 

the urban population. 

Lake Cuga, situated in a rather dry area and surrounded by low hills lacking in real rivers, suffers from 

high variability of its water level and from severe eutrophication, which sometimes threatens its use for 

drinking water supply.  

Alghero purchases 11 to 13 Mm3 of water every year, as an average. Only 3.3 Mm3, though, are actually 

paid by the users. If we also consider the remaining consumption, including some families and hotels 

served by tank trucks, the volume of water that is actually used is only 6.25 Mm3. The rest, that is 53% 

of the 13 Mm3 normally pumped into the town aqueduct, is thus lost as leaking.  

The average amount of water supplied to the town of Alghero is basically stable all year round, in spite 

of the considerable growth of its population in the summer period. The population served by the ESAF 

pipes grows from 45,000 people in the winter to 120,000 people in the summer months6. The higher 

demand in the peak time makes the water pressure in the pipelines drop to lower levels, and the leaking 

is consequently greatly reduced. In the low season, on the contrary, pressure is much higher and leaks 

are much more considerable.  

The average water consumption in Alghero is moderate, estimated around 372 litres per capita per day. 

Cagliari, the capital city of Sardinia, reaches much higher consumption (776 litres per capita per day) 

due to the different economic structure of the two towns. 

Even if the average consumption is relatively low, the sum of domestic and tourist uses can hardly be 

covered by the water coming from Lake Cuga, since the amount of water collected by the dam has 

repeatedly dropped to extremely low levels in recent years (8% of capacity in the summer 2003) and 

since its quality tends to deteriorate because of euthrophication. 

Thus, this worrying trend is expected to be solved linking Alghero to the much more reliable Lake 

Coghinas, the largest reservoir in Northern Sardinia, with a capacity of 224,000 Mm3. Lake Cuga will 

collect the treated wastewater coming from the town of Sassari (120,000 inhabitants) and will basically 

be used for agricultural and industrial uses. 

 

Table 1 -Water supply in Alghero 

Households served by: 

Aqueduct 14,021 

Wells 631 

Tank trunks and other sources 117 

Total* 14,574 

* Some households are served by more than one system 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

Besides the problem of water leaks, which is responsible for the loss of about half of the drinkable water 

pumped into the town’s aqueduct, and besides the considerable change of pressure between the winter 

and summer months, caused by the weight of tourist consumption, three other serious problems threaten 

and hamper the right functioning of the water supply system: 

1) the coexistence of several pipelines in the same street, due to the different age of construction,  

2) the clogging of the pipes caused by the presence of relatively highly calcareous groundwater 

that is mixed with the freshwater coming from Lake Cuga, 

3) the daily reduction of water pressure done every night by the water authority in order to reduce 

losses, which puts higher stress on the infrastructures. 

 

The ESAF also manages the wastewater collection and treatment, which is currently able to cover the 

needs of both local population (40,000 people per day) and tourists (60,000 people per day in the summer 

months). The villages of Fertilia, La Palma and Maristella have their own treatment plants for their local 

needs.  

About 96% of water in Alghero is consumed by the civil sector (households, administration, trade, 

tourism, public uses), with local population consuming up to 70% of water every year (see table 2). 

 

                                                 
6 38,000 people in Alghero town plus 7,000 people in the nearby villages of Fertilia, La Palma and Maristella, served by the same 

pipelines.  



Table 2 - Water consumption in Alghero (2001-2003)7 

  

Total Local 

population 

 

Non 

resident 

population 

 

Tourist 

sector 

 

Agricolture 

and 

industry 

 

Public 

uses 

 

Commercial 

and 

professional 

uses 

 

2001 

Total m3 

4,115,168 2,829,470 16,548 168,807 166,584 205,377 161,169 

2002 3,767,047 2,616,545 25,340 170,148 168,893 189,751 124,666 

2003 3,761,055 2,631,416 41,718 157,366 147,539 164,238 128,656 

2001 Percentage 

on total 

consumption 

- 

70% 0% 4% 4% 5% 4% 

2002 69% 1% 5% 4% 5% 3% 

2003 69% 1% 4% 4% 4% 3% 

2001 

m3 per user 

296.52 262.66 56.67 3,836.52 352.29 1,649.61 122.66 

2002 252.48 227.47 44.46 3,911.45 345.74 1,336.27 95.42 

2003 234.60 215.32 44.48 3,983.95 295.97 1,160.69 94.57 

2001 
Number of 

users 

13,878 10,772 292 44 473 124 1,314 

2002 14,920 11,503 570 43 488 142 1,306 

2003 16,031 12,221 938 39 498 141 1,360 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

NEW TRENDS IN WATER MANAGEMENT: WATER PRICING  

One of the main issues in the new water policy supported by the European Union regards the problem 

of cost recovering and water pricing. The price of water must be related to the amount of resource taken 

from the environment and to the level of pollution caused by its use. Price must be fixed in consideration 

of the different characteristics and impacts of the users (agriculture, households, power production, 

industry, tourism).  

The main costs that must be considered when water price is fixed are:  

 

- financial costs (supplying, administration, functioning and maintenance), including 

management of investments and profits; they correspond to long-term marginal costs;  

- environmental costs (to repair the damages caused by water uses);  

- resource costs (the costs arising from unsustainable water uses for other users, as negative 

externalities and opportunity costs). 

 

Water pricing for domestic use must consider the need for economic efficiency and social equity, as 

water is a necessary good, at least for basic levels of consumption. The best way to deal with this 

problem is to fix different prices for different amounts of consumption, guaranteeing low prices for 

normal daily uses and fixing high prices for other kinds of consumption, in order to boost water saving. 

As a consequence, a strict water consumption measurement system must obviously be established in 

order to identify the levels of consumption for each household or user.  

In the following section, the first results of a survey made by the University of Cagliari, whose aim was 

to find out the ideal price of water according to the wishes of the local population and the principles of 

Agenda 21, will be explained. Another aim of the study, which will be accomplished in a second stage, 

will try to determine how water prices can actually influence water consumption8. 

Higher prices have been proposed versus higher water quality. The demand of water is often seen as 

extremely rigid and not easily influenced by price variations, since water is used for necessary purposes 

(drinking, cooking, personal and house hygiene). Nevertheless, different prices for different levels of 

consumption can fulfil both aims (economic efficiency and social equity). 

According to the survey, which was addressed to a group of 405 households representative of the main 

socio-economic features of the whole population, the opinion of the Algherese people on tap water 

quality is rather bad, with over 63% of the people answering “quite bad” or “very bad” and only 1.5% 

saying it is “very good” (see table 3). 

 

                                                 
7 The table refers to the amounts of water actually paid by the users. About 15% of the total is missing 

because it is not accounted by the ESAF and is basically distributed for free. 
8 Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 



Table 3 - Tap water quality in Alghero according to the users’ opinion 

Opinion Answers Percentage 

Very bad 89 22.0% 

Quite bad 169 41.7% 

Quite good 126 31.1% 

Very good 6 1.5% 

No answer 15 3.7% 

Total 405 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

About 10% of the people use public or private fountains, but the main source of drinkable water for 

the local people is mineral water, normally purchased by over 92% of the households (see table 4). 

 

Table 4 - Alternative sources of water in Alghero 

Fountains Answers Percentage Mineral water Answers Percentage 

Yes 41 10.1% Yes 374 92.3% 

No 364 89.9% No 31 7.7% 

Total 405 100.0% TOTAL 405 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

As an average, every household in Alghero buys 76.37 litres of mineral water per year, with an expense 

of € 22.20. 

Only 8.1% of the people actually use tap water for drinking, and most of them also use mineral water. 

Over the past five years, over 69% of users have experienced water restrictions for more than 4 hours a 

day, although about 40% of the people did not actually suffer from real trouble, as 81% of the survey 

families have private reservoirs for their own needs. Still, about 1/3 of the people remarked some severe 

problems caused by water rationing.  

The use of water in the tourist sector is obviously a potential source of conflicts with the resident 

population.  

The general opinion of the resident population on tourists is fundamentally good (see table 5). 

 

Table 5 - Opinion of the resident population on tourists 

Opinion Answers Percentage 

Negative 56 13.8% 

Neutral 142 35.1% 

Positive 207 51.1% 

Total 405 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

Nevertheless, the cohabitation also causes several problems. The worst impacts of tourism in daily life 

are perceived on waste production, management and collection (62.0% of negative impressions), noise 

pollution (46.4% of negative impressions), town crowdedness (41.5% of negative impressions), beach 

crowdedness (39.8% of negative impressions) and traffic (36.8% of negative impressions).  

As for water, the opinion of the resident people on the impact of tourists is particularly important in a 

perspective of participatory, shared and sustainable management of the resource. Conflicts between 

residents and tourists are not unlikely, as some 50% of the survey households feel that tourism has a 

negative impact on water supply, and 43% of them think that tourism has a negative impact on 

wastewater management as well.  

Within the survey group, the largest number of families (over 48%) consumes less than 50 m3 of water 

per year, while 8.1% of them consume over 131 m3 per year. This shows that a differentiated water 

pricing system can actually be established without heavily weighing on the low income and low water 

consumption groups (see table 6). 

 



Table 6 - Average yearly per capita consumption within the survey group 

Consumption (m3) Answers Percentage 

Up to 50 m3 193 48.3% 

51-90 m3 137 34.3% 

91-130 m3 37 9.3% 

Over 131 m3 33 8.1% 

Total 400 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

In the perspective of an effective water policy based on an adequate price, though, it is important to 

detect the level of awareness of the households regarding their current water bills. It is very surprising, 

in fact, to see that over 40% of the households have no idea of how much they pay for their own water. 

Only 14% of them say that they know their water bills. Among the families who managed to remember 

their yearly water expenses (56.3%), over 60% made mistakes of over € 100. This is a very worrying 

sign, as it shows that people are used to consuming water without even knowing the costs it has on their 

own budget. It also means that a policy of water savings based on water pricing will not easily work at 

first, as long as the families do not realize the costs of their lifestyle (see table 7). 

 

Table 7 - Level of awareness of the annual amount of water bills 

Level of knowledge Answers Percentage 

Yes, precisely 58 14.3% 

Yes, approximately 170 42.0% 

Yes, but will not answer 14 3.5% 

No 163 40.2% 

Total 405 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

The value of water depends on its price, but also on its quality and availability. If water quality is high 

and its availability is continuous and reliable, then its price can understandably get higher. 

As a pure and simple rise of the water price without a parallel improvement of the service is largely 

seen as unfair and unacceptable, the survey tried to detect the level of price that the households are 

willing to pay in order to have a better service. 

Two separate surveys have been made. The first scenario proposed better availability, the second one 

better quality.  

In the first scenario, the basic hypothesis was a higher number of tourists in the summer months, 

leading to the inevitability of distributing water for only 6 hours a day (6 am to noon), as actually 

happened in the summer 2003. In order to avoid such restrictions, the public authorities would propose 

a programme of investments resulting in higher water prices. 

As a result, 67.4% of the users declared no will to pay more, while 24.4% of them declared a possibility 

to pay up to € 20 more every year, in order to avoid the restrictions. 

Among the vast majority that did not accept the price rise, only 4% of them declared that they would 

reduce the amount of water consumed. The rest of them simply refused the idea of paying more, with 

over 28% of them openly blaming the tourist sector for the problem (see tables 8 and 9). 

 

Table 8 - First scenario. Acceptable increase in water prices for better availability and reliability 

of the service 

Accepted increase Answers Percentage 

No increase 273 67.4% 

Up to € 20 103 25.4% 

€ 20 - 30 24 5.9% 

Over € 30 5 1.2% 

Total 405 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 



Table 9 - First scenario. Reasons for not accepting any increase 

Reasons Answers Percentage 

1. “I prefer to reduce the amount of water consumption.” 11 4.1% 

2. “I can not afford to pay more.” 70 25.9% 

3. “I do not think the service would actually improve.” 6 2.2% 

4. “I do not think the infrastructures would actually be built.” 3 1.1% 

5. “I do not want to pay for the tourists.” 55 20.4% 

6. “I think hotels should pay more.” 15 5.6% 

7. “I think the public authorities care more about the tourists 

than about the citizens.” 
6 2.6% 

8. “The bills are already too expensive.” 57 21.1% 

9. Other answers. 46 17.0% 

Total 269 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

The second scenario did not involve a water availability crisis and prospected important investments 

in order to improve water quality. The response from the households was better than in the first scenario, 

with 42.7% of them refusing the price rise, but 44% of them declaring themselves willing to pay up to 

€ 20 per year, and 11.9% of them up to € 30. 

Among the negative answers, 16% of the households declared that they would still prefer to buy mineral 

water, while 8% did not believe that tap water quality could ever reach an acceptable level, and 27% of 

them simply declared that water is already too expensive (see tables 10 and 11). 

 

Table 10 - Second scenario. Acceptable increase in water prices for better quality 

Accepted increase Answers Percentage 

No increase 173 42.7% 

Up to € 20 178 44.0% 

€ 20 - 30 48 11.9% 

Over € 30 6 1.4% 

Total 405 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

Table 11 - Second scenario. Reasons for not accepting any increase 

Reasons Answers Percentage 

1. “I would still prefer to buy mineral water.” 27 15.8% 

2. “I can not afford to pay more.” 46 27.1% 

3. “I do not think the quality would actually improve.” 14 8.2% 

4. “I do not think the infrastructures would actually be built.” 4 2.4% 

5. “I am satisfied with the current quality of tap water.” 10 6.5% 

6. “The bills are already too expensive.” 44 25.9% 

7. Other answers. 24 14.1% 

Total 169 100.0% 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

Overall, starting from the present water price of around € 1.60/m3 (including all costs and taxes), in the 

first scenario (improvement in water availability) the new acceptable value would be of € 1.69/m3. 

In the second scenario, instead, (improvement in water quality) people seem more willing to pay a 

higher price, which could be fixed in € 1.79/m3. Overall, people in Alghero are willing to pay quite high 

prices for their water, since the average price fixed by the Regional Government for drinkable water in 

Sardinia (December 2005) is € 1.14/m3 (see table 12). 

The risks for increasingly serious water crises has led the Regional Government to establish an 

ambitious plan aiming at gradually increasing the price of drinkable water to € 1.38/m3 by 2015 and to 



€ 1.51/m3 by 2030. That would be an average, though, with considerable discounts for low-income and 

low-consumption classes. The tourist sector, with its highly-intensive consumption, would consequently 

pay a much higher price. 

 

Table 12 - Price for drinkable water in Alghero 

Current average price € 1.60/m3 

Acceptable price with better availability € 1.69/m3 

Acceptable price with higher quality € 1.70/m3 

Average price fixed by the Regional Government of Sardinia - December 2005 € 1.14/m3 

Source: Strazzera, Sistu 2006. 

 

This study shows that a public programme aiming at supplying water of higher quality is actually able 

to influence the view of people on water resources, ultimately leading to a greater awareness of its 

financial, environmental and resource costs. 

Whether or not higher prices, other than covering the service expenses to a higher level, would also 

actually influence the consumption of water and thus reduce the pressure on this resource, is still to be 

determined. 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

A key constraint in the development of tourism all over the Mediterranean area is the availability of 

water. Conflicts with other water users can arise, especially when tourism is highly seasonal, as in the 

case of Alghero. It has been demonstrated that an efficient water management is more and more 

desirable, if the avoidance of conflicts and the reduction of unsustainable water uses have to be achieved. 

In particular, a water policy based on higher prices versus higher water quality seems to be a first step 

towards a greater awareness of the scarcity of this resource and is supposed to provide a reduction in 

water consumption, coping, as a result, with the problem from its origin. Further researches have to be 

addressed in this direction. 
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