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/3. CASE STUDIES \

This approach was applied for three sample areas: Northern-West Sicily (ltaly), Southern-East Iceland
and Eastern coast of Kamchatka peninsula (Russia). The choice of sample areas was not random. All of
them correspond to significant examples of modern recreational systems in areas with high contemporary
geodynamics. Therefore it was particularly interesting to compare the structures of RGP for such different
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In a progressively developing scope of tourism the interconnection of relief, as the basis of landscape, and recreation has become a topical question. It allows structure of RGS.
more efficient use of natural resources, as well as ensures the safety of recreation. Approach to identify and evaluate recreation and geomorphologic potential is
based on the notion of “fields of attractiveness and risk® Comprehensive study and assessment of each qualitative field gives a value of relief influence on a
person. This quantity which indicates a complex functional suitability of an area for recreational purposes should be called “recreational and geomorphologic Table 4 RGP for different types of recreation
potential” activities (Trapani area, NW Sicily, Italy)
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