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The re-use of rural buildings in a residential way can 
generate conflicts:

• with the authorities because tabià used as houses 
reproduce a sort of urban sprawl 

• with the few remaining farmers whose activity is 
paradoxally seen as a problem (bad smell, trodding
paths, sound of cow bells) 

• with the National Heritage and the building tradition 
holders, that consider these transformation a kind 
of “abuse” of the rural buildings

• between the “amenity migrants” (perceived as 
exploiters) and the earlier inhabitants (accused to 
have a “narrow” mentality)



On the other hand a re-use of neglected areas is 
desirable to maintain the mountain territory 
keeping the human presidium (Angelini 1991).

Maybe, what would be opportune is:

• Use the interpretative tool of “amenity-led 
migration” to better explore the process and actors 
involved (inhabitants, tourists, in-outsiders, owners, 
farmers, real-estate; etc.).

• Explore the territorial dimension of the process at a 
regional level, with a serious survey, trying to 
recognize the rural/leisure landscape presence.

• Explore the possibility of regional and urban 
planning to manage this process, thinking about it 
as an urbanization problem (problem of tools).




