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ABSTRACT

The purpose of the research. In this research work, considering the previous research works, it is proposed
to identify and group the common problems encountered during the development of ecotourism and future
development prospects.

Methodology. In the conduct of this literature review, the aim of the research work was determined and its
main tasks were formed. Research questions were formed based on the study goals, and papers from Scopus
and Science Direct sources were reviewed based on the keywords composing the research questions. Articles
from 2017 to 2022 were evaluated for relevance to the study topic using the BULIN OR/AND operators. Fur-
thermore, materials were gathered through publications written by domestic scholars, books, and government
websites.

Originality / value of the research. In the course of the study, the authors, based on the goals of the state
program for the development of tourism in Kazakhstan for 2019-2025, reviewed and analyzed the problems
that countries face in the development of ecotourism, and combined the most common problems. At the same
time, as a result of the review work, the positive impact of ecotourism on the state and development prospects
was determined.

Findings. As a result of the research, the lack of support from the government and local administration, the
low level of infrastructure, as well as the lack of knowledge of the local population on the implementation of
ecotourism services, and the lack of specialists in this field were shown as the main common problems in the
development of ecotourism. It was determined that the development of ecotourism has a positive economic,
ecological and sociological impact on the local territory and directly contributes to sustainable development.
The study's findings will be valuable to future researchers and stakeholders interested in ecotourism develop-
ment.

Keywords: ecotourism, problems, challenges, development, prospects, economic, ecological, social, infra-
structure, sustainable development.

INTRODUCTION

In the current state of the world economy's growth, tourism is quickly becoming one of the leading and
fastest growing businesses. Tourism helps to develop the key sectors of the economy by increasing the number
of employment, tax revenues, and foreign currency inflows to the budget.

According to data from the World Tourism Organization, ecotourism is one of the segments of the tourism
industry that is growing the fastest. It accounts for 25 % of global tourism, and the number of people using this
service grows by 20 % annually [1]. While many countries are rich in ecotourism resources, their development
level remains at a low level, including Kazakhstan, although it has a higher resource potential than other coun-
tries with developed ecotourism, but the development indicator does not correspond to it.

The number of annual users of this tourism service in Kazakhstan is 2 million people. According to the
information received from the Forestry and Wildlife Committee of the Ministry of Ecology, Geology and
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Natural Resources of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the size of specially protected natural areas in the country,
i.e., areas suitable for the development of ecotourism, is 26 million hectares, and the area of ecotourism is ten
times more than in developed countries, for example, in the USA and Australia, the number of ecotourists is
about 200 million and 60 million people, respectively [2].

Nowadays, many programs and activities are being implemented in the country for the development of the
tourism sector, in particular, the unique one of this programs are the «State program for the development of the
tourism sector of the Republic of Kazakhstan for 2019-2025». The main goal of this program is to increase the
share of tourism in the country's GDP by at least 8 % by 2025 [3].

Kazakhstan is very rich in numerous natural sites that attract the attention of ecotourists, and has a high
potential for ecotourism, which is associated with natural, recreational and ethnocultural tourism, since it pos-
sesses all the necessary aspects to establish itself as a significant participant on the global tourist scene, it has
the potential to develop new tourism goods. However, Kazakh nation’s indicators are weak when compared to
how well-developed ecotourism is in the leading nations.

Based on the above mentioned information, despite the state support for the development of ecotourism in
Kazakhstan, as well as all the resources, it can be determined that this tourism direction is a young industry
that has not yet well established.

In this research work, it is important to analyze the problems encountered in the development of ecotourism
and proposed solutions found in other research works. While achieving these goals, due to the lack of domestic
research, foreign research works are reviewed, and as a result, the necessary data related to the field of ecotour-
ism in Kazakhstan are selected.

The results of this study can be useful for future research to better identify the problems that arise in this
field and can also be used in the work related to tourism operators and all stakeholders interested in the devel-
opment of this field.

Methodology. In the first stage of the research, the conceptual boundaries of the literature review work were
determined, that is, the main goal of the research was to determine the importance of ecotourism development
based on other previous studies. In the process of achieving this goal, the main obstacles and prospects for the
development of ecotourism were determined, research questions were formulated, and the main directions of
research were formed. After determination the aim and objectives of the research the following research key-
words were identified according to them: «ecoutourismy, «problemy», «issues», «challenge», «developmenty,
«prospecty, «perspective», «economicy, «ecologicaly», «social», «infrastructure», «sustainable development».
Articles from Scopus Science Direct sources were reviewed using these keywords. Boolean OR/AND opera-
tors were used to increase the relevance of the reviewed articles to the research questions. Boolean operators
are a very effective tool for literature review, as the optimal use of these operators helps to save time, identify
relevant research topics, and most importantly, conduct a systematic review [4]. As another task of the research
work is to determine the future development of ecological tourism, it was considered important to discuss the
research works of the last years, therefore, the research works made in the last six years between 2017-2022
were considered. In addition to the articles of foreign researchers, the articles and books of domestic research-
ers, as well as the information on official website pages, were considered.

Literature review of world ecotourism. Ecotourism is described as «responsible travel to natural regions
that conserves the environment, supports the well-being of local people, and involves interpretation and learn-
ing» by the International Ecotourism Society.

Ecotourism is one of the fastest growing sectors of tourism in the world today. This is because the majority
of tourists are bored with traditional tourist activities and are looking for a new type of travel and new adven-
tures. Countries with high potential in this tourist direction may encounter many problems in the development
of ecotourism.

The low development of ecotourism in the Philippines is associated with its low potential. Initially, many
benefits from ecotourism, such as economic, social and environmental benefits, attracted local governments
and other interested parties, but many problems arose during the development of this industry. The existence
of ecotourism resources is not a guarantee of its development, because the poor infrastructure and the location
of these ecozones far from large metropolises have a negative effect on the fact that they cannot compete with
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other tourist objects, and that they cannot attract the attention of visiting tourists. At the same time, improper
management in eco-parks is the reason why it cannot provide sufficient services. As mentioned above, although
the settlements are ecologically attractive, if the interested parties do not form and implement the correct eco-
tourism development strategy, it is quite possible that its development potential will remain at a low level [6].
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Figure 1 — Percentage of ecotourists in the country
Note — compiled by the author based on the source [5]

The location of the Ethiopian state in a favorable political region and the diversity of ecological natural
resources can be considered as the main perspectives in the development of ecotourism. Despite of this, insuf-
ficient infrastructure quality highways, electric power, medical facilities, conflict between the parties in the use
of natural resources, as well as the lack of educated and specialized labor force, is a hindrance to the develop-
ment of ecotourism in the region [7].

Malaysia's Lower Kinabatangan Nature Reserve has all the prerequisites for economic benefits through the
development of sustainable ecotourism. The number of participants in the development of this field among
local communities is low. Only 42.4 % of the research participants work in tourism. The main obstacles in the
development of local ecotourism are the lack of capital and knowledge among the community in this field of
activity. Therefore, the direct participation of the local community in the formation of sustainable ecotourism
and the presence of tourist experience play an important role [§].

While increasing the economic viability of ecotourism, one of the most important aspects is the fulfillment
of basic requirements for the development of tourism. Formation of communication infrastructure and preser-
vation of public safety are considered as basic principles [9].

In the development of ecotourism, the problems are not limited only to the lack of infrastructure, but also
other issues that need to be solved may arise, for example, the lack of support from the state organizations,
political and legislative point of view, and the problems that arise during the adoption of this field by the local
community [10].

Although the problems mentioned above are related to lack of government attention, low participation
of interested parties, lack of educated labor force and poor infrastructure, other problems may arise. If we
pay attention to the results of the research conducted in the state of Ethiopia, one of the problems in the
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development of the ecotourism industry is that the local population can see this industry among other indus-
tries, for example, livestock farming. That is, creating a view of ecotourism resources as property among the
local community, paving the way for the sustainable development and growth of ecotourism in that region [11].

Different influence factors of ecotourism can be considered in different regions, which can be characterized
depending on the degree of sustainable development of that region. Due to the large scale of this field, various
factors affect it: social, environmental, political and cultural factors also play an important role [12].

A study based on an ecotourism development project on Nicaragua's Zapatera Island identified several bar-
riers. For example, it is related to the lack of specialization of local residents in the field of tourism, the lack
of enthusiasm of community members and government officials, and the lack of development of physical and
social infrastructure [13].

World practice shows that ecotourism is a very promising and rapidly developing area of the tourism in-
dustry. For example, Central and South America have a huge number of natural areas, it can even be called the
largest variety of fauna and flora. It is here that wild and virgin nature has been preserved. In Central America,
the abundance of national parks and protected areas means that their presence has increased by 8 times com-
pared to 1970. UNWTO reports that 48 % of tourists arriving in Latin America intend to visit nature reserves
[14].

The extraordinary diverse and rich nature of Costa Rica attracts a lot of tourists. 27 % of the entire territory
of Costa Rica is part of national parks and reserves. They are visited by 66 % of tourists arriving in the country.
Tourism revenues in Costa Rica make up the bulk of the budget revenue to the national economy [15].

If we move to foreign Asia, we can say that for eco travelers Nepal is the center of mountain tourism in the
Himalayas. Ecotourism, which successfully mixes exotic nature with fascinating cultural and ethnic artifacts,
has a significant economic influence on countries like India, Thailand, Indonesia, and Sri Lanka. There are also
can be mentioned the Philippines, Malaysia, Bhutan, the southwestern mountainous part of China, covered
with virgin forests. Japan pays great attention to the creation of national parks. This country, despite its small
territory, having a large-scale urban agglomeration, has many national parks and nature reserves, the most
popular is Mount Fuji National Park [16].

New Zealand and Australia are widely popular with ecotourists due to their unusual nature. There are more
than 2,000 protected natural areas in Australia, which make up 4 % of the total territory of the country. There
are 13 UNESCO-related events here, 2 of which were discovered on the island of Tasmania. In 1995, Austra-
lian poor parks reached 26,082 million people. tourists (about 70 % of tourists). There is a huge potential for
the development of ecotourism on many islands of the Pacific Ocean [17].

Kazakhstan, in turn, also has a huge potential and many prerequisites for the development of ecotourism.
This is evidenced by vast natural areas, national parks and nature reserves located on the territory of the re-
public.

Table 1 — National natural parks and reserves in Kazakhstan

Ne Name of National natural parks and reserves Size, ha Location
1 Aksu-Zhabagily State Nature Reserve 131 934 Turkestan region and Zhambyl region
2 Almaty State Nature Reserve 71,700 Almaty region
3 Nauryzym State Nature Reserve 191 381 Kostanay region
4 Barsakelmes State Nature Reserve 160,826 Kyzylorda region
5 Korgalzhyn State Nature Reserve 543171 Akmola region and Karaganda region
6 Markakol State Nature Reserve 102,979 East Kazakhstan region
7 Plateau State Nature Reserve 223 342 Mangistau region
8 Western Altai State Nature Reserve 86 122 East Kazakhstan region
9 Alakol State Nature Reserve 65217.9 Almaty region and East Kazakhstan region
10 Karatau State Nature Reserve 34,300 Turkestan region
11 Bayanaul state national natural park 68 453 Pavlodar region
12 Ile Alatau state national natural park 199 703 Almaty region
13 «Altynemel» state national natural park 161 153 Almaty region
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14 «Kokshetaw» state national natural park 182,076 Akmola region and North Kazakhstan region
15 Karkaraly state national natural park 112 120 Karaganda region

16 «Burabay» state national natural park 129,935 Akmola region

17 Katonkaragai state national natural park 643 477 East Kazakhstan region

18 Sharyn state national natural park 127,050 Almaty region

19 Sayram-Ogem state national natural park 149 053 South Kazakhstan region

20 «Kulsai Lakes» state national natural park 161 045 Almaty region

21 Dzungar Alatau state national natural park 356 022 Almaty region

22 «Buiratau» state national natural park 88,968 Akmola region and Karaganda region

Note — Compiled by authors based on source [18]

As mentioned above, Kazakhstan is very rich in ecotourism resources and has high development pros-
pects, however, ecotourism in Kazakhstan has a weak competitiveness in the world market. Studies show that
ecotourism needs development and special attention. According to Kazakhstan Tourism Association (KTA)
estimates, nature reserves are visited mainly by foreign tourists, and ecotourism has practically no demand in
the domestic market. This may be due to several problems: Firstly, most natural areas are located far from large
cities and developed transport routes. Secondly, unemployment also affects the dependence of local residents
on natural resources, especially in peripheral areas. Accordingly, illegal logging, overgrazing and increased
haymaking, poaching, and uncontrolled harvesting of medicinal plants take place. Thirdly, the unclear state
policy in the field of ecological tourism in Kazakhstan negatively affects its sustainable development [19].
Fourthly, on the territory of most natural areas there is no development of tourist infrastructure that provides
a comfortable pastime for tourists. Thus, the Minister of Ecology, Geology and Natural Resources of the Re-
public of Kazakhstan Magzum Mirzagaliyev, during a briefing at the Central Communications Service of the
Republic of Kazakhstan, noted that: «there are practically no equipped parking lots for vehicles, campsites,
modern sanitary cabins in the national parks. To solve this situation, considering international experience, em-
phasis will be placed on the development and arrangement of routes and trails, modern visitor centers, medical
centers, campsites, ethnic villages, etc. will be created» [20].

Results and Discussion. As a result of the literature analysis, it was found that ecotourism has a high
development future, but despite this, many countries have common problems during the development of this
direction of tourism. The importance of solving these identified problems with the participation of interested
parties was shown. In addition, not only the problems were identified, but also the benefits of ecotourism were
discussed. Bellow in Figure 2 presented a SWOT analysis for ecotourism.

During the analysis of the considered literature, a SWOT analysis was made of the strengths and weak-
nesses of world ecotourism, as well as opportunities and threats.

The difference of ecotourism lies in its relationship with nature, and it does not focus on the well-being of
the consumers of tourism services. This is because ecotourists try to travel to ecotourism areas at any time and
have as little impact on the natural resources of that area as possible [21].

One of the main issues to be considered during the development of ecotourism is the preservation of eco-
tourism resources in those regions and the improvement of the standard of living of the local region. Its main
two goals are to preserve the protected biodiversity and to achieve economic and social stability for the liveli-
hood of the region [22].

During this literature review, it is noticed that many countries faced common problems during the develop-
ment of ecotourism. As a result of this research work, it is shown that the lack of infrastructure, the low level
of support from the state and unstructured management policy, as well as the absence of education of local
residents in the field of ecotourism and the lack of professionals, that is, socio-cultural issues, have an adverse
effect on the development of this ecological direction of tourism. Solving these problems will strengthen the
progress of ecotourism and pave the way for sustainable development of regions [23].

The improvement of infrastructure in ecotourism regions contributes to its striving for national and inter-
national level competition. The main problems of ecotourist zones are their location far from the potential
market or lack of or low-quality roads leading to that area; the safety of visiting ecotourists or local residents;
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homogeneity of the offered tourist product or low level of differentiation of services; factors such as absence
or lack of information and telecommunication technology affect the attractiveness of ecotourism areas [24].

Weak negative impact on the environment
Different from traditional tourism services
Combines relaxation, entertainment and
environmental education for travelers
Accessible to a broad spectrum of the
population

Poor infrastructure

Lack of capital and knowledge in tourism
activities

Lack of support from the government
organizations

Economical benefits ... Increase pollution
Socio-cultural benefits .. Natural habitat loss
Ecological benefits .. Soil erosion

Figure 2 — SWOT analysis of the world ecotourism
Note — Compiled by authors based on sources [6; 21; 22; 23; 24; 25]

The presence of a large number of ecotourism resources in the regions cannot be a real guarantee of its
development. The development of ecotourism areas is not only interesting to the parties providing tourism
services, but also the support of the government and local administration plays an important role [6]. This is
because the development of this ecotourism contributes to the economic and social stability of the territory,
employment of the vast majority of local residents, and the development of other sectors related to this tourism
activity [25].

Theoretical and practical implication. The result of this research work can be used as a source of infor-
mation in the work of future researchers on the issues raised in this research work. Because during this research
work, it was compiled by identifying common points of problems and ways of development that were consid-
ered separately in previous works.

As a result of the previous research conducted on the basis of other countries, the above-mentioned prob-
lems encountered during the development of ecotourism were considered and grouped in this research. On the
basis of the program implemented in the period 2019-2025 in the development of this field of tourism of the
country, paying attention to the problems identified in this research will help to prevent problems that may
arise in the future.
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CONCLUSION

In conclusion, during the review of this literature, it was determined that ecotourism is a rapidly developing
sector of general tourism. In addition, in many countries of the world, the number of ecotourists is increasing,
but despite this, it was found that there are many important problems to be solved in the promotion of this tour-
ist destination, and these problems are common in many countries.

In this research work, the low level of knowledge of local residents in the field of ecotourism and the lack of
specialists, as well as the low level of infrastructure in ecotourism areas, i.e. the poor quality or lack of roads,
the lack of information and communication technologies in those areas, the lack of other industry services
related to this activity, public safety lack of preservation, lack of support from the government and local man-
agement organizations, unstructured management strategy, these mentioned problems were considered as the
main obstacles to the development of ecotourism.

Solving the problems encountered during the development of ecotourism is very important, because it not
only increases the share of ecotourism and increases the number of visiting tourists, but also has a huge impact
on the economic, social and environmental stability of the local area.
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IKOTYPU3MHIH TYPAKTbI JAMY MOCEJIEJIEPI MEH JAMY IHEPCIIEKTUBAJIAPBI:
OJEBUETTEPTE )KYUEJI HIOJTY

A. III. Ackap6ek!'*, A. Aoaynypoa?, M. T. [laynerosa’
'Hapxo3 YuauBepcureti, Anmmarsl, Kazakcran Pecrydamkacer
’Kazak-Hewmic YauBepcureri, Anmarsl, Kazakcran Pecrmy6nukacsr
3Typan YuuBepcuteri, Anmarsl, Kaszakcran Pecmy6nmukacs

AHIATIIA

3epmmey maxcamvi. byn Makamana anJbIHFbl FBUIBIMU-3EPTTECY JKYMBICTAPBIH KapacThIpa OTBIPHIIL,
AKOTYPH3M/II JaMBITYy OapbhICBIHIA KE3IECETIH JKaJMbl MpobdieMaap MeH OoJalmak 1aMy MepCcreKTHBaIapbIH
AHBIKTAY JKOHE TOITACTBIPY YCHIHBIIAIBI.

9oicnamacol. By 91eONeTTIK MOy AbI XKYPTi3y OapbICEIHIA 3ePTTEY JKYMBICBIHBIH MaKCaThl AWKBIHTIAJTBIIL,
OHBIH HETi3T1 MIHIETTEP1 KaJIBIITACTRIPEUIIBI. 3EPTTEY CYPaKTaphl 3epTTEY MaKcaTTaphl HETi31HIAE KYPBIUIIHI,
an Scopus koHe Science Direct mepexkesnepiHiH MaKatagapsl 3epTTEY CYpaKTapblH KYPAHUTBIH TYHIHII co3ep
Heriziame kapannsl. 2017 xeurman 2022 sxputra geiiari Mmakamagap BULIN OR/AND ormepaTopiapbl apKbLTHI
3epTTey TaKBIPHIObIHA CoiKkecTiri Oaramanabl. COHBIMEH KaTap, MaTepHalIap OTAaHABIK FalabIMIap >KasraH
OacwIIBIMIIAp, KiTANTap KOHE MEMJICKETTIK CAalTTap apKbUIBI KUHAKTAJIIE.

3epmmeyoiny 6Gipecetinici / KyHOwlLiblebl. 3epTTey OapbIchiHAa aBTopiap KazakcTaHmarsl Typu3MIi
naMbITyaerH 2019-2025 sxpuinapra apHaIFaH MEMIJICKETTIK OaFIapraMachlHBIH MaKcaTTapbIiHa CYHEHE OTBIPHIIL,
SKOTYpH3MI JaMBITyIa elfep Tam OOJIaThIH IpoOJeManrapasl KapacTBIPBIN, TaNIall, €H KHi Ke3IeCeTiH
Mocenenepai OipikTipai. by perre miony >KYMBICBIHBIH HOTIDKECIHIIE DKOTYPHU3MHIH JKaFmaiibl MEH IaMy
OomamrarbiHa OH OCepPi AaHBIKTAJIIBI.

3epmmey nomuoicenepi. JXyprizuired 3epTTeysiep HOTKECIHAC MEMIIEKETTIK YKOHE JKePTUTIKTI OKIMIIIITIK
TapamblHaH KOJIAYIbIH >KOKTBHIFBI, WH(PaKYPBUIBIMHBIH TOMEH JICHTCHi, COHBIMEH KaTap >KepriTIKTI
TYPFRIHIAPABIH JKOTYpHU3M KBI3METTEpiH JKy3ere acwlpy OOHWBIHIIA OUTIMIHIH TOMEHITi, OCHI CallaJarbl
MaMaHIaPABIH JKETICIICYIIUTITT SKOTYPU3MII TaMBITYIBIH HETI3Tr OpTaK mpobiieManaphbl peTiHae KOpPCeTUII.
DKOJIOTHSITBIK TYPHU3M/I JAMBITY KEPTiTIKTI ayMaKKa OH YKOHOMHKAIBIK, SKOJIOTHSITBIK KOHE COTIMOIOTHUSIITBIK
ocep eTETiHl JKOHE TYpaKThl JaMyFa TiKelIeW BIKMal €TETiHI aHBIKTAIABL. 3epPTTEeYy HOTIDKEIepi Oomamrax
3epTTEyIIUIEp MEH SKOTYPHU3M/II TaMBITyFa MYIIENI TapanTap YIIiH KYHIBI 00Ta k.

Tyuin coe30ep: DKOTYpU3M, MOcenenep, KHBIHIBIKTAp, JaMy, MepCHeKTHBaIap, SKOHOMHKAIBIK,
IKOJIOTHSITBIK, dJIEYMETTIK, HHQPAKYPBUIBIM, TYPAKTHI IaMy.

MPOBJEMBI U MIEPCIEKTUBBI YCTOMUYHUBOI'O PA3BUTHUSA DKOTYPU3MA:
CUCTEMATHUYECKHUM OB30P JIUTEPATYPBI

A. III. Ackap6ex'*, A. Aoaynyposa’, M. T. [layseroBa’

"Vuusepcuter Hapxo3, Anmarsl, PecriyOnnka Kazaxcran
?KazaxcraHCcKo-HeMelKuil YHuBepcuret, Anmarsl, Pecriyonuka Kasaxcran
*Yuusepcuret Typan, Anmatsl, Pecriyonuka Kazaxcran

AHHOTALIMUA
Llenv uccredosanus. B naHHOM cTaThe, yHUTHIBAS IPEIBIAYIIHE UCCIIEI0BATEIhCKIE PAOOTHI, IPeIaraeTcs
BBISIBUTH W CTPYIIHPOBATh OOIIHE MPOOJIeMbl, BO3HUKAIONINE NPU PAa3BUTHN SKOTYpPU3Ma U TEPCIEKTHBHI
JlaJIbHEUIIIETO Pa3BUTHSI.
Memooonoeus. Ilpu TpoBEeNEHWH NAaHHOTO JIUTEpaTypHOro o0030pa Oblla ompeneicHa Ielb
WCCIIEIOBATEIBCKOW PabOThl M C(POPMYIHPOBAHBI €€ OCHOBHBIE 3ajauyd. Bompochl mcciemoBaHus ObUIH
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chopMHpOBaHBI Ha OCHOBE LIEJICH MCCIIEOBaHMs, a CTaThH M3 MCTOYHUKOB Scopus u Science Direct Obln
MIPOAHATU3UPOBAHEI HA OCHOBE KJIFOUEBBIX CJIOB, COCTABJISIONINX BOMPOCH! uccaeaoBanus. Ctateu ¢ 2017 mo
2022 roji OLICHUBAJIKCH Ha COOTBETCTBUE TeME MCCienoBaHMs ¢ nomoisio onepatopos BULIN OR/AND.
Kpome Toro, matepuaibl OblIH cOOpaHbl U3 MyOJUKAIMK OTEYECTBEHHBIX YUEHBIX, KHUT U IOCYIaPCTBEHHBIX
CalTOB.

Opueunanvnocms / yennocms ucciedoganus. B Xolle HCClieoBaHMS aBTOPbI, HCXOJS W3 Ielei
TOCYJapCTBEHHONW MporpaMMbl pas3Butus Typusma B Kazaxcrame ma 2019-2025 rompl, paccMoTpenu u
POAHAIM3UPOBAIN TIPOOJIEMBI, C KOTOPBIMH CTAJIKUBAIOTCS CTPaHbl B PA3BUTUH SKOTYPU3MA, H 00bETUHHIIH
HauOoJjiee pachnpocTpaHeHHble mpoOiembl. [Ipm 3ToM B pe3yibraTte 0030pHOM paboThl ONpeneiIeHo
MIOJIOKUTENFHOE BIMSHHUE SKOTYPHU3Ma Ha COCTOSHHE U NEPCIIEKTUBBI Pa3BUTHS.

Pezynemamut uccnedosanus. B pezynpraTe HCCIEeI0BAHNS BBISIBIEHO OTCYTCTBHE MOJIEPKKH CO CTOPOHBI
NPaBUTEIHCTBA U MECTHOM aIMUHHUCTPAIMH, HU3KUH YPOBEHb HHPPACTPYKTYPHI, a TAKIKE HEOCBEJOMICHHOCTb
MECTHOI'O HACEJICHHUSI O pPeajH3allii YCIyr SKOTYpH3Ma, HEXBATKa CIICIHAIMCTOB B JTAHHOW 00JacTH ObLIH
NOKa3aHbI KaK OCHOBHBIE 00IIME POOJIEMBI B pa3BUTHH SKOTypu3Ma. OTpe/ieIeHo, YTO Pa3BUTHE SKOTypU3Ma
OKa3bIBAET MOJIOKUTEIIEHOE SKOHOMUYECKOE, IKOJIOTHIECKOE U COITMOJIOTHYECKOE BO3/IEHCTBUE HA JIOKAJIBHYTO
TEPPUTOPHIO M HETIOCPEJCTBEHHO CIIOCOOCTBYET YCTONYNBOMY pa3BUTHIO. Pe3ylbTaThl HCCieOBaHNsA Oy IyT
M0JIE3HBI OYIYIIMM HCCIIEIOBATEISIM U 3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIM CTOPOHAM B Pa3BHTHH SKOTypHU3Ma.

Kniouesvie cnosa: dSKOTypu3M, TpOOJIEMBbI, BBI3OBBI, pa3BUTHE, TEPCIEKTUBBI, IKOHOMHYECKHE,
9KOJIOTHUYECKHE, COIIaIbHbIe, HHYPACTPYKTYpPa, YCTOHUNBOE pa3BUTHE.
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