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DIRECTIONS OF ACTIVATION OF ECOTURISM DEVELOPMENT
IN UKRAINE

This study raises issues related to the current state of ecotourism and prospects for
its development in our country. Under ecological tourism we understand the form of
nature-oriented tourism, carried out in order to learn about wildlife and destination
culture, which does not violate the integrity of the ecosystem, designed to contribute
to the conservation of natural resources, environmental protection and socio-econom-
ic development of the tourist area. According to the World Tourism Organization,
Ukraine has great potential for the development of ecotourism and the opportunity
to be on the list of leading countries in this area. However, there are a number of
limitations and problems that restrain the more active development of ecotourism in
Ukraine. The aim of the article is to investigate the reasons for the insufficient devel-
opment of ecotourism in Ukraine and to substantiate the directions of its intensifica-
tion in the country. The comparative characteristics of the areas of protected areas of
the world and Ukraine indicate that in Ukraine and some CIS countries is dominated
by a small number of protected areas, but with a large average area in contrast to
countries such as Canada, Australia, Sweden, Norway, which have much more pro-
tected territories with their relatively small average area. It is noted that in Ukraine,
in contrast to a number of foreign countries, where there are more accurate methods
of calculating the tourist flow, it is very difficult to estimate the real flow of visitors
to national parks, due to the lack of unambiguous methods of counting visitors. To
promote ecological tourism, the administration of national parks is recommended to
present parks at international tourism exhibitions, cooperate more actively with tour
operators and travel agents, develop the park's infrastructure and recreational activi-
ties within it, offering tourists new routes.

Key words: ecological tourism, nature protection territories, national parks, reserves,
destinations, tourist flows.
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INTRODUCTION

Today, ecotourism is one of the most promising sectors of the hospitality industry
and occupies one of the leading positions [11, 12]. According to many experts, the
share of ecotourism accounts for more than 10-20% of profits from the entire tourism
market [13].

Ukraine is a huge country, with unique resorts, natural monuments, priceless na-
tional reserves and outstanding potential tourist attractions, but it still does not oc-
cupy a leading position among countries specializing in eco-tourism. The reason for
this is not only a banal shortcoming for our country: in Ukraine, no type of tourism
is properly developed, compared to other countries, which should be compared. All
problems are due to lack of motivation, desire and funding. In today's world, people
have learned to sell the craziest and most inconspicuous items. In this case, you do
not need to invent anything; you just need to set the right priorities in the promotion
of tourist attractions, in particular, ecological natural areas. There are examples of
even underdeveloped countries that are highly popular among ecotourists. In coun-
tries such as Kenya, Ecuador, Costa Rica, and Nepal, it is the main source of income
in foreign currency, with revenues of more than $ 723, 1,551, 3,665, and $ 481 mil-
lion annually [14]. Thus, the aim of the article is to investigate the reasons for the
insufficient development of ecotourism in Ukraine and to substantiate the directions
of its intensification in the country.

MATERIALS AND METHODS OF RESEARCH

Theoretical, methodological and practical approaches to the development of eco-
logical tourism were raised by Aleshugina N. O., Boreyko V. E., Galasyuk S. S.,
Dmytruk O. Y., Kifyak V. F., Kolesnyk O. O., Kravchenko N. O., Malska M. P.
Such scientists as Arsenyeva O. 1., Baikanova D. E., Vyshnevsky V. 1., Vorobyova
0. A., Dmitruk O. Y., Kobelka O. O., Kravchenko N. O., Lyubitseva O. O., Kuskov
A. S., Shevchenko T. A. made a significant contribution to the development of the
theoretical basis of tourism activities of ecological orientation, but the problems and
prospects development of ecological tourism in Ukraine need further research.

The research methodology includes theoretical principles, methods and proce-
dures of analysis that reveal the essence of ecotourism as a multifaceted phenome-
non, an important part of the hospitality industry. The article uses general scientific
research methods: analysis - to study the individual components of eco-tourism; syn-
thesis - to combine individual facts; statistical method - for processing statistical in-
formation and for qualitative evaluation of data; method of induction and deduction
- helps to draw conclusions based on existing facts; system approach - for a holistic
study of the prospects of ecotourism in relation to external factors.

RESEARCH RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The term "eco-tourism" is found in various contexts today quite often. The reason
for this is the growing interest in "soft" forms of tourism, which are called, among
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other things, "nature-oriented" or "socially responsible”, given that humanity has
finally realized the devastating and global consequences of its industrial activities
[7,10].

Today, there are several dozen definitions of eco-tourism, most of which are re-
duced to environmental content. After analyzing most of the terms, we can present
ours own interpretation of the term. Ecotourism is a form of nature-oriented tourism,
carried out to learn about wildlife and destination culture, which does not violate the
integrity of the ecosystem, is designed to contribute to the conservation of natural
resources, environmental protection and socio-economic development of the tourist
area.

Most types of tourism affect the socio-economic well-being of the areas where
they develop, but often lead to environmental and anthropogenic problems. The only
type of tourism that does not change or worsen the ecology of natural areas, but on
the contrary, creates conditions for the maintenance and conservation of all types of
natural resources - is ecotourism, which is very important in today's world, with the
threat of ecological catastrophe and irresponsible attitude of mankind to the planet
and everything that was created on it long before humans appeared. Ecotourism
differs significantly from other forms by its positive impact on the sustainable devel-
opment of natural areas, expressed in the balance of environmental, socio-cultural
and economic impacts of tourism and resorts [1, 3, 10].

Summarizing the above, we can identify the most important components of ec-
otourism:

— education of tourists — the creation of some educational tourism products with a
naturalistic focus, aimed at expanding the knowledge and skills of tourists;

— preservation of ecosystems, which involves the careful use of resources along
the route, the participation of tourists and tour operators in campaigns to protect
wildlife;

— respect for the customs and traditions of local communities, which leads to
opportunities for intercultural exchange.

Several recent trends have emerged under the influence of various factors oper-
ating the development of ecotourism. First, ecotourism is becoming more diverse as
new forms and manifestations emerge. Secondly, there is a growing integration of
ecotourism with other types of tourism and tourism industries. Proponents of the true
meaning of ecotourism, which is reduced to environmental content, distracted by the
increased negative impact of large flows of ecotourists, advocate a position aimed at
banning any form of tourism in protected areas [5]. Despite their position, ecotour-
ism has already become part of mass destinations, for example, in many cultural and
cognitive or beach tours, resorts, as an excursion component, is a short-term visit to
reserves, national parks and other protected areas [2, 6]. Of course, the emergence of
new trends changes the original meaning and significance of ecotourism and often
blurs the concept of ecotourism.

Table 1 shows a comparative description of the data of protected areas of the
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world and Ukraine, but is based only on state particularly significant natural areas
with a high level of protection.

Table 1

Comparative characteristics of protected areas of some countries *

No Country Number of Total area of Total area in %
protected areas protected areas, of the country's
thousand ha territory

1 USA 803 54 312 5.6%
2 Australia 2537 48 473 6.3%
3 Canada 1814 45 636 4.6%
4 Russia 144 42 568 2%

5 Indonesia 122 5668 3%

6 Sweden 750 3928 8.7%
7 India 83 3562 1.1%
8 New Zealand 131 1933 7.2%
9 Kazakhstan 11 1672 0.6%
10 Norway 110 1529 4.7%
11 Finland 55 999 3%

12 Turkmenistan 8 820 1.7%
13 Uzbekistan 10 807 1.8%
14 Ukraine 25 800 1.3%
15 Japan 53 638 1.7%
16 Italy 17 442 1.5%
17 Spain 34 160 0.3%
18 Germany 8 129 0.4%
19 Austria 10 93 1.1%
20 Denmark 22 11 0.3%

* Compiled for [4, 9, 13]

According to the Table 1, we can conclude that the distribution of protected areas
in the territory is organized differently in different countries. In Ukraine and some
CIS countries, a small number of protected areas predominates, but with a large
average square. And in countries such as Canada, Australia, Sweden, Norway there
are many more protected areas with their relatively small average square. It is also
worth noting that the total area of protected areas in Ukraine is almost equal to the
protected areas in Canada, the United States and Australia, but our country is much
inferior to the development of ecotourism [8].

According to the results of the accounting of territories and objects of the nature
reserve fund, submitted by the executive authorities at the local level, ensuring the
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implementation of the state policy in the field of environmental protection, as of
01.01.2020 the nature reserve fund of Ukraine includes 8512 territories and objects
with a total area of 4.418 million hectares within the territory of Ukraine (actual area
4.085 million hectares) and 402500.0 hectares within the Black Sea [4, 9].

The ratio of the actual area of the nature reserve fund to the area of the state («re-
serve indicator») is 6.77%. During 2019, the number of objects and territories of the
nature reserve fund of national and local significance increased by 116 units with
a total area of 94,224.2 hectares. In 2019, 116 territories and objects of the nature
reserve fund were created (announced), 9 were expanded, the area was reduced by 3,
status 1 was abolished and the category of 13 objects was changed.

In particular, in 2019 the area of the nature reserve fund increased the most in
Rivne (by 22018.21 ha), Kherson (by 15911.84 ha), Zaporizhia (by 13115 ha), Lviv
(by 12800.6471 ha) and Zakarpattia (on 11716.2 ha) areas. In Volyn, Kharkiv and
Chernivtsi regions there have been no changes in the nature reserve fund.

Statistics show that in 2018, national parks and reserves of Ukraine were visited
by more than 3.5 million people, of which more than 80% of the flow was accounted
for by national parks [4, 9]. However, it should be noted that in Ukraine, in contrast
to a number of foreign countries, where there are more accurate methods of calculat-
ing the tourist flow, it is very difficult to assess the actual flow of visitors to national
parks, due to lack of unambiguous methods of accounting. Thus, the true flow of
tourists should be several times more than the data published in statistical reports,
which means that the anthropogenic load on natural areas also exceeds the presented
figures. It should be noted that more accurate data can be obtained mainly only on
organized groups that have visited national parks and reserves, due to the fact that
the directorate keeps strict records.

In 2018, the number of visitors to national nature parks and biosphere reserves
was 131,155 tourists, which is 2.7% less than in 2017. However, there is a positive
dynamics of tourist flows in terms of individual objects of nature reserves [4]. Thus,
in 2018, 2,720 visitors came to enjoy the amazing and unsurpassed landscapes of
Europe's largest desert Oleshkivsky Sands, which is home to the national park of the
same name, which is 116% more than last year and 922% more than in 2016. One of
the factors of positive dynamics of this indicator can be considered the presentation
of the potential of the Park at exhibitions (UITT-2018, Opening of the tourist season
in Kamyanska Sich) and productive cooperation of the park administration with tour
operators and agents. This factor also influenced the increase in tourists at the Dz-
harilgatsky National Park. In 2018, it was visited by 45,000 tourists, which is 9.8%
more than in 2017.

Also, an increase in the number of tourists is observed in National Park «Lower
Dnieper» —in 2018 it was visited by 3720 tourists, which is 116% more than in 2017.
The main reason for the increase in tourist flows is the development of infrastructure
and recreational activities in the park. One example of this is the launch in 2018 of a
new water-marked excursion route in kayaks and boats «Dnieper Gileay.
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In 2018, Askania—Nova was visited by 72,536 tourists, which is 11% less than
in 2017. According to the director of the Askania—Nova Biosphere Reserve, Viktor
Gavrilenko, the negative condition of the roads leading to a decrease in excursion
flows. In 2018, on the section of the road R-47 Kherson—Nova Kakhovka—Genich-
esk, the entrance to Askania—Nova, a partial repair was carried out to improve this
situation.

Based on the presented data on the attendance of national parks and reserves, it
can be stated that it has grown significantly in ten years, more than six times. Despite
the fact that the presented information does not allow to make a final conclusion
about a certain trend, nevertheless, it is possible to note sharp increase in visiting of
reserves since 2008 and stable, though insignificant growth in the following years.

National parks are the main resources for the development of ecological tourism.
And, based on the level of their equipment, infrastructure, as well as unique facilities
and services provided, tourists prefer certain parks. Despite a significant increase
in the number of tourists in biosphere reserves and national parks, Ukraine is still
unable to compete with other countries and is inferior to them in the organization of
ecological tourism in the nature protected areas [15].

The essence of the problem of such low tourist attendance of Ukrainian national
parks is the poorly developed ecotourism infrastructure in these areas, low funding,
weak marketing and image of the objects. Ukraine, having a huge reserve of natural
resources, is able not only to increase its position among the visited countries of
ecotourism, but also in the future to take a leading position in this field. At the mo-
ment, Ukraine occupies a very modest place in the world ecotourism market. In Fig.
1 we can see the ratio of the average annual income from ecotourism of the leading
countries.

Fig. 1. shows that the United States is significantly superior to other countries in
terms of income from ecotourism, with an annual income of 14,000 million dollars.
In Ukraine, the annual income from ecotourism is 10 million dollars, which is 1166
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Fig. 1. The structure of income of different countries from ecotourism per year, in millions of dollars.
Builton [12, 15]
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times less than in the United States. Even compared to other represented countries
such annual income is only a drop in the ocean against their background. And this
money should go to support nature conservation and local development.

Unfortunately, for a long time the development of ecological tourism in Ukraine
was purely amateur. Only in recent years has there been a trend towards the forma-
tion of this type of tourism at the state level. In many areas, ecotourism can become
a specialized industry that is a competitive alternative to economic activity.

Of great importance is the location of nature protected areas in our country, as
the level of infrastructure and accessibility affect the choice of destination within
Ukraine. Thus, in the western regions there are more natural areas, which allow to
emphasize the development of ecotourism in these areas, so they have a much better
developed tourist infrastructure, compared to the eastern regions [1]. In addition,
they are closer to European countries, which can serve not only for the development
of domestic tourism, but also inbound tourism.

CONCLUSIONS

Due to its natural potential, Ukraine is considered by the world community as
the most promising country for the development of ecological tourism. In particular,
the WTO named ecotourism among the three priority areas for the development of
domestic and inbound tourism in Ukraine. In some regions of Ukraine, the process
of ecological tourism development is already quite active, however, this direction
should be combined into a single state strategic policy, which should aim at so-
cio-economic development of regions and preserving their natural and ecological
balance.

The priority tasks of ecological tourism development in the country are:

— training of qualified specialists for the industry;

— development of a wide range of new ecotourism products;

— use of flexible pricing policy;

— state assistance in promoting ecotourism products on the world market;

—joint work of regional authorities and local communities in the development of
ecological tourism in regional protected areas;

— attracting domestic and foreign investments, motivating their participation, for
example, by simplifying tax burdens or the desire of business people to participate
in the development of the region.

Today, ecotourism is a complex interdisciplinary field that interconnects the in-
terests of tourism, culture and ecology. Ecotourism is a phenomenon that character-
izes the beginning of the 21st century, which can have a powerful positive impact
on the economy of individual regions and the whole country, as well as intensify the
movement to protect and preserve the natural areas of our vast Ukraine.
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HAINPSMUM AKTUBI3AILIL PO3BUTKY EKOTYPU3MY B YKPAITHI

Pesiome

VY naHoMy AOCIHIDKEHI MiIHIMAOTHCS MUTAHHSI, TIOB’sI3aHi 3 Cy4YaCHUM CTaHOM €KO-
TYpHU3MY Ta MEPCIEeKTHB HOro pO3BUTKY B HaIlii KkpaiHi. YkpaiHa 3a ominkamu Beec-
BITHBOI TYPHCTCHKOI OpraHizallii Ma€e BEJIMKHIA MOTCHITIA /I PO3BUTKY €KOTYPH3MY
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Ta MOYJIUBICTh OIMHUTHUCS B CIIMCKY JIAMPYIOYMX KpaiH y 1boMy Hampsmy. OaHak
iCHY€E psiJi 0OMEKeHb 1 IpolIieM, SIKi MepeHIKOAKalOTh OUIbII aKTUBHOMY PO3BUTKY
eKOTypu3My B YKpaiHu. MeToro CTarTi € AOCHIAUTH MPUYNHH HEIOCTaTHBOTO PO3-
BUTKY €KOTYpU3MY B YKpaiHi Ta 0OIpyHTyBaTH HalpsMHU HOTro akTHBi3allii B KpaiHi.
BigmiueHo, mo B YkpaiHi, Ha BiAMiHY BiJ] psiay 3apyOiKHUX KpaiH, Jie iICHYIOTh OUIbII
TOYHI METOIH MiAPAXyHKY TYPHUCTCHKOTO MOTOKY, AY)KE CKJIAJHO OLIHUTH peajbHUN
MOTIK BiIBIlyBa4iB HalliOHAILHUX MapKiB, 4epe3 BIICYTHICTh OJHO3HAYHUX METOJIIB
00Ky BizBigyBauiB. [Jist momynsipu3arii eKoJIOrivHOTro TYpU3MYy aaMiHICTpauii Halli-
OHAJIBHUX MPUPOJHUX MapKiB PEKOMEHI0OBAHO ITPE3EHTYBATH MapKKU HAa MIKHAPOJAHUX
TYPUCTHYHHX BHCTaBKax, aKTUBHIIIE CIIBPAIIOBATH 3 TypOIEpaTopaMH Ta TypareH-
TaMH, PO3BUBATH IHPPACTPYKTYPY MapKy Ta peKpeauiiHy AisiIbHICTh B HOT0 MexXax,
MPOTNIOHYIOYH TypHCTaM HOBI MapIIpPyTH.

Kniouosi cnosa: exonoriuHuii Typu3M, NPUPOAOOXOPOHHI TEPUTOPIi, HAILIOHAIBHI
MapKH, 3alOBIIHUKH, TYPUCTUYHI JIeCTUHALIIT, TYPUCTUYHI TIOTOKH.
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HAITPABJIEHUSA AKTUBU3ALIUU PASBUTUA DKOTYPU3IMA
B YKPAUHE
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Pesrome

CraTbs MOCBSIIEHA BONPOCAM, CBSI3aHHBIM C COBPEMEHHBIM COCTOSTHHEM IKOTYpPHU3-
Ma U MEepPCIEKTUB €ro pa3BUTHs B HaUIel CTpaHe. YKpauHa IO oLieHKaM BcemupHoi
TYPHUCTCKOW OpraHU3aliy UMEET OOJNBIION MOTEHIMAN JUIS PA3BUTHS SKOTYpU3Ma U
BO3MOKHOCTbH OKa3aThCsl B CIIMCKE JIUANPYIOIINX CTPaH B TOM HarpasiaeHuu. OnHako
CYIIECTBYET PsiJi OTPaHUYEHHUI U TIPOOJIEM, KOTOPBIE TIPEMSTCTBYIOT 00Jiee aKTHBHO-
My Pa3BUTHIO DKOTypu3Ma B YKpauHe. Llenpto cTaThy ABIISIETCS UCCIEN0BATh IPUYH-
HBI HEJIOCTAaTOYHOTO Pa3BUTHS SKOTypHU3Ma B YKpaWHE M 00OCHOBATh HAINpPaBICHUS
ero akTHBM3alMKU B cTpaHe. OTMEUYeHO, 4TO B YKpauHe, B OTJIMYHE OT psijia 3apyoexk-
HBIX CTpaH, I7le CYIIECTBYIOT 00jee TOYHbIE METObI MOCYETa TYPUCTCKOTO MOTOKA,
OUEHb CJIOKHO OLICHUTD peasibHbIi [IOTOK IOCETUTEICH HALMOHAIILHBIX [1APKOB, U3-3a
OTCYTCTBUS OAHO3HAYHBIX METOJIOB y4eTa IloceTuTenei. i nomyaspu3anuu 3Koio-
TMYECKOI0 TypHU3Ma aJIMUHUCTPALMU HALMOHAJIBHBIX NIAPKOB PEKOMEHIYETCS Ipe-
CTaBUTb [IAPKU HA MEXKyHAPOIHBIX TYPUCTUUECKUX BBICTABKAX, AKTUBHO CIIMBPALIIO-
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BaThl C TypOIlEpaTopaMHu U TypareHTaMH, pa3BUBaTh HHPPACTPYKTYpY Mapka U pek-
pEaLuOHHOM IeATENbHOCTHU B €r0 Ipeeiiax, Ipearas TypuCTaM HOBbIE MapIIPYTHI.

Kniouegwie cnoea: FK0nNOTUUECKUN TypU3M, IPUPOIOOXPAHHBIE TEPPUTOPHH, HAIHO-

HaJIbHBIC MAapKH, 3alI0OBEAHUKHU, TYPUCTUYCCKUE NC€CTUHAINU, TYPUCTUYCCKUE MTOTO-
KH.
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