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TRENDS IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE TOURIST DESTINATION OF THE SHCHUCHINSK-
BOROVSKAYA RESORT AREA

The article examines the development of resort areas in Kazakhstan with an emphasis on the Shchuchinsk-
Borovskaya resort area as one of the country’s key tourist destinations. The dynamics of accommodation services,
tourist arrivals, and the infrastructure base of resort areas in the post-pandemic period are analyzed. A steady
expansion of economic activity in the tourism sector has been identified, accompanied by growth in tourist flows and
a gradual transformation of the accommodation structure.

It is shown that the Shchuchinsk-Borovskaya resort area demonstrates faster growth in value indicators
compared to the dynamics of tourist arrivals, reflecting an increase in average revenue per tourist and a shift in
demand toward higher-quality accommodation. It is determined that the share of the Shchuchinsk-Borovskaya resort
area in the total volume of services and the number of visitors ensures relative stability amid the overall growth of the
resort sector in Kazakhstan, indicating the formation of a more balanced spatial structure of tourism.

The dynamics of accommodation capacity are analyzed, on the basis of which it is established that the pace of
infrastructure expansion lags behind the growth of tourist flows. This indicates an increasing load on key facilities
and rising economic efficiency of their use. The methodological basis of the study includes comparative and structural-
dynamic analysis, as well as the use of official statistical data from the Bureau of National Statistics of the Republic
of Kazakhstan.

It is shown that a comprehensive comparison of cost, flow, and infrastructure indicators allows for a deeper
understanding of the patterns governing the development of resort areas as socio-economic systems. The results
obtained can be used in the development of regional tourism programs, substantiation of investment decisions, and
the formulation of sustainable development priorities for resort areas in Kazakhstan.

Keywords: resort areas, tourism, accommodation facilities, tourist flow, regional development, Shchuchinsko-
Borovskaya resort area, Kazakhstan.
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Introduction. The development of resort areas occupies a special place in the system of the regional
economy of Kazakhstan, since tourism combines the functions of a source of income, a tool for territorial
development and a mechanism for diversifying the economic structure. In the context of increasing
domestic tourism and the transformation of consumer preferences, the role of resort destinations is
increasing, capable of accumulating steady demand and generating multiplier effects for related industries.

In this context, the Shchuchinsk-Borovskaya resort area is an illustrative example of a territory where
natural potential, infrastructural development and state priorities of tourism policy intersect. At the same
time, the expansion of tourist activity actualizes the scientific question of the relationship between
economic results, the scale of tourist flow and the possibilities of infrastructural provision of resort areas.
The relevance of the study is due to the need for an in-depth analysis of the dynamics of resort development
not only through the prism of cost indicators, but also taking into account the physical volume of demand
and infrastructural constraints. In the scientific literature, these aspects are often considered separately,

146


mailto:sultanova_a_80@mail.ru

BECTHMUK Ka3axckoro yHMBepcHTeTa 3IKOHOMHKH, (PUHAHCOB M MEKIyHAPOAHO# TOpro..m, 2025 — Ned (61)

which makes it difficult to form a holistic view of the development trajectory of resort areas and reduces
the applied value of the conclusions for regional management and investment planning.

The purpose of this study is to identify key trends in the development of resort areas in Kazakhstan
with an emphasis on the Shchuchinsk-Borovskaya resort area based on a comprehensive analysis of the
volume of accommodation services, tourist flow and infrastructure base.

To achieve this goal, the following tasks are being solved: analysis of the dynamics of the economic
results of the accommodation facilities; assessment of changes in the number of visitors to resort areas;
identification of the features of the development of the accommodation infrastructure and its relationship
with tourist demand; formation of the author's interpretation of the identified trends in terms of
sustainability and effectiveness of resort development.

The methodological basis of the research consists of methods of comparative and structural-dynamic
analysis, as well as methods of analytical generalization of statistical data. The official data of the Bureau
of National Statistics of the Agency for Strategic Planning and Reforms of the Republic of Kazakhstan,
reflecting the state and dynamics of the tourism sector, were used as an information base. Statistical data
processing was carried out using generally accepted methods of time series analysis and relative indicators,
widely used in economic studies of tourism. The applied approach ensures reproducibility of the results and
allows us to form reasonable conclusions of both scientific and practical significance.

Literature review. The development of Kazakhstan's resort areas has been actively considered in
recent years in domestic and foreign studies, reflecting increased attention to tourism as a factor of regional
economic growth. A significant body of work is devoted to the analysis of investment processes and
institutional conditions of the tourism industry.

In particular, studies [1] and [5] have shown that investment activity in tourism in Kazakhstan is
characterized by high territorial heterogeneity, and the effectiveness of investments is largely determined
by the level of infrastructure readiness and the quality of regional management. At the same time, the focus
is mainly on macroeconomic aspects, while the intra-sectoral differences of resort areas are limited. A
separate area of research is related to the assessment of the tourist potential and environmental sustainability
of the development of destinations.

The work [2] emphasizes the importance of the natural resource factor and the ecological balance for
the formation of competitive tourist products, which is especially important for resort areas with a high
recreational load. In a more applied context, the issues of sustainable development of the Shchuchinsk-
Borovskaya resort area are considered in [6], where attention is focused on the coordination of economic
interests and the preservation of natural capital. However, the quantitative dynamics of demand and
infrastructure in such studies are usually secondary. A number of publications are focused on the analysis
of general trends in the development of the tourism sector in Kazakhstan.

The studies [3] and [5] revealed key structural shifts in tourist flows and industry revenues related to
the growth of domestic tourism and changes in consumer preferences. At the same time, these works are
limited to aggregated indicators and do not allow us to trace the relationship between cost results, the
physical volume of demand and the infrastructure base at the level of individual resort areas.

The specifics of the spatial organization of tourism in the Shchuchinsk-Borovskaya resort area are
revealed in the study [4], which substantiates the role of tourist clusters as a tool to increase the
competitiveness of the territory. Despite the value of this approach, the issues of loading dynamics and
scaling of infrastructure in the face of growing demand remain insufficiently developed.

An additional context is formed by works on sustainable development and economic effects in Central
Asian countries [7], however, they indirectly address tourism issues. The review shows that there is a
methodological gap between macroeconomic estimates of tourism development and a detailed analysis of
resort areas as independent socio-economic systems.

The relationship between the volume of services, tourist flow and infrastructure provision at the level
of key destinations remains insufficiently investigated. These gaps justify the need for further research
aimed at a comprehensive analysis of the dynamics of the development of the resort areas of Kazakhstan
with a focus on the Shchuchinsk-Borovskaya resort area and an assessment of the factors of the
effectiveness of using its tourist potential.

Main part. It is advisable to start analyzing the development of resort areas in Kazakhstan by
assessing the dynamics of the volume of accommaodation services as an integral indicator of the economic
activity of the tourism sector. This indicator accumulates the influence of tourist demand, price levels, the
structure of accommodation and the degree of involvement of territories in domestic and inbound tourist
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flows. Long-term observations of the country's resort regions show that it is the dynamics of income in the
accommodation sector that most sensitively reflects structural shifts in tourism organization and investment
priorities of regional development (Figure 1).
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Figure — 1. Dynamics of the volume of accommodation services in the resort areas of Kazakhstan

and the Shchuchinsko-Borovskaya resort area*
*compiled based on data from [8]

As shown in Figure 1, in 2020-2024, the volume of accommodation services in the resort areas of
Kazakhstan demonstrated a steady upward trend - from 33.58 billion tenge to 168.27 billion tenge. The
growth was accelerating, especially in the post-pandemic period, which is consistent with empirical
observations of the recovery of domestic tourism and the expansion of consumer demand for recreational
services. Structurally, this growth reflects not only an increase in tourist flows, but also a gradual increase
in the complexity of the service offer, an increase in the average cost of accommodation and an expansion
of the range of related services.

During the period under review, the volume of services provided increased from 5.39 billion tenge in
2020 to 24.15 billion tenge in 2024, that is, more than four times. Such dynamics confirms the stable
specialization of the SBRA as one of the key centers of resort tourism in the Shchuchinsko-Borovskaya
resort area (SBRA) developed in the same trend, but with a more pronounced growth amplitude. During
the period under review, the volume of services provided increased from 5.39 billion tenge in 2020 to 24.15
billion tenge in 2024, that is, more than four times. Such dynamics confirms the stable specialization of the
SBRA as one of the key centers of resort tourism in the country.

The practical experience of regional research shows that it is in such areas that the scale effect begins
to manifest itself earlier than in less developed resort areas, due to the concentration of infrastructure and
the recognition of the destination. At the same time, the change in the share of SBRA in the total volume
of services provided by the resort areas of Kazakhstan is more complex. In 2020, the zone's share was
16.0%, then consistently decreased to 14.0% in 2023, followed by a moderate increase to 14.4% in 2024.
This trajectory does not indicate a weakening of the SBRA's position, but an accelerated development of
other resort areas of the country. In the context of the expansion of the tourist map of Kazakhstan, the
relative share of even the leading destinations is naturally adjusted, which is confirmed by similar processes
observed in other countries with diversifying domestic tourism.

The interpretation of the results presented in Figure 1 allows us to conclude that a more balanced
structure of the resort sector is being formed at the national level. The Shchuchinsko-Borovskaya resort
area retains the status of one of the industry's flagships, providing a significant contribution to the total
volume of services

Further deepening of the analysis requires a transition from cost indicators to an assessment of the
physical volume of tourist demand. In this regard, the logical continuation of the study is to consider the
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dynamics of the number of visitors served by the accommodation facilities, which makes it possible to
clarify the sources of the identified growth and compare the economic results with the real tourist flows
shown in Figure 2.
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Figure — 2. Dynamics of the number of visitors served by accommodation facilities in the resort

areas of Kazakhstan and the Shchuchinsko-Borovskaya resort area*
*compiled based on data from [8]

As follows from Figure 2, in 2020-2024, the number of visitors to the resort areas of Kazakhstan
increased from 1.68 million to 4.37 million people. The most intensive growth was recorded in 2021-2022,
which corresponds to the phase of active recovery of tourist activity after pandemic restrictions and
increased domestic tourism. In subsequent years, growth continued, but its pace gradually stabilized,
indicating a transition from recovery dynamics to a more stable development trajectory. The Shchuchinsko-
Borovskaya resort area demonstrates a comparable but more concentrated growth in the tourist flow.

The number of visitors served by the facilities of the SBRA increased from 119.9 thousand people in
2020 to 346.8 thousand people in 2024, that is, almost three times. Such dynamics confirms the high
adaptability of the zone to changing demand conditions and the sustainable attractiveness of the destination
for domestic tourists. Field observations and analysis of regional tourism development programs show that
it is the combination of natural potential and relatively well-developed infrastructure that allows the SBRA
to return and increase tourist flows faster.

The change in the share of the SBRA in the total number of visitors to the resort areas of Kazakhstan
is moderately volatile, but generally stable. In 2020-2021, the share of the zone was at the level of about
7%, in 2022 it increased to 7.9% and remained at this level until 2024. The stabilization of the share against
the background of an overall increase in tourist flows indicates the preservation of the competitive position
of the SBRA without signs of overheating demand or displacement from other resort areas.

From a scientific point of view, this result is interpreted as a manifestation of balanced growth, in
which market expansion is accompanied by a relative preservation of structural proportions. A comparison
of Figures 1 and 2 makes it possible to deepen the interpretation of the identified trends. The growth in the
volume of services at the SBRA outstrips the increase in the number of visitors, which indirectly reflects
an increase in average profitability per tourist and a gradual shift in demand towards higher-quality and
capital-intensive forms of accommodation. Such a discrepancy is typical for resort areas entering a phase
of qualitative development, where the economic effect is increasingly determined not only by the number
of tourists, but also by consumption parameters.

The logical continuation of the analysis is the consideration of the infrastructure base that ensures the
revealed dynamics of tourist flows. In this regard, it is further advisable to refer to the dynamics of the
number of placements shown in Figure 3, which will allow us to assess the compliance of the growth rate
of demand with the capabilities of the resort infrastructure.
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Figure — 3. Dynamics of the number of accommodation facilities in the resort areas

of Kazakhstan and the Shchuchinsko-Borovskaya resort area*
* compiled based on data from [8]

The data presented in Figure 3 allows us to complete the logical chain of analysis, moving from
demand indicators to an assessment of the infrastructure of resort tourism. The number of locations reflects
the institutional and investment capacity of the resort areas, as well as the degree of industry's readiness to
accommodate the growing tourist flows. In applied research on the development of resort areas, this
indicator is considered as a key constraint or, conversely, a catalyst for further growth. In 2020-2024, the
total number of accommodation facilities increased from 1,467 to 1,813 units.

The dynamics were uneven: after steady growth in 2020-2022, a slight decrease was recorded in 2023,
followed by a noticeable expansion of infrastructure in 2024. Such fluctuations are typical for the resort
sector, where investment decisions depend on demand expectations, the availability of financing and
regulatory conditions, and the response of infrastructure to market signals is delayed in relation to changes
in tourist flows. Shchuchinsko-Borovskaya resort area demonstrates a more smooth and progressive
trajectory of infrastructure development. The number of locations increased from 163 units in 2020 to 206
units in 2024, reflecting sustained investment interest in the area. A slight decrease in the indicator in 2022
was replaced by a recovery growth, which together indicates the adaptability of infrastructure development
to changing market conditions. The practice of regional analysis of resort areas shows that such dynamics
is typical for zones that are in a phase of moderate, controlled expansion, without sudden jumps and
overloading of space.

The change in the share of SBRA in the total number of locations of resort areas in Kazakhstan
confirms the relative stability of its infrastructural positions. In 2020-2021, the zone's share increased from
11.1% to 11.7%, then decreased to 10.7% in 2022, after which it stabilized at 11.4% in 2023-2024. This
configuration indicates the synchronous development of infrastructure in both the leading and new resort
areas of the country, without a pronounced redistribution in favor of one center. A comparison of Figures
2 and 3 reveals an important feature of the development of the Shchuchinsk-Borovskaya resort area.

The growth rate of the tourist flow is outpacing the increase in the number of accommodations, which
indicates an increase in the utilization of the existing infrastructure and an increase in its economic
efficiency. Such a ratio, as empirical observations show, forms the prerequisites for a subsequent
investment cycle focused on qualitative renovation and expansion of the room stock. Collectively, the
results of the analysis presented in Figures 1-3 reflect the transition of the resort areas of Kazakhstan,
including the Shchuchinsko-Borovskaya resort area, from the recovery stage of development to a phase of
more sustainable and structurally balanced growth. The identified trends provide a basis for further
discussion of the factors of efficiency of resort infrastructure use and ways to increase the competitiveness
of key tourist destinations in the country.
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Conclusion. The conducted research allowed us to form a holistic view of the dynamics of the
development of the resort areas of Kazakhstan with an emphasis on the Shchuchinsk-Borovskaya resort
area as one of the key tourist destinations of the country. An analysis of the volume of accommodation
services, tourist flow and infrastructure base revealed a steady upward trajectory of the sector's development
in 2020-2024, reflecting the transition from a recovery phase to a more stable growth model. It has been
established that SBRA retains a significant role in the national structure of resort tourism, demonstrating a
faster growth in cost indicators with a relatively stable share in the total tourist flow and accommodation
infrastructure.

The scientific novelty of the obtained results lies in the complex interpretation of the relationship
between the economic, demand and infrastructural parameters of the development of resort areas. It is
shown that the increase in the volume of services in the SBRA outstrips the growth in the number of visitors
and the expansion of infrastructure, which indicates an increase in the efficiency of using existing resources
and a shift in emphasis towards the qualitative development of the tourist product. This conclusion
complements the understanding of the patterns of spatial development of resort areas in the context of the
diversification of domestic tourism.

The practical significance of the study is shown in the possibility of using the findings in the
development of regional tourism development programs, planning investments in infrastructure and the
formation of mechanisms for balanced territorial growth. The results can serve as an analytical basis for
assessing the maximum load on resort areas and determining priorities for further expansion of the number
of rooms.

The prospects for further research are related to an in-depth analysis of the utilization of
accommodation facilities, the structure of tourist demand and an assessment of the economic effects of
improving the quality of services, which will make it possible to more accurately substantiate strategies for
the sustainable development of resort areas in Kazakhstan.
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I[YUYbE-BYPABAY KYPOPTTBIK AMUMAFBIHBIH TYPUCTIK IECTUHAIIUSACBIHBIH JAMY
TEHAEHIINUAJAPBI

Anjarna

Maxkanaza eniH Heri3ri TypucTik OarbITTapbIHbIH Oipi perinae L{yuse-Bypabait KypopTThIK aiiMarbiHa Oaca
Haszap ayJapa OThIpbil, Ka3zakcTaHHBIH KypOPTTHIK aliMaKTapblH JAMbITy KapacThlpbuiraH. [laHaeMusian KeiHTi
Ke3eHJIe KYpOPTTHIK alMaKTapbl OpHAJacThIpy KbI3METTepi KOJIEMiHiH, KeJylliJep CaHbIHBIH JKOHE
nHQPaKYpBUIBIMIBIK 0a3aChIHBIH JHHAMHUKACH TaJIMaHIbl. TYPHUCTIK CYpaHBICTBIH ©CYIMEH OHE OpHalacThIpy
KYPBUIBIMBIHBIH OIpTiHAEN KYpHAEJICHYyIMEH KaTap JXYPETiH TYPHCTIK CaJaHblH 3KOHOMHKAIBIK OJICeHIUTITIHIH
TYpakThl KeHeroi aHblkTanapl. lllyube-BypaOaif KypopTTBIK aiiMarbl TYPUCTIK aFbIHHBIH JHHAMHKachIMEH
CaAJIBICTBIpFaH/ia KYHABIK KOPCETKIIITEPAiH O3BIK OCyiH KepceTeai, OyJl opTrama TaObICTBUIBIKTBIH OCYyiH JKoHE
OpHAJACTHIPY/IbIH HEFYpJIbIM camnajbl HbICAaHIApblHA CYPAHBICTBIH aybICYbIH Kepcerenai. KpI3MeTTepaiH KajIibl
KeJIeMiHIer1 skoHe Kenymniinep canblHaars Lllyuse-bypabait KypopTThIK aitMarbsIHBIH yiieci KazakcTaHHBIH KypOPTTHIK
CEKTOPBIHBIH JKaJIIbI ©CYl asChIHAA CAlbICTHIPMAJbl TYPAKTBUIBIKTHI CAKTANTBIHBI AHBIKTANIbI, OYJI TYpPH3MHIH
HEFYPJBIM TEHJECTIPUITeH KEHICTIKTIK KYPBUIBIMBIH KaJlbIITACTBIPYABI aiFakraiinel. OpHamacThIpy OpBIHAAPHI
CaHBIHBIH CEePITiHi TaJAaHIbl, COHBIH HeTi3iHe HHPPaKYPBUIBIMABIK KEHEI0 KAPKBIHBIHBIH TYPUCTIK aFbIHHBIH 6CYiHEH
apTTa Kalybl aHBIKTAIBI, OYJ1 KOJJAHBICTAFbl O0OBEKTIIEPAiH )KYKTEMECIHIH apTyBIH XKOHE OJIap.IbIH YKOHOMHKAITBIK
THIMIIJTITIHIH ©CYiH KepceTedi. OIiCHAMAIIBIK HETi3 PEeTiHAe CaJbICTBIPMANbBl XKOHE KYPBUIBIMJIBIK-THHAMIKAIBIK
Tangay oaicrepi, connmaii-ax Kazakcran PecmyOmukacel ¥ITTBIK CTaTHCTHKA OIOPOCBHIHBIH PECMH CTATHCTHKAIBIK
nepekrepin  Tanmamanblk okMHakTay mnaipananbuabl.  LbiFbIHmap, cypaHbIic  JkoHE  HMH(PaKYPBUIBIMABIK
KOPCETKIIITePl KEUIeHAl CAIBICTBIPY KYPOPTTHIK alMakTap[bl JICyMETTIK-DKOHOMHKAIBIK JKYHenep periHue
JaMBITY 3aHJBUIBIKTAPbIH TOJBIK Aalllyfa MYMKIHAIK OepeTiHi KepceTUIreH. AJBIHFaH HOTHXKENep TYPH3MII
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JMAMBITYIBIH OHIPIIK OarqapiaManapblH o3iplicy, WHBECTHIUUIBIK MICNIIMIEPi Herizney jkoHe Ka3zakCcTaHHBIH
KypPOPTTHIK ayMaKTapbIH OPHBIKTHI IAMBITY OaFbITTapbIH KAJIBIITACTHIPY Ke3iH/Ie MaiianaHbuTybl MYMKIH.

Co3abikoBa J.K., TaecoBa A.B., Cyaranosa A.B., Ep:xkanosa I'.E.

TEHAEHIIMA PA3SBUTHS TYPUCTCKOM JECTHUHAIIMM IIIYYUHCKO-BOPOBCKOM
KYPOPTHOM 30HBI

AHHOTANNSA

B cratbe paccMmoTpeHO pa3BUTHE KypopTHhIX 30H Kasaxcrana ¢ akientom Ha Illyumncko-BopoBckyro
KYPOPTHYIO 30HY KaK OJTHY U3 KJIFOUCBBIX TYPUCTCKHUX JACCTUHANNHN CTpaHbl. [IpoaHanu3upoBaHa AMHAMHKA 00bEMa
YCIYT MECT Pa3MeIIeHHs, KOJTMYIECTBA TOCETUTENeH U HHYPACTPYKTYPHO# 6a3bl KypOPTHBIX 30H B MOCTIAHASMHHHBIH
Mepro/i. BBISBICHO YCTONUMBOE pacHIMpPeHUE SYKOHOMHYECKON aKTUBHOCTH TYPUCTCKOW C(ephl, COMPOBOKIACMOE
POCTOM TYPHUCTCKOTO CIPOCA U MOCTETICHHBIM YCIOXHEHHEM CTPYKTYphI pa3merieHus. [lokazaHo, uro [lyunHcko-
BopoBckasi KypopTHasi 30Ha JEMOHCTPUPYET OMEPESIKAMONINA POCT CTOMMOCTHBIX MMOKA3aTelieil M0 CPaBHEHHUIO C
JIMHAMHKO# TypHCTCKOTO MOTOKA, YTO OTPaXKAeT MOBBIIICHUE CPEIHEN JOXOMHOCTH U CMELICHHE CIPOCa B CTOPOHY
6oJiee Ka4eCTBEHHBIX (JOPM pa3MEIICHUSL.

Omnpeneneno, yro moas IllyunHcko-BopoBcKo# KypOpTHOH 30HBI B 00IIeM O0BEME YCIYr M KOJHYECTBE
MOCETUTENEH COXpaHseT OTHOCUTENIBHYIO CTaOMIIBHOCTh Ha ()oHe 00IIero pocta KypopTHoro cexropa KaszaxcraHa,
9TO CBHUICTCILCTBYET O (opMupoBaHHHM Oojice COANTaHCHPOBAHHOW NPOCTPAHCTBEHHOW CTPYKTYPBI TYypH3MA.
[Ipoananu3upoBaHa MTUHAMUKA KOJUYECTBA MECT pPa3MCIICHUS, HA OCHOBE 4YEro BBIIBJICHO OTCTABAHHUC TEMIIOB
HHPPACTPYKTYPHOTO PACHIMPEHUS OT POCTa TYPHCTCKOTO TMOTOKA, YKAa3bIBAIOIICE HA TMOBBIIMICHUE 3arpy3Kd
CYIIECTBYIOIIUX O0BEKTOB M POCT UX SKOHOMHUUCCKOM dPPEKTHBHOCTH.

B KkadecTBe METOMOJIOTMYECKOW OCHOBBI HCIOJNB30BAHBI METO/ABI CPABHUTEIBHOIO U  CTPYKTYPHO-
JUHAMHYECKOTO aHaIN3a, a TAKXKe aHAIUTHYECKOe 0000IIeHHEe O(UIMANBHBIX CTATHCTHYECKHUX IaHHBIX BIOpo
HalMOHANBHOM craructuku PecnyOnuku Kaszaxcran. [TokazaHo, 4TO KOMIUIEKCHOE COMOCTABICHUE CTOMMOCTHBIX,
CIPOCOBBIX U HUH(PACTPYKTYPHBIX IMOKa3aTeNel MO3BOJISIET OOJice MOJHO PACKPHITH 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH Pa3BUTHS
KypOPTHBIX 30H KaK CONUATbHO-IKOHOMUYECKHX CUCTEM.

[Mosy4eHHbIe Pe3yNIbTaThl MOTYT OBITH MCIOJIB30BAHBI MMPHU pa3pabOTKe PErHOHANBHBIX MPOrPAMM Pa3BUTHS
TypHu3Ma, 000CHOBaHUM MHBECTHLIMOHHBIX PELICHUH 1 ()OPMUPOBAHIH HANPABJIEHUH YCTOMYMBOTO HHHOBAIIMOHHOTO
pa3BUTHS KypOPTHBIX TeppuTopuii KazaxcraHa.
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