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DEVELOPMENT OF POTENTIAL OF LOCAL COMMUNITIES
AND ECOLOGICAL TOURISM IN ZERENDI DISTRICT OF AKMOLA REGION

The article considers the conditions for the development of ecological tourism on the basis of local communities
in the Zerendi district of Akmola region. The basic concepts of ecological tourism and its classification are given,
definitions of the concepts of «local communitiesy and «Community-based tourism (CBT)» are given. Using the
example of Japanese researchers, a 3-level model of ecotourism development based on local communities is presented.

The study of the tourist market shows the dynamics of the development of Community-Based Ecotourism
throughout Kazakhstan, starting from 2005 to 2021, the growth of CBT has grown from 5 to 25 communities. With
the help of the Tourism Map of the Republic of Kazakhstan, the main competitors of the Zerendi district in the face of
the Burabai National Park and other nearby resort areas of the Akmola region were investigated. The analysis of the
possibility of developing ecological tourism in the Zerendi district using the questionnaire method, where the most
significant objects of natural resources of the Zerendi district are identified that can attract a large flow of tourists to
the recreational zone and reduce unemployment in the Zerendi district.

Analysis of the survey results shows that more than 58% of the population do not know what ecotourism is. Of
the 5 natural resources of the Zerendi district included in the TOP significant objects of tourism of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, 70% of respondents noted only one - Lake Zerendi. The advantages and disadvantages of attracting the
flow of tourists to the Zerendi district are investigated.

Keywords: ecological tourism, development, local communities, CBT, CBET, methods, questionnaires, natural
objects, tourism service, natural resources.

Kinm ce30ep: sxonocusinoix mypusm, oamy, srcepeinikmi Kayvimoacmoixmap, CBT, CBET, adicmep, cayarnama,
mabuzu Helcanoap, Mmypusm Kvlzmemi, mabuu pecypcmap.

Kniouesvte cnoea: sxonocuuecxuti mypusm, pasgumue, mecmuvie cooowecmea, CBT, CBET, memooul,
aHKemuposauue, NPUpoOHvle 00bEKMbI, CepaUc Mypusmd, NPUPoOHble pecypcbl.

Introduction. Ecotourism has been gaining popularity recently due to its commitment to the
preservation and protection of the environment. This is also facilitated by the trend towards globalization
and raising issues related to ecology, resource conservation and tourism at the global level.

The development of ecological tourism is able to compensate the population for the restriction of its
habitual economic activity, provide economic incentives for sustainable nature management, and encourage
local communities to environmental protection activities.

Eco-tourism based on local communities is a modern phenomenon that can become an important tool
for the implementation of state policy in relation to tourism. With its proper organization, it is possible to
achieve a decrease in the unemployment rate among the population, positive results in economic terms, an
increase in environmental literacy and responsibility of the population in preserving natural and historical
and cultural goods, and much more.

The purpose of this article is to study the main conditions and directions of the development of
ecological tourism on the basis of local communities in the Zerendi district of Akmola region. Based on
this goal, the following tasks were investigated:

- definition of the concept of ecotourism and its classification;

- definition of the concepts of «local communities» and «community-based tourism (CBT)»;

- identification of the concept of community-based ecotourism (CBET) and the study of its relationship
with ecotourism and CBT;
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- study of the Zerendi district as a tourist destination of CBET;

The object of the study is the Zerendi district of Akmola region.

The subject of the study is the use of local communities in the development of ecological tourism in
the Zerendi district of Akmola region.

Research methods. The research is based on analytical, statistical and forecast materials of the World
Tourism Organization (UNWTO), the World Health Organization (WHO), the Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development (OECD), the World Travel and Tourism Council (WTTC).

The theoretical and methodological basis of the article were the Laws, resolutions of the Government
of the Republic of Kazakhstan on the development of the tourism industry. The provisions set out in the
article are related to the results of the analysis of domestic and foreign literature on the issues under study.
The research was carried out using such methods of scientific cognition as the method of comparison,
induction and deduction, methods of actualization, system analysis, classification, abstraction and
concretization, questionnaires.

Literature review. The development of tourism is one of the priorities of the world's economies. It is
tourism that is the largest and most dynamic industry in modern society, whose contribution to world GDP
is more than 10%, and which creates at least 260 million jobs. The share of tourism in global GDP has
almost halved, from 10.4% to 5.5%, according to a report by the World Tourism and Travel Council
(WTTC). At the same time, the overall slowdown in the global economy was 3.7%[1].

The modern tourism industry, according to a number of experts, for example, P. Bjork [2], is becoming
more and more «greeny, an increasing number of tourists pay attention to the environmental friendliness of
resorts and destinations, aspects of the preservation of natural complexes, an increasing number of vacationers
choose natural, relatively untouched by economic activity territories as potential destinations [2].

Research conducted in Kenya in 1970 demonstrated that the economic benefits of wildlife tourism far
surpass hunting — an activity that was banned in Kenya in 1977.

For many countries, ecotourism is the main branch of the national economy. Costa Rica, Ecuador,
Nepal, Kenya, Thailand, Madagascar, etc., whose experience is well described in a number of publications,
can be cited as vivid examples of such countries [3, 4, 5].

One of the theoretical problems of ecotourism is the breadth and ambiguity of definitions (D. Fennell [6],
D. Fennell and K. Ebert [7], D. Weaver and L. Lawton [8]. In the specialized literature, up to 100 different
approaches to the definition of ecotourism can be counted, and at the same time, the methodological problem of
a single definition of this type of activity still remains unresolved. This suggests that in Western scientific theory,
the concept of «ecotourism», without having one unified definition, is reduced to a set of basic principles that
distinguish this type of activity.

The main part. Currently, ecotourism is one of the types of tourism that is developing so rapidly every
year that even research in this area still does not allow us to accurately define common concepts of
ecotourism.

For example, V.V. Khrabovchenko [9], one of the well-known researchers on ecological tourism,
believes that among the earliest and most successful interpretations of the concept of ecotourism, the
definition given by G. S. Guzhin, M. Y. Belikov and E.V. Klimenok stands out: «Ecotourism is based on
concern for the environment. The organization of trips with a limited number of participants to natural areas
with possible visits to places of cultural interest in order to implement various projects for the protection
and rational use of natural resources comes to the fore» [1].

Table 1 presents only some definitions of international organizations and individual scientists.

Table 1
Definitions of ecological tourism*
Authors (sources) Definitions of ecological tourism
1 2

World Tourism Tourism, which includes all forms of natural tourism, in which

Organization (UNWTO) the main motivation of tourists is observation and
familiarization with nature

Cater C., Cater E. it is a sustainable form of nature tourism, often with cultural
components

Dedov S.V., Demin S.V. this is a trip and a visit to well-preserved natural areas
represented all over the world, as a rule, by national and natural
parks, reserves and other types of protected natural areas
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1 2
Zadevalova S.V., this is a special form of travel in which recreation in nature is
Butova T.G., combined with the knowledge of its objects and phenomena
Zadevalov V.Y.
Tourist Terminology this is a combination of travel with an environmentally
Dictionary sensitive attitude to nature, which allows you to combine the

joy of exploring new landscapes, studying samples of flora
and fauna with the opportunity to contribute to their protection
International Ecotourism this is a responsible journey into natural areas, which is to
Society preserve the environment and support the well-being of the
local population, also including training and interpretation

* Compiled by the authors based on the source [10], [11], [12], [13], [14].

The concept of «local community» in modern scientific discourse is used to denote the subject of local
self-government. This category was introduced into scientific circulation by legal scholars in the early
1990s [8]. According to the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan dated January 23, 2003 No. 148-II «On
Local Public Administration and Self-government in the Republic of Kazakhstan», the concept of a local
community is a set of residents (members of a local community) living on the territory of the corresponding
administrative-territorial unit, within the boundaries of which local self-government is carried out, its
bodies are formed and function [9].

According to the interpretation of M.D. Sharygin and V.A. Stolbov [15], a local community is a
territorial community of people, the most important feature of which is cohabitation on a specific territory.

Territorial communities of people have a whole range of social connections that arise in the course of
their life. Localized in socio-geographical space, they are closely united by mediated social, economic,
political, cultural and spiritual relations. The unification of the population into a territorial community while
grouping it into certain layers, however, does not cancel the preservation of the individuality of each person
and his role in the development of the territorial community.

CBT provides a huge opportunity to create jobs and to implement various kinds of entrepreneurial
ideas of local communities. In addition, CBT is identified with an extensive plan to increase rural and urban
economies, livelihoods and improve the living conditions of the population.

Ecological tourism based on local communities or, as it is called by foreign researchers, Community
Based Ecotourism (CBET) is a phenomenon that takes place in countries with an increased focus on the
development of ecotourism and support for local residents living in areas with attractive natural resources
for tourists. In turn, on the website of the Rural Poverty community, the following definition can be found:
«ecotourism based on local communities is a form of ecotourism that focuses on the development of local
communities and allows local residents to have significant control and participation in its development and
management, while a significant part of the benefits remains within the community».

It should be noted that the concept of CBET is somewhat new for scientific research in Kazakhstan,
therefore, the definition of all possible models of both CBT and ecotourism plays an important role.

The development of CBT in Kazakhstan was laid back in the 2000s through the initiatives of
international organizations in partnership with Kazakhstani non-governmental organizations, tourism
business entities and persons interested in this type of tourism.

The peculiarity of CBT on the territory of Kazakhstan is that this phenomenon contains elements of
ecotourism to the greatest extent. An important role in this direction is played by the Kazakhstan Tourist
Association (KTA), established in May 1999, which is engaged in the promotion of CBT.

In 2005, at the initiative of the KT A, the Ecotourism Information Resource Center (IRC) was established,
around which a program is being implemented to promote ecotourism based on local communities in
Kazakhstan. Also in the same year, with the financial support of USAID, the Eurasia Foundation, the GEF
SGP, ExxonMobil Kazakhstan Inc., 11 eco-sites were opened: Kokshetau, Korgalzhyn (Northern
Kazakhstan), Katon-Karagai, Ridder (Eastern Kazakhstan), Zhabagyly, Ugam (South Kazakhstan Region),
Karkaraly (Central Kazakhstan), Lepsinsk, Saty, Amanbakhter, Talgar (Almaty region).

According to KTA data for 2018, 11 CBT communities were created (Table 2), and currently there are
25 CBT communities in the CBT catalog on the website of the University of Kazakhstan, which indicates
an increase compared to previous years. Zerendi district with an area of 7.8 thousand km2, located in the
north of the Akmola region of the Republic of Kazakhstan, as an ecotourist destination, acquires the status
of a tourist destination.
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Table 2
Dynamics of CBT development in Kazakhstan*
Ne 2018 2021
Regions of the CBT Quant. | Regions of the CBT Quant.
Republic of names SVA Republic of names SVA
Kazakhstan Kazakhstan
1| Almaty region Lepsinsk, Saty, 4 Almaty region Saty, Carabulak, 10
Amanbakhter, Amanbachter, Talgar,
Talgar Lepsinsk, Karakastek
Karabastau, Nura,
Korgalzhyn, Bashy
2 | Turkestan region | Zhabagly, 2 Turkestan Ugam, Zhabagly, Lenger 3
Ugam, region
3| East Kazakhstan Katon-Karagai, 3 East Kazakhstan | Katon-Karagai, Ridder, 3
Region Ridder Region Black Uba
4 | Dzhambul region Dzhambul Mynkazan, Merke 2
region
5 | Karaganda region Karaganda Balkhash (Shashubay), 3
region Karkaraly, Shabanbay bi
6 | Akmola region Kokshetau, 2 Akmola region Korgalzhyn, Sandyktau, 6
Korgalzhyn Imantau, Ayyrtau,
Sarybulak, Balkashino
7 | Pavlodar region Pavlodar region | Toraygyr 1
Total 11 25

* Compiled by the authors

For a more in-depth analysis of the prospects for the development of the Zerendi district as a tourist
destination, a comparative analysis of the competitive advantages of the Zerendi district was carried out
(Table 3) among the districts that are part of the Akmola region.

Table 3
Rating of competitors of the Zerendinsky district in ecotourism*
No Name of the Tourist The number of the most The number of Distance
district Identification Card | attractive natural objects | visitors served from
Top-10 | Top-50 (specially protected by placements Nur-Sultan
natural territories), units | in 2019., people | (Astana), km
1. | Zerendinsky + 10 46 949 320
2. | Burabaysky + + 1 177 092 240
3. | Korgalzhynsky 1 323 130
4. | Birzhan sal 5 582 230
5. | Atbasarsky 1 8 968 260
6. | Yerementausky 1 16 755 160
7. | Zharkainsky - 5073 450
* Compiled by the authors

According to the first indicator, Burabay and Zerendi districts are distinguished. At the same time, in
the Burabay district there are objects included in the Top 10 of the republican level (Shchuchinsko-
Borovskaya resort area) and in the Top 50 of the regional level (children's recreation area near Lake
Katarkol). In the Zerenda district, only one object (the territory of Lake Zerenda) is in the Top 50. Other
districts are not included in this rating.

According to the number of specially protected areas, the Zerendi district is in the first place (10
objects), the Birzhan Sal district is in second place (5 objects), in other districts, except Zharkain, there is
one object each. Many objects in the first two districts are known in the status of national parks and reserves.
In addition to them, there are also state monuments of nature. There are 8 such natural monuments in the
Zerendi district, and 3 in Birzhan-Sale. In the Burabai district, the national park "Burabai", known to
everyone, is a natural object.

Analyzing all of the above, it should be noted that the most obvious competitors of the Zerendi district
of Akmola region in ecotourism are Burabai, developed in this regard, and Yerementau, which has all the
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prospects for development. In addition, despite the remoteness of the Zerendi district from the capital in
comparison with the rest, it has clear advantages in terms of natural objects, according to the Tourist Map
(it is in the Top 50) and in terms of the number of visitors. In the Zerendi district, the number of visitors is
3 times more than in the Yereymentau district, but 4 times less than in the Burabay district. This means that
the Zerendi district can surpass the Burabai district in terms of tourism development. But such success can
be achieved only with proper organization, planning and state support of tourism in the Zerendi district.

In order to determine the main problems of the development of ecological tourism on the basis of local
communities in the Zerendi district of Akmola region, a method of sociological research was used — a
survey in the form of a questionnaire.

The survey was conducted using a special Google Forms web application, in which people from all
walks of life had the opportunity to participate without restriction. The questionnaire was distributed by
sending a link to personal contacts, mailing lists on social networks (Facebook, Instagram, Vkontakte).

According to the results of the survey, 101 people participated in it, 68.3% of them were women (69
people) and 31.7% of men (32 people). The diagram can be found in Figure 1.

According to the chart, it can be seen that young people from 19 to 40 years old and middle-aged
people from 41 to 60 years old are the most active participants in the survey. One of the main problems of
ecotourism development based on local communities is that most people do not know about this type of
tourism, in turn, this phenomenon leads to the fact that local residents are unaware of their opportunities to
increase income and general well-being. According to the survey, to the question "Do you know what
"ecotourism based on local communities" is?" 41.6% answered "Yes, I know", 40.6% — "I don't know, but
I've heard it somewhere", 17.8% - "No, I'm hearing it for the first time" (Figure 1). Number of unenlightened
people (40,6%+17,8% = 58,4%) in total, it exceeds the number of people who are enlightened in this matter.

Answers to the question "Do you know what "eco-tourism
based on local communities" is?
17,80%
Yes, I know

41,60% .
° I don't know, but I've heard it

somewhere
= No, this is the first time I've
40,60% heard

Figure 1. The ratio of respondents' responses to the question

«Do you know what «ecotourism based on local communities» is?»*
* Compiled by the authors

As for the attendance of the Zerendinsky district, 51.5% of respondents have already visited this
territory, 43.6% have never traveled there in their lives and 5% plan to visit. This suggests that in terms of
tourism, the area is still unknown to potential tourists, because mostly people are limited to knowing only
individual attractions, not associating them with a certain territory and space. The most famous sights of
the district, according to the survey results, were lined up in the following order (Figure 2):

Natural attractions of the Zerendinsky district by popularity level, %
100 m Lake Zerenda
79,2
80 Ulgulinsky (Ermakovsky)
60 waterfall
Green Cape
40
20,8 19,8 19,8 19,8 19,8 The hill "Strekach"
20
- - m State Unitary Enterprise
0 "Kokshetau"

Figure 2. Popularity of natural attractions of the Zerendinsky district among respondents*
* Compiled by the authors
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According to the last two drawings, it can be assumed that Lake Zerenda is the hallmark of the Zerenda
district, around which no less significant objects are located. Therefore, when planning the development of
ecotourism in this area, it is necessary to take into account the central position of the lake and the proximity
of objects, and also not to forget about the principles of ecotourism.

In addition, the survey identified the main constraints in the development of eco-tourism based on
local communities. The most acute problem is the low level of service, quality of service provision, weak
promotion of the district as an attractive destination in tourism, poor quality of infrastructure, poor transport
accessibility. The full information can be found in Figure 3.

® without a clue

2 u Jow level of security
17 m weak state support
36
32 ®unjustified high cost of services
37 B poor transport accessibility
26
39 lack of professional staff

m weak promotion of the district as an
attractive destination in tourism

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 u low level of service

Figure 3. Restraining factors of ecotourism development in the Zerendinsky district*
* Compiled by the authors

Based on all of the above, it should be emphasized that the most acute problems of the development
of ecological tourism in the Zerendinsky district are:

- environmental illiteracy of the population;

- lack of awareness of the population about ecotourism based on local communities;

- low quality of tourist services;

- poor transport accessibility;

- low quality of tourist infrastructure;

- weak promotion of the area as a tourist destination;

- weak support from the state;

- lack of professional personnel in the field of tourism.

In accordance with the above facts , the Zerendinsky district has the following prerequisites for the
development of ecological tourism on its territory:

- the presence of natural objects that are interesting in terms of visiting for tourists;

- the presence of a certain flow of tourists, the 2nd place in terms of the number of visitors in the
Akmola region;

- availability of objects included in the Top 50 of the Tourist Map;

- the possibility of unloading the neighboring Burabay district from tourists.

Conclusion. Zerendinsky district is certainly a promising area in which, with careful organization and
management of the development of eco-tourism, it is possible to attract responsible and environmentally
enlightened tourists.

In particular, as a result of this study, the following conclusions were made:

- ecological tourism is a set of phenomena and relationships that arise during a temporary visit to a
well-preserved area in its natural state, not only to get acquainted with natural, cultural and historical sights,
the local population, but also with the aim of further preserving the natural environment in pristine condition
for both current and future generations.

- eco-tourism and community-based tourism are interrelated concepts, since both types involve the
preservation of cultural and natural values. It should be added that in practice, ecotourism based on local
communities is singled out separately, which contains both the principles of ecotourism and the principles
of Community Based Toursm (CBT).
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- community Based Eco-Toursm (CBET) can be defined as a border area located on the border of two
spheres of tourism — ecological and CBT, assuming economic, social and environmental benefits in the
management of territories by local residents together with other parties interested in this direction.

- the history of the development of CBT in Kazakhstan has only 14-15 years, nevertheless, this
direction has prerequisites for the rise and progress of eco-tourism in the Republic of Kazakhstan.

- assessing the possibilities of the Zerendinsky district, its natural resources included in the top 50
tourist zones of the Republic of Kazakhstan, it can be assumed that in the near future the Zerendinsky
district will become one of the natural objects visited by tourists in the Akmola region.

- The Zerendinsky district is not just a region rich in nature, it is a future ecotourist destination. The
research proposed in the article can contribute to the rapid economic development of the region, attract
additional financial sources and solve the problem of youth unemployment.
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Ceiinyanun JI.A., ArbioeToBa P.E., IlaiikenoBa H.T., ’KymaraeBa b.A.

AKMOJIA OBJIBICBIHBIH 3EPEH/II AYIAHBIHJIA KEPTLITKTI KOFAMIACTBIKTAP/IBIH
QJIEYETIH JKOHE DKOJOTHSIBIK TYPU3M/II JTAMBITY

AHJaTna

Maxanaga AKMOIa OOJBICBIHBIH 3epeH Il ayaHbBIHAAFBI )KEPTUTIKTI KOFaMIACTBIKTap 0a3achIlHIa YKOJIOTHSITBIK
TYPU3MJII TAMBITY IIAPTTApPbl KAPACTHIPHUIFaH. DKOJOTHSIBIK TYPU3MHIH HETI3r1 YFRIMAAPHI )KOHE OHBIH XKIKTEIyi
KEJITIPUITeH, «OKEPrUIKTI KaybIMIAcTBIKTapy >KoHe «KaybIMuacTelK Herisingeri typusm (KOT)» yreimunapsiHa
aHbIKTamManap Oepinred. JKamoHIBIK 3epTTCYMIUICPIiH MBICATBIHAA KEPTiTIKTI KaybIMIACTHIKTAPFa HETi3JICNIIrCH
9KOJIOTHSUIBIK, TYPU3M/1 AaMBITYAbIH 3 AEHTeisli MOJelli KenTipiireH.

Typuctik HapbIkThl 3eptTey 2005 >)putman Oactanm 2021 sxpurra nmeiiin Oykin Kazakcran Oofibiama KOT
(Community Based Ecotourism) mamy cepminin kepcetemi, CBT ecimi 5-TeH 25 kaybIMaacThikKa Aeiin ecti. KP
Typucu(UKaIys KapTachIHBIH KOMETIMEeH 3epeH Il ayIaHbIHBIH HeTi3ri 0ocekenectepi bypabait YATTHIK Mapki skoHe
AKMoJa 0OJIBICBIHBIH 0acka J1a )KaKbIH OpHAJacKaH KypOPTTHIK aiiMakTapbiHaa 3eprreni. CayarHama omici apKbUTbI
3epeHi aymaHbIHIA SKOJOTHSUIBIK TYpU3MIII TaMBITY MYMKIHIITIHE Taljay KYpri3ijami, oHAa 3epeHai ayJaHbIHAa
TYPUCTEPIIIH YJIKCH aFbIHBIH TapTyFa yKoHe 3epeH/Il ayJaHbIHIA KYMBICCHI3IBIKTEI TOMEHIIETYTe KaOiIeTTi TaOuFru
pecypcTapIbIH HeFYPIIBIM MaHBI3bI 00BEKTLIEeP] aWKbIHIAIIBI.

CayanmHaMa HOTIDKCIICPIH Taugay KOpCeTKeHIEH, XaIbIKThIH 58% - MaH acTambl KOJOTHSUIBIK TYPU3MHIH HE
CKCeHIH OlIMeli. 3epeH Il ayTaHbIHbIH 5 TAOUFU OaWJIBIFBIHBIH iiHeH KP-HBIH MaHBI3bI TYPUCTIK HBICAHIAPBIHBIH
KaTapblHa eHri3inred pecnonaeHTrepain 70% - bl Tek OipeyiH-3epenai Kol atan oTTi. 3epeH/li ayJaHbIHa TypHCTep
AFBIHBIH TAPTY.IbIH aPTHIKIIBLUIBIKTAPEI MEH KEMIIUTIKTEP1 3epTTEII.

Ceiinyaaun JI.A., ArbioetoBa P.E., HlaiikenoBa H.T., ’KymaraeBa B.A.

PA3ZBUTHE HIOTEHIIUAJIA MECTHBIX COOBIIECTB U SKOJIOI'HYECKOI'O TYPU3MA
B 3BEPEH/IMHCKOM PAMOHE AKMOJIMHCKOHU OBJIACTH

AHHOTALINA
B crathe paccMOTpPEHBI YCIOBUS Pa3BHTHS JKOJOTHYCCKOI'O Typu3Mma Ha 0a3e MECTHBIX COOOIISCTB B

3epeHIUHCKOM paifoHe AKMOJIMHCKOW oOnactu. [IpuBeIeHBl OCHOBHBIC TMOHSTHS YKOJOTHYECKUA TypH3Ma U €ro
KiaccuUKaIsl, JaHbI ONPEICICHUS MOHITHAM «MECTHBIC COO0IIECTBa) U «Typu3M Ha 0a3e coodmiectB (CBT)». Ha

253



Ka3ak 3xoHOMEKa, Kap:Kbl 5K9He XaJbIKapaJbIK cayaa yHusepcuteTiHin JKAPIIBICHI, 2023 — Ne2 (51)

IpuMepe STMOHCKUX HccienoBaTeNneil mpuBeneHa 3 ypoBHEBas MOJEIb Pa3BUTHS HKOJOTHYECKOTO Typu3Ma Ha Oasze
MECTHBIX COOOIIECTB.

HccnenoBanue TypuCTHYECKOTO PhIHKA IOKa3bIBaeT quHaMUKy pa3sutust CBT (Community Based Ecotourism)
o Bcemy Kazaxcrany, Hauunas ¢ 2005rona 1o 2021rox, poct CBT BeIpoc ¢ 5 0 25 coobmiects. C momonrsto Kapter
typucuduranuu PK, Oblm ucciieoBaHbl OCHOBHBIE KOHKYPEHTHI 3€pEeHIMHCKOro paiifoHa B smie bypabaiickoro
HanwonanmpHOro mapka W Ipyrux OJiu3 JIe)KalmuX KypOPTHBIX 30H aKMOJNWHCKOW oOiactu. [IpoBenen ananms
BO3MOXKHOCTH Pa3BUTHSI 9KOJIOTHYECKOTO TypU3Ma B 3epPEHIMHCKOM paiioHe C OMOIIIBIO METO/1a aHKETUPOBAHMUS, T'11e
orpeJesieHbl Hanboee 3HaYMMble OOBEKTHI IIPUPOIHBIX PECYPCOB 3EPEHIMHCKOTO paiioHa CIIOCOOHBIX NPHUBICYD
OOJIBIIION TIOTOK TYPUCTOB B PEKPEANMOHHYIO 30HY M CHU3HTH 0e3paboTHIly B 3epEeHIMHCKOM paiioHe.

AHanmu3 pe3yabTaTOB aHKETHPOBAHWS TIIOKAa3bIBaeT, 4TO Ooinee 58% HaceleHHMs HE 3HAIOT, YTO TaKOE
9KOJIOTHUECKHH Typu3M. M3 5 mpupoaHbIX 60ratcTB 3epeHANHCKOT0 paiioHa BHeceHHBIX B TOIT 3HauMMBIX 00BEKTOB
typucupuxannu PK, 70% pecnoHIEHTOB OTMETHIIN TOJIBKO OIHY - 03epo 3epeHna. VcciieqoBaHbl IpenMyIecTBa U
HEIOCTATKU IPUBJICYCHUS TIOTOKA TYPHCTOB B 3ePCHINHCKIN PafioH.
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