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REGIONAL FEATURES OF DEVELOPMENT OF TOURISM
ON EXAMPLE OF KHARKIV'S REGION

The article is devoted to the actual topic — orgatdn of tourism in the Kharkiv's region and thecpliarities of it's
development. Tourism in Ukraine legally declaretbqity direction of national culture and economy.recent decades there have
been significant transformations in the developmatourism in Ukraine, which led to the emergemdea number of issues,
including spontaneity, uncontrollability, significaterritorial inequality of development, imperfiect of the legal framework, rapid
reorientation to outbound tourism, decreasing cAtlomestic tourism etc.

Tourism has an important role in regional developmBlowadays, most research is aimed at analysgs@iomic aspects
of development, which is usually associated wittemal (international) tourism. But not enough aftemis paid to social and
environmental aspects of domestic tourism, which lsa an important tool for spiritual revival andtioaal-patriotic education,
formation of ecological thinking and future meitiabf the Ukrainian society. Kharkiv’'s region haaditionally been kown as a
region with a high level of industry, agricultuegucation and science. Tourism is not a determifaor in the development of the
region, whereas has favorable conditions for thmattural, historical-cultural, economic, social-dgraphic.

The development of tourism in the Kharkiv's regiwas certain special aspects: changing ratio offiateand external tour-
ism for the benefit of the external, a small numbieforeign tourists, gradually reducing the numbgpeople covered by domestic
tourism. Unfortunately, the negative trends in degelopment of domestic tourism and excursion #gtare due to both economic
and political problems of last two years.

To determine the main directions of development exidting problems in the field of tourism, improgithe competitive-
ness of the regional tourism market, creation @essary tourist infrastructure in the March 2013Hey decision of the Kharkiv's
regional council was approved the "Concept of taaréevelopment until 2020". The Concept states thatpurpose of tourism
development in the Kharkiv’'s region is the inteitsifion of the industry, increasing of its role@oonomic and social life of the
region through the effective use of tourism ponti

Key words:tourism, tourists, tourist flows, tourist activitfjomestic tourism, foreign tourism.

Ipuna Cxpuns. PETIOHAJIBHI OCOBJIHBOCTI PO3BUTKY TYPH3MY HA ITPHKJIA/II XAPKIBChKIH OBJIACTI

CrarTst po3risgae ocoONMBOCTI PO3BHTOK Typu3My B XapkiBChbKil ob6macti 3a mepiog 2000 — 2014pp. OcHoBHy yBary
NPUAUICHO aHaji3y AWHAMIKM B {3HOTO, BHI3HOTO Ta BHYTPIIIHHOTO TYPUCTHYHHMX MOTOKIB 3a Lei mepiox y perioni. JletambHo
OXapaKTepH30BaHi KOJIMBAaHHS TYPUCTHYHOI aKTUBHOCTI Ta NPHWYMHH [OTO SBHINA, a TAKOXK 3MIHH y CTPYKTYpi TypHCTHYHHX
MOTOKIB. BusiBIIeH] TO3UTHBHI Ta HETaTHBHI TEHAEHILII y poOOTI TYpHCTHYHUX MiJIPHEMCTB 3a JOCTIKyBaHUH nepiox. Ilokazano
BIUIMB CYCIJIBHO-TIOJIITUYHUX MPOLECIB HA PO3BUTOK TyPUCTHYHOI rarysi.

Kniouogi cnoea: typusM, TYPUCTH, TyPUCTHYHI MOTOKH, TYPUCTHYHA aKTHBHICTh, BHYTPILIHIN Typr3M, IHO3EMHUI TypH3M.

Hpuna Cxpvine. PETHOHA/JIBHBIE OCOFEHHOCTH PA3BUTHA TYPU3MA HA ITPHMEPE XAPbKOBCKOH
ObJIACTH

B craTtbe paccMaTpUBaOTCs 0COOCHHOCTH Pa3BUTHS Typu3Ma B XapbKoBckoii obmactu 3a nepuog 2000 — 2014r. OcHoBHOE
BHUMaHHUE YJEIACTCS aHAIN3y AMHAMHUKH BbE3IHOTO, BHIE3HOTO U BHYTPEHHErO TYPHCTHYECKHUX ITIOTOKOB 32 JIaHHBIN IEpHOJ B pe-
ruoHe. JlertaabHO OXapakTepu30BaHbI KOJICOAHHMS TYPUCTUYECKON aKTMBHOCTH M IPUYUHBI 3TOTO SIBJICHUSA, a TAKKE M3MEHEHMS B
CTPYKTYpE TYPUCTUHYECKHX ITOTOKOB. BbISBICHBI NO3UTHBHBIC U HETATHBHBIC TEHICHIUH B PabOTe TYPUCTHYECKHUX MPENNPUATHH 32
uccneayemblii nepro. IToka3zaHo BIMsIHEE OOIECTBEHHO-IIOIMTHYECKUX MTPOLIECCOB Ha pa3BUTHE cephl TypUu3Ma.

Knroueswie cnosa: TypusM, TYpUCTBI, TYPUCTHUYECKUE IOTOKH, TYPUCTHYCCKAsI aKTHBHOCTh, BHYTPCHHUH TYpH3M, HHOCTpAH-
HBII TypU3M.

Relevance of the research topidn recent decades region has traditionally been kown as a region veith
there have been significant transformations in the high level of industry, agriculture, education awiknce.
development of tourism in Ukraine, which led to the Tourism is not a determining factor in the develepin
emergence of a number of issues, including spoityane of the region, whereas has favorable conditiongHat -

uncontrollability, significant territorial inequ#&ji of natural, historical-cultural, economic, social-

development, imperfection of the legal framewodqid demographic.

reorientation to outbound tourism, decreasing raite The above aspects defined relevance of the

domestic tourism etc. geographical study of tourism in Kharkiv's region.
Tourism has an important role in regional The object of an articleis a study of the current

development. Nowadays, most research is aimedaat an trends of tourism development in the Kharkiv's meyi

lysys of economic aspects of development, which is Theoretical and methodological basi®f the study
usually associated with external (international)riem. was composed of the basic tenets of the theorpcifk
But not enough attention is paid to social and geography, theoretical and applied developments of
environmental aspects of domestic tourism, whighlm leading domestic and foreign scientists in thedfief

an important tool for spiritual revival and natibha geography of tourism and recreation contained i th
patriotic education, formation of ecological thingiand works of M. Baranowsky, A.Beydyk, Yu.Vedenin,
future mentality of the Ukrainian society. Kharldgv’ 1. Zorin, V. Kiptenko, O. Kolotukha, M. Krachylo,
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A. Lyubitseva, K. Mezentsev, Y. Oliynyk, In 2014, by the subjects of tourism area was served
M. Palamarchuk, M. Pistun, V. Preobrazhensky, 71, 4 thousands of tourists, which is 22.1% less tim
V. Rudenko, M. Rutynsky, I.Smal, V. Stafiychuk, 2013 and almost 33% less than in 2012 [7]. Thigés

A. Stepanenko, I. Tverdokhlebov, O. Topchiev, lowest figure since 2000. Analysis of tourist floalsows
O. Shabliy and other scientists. the following (Table 1).

Presenting of main material Tourist activity in Since 2000, the number of tourists served increases
Kharkiv's region perfoms by tourist enterprise, spal reaching its highest level in 2003 — 141,2 thousdnd
wellness facilities, hotels and other places farshtay. the next two years, tourist flows are reduced by3@5

On the organization of tourism in the Kharkiv's i@y thousand people, because of the revolutionary sveint
as a whole in Ukraine influenced and continue to early 2004 and the subsequent economic and péblitica
influence political and economic processes thabheg instability in Ukraine.

late 2013, and military operations in eastern Uieai

Table 1
Tourists flows in Kharkiv's region in 2000-2014 yea

Number of tourists Inf:Iudlng. -

served by subjects tourls]tcsu—kcn_l- int | tourist Amount
vear of tourism activity | foreign tourists Zer\:\,shﬁ;h W;a;me, n g:}gﬁsgﬁgg‘ S| of excursionists

of Kharkiv’s region — (thousands ) (thousands of
total (thousands of of persons) going abroad of persons) persons)
persons) (thousands of
persons)

2000 73135 6454 5915 60766 20614
2001 93938 8067 9101 76770 20410
2002 111882 10507 16962 84413 30321
2003 141178 8495 21416 111267 50529
2004 116195 11871 24845 79479 64204
2005 112893 8859 47187 56847 57208
2006 110565 8667 42484 59414 46768
2007 135231 8326 54481 72424 39523
2008 137506 8868 64917 63721 45594
2009 116149 11089 56456 48604 35837
2010 138440 12951 75236 50253 29185
2011 74038 550 57852 15636 11171
2012 105663 1701 87814 16148 7617
2013 91648 591 53831 37226 6083
2014 71437 - 68046 3391 4085

Analysis of the data indicates an increase in tour-in 2000 the part of domestic tourists was 83.0%alof
ism activity after the recession, which was marked tourists, and in 2014 their part decreased to 4.TB&
2004 - 2005 years. In 2007 and 2008 the situation i nhumber of tourists who traveled abroad during thmes
proved, the number of tourists increased, but thbaj period increased from 8.0% to 95.2%.
economic crisis of 2008 led to a drop in touristwflin For any country development of domestic tourism
2009 and 2011. Over the past three years, the darge is economically viable. But in the Kharkiv's regicta-
number of tourists was observed in 2012 (105.6 -thou tistics show some negative tendencies in the dpvelo
sand of people), due to the matches of the Europeamment of this type of tourism. Number of people cede
Football Championship Euro 2012 in our city. by domestic tourism grew steadily between 2000 and

The dynamics of tourist flows for the period 2000- 2003. Thus, in 2000 the figure was 60,8 thousand of
2014 years indicates that the maximum amount afdgbu  people, in 2003 — 111,3 thousand of people, theease
flows observed in 2003 (141,1 thousand people) andwas 83%. After a significant reduction of tourilstvis in
2010 (138,4 thousand people), minimum — in 20144(71 late 2004 and during 2005 began to be gradual growt

thousand of people) (Figure 1). and increase of internal tourist flows in 2007 tigato
Thus, the main statistical indicators of the touris 2006 within 22%. But the economic crisis in 200&iag
industry of the Kharkiv's region in 2014 show arsfg bring reduce of the number of people covered byetom

cant decrease in tourism activity. In addition,saswn tic tourism compared to 2007 by 13.7%. In the rfext

in Fig. 2, the structure of tourist flows has cheahg years, the number of domestic tourists continuedeo
Thus, if in 2000-2007 years dominated the domestic crease and in 2012 amounted to 16,1 thousand @igeo
tourist flows, including excursion tours, then stay (compared to 2003 decreased almost for seven tirmes)
from 2008 significantly increased the part of tstgi— 2013, the number of people traveling within the rioy
the region's residents who traveled abroad. Fompie rising again to 37,2 thousand of people, which @ren
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than 2 times compared to the previous year. B@pit4 (10% of all tourists served). This year the parfoséign

this figure dramatically reduced for more than ibdets - tourists was more than the citizens of the regidriciv
up to 3,3 thousand of people. This is the lowesirk in went abroad (5, 9 thousand). The biggest part i&ido
15 years. tourists visited Kharkiv’s region in 2010 - 12, tisand

The development of foreign tourism is able to pro- of people. In 2011 and 2013 the number of foreaur-t
vide obtainment of currency assets for tourism pobéh ists was the lowest for the entire study period0 &nd

the budget of region, formation of a positive imagfe 591 persons respectively (Figure 3). In 2014, tlvezee
the region in the international arena, but the @etage no foreign tourists in Kharkiv’'s region. Such trenith

of foreign tourists visiting Kharkiv’'s region renmei low the tourism industry are present according to theos
and tends to decrease. Thus, in 2000 the Kharkers  political and economic circumstances in our country
gion was visited by 6,4 thousand of foreign citgen over the past two years.
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Fig. 1. Amount of tourists served by subjects ofitism activity of Khatkiv region
during the period of 2000 — 2014 yeajomposed by author)
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Fig. 2. Dynamics of tourist flows of Kharkiv's regn in 2000 — 2014 years
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Fig. 3. Dynamics of tourist flow of inbound and olbound tourism in Kharkiv's region(lcomposed by author)

In 2014, many residents of the region, traveling
abroad remained high. The following dynamic of out-
bound tourism in Kharkiv's region can be traced. In
2000, outbound tourism was at the amount of 6,@-tho
sand of people, in 2010 it has reached 71,2 thausé&n
people what made an increase in 11,8 times. In 20&1
number of outbound tourists has decreased in campar
son with 2010 by 8,3%, due to a new wave of economi
crisis, but in 2012 this figure increased to 34,2%m
2011 and amounted to 87,8 thousand of people.tkteis
largest figure for the entire study period. In 2018

flow of outbound tourism decreased compared to the

previous year by 38,7%, but in 2014 increased abgin
21,0% and amounted to 68,0 thousand of people ¥95,2
of all tourists).

The biggest number of tourists within the region
who applied excursion tours and services, durin@020
2014 years was noted in 2004 (64204 people), ghgdua
reducing to 4085 people in 2014. Such situatiorhiz
tourism area of Kharkiv's region shows, above tig
negative impact of political and economic instapilin
the country for the past two years on this fieldaofiv-
ity. In addition, shown data indicate certain negat
trends in the work of tourism enterprises. Mosttam
are travel agents focused on outbound tourism.pFime
ciple of their work is usually better to take outome
Ukrainian abroad what will be more expensive fanhi
than to attract a greater number of compatriots, bu
cheaper to domestic routes. In addition, we carlcde
the unpopularity of national tourist product, inqdate
pricing. That is why so much of the population,liraz
ing and Kharkiv's region residents prefer abroavei-
ling, moreover, taken by our citizens funds arengdio
develop tourism infrastructure in other countriest
their own.

Such fluctuations in tourist flows in the Kharkiv's
region, in our opinion, are due to the following:

« decline of socio-economic situation of the countr
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in general and the region in particular;

« high price for tourist product, what makes itana
cessible for social categories of people;

« insufficient development of tourism infrastructur
(hotels, where price meets quality of service, tpality
of products in food establishments);

* lack of a comfortable and safe transport service
for tourists;

* unsatisfactory state of most roads;

» almost total absence of advertising of tourist
routes of Kharkiv's region.

In the volume of realization of paid services te th
population of Kharkiv's region figures of tourist-
excursion services (services for the trips) theestwof
the total services sector. To determine the maiacdi
tions of development and existing problems in fieédf
of tourism, improving the competitiveness of the re
gional tourism market, creation of necessary touns
frastructure in the March 2013 by the decision fuf t
Kharkiv’'s regional council was approved the "Cortcep
of tourism development until 2020". The Conceptesta
that the purpose of tourism development in the Kiva
region is the intensification of the industry, ieasing of
its role in economic and social life of the regibmough
the effective use of tourism potential. Achievingst
goal will ensure improvement of socio-economic @adi
tors of the region: increase of tax incomes to letidg
improvement of social standard of living by incliegs
proportion of employment in the tourism industrg: i
crease the quality of life by improving the culiulevel
and patriotic education of the population. In aiddit the
Concept states that one of the effective tools edfett
opment of domestic tourism is to promote sociatitn,
and the key to selection scenario of social touiiisrie
region is massive consumer’s demands of particular
form of recreation. For the Kharkiv’'s region sucfoem
becomes in weekly recreation, so that major efforts
should be focused to weekend tours with the cetiter
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beginning and end of the route) in Kharkiv's andrto  foreign tourists who visited Kharkiv's region in 29

from the district centers of the city [1]. have reduced to zero. These negative trends cadnsed
Conclusions. The development of tourism in the economic and political problems of the past tworgéa

Kharkiv’'s region has certain special aspects. Kayis Ukraine. Kharkiv’s region, which borders with Doslet

tical indicators of the tourism industry of the Kkia's does not attract both domestic and foreign tourists
region in 2014 indicate a significant decline iriem Therefore, the development of this field in the Kdinas
activity. Furthermore, the very structure of touflsws region, except for the measures referred to inGba-

over the researched period undergone significantcept of tourism development by 2020 needed a pelcef
changes. Significantly increased the part of tasirighe settlement of the conflict in Donbas with furtheroe
region's residents who travel abroad. Significantgr nomic development across the state.

duced the part of domestic tourists. A small numdfer
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