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Abstract 
This paper proposes a fresh look at ecotourism within the framework of sustainable development. The author 

discusses selected issues involved in the sphere of ecotourism and proposes new ways to improve its current prac-

tice in Russia. Answers to questions of the nature, significance, and consequences of ecotourism, the relationship 

between sustainable development and ecotourism, and the problems of sustainable use of wildlife have been given. 

The comparative study of practical experience in facilitating ecotourism initiatives overseas has allowed the author 

to argue their conclusions and recommend a specific scientific approach to the sustainable use of wildlife in Russia. 
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Streszczenie 

W artykule zaproponowano nowe spojrzenie na ekoturystykę w kontekście zrównoważonego rozwoju. Autorka 

omawia wybrane zagadnienia z zakresu ekoturystyki i proponuje nowe sposoby doskonalenia jej dotychczasowych 

praktyk w Rosji. Przedstawiono propozycje odpowiedzi na pytania dotyczące natury, znaczenia i konsekwencji 

ekoturystyki, relacji między zrównoważonym rozwojem a ekoturystyką oraz problemów zrównoważonego użyt-

kowania dzikiej przyrody. Analiza porównawcza praktycznych doświadczeń zagranicznych  inicjatyw ekotury-

stycznych pozwoliła autorce zaproponować nowe naukowe podejście do zrównoważonego użytkowania dzikiej 

przyrody w Rosji. 

 

Słowa kluczowe: ekoturystyka, zrównoważony rozwój, równowaga, zrównoważone wykorzystanie dzikiej przy-

rody, zasoby gatunków dziko żyjących 

 

Introduction 

 

Ecotourism is an effective way to implement the 

principles of sustainable development. Overseas, the 

potential of ecotourism as a useful tool for sustaina-

ble use is so great that nowadays a lot of states, es-

pecially developing countries, include it into their 

long-term plans for economic development. Today, 

ecotourism is one of the most promising and rapidly 

developing sectors of the tourism industry in foreign 

countries, holding one of the key positions. Accord-

ing to many experts, the share of ecotourism ac-

counts for more than 10-20% of the profits from the  

 

entire tourist market (Lapochkina, Kosareva, Adash-

ova, 2016). 

Tourism contributes significantly to ensuring sus-

tainable socio-economic development and social sta-

bility. This industry is crucial for the development of 

small businesses and micro-enterprises, generating 

employment, and also encourages self-employment. 

Ecotourism operates as a facilitator for the develop-

ment of municipalities by providing alternative live-

lihoods for the local community. Today, tourism 

forms 3.4 percent of the gross domestic product in 

Russia, affecting 53 related industries. Each job cre-

ated in the sphere of tourism entails the creation of 



Ivanova/Problemy Ekorozwoju/Problems of Sustainable Development 2/2021, 209-216 

 
210 

up to 5 workplaces in such sectors of the economy as 

agriculture, forestry, and fishery (On Approval of the 

Concept of the Federal Target Program Development 

of Domestic and Inbound Tourism in the Russian 

Federation (2019-2025). The growing interest in 

ecotourism encourages the state to create and de-

velop a system of specially protected natural areas, 

reserves, national parks, and wildlife reserves. These 

territories are the primary objects of Russian eco-

tourism. In 2017, about 9 million tourists visited na-

tional parks in Russia, and other 2 million tourists 

visited wildlife reserves (Skory, 2018). 

National parks and a system of specially protected 

natural areas should be available to the public. It is 

ecotourism that allows for catering to the environ-

mental, economic and social needs of the state and 

the population. Balancing economic and social inter-

ests, when using rare, endangered animal species in 

specially protected natural areas (hereinafter referred 

to as SPNA), can carried out through the organiza-

tion of ecotourism. 

Russia is a vast country, with unique nature monu-

ments, invaluable national reserves, and outstanding 

potential tourist sites, but it still does not hold a lead-

ing position among countries specializing in ecotour-

ism. In particular, today the share of ecotourism in 

the overall structure of the Russian tourist market is 

about 1 percent (Anisimov, Ryzhenkov, 2014). One 

of the reasons for the underdevelopment of this in-

dustry in Russia is the poor infrastructure of ecotour-

ism in specially protected natural areas (sometimes 

there is no infrastructure at all) and inadequate re-

sourcing of programmes in ecotourism. 

In this regard, opinions and decisions proposed in 

this article can be used by representative and execu-

tive bodies of Russia and representatives of business 

in developing new plans and strategies in the field of 

sustainable use and conservation of wildlife objects. 

This article may also be of interest to environmental 

lawyers researching the development of ecotourism, 

as well as ordinary citizens interested in the develop-

ment of ecotourism in Russia and abroad. 

 

1. Concept and elements of ecotourism: an in-

ternational aspect 

 

Tourism is one of the most critical areas in the mod-

ern economy, aimed at meeting the needs of people 

and improving the quality of life of the population, 

which at the same time does not deplete the earth's 

natural resources. In recent years, ecotourism has 

been especially popular around the world. The dis-

tinctive features of ecotourism are that it simultane-

ously focuses on preserving wildlife and socio-eco-

nomic development of the state and society.  

One of the most critical factors determining the pop-

ularity of ecotourism is the concern of the entire 

world community about the conservation of the en-

vironment and its components. Humanity has be-

come aware of the relationship between tourist reve-

nues and the safeguarding of natural resources. Vis-

itors to specially protected natural areas feel satisfied 

that their visit can assist in the preservation of a 

unique natural landscape or some wildlife species. 

Thus, getting ecotourism services, each person 

makes their contribution to the conservation of wild-

life. 

Tourism is a very complex activity and, therefore, 

requires the availability of legal instruments that en-

sure the implementation of economic, social and en-

vironmental requirements of sustainable develop-

ment. One such tool is international treaties on the 

tourist industry. No doubt, Agenda 21 policy paper 

was one of such first international instruments 

(United Nations Conference on Environment and 

Development, 1992). Although tourism was not in-

cluded as a separate topic into that document, later 

on, World Travel and Tourism Council (WTTC) and 

Earth Council developed and adopted a document 

entitled Agenda 21 for the Travel and Tourism In-

dustry on its basis (World Travel and Tourism Coun-

cil, World Tourism Organisation and Earth Council 

1995). This document identified such principles for 

the development of tourism as the promotion of 

preservation, protection, and rehabilitation of eco-

systems, the participation of local people in the tour-

ism process, support of culture and interests of indig-

enous communities. In such a manner, Agenda 21 for 

the Travel and Tourism Industry has become the ba-

sis for the formation of ecotourism not only as a seg-

ment of the tourist market but also as a whole philos-

ophy. 

From the standpoint of philosophy, ecotourism is a 

vivid example of the combination of nature, sport, 

and ecology to promote spiritual and physical devel-

opment of a person. 

So far, ecotourism has formed the basis of some crit-

ical official international declarations: the Charter 

for Sustainable Tourism (1995), the Berlin Declara-

tion on Biological Diversity and Sustainable Tour-

ism (1997), the Global Code of Ethics for Tourism 

(GCET) (1999), and the Quebec Declaration on 

Ecotourism (2002). The principles and conditions of 

sustainable ecotourism were also developed in the 

United Nations Environment Programme (1995), the 

Seville Strategy for Biosphere Reserves (1995), the 

UNEP Principles of Environmentally Sustainable 

Tourism (2000) and other international instruments. 

Thus, the norms of international instruments in the 

field of sustainable development and sustainable 

forms of tourism have become useful tools in imple-

menting the principles of ecotourism.  

The analysis of the above-mentioned international 

instruments leads to the conclusion that the essential 

components of ecotourism are:  

• education of tourists, i.e., the creation 

of educational tourism products with 

an  environmental  focus,  aimed  at  in- 
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creasing knowledge about nature and 

its components;  

• preservation of ecosystems, which in-

volves the careful use of resources on 

the route;  

• participation of tourists and tour opera-

tors in campaigns to protect wildlife; 

respect for the customs and traditions 

of local communities, which results in 

intercultural exchange (Lapochkina, 

Kosareva, Adashova 2016). 

There are a lot of generally accepted definitions of 

ecotourism in the scientific literature. Their analysis 

provides a clear picture of its main features. The 

Mexican environmentalist Héctor Ceballos-Lascu-

ráin first formulated the term ecotourism. Initially, 

this term was used to study the environment and its 

components based on travel to protected areas with 

educational purposes. Thus, ecotourism was seen as 

an environmentally responsible travel and visitation 

to relatively undisturbed natural areas, in order to 

enjoy, study and appreciate nature (…) that pro-

motes conservation, has low negative visitor impact, 

and provides for beneficially active socio-economic 

involvement of local populations (Ceballos-Lascu-

ráin, 1996). 

Subsequently, ecotourism is getting associated with 

the category of sustainability. From this point of 

view, ecotourism is a natural ecologically sustaina-

ble tourism, which includes research and analysis of 

the natural environment and its components. This 

definition recognizes that natural ecotourism is 

aimed at studying components of the environment. 

Moreover, sustainable tourism implies receiving ap-

propriate profits by the local population and the 

long-term conservation of wildlife (Review of Na-

ture Based Tourism, 2007). Thus, ecotourism fo-

cuses on the enhancement and maintenance of natu-

ral ecological systems.  

At the same time, ecotourism is considered to be a 

particular form of tourism, within the framework of 

which a specific area of wildlife is explored, includ-

ing the local culture of the community in this area. 

Ecotourism involves non-consumptive use of wild-

life and contributes to the preservation and develop-

ment of the visited area through payment for services 

rendered (Ziffer, 1989). Such a definition of ecotour-

ism is based on the following characteristics: 1) it in-

cludes a travel to relatively undisturbed natural 

zones; 2) its focus is on the study of wild animals and 

their habitats; 3) ecotourism is economically benefi-

cial to the local population; 4) ecotourists do not de-

plete natural resources, but support the environment; 

5) ecotourism aims to educate tourists in keeping 

with the spirit of values and respect for the culture 

and traditions of the local population (Chesworth, 

1995). 

Although the authors distinguish between various at-

tributes of the ecotourism concept, most of its defi-

nitions come down to the existence of three criteria 

denoting the essence of ecotourism. In particular, 

ecotourism provides for environment conservation; 

includes meaningful community participation; is 

profitable and can be self-sustained (Kiper, 2013). 

As a result, ecotourism is based on conceptual pro-

visions observing the balance of environmental, eco-

nomic and social interests of society, state, and busi-

ness. The advantages of ecotourism could be pro-

vided as follows: 1) ecotourism activities are most 

often carried out within the boundaries of specially 

protected natural areas; 2) ecotourism contributes to 

the preservation of components of the environment 

and sustainable use of natural resources; 3) as part of 

ecotourism, the necessary financial resources are ac-

cumulated to ensure permanent wildlife conserva-

tion; 4) ecotourism allows to meet economic and so-

cial needs of the local population; 5) it is directed to 

the environmental education of people; 6) ecotour-

ism should include conditions for the effective long-

term management of the infrastructure, with minimal 

impact on biological diversity. 

The indicated advantages of ecotourism can become 

a sufficient incentive for business entities in terms of 

developing and improving the implementation of 

tourist services, as well as for those entities that are 

only planning to organize their business in the field 

of ecotourism. 

 

2. Ecotourism as a measure of ensuring sustain-

able use of wildlife: international and Rus-

sian best practices 

 

Sustainable use of wildlife resources, including wild 

animals, significantly complements economic devel-

opment and its opportunities worldwide. Ecotourism 

is an integral part of sustainable tourism. Ecotourism 

should be seen as a useful tool for implementing the 

sustainable development conceptual framework. For 

example, in many countries of Western Europe and 

developing countries ecotourism is perceived as an 

element of economic development and is seen as a 

measure to preserve wildlife.  

The purpose of ecotourism is the preservation of 

wildlife objects, implementation of sustainable use 

of wildlife resources, conservation of their habitat 

and the acquisition of economic and social benefits. 

Therefore, tourism can be sustainable if its develop-

ment meets the needs of tourists and local communi-

ties, protecting the biodiversity of the animal world. 

Thus, it is noted that sustainable ecotourism mainly 

protects natural areas, contributes to the preservation 

of biodiversity and ensures the sustainable use of 

rare species of wild animals. Otherwise, sustainable 

use may result in the reduction or even the destruc-

tion of certain species of wild animals or their habi-

tat. This happened in the Himalayas when the num-

ber of tourists had increased by more than 25 times. 

Residents started actively cutting down the forest − 

for heating campgrounds and numerous hotels. The 

mountain ranges, which had been covered by rose 
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bay shrublets several years before, turned into barren 

wastelands, the paths were littered, and the popula-

tions of many animals and birds declined. However, 

there are not so many absolutely positive examples 

of ecotourism development in the world. Primarily 

and mainly, one can talk about the successful imple-

mentation of certain specific principles of ecotour-

ism (Bochkareva, 2007). 

Ecotourism is designed to ensure not only the sus-

tainable use and preservation of wildlife in specially 

protected natural areas but also the sustainability of 

the tourist activity itself. Positive aspects of ecotour-

ism development include the following: preservation 

of wildlife objects and their habitat, creation of new 

jobs for the local population, increased investment in 

infrastructure, growth in the well-being of the local 

people, and development of local self-government. 

Along with the positive aspects of ecotourism, in the 

context of developing the idea of sustainable use of 

wildlife objects, some challenging issues should be 

resolved. Thus, in practice, the discrepancy between 

the declared tourist programs and the principles of 

ecotourism is revealed; attracting management per-

sonnel from the outside, which results in the lack of 

motivation in the local population; creating condi-

tions for tourists that worsen rather than support the 

environment; curbing of economic and cultural life 

for the sake of tourist needs (Bochkareva, 2007). 

Therefore, ecotourism grows at a sustained pace 

when tourists follow its principles and all ecological 

paths and routes are checked and classified into tour-

ism categories, individual routes, and environmental 

tours. These ecotourism routes should be protected 

from mass tourism and based on the principles of 

sustainable tourism. 

Providing an alternative source of livelihood for lo-

cal communities, ecotourism assists in the develop-

ment of rural settlements. The purpose of sustainable 

ecotourism is to preserve wildlife and its habitat, en-

sure sustainable use of wildlife and generate income 

in the provision of tourism services. Ecotourism al-

lows for involving the local population into the con-

servation of biological diversity and environmental 

protection. 

Sustainable tourism is based on three targets: quality, 

optimal exploitation, and the combination of inter-

ests of the state, business, and population. In partic-

ular, quality means that tourism should influence the 

quality of life for all participants in the tourism pro-

cess. Optimal exploitation implies the exploitation of 

natural resources to ensure their recovery. The com-

bination of interests of the state, business and popu-

lation means that the balance of distributing benefits 

between participants of the tourism process should 

be fair (Mukhambetov et al., 2014). 

Thus, ecotourism can be sustainable if the imple-

mentation of its services meets the needs of tourists 

and residents, while ensuring the protection of natu-

ral objects for the present and future generations. 

Sustainable ecotourism focuses mainly on studying 

the biological diversity of the animal world, its hab-

itat, exploring natural ecological systems, as well as 

preserving the cultural heritage of the local popula-

tion. According to some scientists, ecotourism model 

involves a combination of environmental activities 

and tourism in order to obtain financial benefits for 

local communities, with particular emphasis on sus-

tainability (Witt, Merwe, Saayman, 2011). 

In comparison with other countries, which should be 

looked up to, not a single type of tourism in Russia 

is adequately developed. The main problems hinder-

ing the development of ecotourism in this country 

should include the problem of fiscal federalism; na-

tional problems of SPNA boundaries and setting of 

standards regulating the development of ecotourism 

in Russia (Tsvigun and Vasilyev 2013). It is neces-

sary to agree with the authors' opinion and add that 

the problem of organizing and developing ecotour-

ism also consists in the lack of motivation, desire, 

and proper financing. Similar problems of ecotour-

ism development are observed in Kazakhstan 

(Kairova, Esimova, Malikova, 2018). 

In the modern world, people have long learned to sell 

the most absurd and, in fact, unremarkable objects. 

In this case, in Russia, nothing needs to be invented; 

it is only necessary to prioritize the promotion of 

tourist facilities correctly with environmental, natu-

ral areas, in particular. There are also examples of 

developing countries that are highly popular among 

eco-tourists, including Kenya, Tanzania, Belize, Ec-

uador, Laos, and Nepal (Lapochkina, Kosareva, 

Adashova, 2016). For instance, in South Africa, 90% 

of the 1,052,000 tourists registered in the country in 

1995 travelled to visit the national parks and gener-

ated an economic flux of R13 million. In Tanzania, 

wildlife tourism generates a global income of about 

US$570 million a year (Chardonnet et al., 2002). 

Thus, wildlife has become the basis and support of 

the tourism industry. 

In Russia, it is necessary to take into account the ex-

perience of other countries in the field of ecotourism. 

It should be noted that in some areas of the Russian 

Federation there is already a trend towards the devel-

opment of ecotourism as a measure of ensuring sus-

tainable use of wildlife. For example, in the Oren-

burg State Nature Reserve, within the framework of 

ecotourism, services are provided in the form of 

guided walks along ecological paths, where one can 

observe wild animals with all precautions taken to 

conserve rare, endangered species (Orenburg Con-

servancy Area, 2017). At the same time, users of 

wildlife objects transfer a certain amount of money 

to the institution (reserve) account for the services 

rendered; this money could later be used to finance 

measures to conserve rare, endangered species and 

restore their number. No doubt, the economic profit 

from ecotourism in the Orenburg nature reserve is 

small, but there is also a positive trend. Simultane-

ously with the development of infrastructure within 

the framework of ecotourism, the social interest of 
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residents by providing them with jobs is being real-

ized. If wildlife can be managed in such a way so that 

local people get substantial material benefits from 

this, they will most likely cooperate with travel agen-

cies and take measures to protect the environment 

(Mikhailova, 2010). At the same time, despite the 

significant increase in the number of tourists in na-

ture reserves and national parks, Russia still cannot 

compete with other countries and is clearly inferior 

to them in the organization of ecotourism in specially 

protected natural areas. 

As a result, ecotourism is a useful measure of legal 

support for the sustainable use of wildlife. Unlike 

other countries, this idea did not go any further in 

Russia. However, in some regions of Russia, the de-

velopment of ecotourism provides a balance of envi-

ronmental, economic and social interests of citizens 

and the state within the framework of the concept of 

sustainable development concerning rare, endan-

gered species of animals. At the same time, ecotour-

ism provides additional income and incentive for the 

sustainable use of wildlife objects, since all activities 

and services carried out in the field of ecotourism 

should be carried out on a sustainable basis in order 

not to cause excessive harm to rare, endangered spe-

cies, damage to their habitats from overuse and pol-

lution. 

 

3. Hunting tourism in Russia: problems and so-

lutions 

 

Sustainable use of environmental components is an 

essential principle that has been recognized world-

wide as useful for the conservation of natural re-

sources and biodiversity. At the International Con-

gress of the International Union for Conservation of 

Nature (IUCN), held in Amman in 2000, it was 

stated that the sustainable use of natural resources 

was one of the most important mechanisms for their 

conservation. Thanks to this approach, biodiversity 

is preserved in the long term and the needs of the 

state, business and society are met. 

The Convention on Biological Diversity (1992) and 

The Addis Ababa Principles and Guidelines for the 

Sustainable Use of Biodiversity (2004) also indicate 

the need for the sustainable use of natural resources. 

According to some scientists, sustainable use does 

not exclude the protection of wild animals and the 

environment. The categories protection and use are 

two sides of the same coin (Baldus, Damm, Woll-

sheid, 2008). For example, a combination of protec-

tion and sustainable use of wildlife occurs when cre-

ating national parks. However, the use of resources 

and human interference, especially in specially pro-

tected natural areas, should be minimized. 

In most specially protected natural areas, popula-

tions of wild animals need to be managed to balance 

their impact on other animal species and vegetation. 

Such processes of population management may in-

clude hunting. There are many options for using wild 

animals. In particular, they can be a source of food, 

a subject of commerce and trade, entertainment and 

tourism. Of all users of wildlife, hunting tourism is 

the most economically beneficial one. Hunting can 

provide an opportunity to receive relatively high in-

comes with the minimum withdrawal of individual 

game animals, most often aging males. The well-reg-

ulated take-off of 1 to 2% of prime or post-prime 

males does not damage the respective game popula-

tions. Also, relatively high revenues can be gener-

ated by few clients (Sustainable Hunting Tourism 

Position Paper of the CIC Tropical Game Commis-

sion, 2008). If revenues generated from sustainable 

hunting tourism are directed towards the conserva-

tion of wildlife resources, and the local population 

derives economic benefits from this, then this form 

of using natural resources can directly contribute to 

reducing rural poverty and will help to strengthen ef-

forts to preserve wildlife. Thus, hunting tourism can 

give a significant impetus to the economic and social 

development of rural, remote areas. Hunting tourism 

can positively influence wild animals, their habitat, 

and also contribute to the social and economic sup-

port of the local population. Therefore, hunting tour-

ism is widely recognized as an integral part of rural 

development. Hunting can provide income for nature 

conservation and, at the same time, be aimed at eco-

nomic and social improvement of the quality of life 

for local people. 

However, every step in the development of hunting 

and hunting tourism should have a wise and ecolog-

ically sustainable character, so that hunting tourism 

fulfills its role as a tool for positive management and 

as a powerful incentive to preserve hunting re-

sources. For example, in Serbia, there are well-estab-

lished programs for hunting as a type of tourism. 

This type of tourism requires strict observance of 

specific rules of conduct regarding border crossing, 

travel to hunting grounds, issuing weapons and am-

munition permits, provision of qualified guides, reg-

istration of veterinary permits for exporting game 

and other rules. A hunting tourist can hunt and train 

hunting dogs at the hunting ground only with the me-

diation of an authorized agency which has entered 

into an agreement with the user of the hunting 

ground. A hunter must have issued permits on hunt-

ing weapons, telescopic sights, and ammunition, as 

well as hunting dogs. They have the right to shoot 

only those types of game that are specified in their 

hunting license, namely, with the permission of a 

qualified guide. Before the hunter can remove the 

shot game and its parts (trophy, meat, skin) from the 

hunting ground, he or she must make payment ac-

cording to the price list of the hunting association  

(National Tourism Organisation of Serbia, 2018). 

At the same time in the process of hunting tourism 

implementation, there are numerous abuses by hunt-

ers, representatives of tourist companies, state and 

municipal authorities. Among them are such adverse 
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phenomena as corruption, fraud, overstatement of-

shooting quotas, poor management and reduction in 

the number of wild animals, depletion of biodiver-

sity. Negative examples of this kind can be found in 

any country in the world. So, in Belarus, not all hunt-

ers can afford to pay high prices for the services ren-

dered as part of hunting tourism. For example, prices 

for hunting a European bison start from € 10,000, as 

for the other animals, one can choose between a wild 

boar (€ 100-600), an elk (€ 700-4,500) or a red deer 

(€ 700-3,500). 

Poaching continues to be a widespread activity for 

many hunters, especially in rural areas. Corruption 

thrives, as both local people and local power holders 

often make deals with forestry workers (Smok, 

2015). At the same time, hunting tourism attracts a 

new wave of vandal tourists, who view hunting as a 

shooting club, and nature as a bottomless pit. Unfor-

tunately, no travel agency is able to replace the team 

of a hunting society that can educate such a hunter in 

the spirit of a proper hunt (Polikarpova, 2003). It is 

estimated that there are about 15 million hunters in 

the United States alone. In North America, according 

to experts, about 175 million wild animals are annu-

ally killed by tourist hunters. In Botswana, entire 

hunting grounds of hunting-animal species have 

been destroyed by illegal hunters. In Italy, hunters 

illegally shoot populations of migratory birds in 

places where they breed and pass the winter. 

In many countries, and primarily in developing 

countries, over the past 50 years, the volume of or-

ganized hunting tourism has rapidly increased. Hunt-

ing tourism has plenty of advantages for the host 

country and its rural population: preservation of eco-

systems; income generation and job creation in poor 

and deprived areas; economic and rational use of 

habitats unsuitable for agriculture or conventional 

tourism; raising awareness of the local population 

concerning the value of wildlife, otherwise hunting 

tourism is associated with causing damage, prob-

lems, and costs; less harmful impacts on the environ-

ment than with other forms of tourism; less poaching 

through the concerted efforts of all who are inter-

ested in the revenues generated by hunting tourism 

(Sustainable Hunting Tourism Position Paper of the 

CIC Tropical Game Commission, 2008). Thus, hunt-

ing tourism gives a significant positive impetus to 

the economic and social development of remote, un-

derdeveloped rural areas. 

Hunting tourism, the primary purpose of which is to 

render services in the field of hunting, has already 

been quite firmly established in the practice of Rus-

sian hunting providers. Russia is visited annually by 

relatively few, no more than 2,000 hunters 

(Visloguzov, 2013). Hunting tourism is the most 

common activity in the Magadan region, Chukotka 

and other subjects of the Russian Federation. For ex-

ample, at present, Yakutia may be of interest to a 

tourist-hunter with a Kolyma elk, a snow sheep, and 

a wild reindeer. At the same time, when organizing 

a hunt in those regions, a helicopter is often used, the 

cost of a one hour flight comes to 200 thousand ru-

bles (more than $3,000), and not all hunters can af-

ford it (Makrushenko, Andreev, 2014). 

Thus, such a hunt becomes uncompetitive with other 

services within the framework of hunting tourism. In 

this connection, in order to avoid significant ex-

penses, hunting is often executed without licenses, 

which, in our opinion, speaks for insufficient work 

of the authorized government bodies, lack of proper 

control on their part and inadequate legislation. Also 

on the territory of Russia, there is an unreasonably 

complicated procedure for the temporary importa-

tion of hunting firearms into the country 

(Makrushenko, Andreev, [2008] 2009). 

The solution of existing problems in this area will 

allow one to count on the sustainable development 

of hunting tourism and ensuring the sustainable use 

of hunting resources. 

As a result, it should be noted that hunting tourism 

in Russia is at the stage of development. Unfortu-

nately, the current legislation on hunting and legisla-

tion in the field of tourism do not ensure the sustain-

able use of hunting resources. The process of hunting 

tourism does not satisfy the social and economic 

needs of the local population. Organizing hunting 

tourism in the stationary shooting preserve, the hunt-

ing provider is interested only in receiving large in-

comes, and, very often, the local population cannot 

afford this kind of service. Therefore, such adverse 

phenomena as poaching and corruption take place. 

In this regard, it is necessary to formulate a develop-

ment strategy for hunting tourism in Russia based on 

the principles of sustainable development and take 

into account the recommendations of the author of 

this article on improving legislation in the field of 

hunting and tourism. 

 

Conclusion 

 

The author views ecotourism as a measure for the le-

gal provision of sustainable use and conservation of 

wildlife objects through the prism of sustainable de-

velopment. Moreover, a system for adequate balanc-

ing of economic, ecological and social interests, 

aimed at solving some theoretical and practical prob-

lems in the field of sustainable use of wildlife, has 

been proposed. This approach will make it possible 

to move from the idea of ecotourism to that of sus-

tainable ecotourism based on the principles of sus-

tainable development and ensuring a balance of in-

terests for the local population, business, and the 

state. 

Developing ecotourism is a long-term process that 

requires constant efforts on the part of all agents, in-

cluding the government, business, and society. Cur-

rently, for the development of ecotourism, it is nec-

essary to adopt and ensure the phased implementa-

tion of the main directions and strategies for the de-

velopment of ecotourism concerning all wildlife  ob- 



Ivanova/Problemy Ekorozwoju/Problems of Sustainable Development 2/2021, 209-216 

 
215 

jects. Therefore, the main advantages of ecotourism, 

such as the preservation of wildlife objects, can be 

obtained not immediately, but after a long period. 

Based on the analysis of individual provisions of the 

legislation on wildlife and law enforcement practice, 

the author argues that in Russia there are no criteria 

for sustainability in the field of ecotourism. Accord-

ing to the author, the following sustainable ecotour-

ism criteria could be outlined: the conservation of 

historical areas of wild animals; increase in the num-

ber of populations of individual species of wild ani-

mals; active interaction between local people and 

ecotourists; creation of permanent jobs for the local 

population; development of other related industries. 

The criteria for sustainable use of wildlife developed 

by the author determine the conditions that should be 

fulfilled in order to confirm that wildlife objects are 

used sustainably. 
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