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Kollehaiev M. World Experience in the Development of Ecotourism in National Parks 
The article describes the analysis of world ecotourism development experience in na-

tional parks around the world. A modern classification of the International Union for Conser-
vation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN) is considered. The objective functions of 
various categories of protected areas (PAs) are analyzed, as well as their distribution in parts 
of the world. The place and the specific share of the areas of national parks and other objects 
of the nature reserve fund intended for the development of tourism in the world system of PAs 
are considered. Differences between American (Australian) and European models of ecotour-
ism development in national parks are shown. Economic indicators of national parks activity 
around the world are analyzed. Resource, quantitative and economic indicators of ecological 
tourism progress in the national parks of American (USA, Canada and Australia) and Euro-
pean (UK) leading countries development models are given. 

Examples of particular popular eco-tourism objects, such as the Yellowstone National 
Park in the United States, the Coastal Ecological Path in Appalachia in Canada and the South 
West Coast Path (SWCP) in the United Kingdom have shown economic efficiency and the multi-
million-dollar mass character of international and domestic tourist flows. Similar indicators of 
Latin American countries such as Costa Rica, Ecuador, Venezuela, Dominican Republic, and also 
African Kenya are also considered. The economic and environmental mechanisms of the success-
ful development of ecotourism in the national parks of countries, leading in this direction are re-
vealed, it is shown that the effectiveness of parks in the world is achieved due to two main factors: 
creation of more attractive economic conditions for ecotourism comparing with other types of 
economic activity and strict security control of natural environment in these territories. 

Key words: national park, ecotourism, protected areas (PAs), nature reserve fund 
(NRF), International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN). 


