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Abstract

To determine the state of sustainable tourism development in the protected natural
areas of AP Vojvoding, it is important to analyze and correlate certain indicators of
sustainable tourism. It is also important to analyze the opinion of visitors according to
the selected protected natural areas, from the perspective of experiences and potential
suggestions for specific interventions, to improve the state of natural values and improve
the area protection. As a final result, it can provide significant benefits for all participants
of sustainable tourism development. This paper analyzed and presented the results of
visitor responses regarding 5 selected protected natural areas on the territory of AP
Vojvodina. These areas represent a significant sample for analysis and the results of the
research can influence the overall assessment of the sustainable tourism development of
the Province. Using the correlation method of obtained average values of estimated
sustainability indicators, the relation of these indicators to sustainable tourism was defined.
The results obtained can influence the constitution of proposals for the improvement of the
natural values of these areas through the proper implementation of nature protection. By
enhancing these natural values, benefits are provided to all participants in sustainable
tourism development.

Key words: sustainable tourism development, protected natural areas, nature-based
tourism, AP Vojvodina, Pearson Correlation.

OYHKOUJA SAHITUREHUX TPUPOJHUX TOAPYUYJA
BOJBOJAUHE Y OAPKUBOM TYPUCTHUYKOM PA3BOJY

Ancrpakrt

3a yTBphUBame CTamka OAPKHUBOT TYPHCTHYKOT pa3Boja y 3amITHNEHUM MPUPO.I-
HUM npoctopuMa AIl BojBoanHe, 3HaUajHO je M3BPIIMTH aHAIK3Y U KOpeIalujy oJ-
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peheHrx MHAUKaTOpa OAPKHUBOT TypHu3Ma. cTo Tako, BaXKHO je aHaIN3MpaTH CTaBOBE
HoceTHIaa oaadpaHux 3amTHheHNX NPUPOIHNUX MIPOCTOpaA, Ca acleKTa HCKycTaBa 1
Moryhux cyrecTrja ka oxpel)eHUM HHTepBEHIINjaMa, Y IIHJbY TO0OJbIIaka CTamba IIPH-
POIHUX elleMeHaTa W yHampehema 3amrTuTe NmpocTopa, IITO Kao KOHAYHHU pe3yJIrar
MOJXK€ JaTH 3Ha4ajHe MOTOJHOCTH 3a CBE CyOjeKaTe OAPXKHBOT TYPHUCTHYKOI pa3Boja.
VY pany cy aHanM3UpaHW M NPHKA3aHH PE3yITaTH OArOBOpa MOCETWIala MeT ogabpa-
HUX 3alITUNCHUX MPUPOIHHX MpocTopa Ha Teputopuju All BojBogune. OBu npocTo-
P TIpE/CTaBIbajy 3HAaYajaH y30paK 3a aHAIU3Y, a Pe3yJITaTH MOTY MOCIY)XXUTH y YKYII-
HOj OIIEHH OZP>KMBOT TYpHUCTHUKOT pa3Boja [lokpajune. MeTomoM kopenanuje 1o0u-
JEHHX TPOCEYHHX BPEIHOCTH OLECHCHUX WHIMKATOPA OJPKUBOCTU AC(HUHICAH je O1-
HOC OBHIX MHJMKATOpa IpeMa OJp>KHBOM TYPHCTHYKOM pa3Bojy. JloOujenn pesynratu
MOTy yTHIATH Ha KOHCTHTYHCame Mpelora yHampelhema NpHPOIHHX BPEIHOCTH
OBUX MPOCTOpa KpO3 NMpaBWIHY IpHMeHy 3amture. [ToBehambeM OBHX BPEAHOCTH
00e306eljyjy ce mOrogHOCTH CBUM Cy0jeKTHMa y OAPKUBOM TyPUCTHUKOM Pa3Bojy.

KbyyHe peun: ofpXuBH TypUCTHYKHU Pa3Boj, 3alITHNEHN IPHPOIHHU IPOCTOPH,
Typu3aM 3acHoBaH Ha npupoau, All Bojsoauna, [Tupconosa
Kopenanuja.

INTRODUCTION

Protected areas of the Autonomous Province of Vojvodina are cer-
tain areas with very attractive character. Many activities are limited in
those areas since they can change the area and influence the natural re-
sources and the entirety of the wildlife. Protected natural areas of VVojvo-
dina have certain characteristics that they are protected for. Most often
these indicators are as follows: rare wildlife species and their spacial vul-
nerability, unique areas such as wetlands, sandy and alluvial terrains, un-
spoiled nature and other factors. These areas often unite significant eco-
nomic, cultural, scientific and ecological values of its territory (Milicevic¢
et al., 2020), and that is the reason for their preservation (Bennett el al.,
2018; Stojanovi¢ et al., 2018). The concept of such area protection should
allow the use of resources but only in a sustainable and renewable way
(Wardle et al., 2018; Cvijanovi¢ et al., 2020). It can additionally increase
the tourist value of such destinations. State, local community, conserva-
tionists, researchers and tourists using the area have interest regarding the
protection and preservation of these areas. The task of this paper is the
analysis and comparison of certain indicators of sustainable tourism,
within 5 selected protected natural areas of the Autonomous Province of
Vojvodina. After the analysis of the obtained average values from the re-
spondents' answers, it is possible to derive the guidelines towards the im-
provement of sustainable tourism development. These suggestions can in-
clude different anthropogenic activities and forms of tourism. It is, also,
the objective of this paper.

Protected natural areas of Vojvodina with properly planned tourism
development, which includes all sustainability factors, can represent signifi-
cant tourism potential (Trisi¢, 2020). Possible forms of tourism in these des-
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tinations are ecotourism, trips, science tourism, nature-based tourism, sports
tourism, evening, wine tourism, bird and animals watching, cycling, tracking,
etc. All mentioned forms of tourism can contribute to the improvement of the
protection of these areas (Bello, Carr & Lovelock, 2016; Buclet & Lazarevic,
2017). The field of the research consisted of one national park and 4 special
nature reserves, significant in terms of the offer of nature-based tourism of
Vojvodina. The paper used the written questionnaire method. The respond-
ents were asked 26 questions as part of the written questionnaire, referring to
the attitudes towards the specific indicators of sustainable tourism within the
visited area. Research data have been collected through a questionnaire, pro-
cessed and displayed by the One-Sample Test and Pearson Correlation Anal-
ysis, which identified average values and obvious differences in displayed
values of sustainable tourism development factors in selected protected areas.
As the final result of the protection impact on quality and type of destination,
environmental, economic and socio-cultural benefits are allocated to all par-
ticipants in this unique system.

LITERATURE REVIEW

In this chapter, the author reviewed relevant current research and
made a connection with their research. Research by prominent author
makes a significant starting point for scientific work in this paper. To un-
derstand the correlation between the protected areas and sustainable tour-
ism development in the best possible way, it is necessary to analyze the
historical data regarding the chronology of establishment of different sta-
tuses and protection regime of certain areas (Newsome, Moore &
Dowling, 2013; Geneletti, Scolozzi, & Esmail, 2018). It enables the role
of protected areas in the sustainable development of the AP of VVojvodina
is adequately perceived (Steti¢ & Trisi¢, 2018). It is also significant to
analyse the data of certain authors, who researched the relationship be-
tween sustainable tourism development and protected natural areas.

In his study, Stojanovi¢ defined and described the first forms of
protection recorded in 1273 in London when the oldest protection measure
was adopted, and it referred to the limitation of smoke and ash effects. Nature
reserve - Forest of Fontainebleau, near Paris, was the first one with the
protection status acquired in 1848, and then Yosemite Valley, in the USA,
acquired it in 1864. Forest of Fontainebleau protection was the action carried
out by the naturalists, artists and nature lovers. The objective was to maintain
the balance in the exploitation of natural resources, because of the increasing
need of the urban population for spending time outdoors (Stojanovi¢, 2011).
Soon after, inspired by these examples, all around the world protection
regimes started to be established in different areas and on different levels.
Protection statuses were acquired by the first national parks, and the first
national park Yellowstone in the USA obtained the status on 1%t March 1872,
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so therefore it was the first national park in the world. In Europe, Abisko
National Park in Sweden was established in 1909, and then Engadin in
Switzerland in 1914 (Williams & Lew, 2015; Trisic, Steti¢ & Krstié, 2018).
In the area of Vojvodina, Obedska Pond acquired the protection status in
1874, and it was the first form of protected area in the Republic of Serbia
(Nikoli¢, 2006). Fruska Gora, the first national park, was established on 23
December 1960. According to Lazi¢ (2008), protection of natural beauty,
historical monuments, wildlife and land characteristics were emphasized as
the reasons for the establishment of the national park (Lazi¢ et al., 2008).
Protected natural areas have significant natural resources such as soil
(Maksin et al., 2018), wetland ecosystems, diverse terrains and special
representatives of flora and fauna (Trisi¢ et al., 2020). Different proposals of
measures for the improvement of these values can be constituted by the
analysis and correlation of the sustainability indicators (Brandt et al., 2013;
Saarinen, Rogerson & Hall, 2017). The author's Carr, Ruhanen and Whitford
consider as significant that realization of ecological, economic and socio-
cultural values in tourism destinations, is the basic principle of sustainable
tourism development (Carr, Ruhanen & Whitford, 2016). The results of their
research contributed to the research in this article.

Tourism is the direct moderator of areas (gtetié, Tri$i¢ & Nedelcu,
2019) by different influences which are the result of direct use of areas
(Hall, 2010). All significant activities of tourism in the specific protected
area and development risks, resulting from it, influencing the most signif-
icant elements of the environment while creating destinations, can be seen
in the following Table 1.

The results of cited research contributed to the research in this article.
The author researched the influence of the importance of the selected
protected natural areas of VVojvodina on sustainable development.

METHOD

In AP of Vojvodina there are 21 internationally important areas for
birds (Important Bird Areas — IBA), a total area of 354,786ha, which together
occupy 16.5% of Vojvodina’s territory. Among the most significant ones are
the following: Gornje Podunavlje, Karadjordjevo, Subotica lakes and sandy
terrain, Jegricka, Danube loess bluffs, etc (Trisi¢, Steti¢ & Krstié, 2018).
Within the IPA (Important Plant Areas) on the territory of Vojvodina, 27
areas with the total area of 328,208ha or 15.3% have been singled out.
Significant IPA areas in Vojvodina are Fruska Gora Mountain, The moor of
Kovilj, Obedska Pond, Imperial Pond, Salt Marshes “Slano Kopovo”, Upper
Danube Valley, Deliblato Sands, Zasavica Moor, Meadows of Great Bustard,
VrSac Mountains, Subotica sandy terrain, Pali¢ Lake, Luda$ Lake, etc.
(Panjkovi¢, 2016). In AP of Vojvodina there are 4 Prime Butterfly Areas
(PBA), a total area of 91,107ha which makes 4.2% of its territory (Stojni¢ et
al., 2015).
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Table 1. The tourism relation to certain factors and elements
of the destination

Element  Examples of risk from tourism activities
Ecosystems = The construction of accommodation, visitor centers, infrastructure,
and other services has a direct impact on the environment, from
vegetation removal, animal disturbance elimination of habitats,
impacts on drainage etc;
= Wildlife habitat may be significantly changed (travel routes, hunting
areas, breeding areas, etc.) by all kinds of tourist development and
use.
Soils = Soil compaction can occur in certain well-used areas;
= Soil removal and erosion also occurs and may continue after the
disturbance is gone.
Vegetation = Concentrated use around facilities has a negative effect on
vegetation;
= Transportation may have direct negative impacts on the environment
(e.g. vegetation removal, weed transmission, animal disturbance);
= Fire frequency may change due to tourists and park tourism
management.
Water = Increased demands for freshwater;
= Disposal of sewage or litter in rivers, lakes or oceans;
= Release of oil and fuel from ships and smaller craft;
= Propeller-driven watercraft may affect certain aquatic plants and
species.
Air = Motorized transportation may cause pollution from emissions (from
the plane, train, ship or automobile).
Wildlife = Hunting and fishing may change population dynamics;
= Hunters and fishers may demand the introduction of foreign species,
and increased populations of target animals;
= Impacts occur on insects and small invertebrates, from effects of
transportation, introduced species, etc;
= Disturbance by visitors can occur for all species, including those that
are not attracting visitors;
= Disturbance can be of several kinds: noise, visual or harassing
behavior;
= The impact can last beyond the time of initial contact (e.g. before
heart-rate returns to normal, or before birds alight, or mammals
resume breeding or eating);
= Marine mammals may be hurt or killed by boat impacts or propeller
cuts;
= Habituation to humans can cause changed wildlife behavior, such as
approaching people for food.
Source: Eagles, P.F.J., McCool, S.F., & Haynes, C.D. (2002).
Sustainable tourism in protected areas, guidelines for planning and management.
Cambridge: UNEP & WTO, p. 33.
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5,989%ha has been placed under the first degree of protection (4.47% of
the total number of protected areas), or 0.28% of the territory of APV. The
second degree of protection has been assigned to 50,964.37ha of the
protected areas (38%), or 2.4% of the territory of the AP. The third degree of
protection includes 84,091.28ha of the protected areas of the APV (57.53%)
or 3.88% of APV’s territory.

The protection covers: 1 national park, 3 regions of exceptional
characteristics, 16 specialized nature reserves, 10 nature parks, 1 scientific
research reserve, 53 natural monuments, 3 memorial natural monuments, as
well as natural assets of other categories (Trisi¢, Steti¢ & Krstié, 2018).
Several natural areas have international status or are nominated to acquire it
(Puzovi¢ et al., 2015). All the data above are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Overview of the number of protected areas on the territory of APV

Autonomous Province of

Type of protected ha Vojvodina %
(Total Area)
Ramsar sites 57,255 2.65
IBA 354,786 16.41
IPA 328,208 15.18
PBA 91,107 4.22
X 831,356.00 38.46
Under the first degree of protection 5,989 0.28
Under the second degree of protection  50,964.37 3.58
Under the third degree of protection 84,091.28 4.12
21622
(135 sites) 141,044.65 7.98

Source: Author

By analyzing the data in Table 1, it can be noticed that the areas
under the international management regimes (Ramsar Areas, IBA, IPA,
and PBA) are 690,311ha larger compared to the established regimes of I,
Il, and Il degrees of protection, regulated by the Law on Protection of
Nature of the Republic of Serbia (Zakon o zastiti prirode (“SluZzbeni
Glasnik RS, br. 36/2009, 88/2010, 91/2010 - ispr. i 14/2016)). It is also
noted that there is the case of territory overlap, that is, one territory or its
part can be submitted to various types of protection. There is significant
data about 135 natural sites, on the total area of 141,044.65ha, being
submitted to the protection. This makes 7.98% of the total area of the
Vojvodina Province (2,161,400ha). In the group of nationally and
internationally significant species on the area of VVojvodina 455 taxa were
recorded, in the tier of species (353) and subspecies (102). Based on
Preliminary List of Species for the threat status of the Red List of Flora of
Serbia — The Red Data Book of Flora of Serbia 1, according to the IUCN
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criteria from 2001, that is, threat status revision of some taxa of Vojvodina, it
is possible to select 270 species (Stojnic et al., 2015).

Analysis and correlation of the selected indicators of sustainable
tourism have been carried out, in this paper, to determine the state of
sustainable tourism development in the AP of Vojvodina. Also, the
attitudes of the users of these areas have been analyzed in terms of the
experience and potential suggestions towards the specific interventions
for the improvement of the conditions of natural elements, state and the
results of environmental protection, which can provide the increase of
benefits for all entities of the sustainable tourism development as the final
result (Stojanovi¢, 2011; Holden, 2016). When the roles of every factor of
sustainable tourism development are defined and determined in the
selected protected areas of AP of Vojvodina, certain proposals for the
constitution of systemic measures and specific objectives of protection
can be given (Fennell, 2015; Tri$i¢, 2019). Comparative analysis of these
selected indicators of sustainability and their state can be used for
defining the role of protected natural areas with regard to the sustainable
tourism development of AP of VVojvodina. Based on the above mentioned,
the research has been carried out by the author, in order to determine the
significance of the specific factors within the selected protected areas.
These selected protected areas can represent a significant sample for the
analysis of the total state of the sustainable tourism development of AP of
Vojvodina. In 2018, the questionnaire was distributed by the author
among 250 users of protected natural areas during their visits or after the
finished journey in the 5 selected protected natural areas of AP of
Vojvodina (Figure 1). For the research in this paper, data were obtained
by a written questionnaire. The questionnaire contained 26 questions in
the form of statements and the respondents entered their answer to each
of the statements. The field of research consisted of one national park and
4 special nature reserves, significant in terms of the offer of nature-based
tourism of Vojvodina. The respondents were asked 26 questions as part of
the written questionnaire, referring to the attitudes towards the specific
indicators of sustainable tourism within the visited area. Respondents
gave answers only regarding the state of the indicators of sustainability of
the given protected areas they visited, meaning they did not visit all the
suggested protected areas. With regard to the elements for examination
and comparative analysis of sustainable development and protection,
indicators which are an integral part of destinations, such as endangered
representatives of flora and fauna, reasons for and needs of protection,
degree of development and endangerment, anthropogenic influences
grouped by the effect levels, methods of protection improvement if it is
stable, the role of the local community and sustainable results of proper
management have been taken into consideration. Respondents answered
the question regarding tourist activities, and answers were ranked on a
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Likert scale (Joshi et al., 2015). This ranking of answers is identical to the
answers rated in the author's questionnaire, i.e. with the answers ranked
by relevance on the following scale: 1 — | absolutely disagree, 2 — |
disagree, 3 — I’'m not sure, 4 — It’s mostly true, 5 — | completely agree. By
the method of data descriptive analysis using SPSS software (Statistical
Package for the Social Sciences), the obtained results were examined and
tabulated. Obtained differences in certain responses were examined by
One-Sample Test analysis. Correlation of average indicator values was
examined by the method of Analysis of The Pearson Correlation. By the
method of data descriptive analysis using SPSS software, the results
obtained were examined and tabulated. Obtained differences in certain
responses were examined by One-Sample Test analysis. The existence of
variables was examined and shown by the Pearson Correlation analysis
indicators method to determine if the obtained differences model is
relevant to the result analysis.

Hungary
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Vojvodina Province
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Figure 1. Map of the study area
Legend: Special Nature Reserve “Deliblatska Pescara” (1), National Park “Fruska
Gora” (2); Special Nature Reserve “Koviljsko-Petrovaradinski Rit” (3); Special
Nature Reserve “Obedska Bara” (4); Special Nature Reserve “Zasavica” (5).
Source: author digitalized
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Respondents traveled, at least once, to the selected protected areas
being the subject of research and used the specific services within them.
Respondents are from the following cities: Beograd, Zagreb, Be¢, Banja
Luka, Novi Sad, Pan¢evo and Nis. Each respondent stated which protected
areas he/she had visited up to the moment of the survey. The structure of the
respondents is shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Respondents’ profile

Gender Frequency Percent
Male 112 44.8
Female 138 55.2
Total 250 100.0
Education level Frequency Percent
Primary education 20 8
Secondary education 84 33.6
Higher education 105 42
High education 41 16.4
Total 250 100.0
Age structure N Min Max
250 19 72

mean std. dev.

32.17 15.851
Visited protected area Responses Percent

Frequency Percent  of case

National Park ,,Fruska Gora“ 220 33.49 88.0
Special Nature Reserve ,,Zasavica“ 198 30.13 79.2
Special Nature Reserve ,,Deliblatska Pes¢ara“ 157 23.90 62.8
Special Nature Reserve ,,Obedska Bara® 44 6.70 17.6
Special Nature Reserve ,,Koviljsko-
Petrovaradinski Rit" 38 578 152
Total 657 100.00 274.8

Source: Author

For the analysis of the current state, the selected protected areas
have been taken into consideration, which can represent a significant
sample for determination of stability of relevant indicators of sustainable
tourism (Eagles, 2014) and through which tourist destination can be
successfully managed (Butzmann & Job, 2017). Obtained results, after
the analysis of the responses, are shown in the form of means, by the
percentage of accuracy and presence. The display of average positive and
negative values and conditions, obtained after the analysis of respondents’
answers, are shown in Table 4.
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Table 4. Analysis of indicators of sustainable tourism
for selected protected natural areas
. DP FG KPR OB ZA
Indicators
Average
1. Favorable location 382 402 313 317 311
2. There are transport infrastructures 447 469 228 432 342
3. Adequate area protection status 354 317 3.67 4.47 4.06
4. International protection status 403 311 374 431 4.05
5. Sufficient number of supporting 321 342 219 412 317
facilities constructed
6. There are accommodation facilities 401 3.03 211 224 211
7. The importance of area protection for 444 3.02 411 427 482
the viability of species
8. The role of the local community is 3.74 401 419 474 489
significant
9. Possible ecotourism 351 381 327 344 254
10. There are events 228 314 247 202 174
11. An adequate visitor center was built 444 411 244 432 484
12. Hiking and educational trails are marked 4.62 4.33 2.13 4.17 3.37
13. There are eco-trails 464 368 121 154 221
14. The carrying capacity is applied 317 211 114 259 3.69
15. Rare species are present 479 241 421 442 471
16. There are trips 452 414 435 422 440
17. The possibility of developing science 481 480 4.62 482 491
tourism
18. The possibility of animals and bird 462 448 452 461 4.68
watching
19. Waste pollution eliminated 454 311 252 381 3.09
20. There are hydrographic potentials 316 432 5.00 5.00 5.00
21. There are ethno villages 241 247 454 336 4.89
22. There are potential environmental 454 214 437 450 471
pollutants nearby
23. Using natural resources for tourism 416 412 457 411 454
purposes
24. Possible negative socio-cultural influences 1.29 2.12 237 225 211
25. There are endangered species according 4.25 3.92 462 4.81 453
to IUCN
26. There are agricultural terrain nearby 500 4.62 5.00 447 451

Legend: DP — Special Nature Reserve “Deliblatska Pesc¢ara; FG — National Park
“Fruska Gora”; KPR — Special Nature Reserve “Koviljsko-Petrovaradinski Rit”; OB
— Special Nature Reserve “Obedska Bara”; ZA — Special Nature Reserve “Zasavica”.
Source: Author

Through the analysis of Table 4, it can be observed that the indicators
of sustainable tourism with highest average values marked in the protected
areas are as follows: the significance of protection for species sustainability,
the existence of hydrographic potential, the possibility of science tourism de-
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velopment, animals and bird watching, the existence of endangered wildlife,
as well as indicators referring to the infrastructure within the area. The possi-
ble threats for the protected areas, specified by the respondents, are as fol-
lows: the vicinity of agricultural terrain, the vulnerability of species with
IUNC status, the use of natural resources for tourism or other purposes and
the vicinity of potential environmental pollutants. The given responses refer-
ring to indicators of sustainable tourism, are statistically shown in Table 5.

Table 5. Statistics of sustainable tourism indicators

DP FG KPR OB ZA

N Valid 26 26 26 26 26
Missing 0 0 0 0 0

Mean 3.96 3.46 3.38 3.73 3.92
Std. Deviation 1.076 .948 1.359 .962 1.164
Variance 1.158 .898 1.846 .925 1.354
Minimum 1 2 1 2 2
Maximum 5 5 5 5 5
Sum 103 90 88 97 102

Source: Author

Through the analysis of data in Table 5, it can be observed that
Special Nature Reserve "Deliblatska Pes¢ara" and Special Nature Reserve
"Zasavica", have the highest average values. During the analysis of shown
indicators, it is important to determine if there are significant differences in
the answers given by the respondents. This can be determined through One-
Simple Test. The analysis is shown in Table 6.

Table 6. One-Sample Test

Test Value =0
95% Confidence
. . Mean Interval of the
t df  Sig. (2-tailed) Difference Difference
Lower Upper
DP 18,768 25 .000 3.962 3.53 4.40
FG 18,621 25 .000 3.462 3.08 3.84
KPR 12,702 25 .000 3.385 2.84 3.93
OB 19,784 25 .000 3.731 3.34 4,12
ZA 17,192 25 .000 3.923 3.45 4.39

Source: Author

Through the analysis of data in Table 6, it is concluded that there
are significant differences in the respondents’ answers. Those differences
are observed through the analysis of average values of indicators in the
protected areas. It can be examined if the obtained values are in correlation
with Pearson Correlation Analysis (Table 7).
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Table 7. Indicators correlation

I. Trisi¢

DP FG KPR OB ZA
DP Pearson Correlation 1 449" 229 453" .285
Sig. (2-tailed) 021 260 .020  .158
N 26 26 26 26 26
FG Pearson Correlation 449" 1 .198 405" .106
Sig. (2-tailed) 021 332 040  .606
N 26 26 26 26 26
KPR  Pearson Correlation .229 198 1 664 778"
Sig. (2-tailed) 260 .332 000 .000
N 26 26 26 26 26
OB Pearson Correlation 453" 405" .664™ 1 767
Sig. (2-tailed) 020  .040  .000 .000
N 26 26 26 26 26
ZA Pearson Correlation .285 .106 7787 767 1
Sig. (2-tailed) 158 606  .000  .000
N 26 26 26 26 26

*. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
**. Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
Source: Author

Through the analysis of data in Table 7, upon obtaining the factor
correlation, it is concluded that the shown factor values are correlated,
which enables the creation of certain suggestions influencing the im-
provement of the existing values. These suggestions can address the elim-
ination of specific threats existing in a certain percentage within these
protected areas. Also, suggestions can refer to the intensification of na-
ture-based tourism, ecotourism development, the improvement of the ex-
isting infrastructure within the protected areas, etc. These can represent a
significant part of the sectoral tourism development strategy (Ceausu,
Gomes, & Pereira, 2015; Doran, Hanss, & Larsen, 2017).

The main research problem in this paper was that protected natural re-
sources overlap territorially with many ethno villages. The tourism develop-
ment strategy of the numerous villages has rural tourism development as the
main plan. Nature protection and protected areas in common zones are com-
plementary tourism motives. Visiting the protected area is the second tourism
motive, realized after a visit to the ethno villages or other tourism events.

CONCLUSION

Indicators of sustainable tourism within five selected protected ar-
eas of the Autonomous Province of Vojvodina have been analyzed in the
paper. These areas are specific spaces and attractive tourist destinations,
in which many activities are limited since they can change the area and
influence the natural resources and complete wildlife. The concept of
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such area protection provides the use of resources, but only in a sustaina-
ble and renewable way (Whittle, Stewart, & Fisher, 2015; Font & McCa-
be, 2017). It additionally increases the tourist value of these destinations.
From the respondents’ point of view, the indicators of sustainable tour-
ism, with the highest average values marked are as follows: the signifi-
cance of protection for species sustainability, the existence of hydro-
graphic potential, the possibility of science tourism development, animals
and bird watching, the existence of endangered wildlife, as well as indica-
tors referring to the infrastructure within the area. Since the respondents
gave answers with significant statistical differences, it is concluded that
not all indicators are equally represented within these areas. It enables the
constitution of certain proposals aimed at the improvement of these val-
ues. A conclusion that the assessed indicators within the selected protect-
ed areas are correlated can be used in support of that. Bearing in mind
that the responses gave importance to tourism development, forms of
tourism which can have a positive influence on these protected areas are
as follows: nature-based tourism, ecotourism, bird watching, science tour-
ism etc. The Constitution of a proposal for tourism development is the
main objective of this paper. All specified forms of tourism will give pri-
ority to the protection of area and species. As the final result of the influ-
ence of area protection on the quality and type of destination, the envi-
ronmental, economic and socio-cultural benefits for all participants of this
unique system are distinguished. This is, at the same time, the main ob-
jective of sustainable tourism development.
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OYHKIHNJA SAIITUREHUX ITPUPOJHUX ITIOJAPYUYJA
BOJBOJAUHE Y OAPKUBOM TYPUCTUUYKOM PA3BOJY

Hrop Tpumuh
Vuusep3urer y Kparyjesuy, dakynTer 3a XOTeIIjepcTBO U TypH3aM,
Bpmauka bama, Cpbuja

Pe3ume

Pa3Boj Typusma y ocerspHBUM JECTHHALIMjaMa, KaKBH Cy 3aIITHNEHN TPUPOIHH IIPO-
CTOpH, MOpa OuTH ycKia)eH ca MPUPOTHIM, EKOJIOIIKUM, COIHO-KYJITYPHUM M €KOHOM-
CKHM TIPUHIAIIAMA, 110 TUTaby OAPKUBOT TYPUCTHYKOT Pa3Boja. YKOIMKO HE MOCTOJH ja-
CaH KOHLIETIT YIIpaBJbamka U JeJI0Bamba Ha (hakTope 0P KUBOCTH, MOXKe TOhH 10 HeraTws-
HHX IOCJIE/IUIIA 110 CBE Cy0jeKTe OBHX TYPHCTHYKHX AecTHHanuja. [lnanupame je Hapoun-
TO Ba)KHO 3a 3aiuTHheHe mpocTope, Kako OH ce paciioioKUBH PeCypCH KOPUCTHIIN Ha OJI-
roBapajyhu HaumH, a JIOKaJIHA 3ajefHUNA OWiIa y IOTIYHOCTH YKJbY4eHa Y CHCTEMe
3aIITUTE U yrpaBibama. Ha Taj HaunH 06e30ehyje ce ajekBaTaH J0KHBIbaj TYpPUCTA, ILITO
yTH4e Ha BUXOBO 33JI0BOJCTBO M UCKYCTBO Y 3amTuheHoM mpoctopy. Umajyhu y Bumy
MOBOJbAH Teorpad)CKy U TYPUCTHUKH IOJI0XKaj 0Ja0paHnX 3alITHREeHNX MPHPOTHUX IIPO-
cropa All Bojeoaune, y okBupy CpOuje u mpema IpkaBama y OKpYKemy, TO IPeICTaBba
3HaYajaH NOTEHIMjaJI 32 TYPUCTHIKY TPKIbY 32 TYPUCTHUKHUM IIPOM3BO/IOM KaKaB je Ty-
pu3aM 3acHOBaH Ha mpupoau. Hakon cripoBeneHor uctpaxkupama Melly 250 nomahux u
CTpaHMX TYpHCTa, T€ aHAIM3E O/rOBOpa KOjH Cy Ce THIAIM HUBOA U CTENIeHa pas3Boja Ty-
pu3Ma, Kao Y 3Hayaja 3allTHTE IIPOCTOpa, JOILIO Ce JI0 3HAauajHHX 3aKsbydaka. [Ipema on-
TOBOpHMA WCITHTAaHNKa, 3amTuhenn mpuponay npoctopu All Bojsoanae mMory mpeacras-
JbaTH BOXHY PErHOHANHY M Mel)yHapoIHy TypHCTHYKY NECTHHAIMjy OAPKHBOT TypH3Ma
WM IPYTUX OOJIMKa yTeMehbeH!X Ha mpupoau. Pasmor 3a 1o je mTo oBu mpocTopu moce-
Nyjy 3Ha4ajHe (paKTOpe OAPKUBOCTH, KOj€ CYy TYPHCTH MPEMO3HAIN NPHIMKOM IIOCETa.
Kao HajBuIIe oremeHn jecy (pakTopu JoKaImja, oCeI0BaAkEe YTPOKECHUX OUBHUX H IKH-
BOTHEGCKUX BPCTa, YHanpeherme 3airuTe, MoryhHOCT pa3Boja pasIMInuTiX 00JIMKa TypHu3-
Ma yTeMeJbeHHX Ha NMPHPOJH, MPHCYCTBO BIAKHHUX CTAHHIUTA U PETKMX EKOCHCTeMa M
npyru. HaBenenn dakropu ynHe oBe MPOCTOPE jeMHCTBEHOM TYPHUCTHYKOM JECTHHAIU-
JjOM ¥ MOTy OHTH IIpeAMET HHTEePEecoBamba PA3IMIUTHX IpyTa TyprcTa. Hakon anammse 1o-
OWjeHnX pe3yITaTa HCTPaKHBamha, JOILIO Ce 0 3aKJbydKa Jia 3aiuTHheHr TPHPOIHH TIPO-
cropu All BojBomiHe MOTY Tipe[CcTaB/baTy BPJIO NPHBIAYHE JECTHHAIM]E, Y KOjuMa ce
MOTY OCTBapHTH 3HAYajHN COIMO-KYyJITYPHH, CKOJOMIKH 1 €KOHOMCKH PEe3yITaTH OIPXKH-
BOT TYpPUCTHYKOT Pa3Boja.



