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Oliferov A. N. Status of the Crimean beaches as recreational resource / Oliferov A.N. // Scientific Notes 
of Taurida National V. I. Vernadsky University. – Series: Geography. – 2011. – Vol. 24 (63). –  2, p. 2 –   
P.  130-136. 
The results of stationary observations of the dynamics of beaches Saki, Evpatoria resort and the surrounding 
village Privetnoe (zone Alushta city council). Presented material on refulirovaniyu sand on the seashore and 
the removal of sand and gravel from beaches for construction purposes. Revealed that the main factor reducing 
the width and volume of the beaches is the anthropogenic factor. 
Keywords: beaches, beach dynamics, anthropogenic factors. 
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