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Abstract

Introduction. The article investigates the issues of resource assessment methodology in the formation of archaeological
tours. This issue is relevant in connection with the reorientation of the Russian Federation to the development of domestic
tourism, which implies the rational use of tourist resources.

Materials and methods. The scientific basis of the developed methods of assessment of tourist and recreational resources
and the state of archaeological sites, in particular in the regional aspect, is analyzed. Based on the analysis, the author’s
methodology for assessing the possibility of involvement of archaeological sites in tourism is presented.

Results. As the results of the study, the methodology for assessing the possibility of involvement of archaeological sites in
the program of tourist routes according to five parameters — accessibility, infrastructure development, holding events, the
availability of guided tours, and public activity — is presented. The developed methodology is adapted on the resources
of the Rostov region, in particular, 15 archaeological sites were evaluated. According to the results of the assessment,
archaeological sites were typified into three categories of the degree of possibility of their involvement in tourism and
recreation. The assessment also allowed to single out potential sites from the position of priority of their inclusion in the
archaeological routes being developed.

Discussion and conclusion. Possible vectors of further scientific and practical development of the presented methodology
through the expansion of assessment parameters and adaptation in other subjects of the Russian Federation have been
identified. It is rational to use the methodology not only for a one-time “cut” of the state of archaeological sites, but
also to record the dynamics of their development. The conclusions of the presented article include the uniqueness of the
methodology, which is at the intersection of assessing the state of tourist and recreational resources and archaeological
sites, the development of evaluation parameters, the practical application of the methodology for the evaluation of fifteen
sites of the Rostov region and the determination of vectors of its further development.
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AHHOTaLUA

Beeoenue. Viccnenyrorcsi BOpOChl METOAMKH OLIGHKH PECYPCOB IPH (OpMHUPOBAHNH apXeoJ0rn4ecKuX TypoB. JJaHHbIN
BOIIPOC SIBJISICTCS aKTYaJIbHBIM B CBSI3H C ITepeopueHTanuei Poccuiickoit denepariiii Ha pa3BUTHE BHYTPEHHETO TYpU3Ma,
NOZIpa3yMeBaollell paloOHANIBEHOE HCIOIB30BaHIE TYPUCTCKUX PECYPCOB.

Mamepuanst u memoosl. AHanM3MpyeTCs HaydHas 0a3a pa3padOTaHHBIX METOOHK OLEHKU TYPHUCTCKO-PEKPEAIMOHHBIX
PECYPCOB U COCTOSIHUSI apXEOJIOTMYEeCKUX 00BbEKTOB, B YACTHOCTH, B pErMOHANILHOM acrekre. Ha ocHoBe aHanu3a npe-
CTaBJIEHa aBTOPCKasi METOJMKA OIICHKH BO3MOXXHOCTH BOBJICYCHHOCTH apXEOJIOTHIECKUX OOBEKTOB B TYPHUCTCKYIO Cepy.
Pesynomamul uccnedosanusn. B xauecTBe pe3yabTaToB UCCIIENOBaHUS MPECTaBIeHa METOIUKA OLIEHKH BO3MOXHOCTH
BOBJICYCHHOCTH apXEOJOTMYECKUX MaMATHUKOB B IPOTPaMMy TYPMapIIpyTOB IO ISATH MapamMeTpaM — JIOCTYIMHOCTbD,
Pa3BUTOCTh HHYPACTPYKTYPHI, TPOBEACHUE COOBITUIHBIX MEPONIPHUITHIN, HAJTMYUE PEATU3yEMBIX SIKCKYPCHIA, ITyOInYHas
aKTHBHOCTh. Pa3paboTanHas MeToAMKa afanTHpOBaHa Ha pecypcax PocToBckoi obmacTu, B 4aCTHOCTH, OBLIO OLICHEHO
15 apxeonorndyeckux o0beKkToB. I10 HTOram OLIEHKH MPOM3BEAEHA THIU3ALMS apXEOJIOTHYECKHX MaMIATHHKOB TI0 TPEeM
KaTeropysiM CTEIIEHN BO3MO)KHOCTH MX BOBJICYCHHOCTH B TYPUCTCKO-PEKpEallnoHHYI0 cdepy. Taxke omeHKa mo3Bosimia
BBIYJICHUTH IIOTCHIIMAJIBHBIC O6T)€KTbI C HOSI/ILII/Iﬁ MPpUOPUTETHOCTL UX BKIIIOYCHUSA B pa3pa6aTblBaeMLIe apxeojiorun4de-
CKHE MapIIpyTHI.

Oébcyxcoenue u 3aknrouenue. OnpenesneHsl BO3MOXKHBIC BEKTOPHI  JaJbHEHIIEro HaydHO-NPAKTHUYECKOTO  Pa3BUTHUS
MIPEACTABICHHON METOAMKHM 3a CUYET PACIIMPEHUS IapaMeTpoB OLEHKH M aJalTaluy B ApPYrux cyownekrax Poccuii-
ckoit denepanyu. PanoHasbHO WCIIOIB30BAHUE METOAMKUA HE TOJBKO ISl IUHOBPEMEHHOIO «CPEe3a» COCTOSHUS
apXEOoJIOTHUECKNX OOBEKTOB, HO W Ui (DUKCAMKM AWHAMHUKH WX pa3BUTHs. K BBIBOZaM IO WTOraM IpeACTaBICH-
HOM CTaThbM OTHECCHBI YHUKAJIBHOCTh MCTOAUKMU, Haxowmleﬁca Ha CTBIKE OLICHHMBAHUA COCTOAHUA TYPUCTCKO-PEKpEa-
LIMOHHBIX PECYPCOB M apXEeOJIOTHYECKUX OOBEKTOB, pa3paboTKa IMapaMeTpoOB OLCHKH, MPAKTUIECKOe NMPUMEHEHHE Me-
TOJIMKY JJIsl OLIEHKH TATHAIIaTH 00beKTOB POCTOBCKOIT 00NacTH M onpesiesieHus BEKTOPOB €€ JAalbHEHIIEero pa3BUTHS.

KuroueBble €10Ba: apXeoJOTHIeCcKrue OOBEKTHI, TYPHUCTCKHAE PECypPChl, METOANKA OLICHKH, TTapaMeTpPhl OIICHKH, KPUTe-
PHUH CTETIICHU BOBJICYCHHOCTH OOBEKTOB B TYPHCTCKYIO chepy

Jas nurupoBanus. Mupomanderko A.B., Makapenko B.C. MeTomonorndeckre aclieKThI OIICHKH PECYPCOB MPH (popMu-
POBaHUU apXeoNoTnYecKux TypoB PocToBckoit odnactu. Hayunwiil anbmanax cmpan Ipuuepromopos. 2023;9(3):60—66.
https://doi.org/10.23947/2414-1143-2023-9-3-60-66

Introduction. Currently, the issues of intensifying the development of domestic tourism in the Russian Federation
are significantly actualized. In particular, the reorientation to domestic tourism is due to the decline in the intensity of
outbound tourism in Russia, due to the political and economic situation. These issues are also reflected in the tasks of the
“Strategy of tourism development in the Russian Federation for the period up to 2035, one of which is “the formation
and development of the tourist product of the Russian Federation, taking into account the natural, cultural, ethnic diversity
of Russian regions” [14].

To solve this problem, it is necessary to apply a rational approach to the use of tourist resources of cultural and
historical nature in the subjects of the Russian Federation. The optimal involvement of regional resources in tourism
activities is impossible without an adequate assessment of their condition, since only those resources that can be fully
utilized should serve as objects of tourist routes.

In this regard, the task of developing a methodology for assessing certain types of cultural and historical resources
is actualized. It seems that of particular interest and importance are archaeological resources as objects that, due to their
significant age and location (initially they are often located underground or at the bottom of the water surface) are in
different physical condition and stage of development.

The scientific research was based on the existing works in the field of methodology of tourism and recreational
resources assessment, as well as regional approaches to the study of the resource base of the tourism industry. The basic
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basis was provided by the research of E. O. Ushakova devoted to the methodology of comprehensive assessment of
regional tourism resources [15]. The methodological approach to the assessment of tourist and recreational resources
of individual subjects of the Russian Federation, presented in the work of I. E. Polyakova, R. M. Ivanova and
O. V. Skrobotova analyzing the Lipetsk Oblast [13], was considered as a key approach to the study of specific regions.

The experience of developing a methodology for assessing tourist resources of cultural and historical nature is
represented by the works of A.A. Fedulin, L.V. Zgonnik, O.Y. Lebedeva, L.L. Dukhovna, S.V. Ilkevich [2]. In turn, V.V.
Minenkova and A.E. Potapova [11] conduct an assessment of regional areas in the field of cultural and historical tourism
potential of Krasnodar Krai, which takes into account the recognizability of the object, the organization of excursion
display, as well as the preservation of these objects.

Foreign experience is represented, in particular, by the studies of N. Grdzhelishvili and L. Kvaratskhelia, who studied
the issues of tourism resources assessment on the example of Georgia [3], as well as D. Navarro, who analyzed the
problem of resource assessment in Latin America [6] and T. Rahayuningsih, E. Munasib and L. Pravsetio, who studied
the territory of Indonesia [7].

At the regional level, studies were conducted both at the integral level of the hospitality industry [4] and from
the perspective of the tourism [8], service [5] and museum spheres [1]. Variants of the methodology for evaluating
archaeological sites were proposed in the works by D. V. Gruzdev, 1. V. Zhurbin [9] and Y. Y. Kurashov [10].

It is worth noting that the analysis of studies related to the development of methodologies has shown that there is
also no clearly developed point system of assessment, with the help of which it would be possible to quantitatively and
qualitatively assess not only archaeological sites in tourism, but also the very tourist potential of the territory.

Having analyzed the methodologies of evaluation of tourist and recreational resources of archaeological orientation,
we can conclude that in scientific practice these methods are carried out separately. In this regard, this article proposes
a method that includes an integrated approach to determining the level of attractiveness of archaeological sites for the
realization of cultural and historical tourist routes on them.

Materials and methods. Archacological tourism resources are specific sites that may be several millennia old. Also,
since they often become available to tourists only as a result of research excavations, it is not always possible to fully
demonstrate them. In this regard, it is important to have a methodology for their evaluation from different possible
perspectives.

In the presented scientific study, a methodology for the evaluation of archaeological sites as resources for tourism is
proposed. The methodology is adapted on the sites of the Rostov region, but can serve as a “key” for similar analysis in
other subjects of the Russian Federation. To carry out the assessment, a register of the presented archacological heritage
sites of the Rostov region was compiled, the most infrastructurally secured (availability of access roads, arranged territory, etc.)
were selected.

The method of comparative analysis was used to compare and rank the individual sites according to the conducted
evaluation, as a result of which the most promising sites for use in the archaeological tour routes of the region were
selected.

Results. On the basis of the existing methodologies for assessing tourism and recreational resources and archaeological
sites, a methodology for assessing archaeological tourist resources from the position of their use in tourist routes was
proposed. Five indicators were chosen as evaluation parameters, the evaluation parameters of which are presented in
Table 1.

Table 1
Developed methodology for the assessment of archaeological sites
in the tourism and recreational sphere
Indicator Assessment parameters
1. Object accessibility 3 — availability of an asphalted road near the object, as well as the possibility to

reach it by at least 2 modes of transportation

2 — availability of an asphalted road near the object, as well as the possibility to
reach it by at least 1 mode of transportation

1 — availability of an asphalted road in the vicinity

0 — there is no asphalted road near the facility.
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Continuation of table 1

Indicator

Assessment parameters

2. Infrastructure provision

3 — availability of accommodation and catering services on the territory adjacent to
the facility

2 — availability of accommodation and catering services at a distance of no more
than 10 km from the facility

1 — availability of accommodation and catering services at a distance of no more
than 20 km from the fa

0 — absence of accommodation and catering services at a distance of less than 20
km from the facility

3. Organization of events

3 — at least 2 events per year

2 — one annual event

1 — holding a one-off event that is not of an annual nature

0 — no events

4. Availability of excursions

3 — more than 3 excursion programs

2 — 23 excursion programs

1 — 1 excursion programs

0 — no excursion programs

5. Public activity

3 — social media, website and video hosting presence (all three)

2 — availability of two of the above positions

1 — availability of one of the above positions

0 — no public activity

Table 2

Evaluation of the Rostov region archaeological sites as tourist and recreational destinations

Archaeological site Average score Category of the possibility degree for
using in tourism
Ethno-archaeological complex “The Lost World” 2.8
Tanais Archaeological Reserve Museum 2.6 Good
Azov Fortress 2.2
Annenskaya fortress 1.6
Temernitskoe ancient settlement 1.4
Kobyakovo ancient settlement 1.2
Liventsovsky fortress 1.2 Satisfactory
Semikarakorsk fortress 1.2
Sambek settlement 1.2
Karataev settlement 1.2
Elizavetinsky settlement 1.0
Rakushechni Yar 0.6
Crimean ancient settlement 0.6 Unsatisfactory
Kurgan group “5 brothers” 0.4
Yagodinka II 0.2

As an adaptation of the presented methodology, the archaeological sites of Rostov region were evaluated. It was

done according to the five presented positions, after which an average score was made for it. As a result, all sites were

divided by the degree of possibility of their use in tourism activities: “good” (2—3 points), “satisfactory” (1-2 points) and

“unsatisfactory” (0—1 points).
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The objects for assessment were selected according to the criteria of the possibility of conducting tourist and excursion
programs on their territory (presence of the object or its part on the surface, favorable landscape, availability of hiking
trails leading to the object).

As aresult, 15 objects located in different parts of the Rostov region were evaluated. The integral assessment for each
site is presented in Table 2.

The analysis of the assessment results allows us to draw a number of conclusions. It is noteworthy that only three
sites, the ethno-archaeological complex “Lost World”, the Tanais Archaeological Reserve Museum and the Azov Fortress
received the category “good” of the possibility degree of using archaeological resources in tourism activities. These sites
are characterized by a developed infrastructure and regularly held events, such as “Tanais Day”, “Reconstruction of the
Azov siege”, festivals dedicated to Slavic holidays and others [12]. It should be noted the fact that all the objects of this
evaluation category are located within, or not far from the Rostov, which leads to a significant attendance by the residents
of the region and motivation for further expansion of events and existing infrastructure facilities. It is the objects of this
area that should be rationally involved in the archaeological tours being developed.

Archaeological sites rated as “satisfactory” are characterized primarily by their territorial accessibility and location in
areas with relatively well-developed infrastructure. Nevertheless, in terms of their public activity, they are significantly
inferior to the first category sites, in particular, due to the lack of official websites and communities in social networks.
Excursion programs are conducted on the territory of some of these sites (Elizavetinsky ancient settlement, Anninskaya
fortress), which, however, have not reached the level of regular tourist routes. It is assumed that with a proper vector of
development, these archaeological sites can eventually reach the parameters corresponding to the assessment of good,
because they are located near settlements with developed infrastructure and have significant archaeological value.

The “unsatisfactory”rating was giventothesitesthathave extremely lowindicatorsinall parameters. Ontheterritory
ofthese sites there is almost completely no tourist infrastructure, no regular events of event character are held, and also
a high degree of public activity and availability of permanent excursion programs are not recorded. Nevertheless,
these sites have significant potential for use in tourism activities, provided that the adjacent territory is developed,
possible creation of museum complexes and subsequent involvement in the tourist and excursion sphere of the
Rostov region.

It is assumed that the presented methodology can be used not only for «cross-sectional» assessment of the state of
archaeological sites as tourist resources, but also for dynamics’ monitoring of the archaeological monuments’ development,
recording changes in their condition. Also, the assessment methodology can be considered as a “key”, so there is
a possibility of its adaptation in other subjects of the Russian Federation.

Further development and improvement of the assessment methodology is possible, both by including additional
parameters (for example, criteria of the physical condition of objects) and by taking it to a higher hierarchical level, in
which the objects of assessment can be administrative districts as a whole.

Discussion and conclusion. The conducted research allows us to draw a number of conclusions:

1. Currently, the research literature presents several methods for assessing tourism and recreational resources, including
cultural and historical resources, as well as methods for assessing the condition of archaeological sites. Nevertheless,
there is no unified methodology for assessing archaeological monuments from the perspective of their use in tourism.

2. The presented methodology for assessing the possibility degree of archaeological sites’ involvement in tourism
includes five parameters, such as accessibility, infrastructure development, holding events, availability of realized
excursions, public activity. Each of the parameters is evaluated on a four-point scale, as a result of which the objects are
divided into three categories: “good”, “satisfactory”, “unsatisfactory”.

3. The assessment of fifteen archacological sites in Rostov region allowed us to typify them according to the possibility
of their involvement in tourism. As a result, three sites — ethno-archaeological complex “Lost World”, the Tanais
Archaeological Reserve Museum and the Azov Fortress received the highest rating. These objects are distinguished by
well-developed tourist infrastructure, regularly held events and excursion programs, as well as a high degree of public
activity. It is assumed that these sites should be primarily involved in the archaeological tours to be developed.

The presented methodology can be further developed through the expansion of evaluation parameters, as well as
through its application to archaeological sites of other subjects of the Russian Federation. In addition, the use of this
methodology is possible to fix the dynamic parameters of the development of objects.
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