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COMPARATIVE ASSESSMENT OF LEVEL AND POTENTIAL
RECREATIONAL AND TOURIST DEVELOPMENT OF AREAS AND
CITIES OF REGIONAL VALUE OF ODESSA REGION
Results of estimation and the analysis of potential of recreational and tourist

development of administrative and territorial units of regional level of management
are presented in article, in particular, of areas and the cities of regional value of
Odessa region, in comparison with the modern level of recreational and tourist
development of the specified units.

Potential of recreational and tourist development of areas and cities of regional
value of Odessa region it is estimated according to degree of suitability of the
territory before development of the priority tourist directions: medical and improving,
recreational and improving, cultural and informative and other types (including
sports, rural and green). Acted as the main indicators of estimation: recreational
assessment of climatic indicators, mineral waters and dirt, brines of estuaries,
landscape; existence of an exit to the coast of the Black Sea and the reservoirs
suitable for beach rest; quantity of instructions and objects of culture, natural and
historical instructions; existence of natural and reserved fund, hunting grounds etc.

Estimation of a modern level of development of a recreational and tourist
complex of territories is executed in such directions: an ecological condition of the
territory, a condition of development medical and improving, recreational, sports,
cultural and informative and the social directed tourism. Acted as the corresponding
indicators, in particular: recreational and technogenic load of the territory; capacity of
sanatorium, improving and recreational establishments; existence of specialized
rounds, excursions and other tourist offers, club establishments; child care and youth

sanatorium and recreational facilities.
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Comparison of results of estimation in the specified two directions and their
guantitative analysis allowed to draw a conclusion that direct dependence of a level
of development of a recreational and tourist complex of administrative units of
Odessa region on the capacity of their territories it isn't observed. Recreational
capacity of the territory isn't a sufficient condition of successful functioning of
recreational branch yet. Success is defined by efficiency of use of this potential,
activity of creation and advance of a tourist product rather, as it is necessary to
consider during the determining of priority zones of development of tourism and
creation of strategy of their development.

Keywords: recreational resources, potential of recreational and tourist

development, recreational and tourist complex.

Cenua Cepriii AHaToJ1iHOBHUY,
POBIIHUIA CTICHIANIICT YIPABIIHHS MABUIICHHS KBami(ikallii Kaapis

OPIAY HALY npwu IIpe3unentosi Ykpainu

HOPIBHAJIBHA OIIIHKA PIBHA TA IOTEHIIAJTY
PEKPEAIIIMHO-TYPUCTUYHOT'O PO3BUTKY PAHOHIB
I MICT OBJACHOI'O 3HAYEHHSA OJIECHKOI OBJIACTI

VY crarTi TpencTaBICHO pPe3yNbTaTh aHali3y W OI[IHIOBaHHS MOTEHIlaTy
peKpealiiHO-TyPUCTUYHOTO PO3BUTKY aJMIHICTPATUBHO-TEPUTOPIATILHUX OAUHUIIL
00JIaCHOTO pIBHS YIPaBIIHHS, 30KpeMa, paloHIB 1 MICT OOJACHOIO 3HAYEHHS
Opnecrhkoi 007acTi y MOPIBHAHHI 13 Cy4acHHM PiBHEM pPEKpearliiHO-TYPUCTHIHOTO
PO3BUTKY 3a3HAYCHHUX OJIUHUII.

[ToTentian pekpeamniifHO-TypUCTUYHOTO PO3BUTKY PAMOHIB 1 MICT 00JacHOTO
3HaueHHs Opjechbkoi 00JacTl OIIIHEHO BIAMOBIAHO JO CTYNEHIO MPHUAATHOCTI
TEPUTOPIi JUIsl PO3BUTKY MNPIOPUTETHUX HANPAMIB TYypU3MY, a caMme: JIKYyBaJbHO-
037I0pPOBYOT0; PEKpPEaIliiiHO-0310POBUOTO; KYJIbTYpHO-TII3HABAIBHOTO; IHIUX BUIB

(y TOMy 4HcCIl CHOPTUBHOIO; CIIBCHKOIO Ta 3€yeHOro). OCHOBHUMH 1HAMKATOPaMU
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OLIIHIOBAHHS  BUCTYNWJIW: pEKpealiiiHa OIIHKa KIIMaTUYHUX TOKAa3HUKIB,
MiHEpaJIbHUX BOJ 1 Tpsi3ed, pomnu JMMaHiB, JaHAMATy; HASBHICTb BUXOIY IO
y30epexoks YopHOro Mops Ta BOJOWM, NMPUAATHUX IS IUISDKHOTO BIATOYUHKY;
KUIBKICTh TaM’ATOK 1 OO’€KTIB KyJbTYPH, MPUPOJHUX Ta ICTOPUYHHUX IaM’ SITOK;
HasBHICTh MPUPOTHO-3AMIOBITHOTO (POHITY, MUCIIMBCHKUX YT1b Ta 1H.

OmiHIOBaHHS CY4YacCHOrO pIBHIO PO3BUTKY pEKpealiifHO-TypUCTUYHOTO
KOMIUIEKCY TEPUTOpid 3MIMCHEHO 3a TaKUMHU HalpsMaMd: EKOJIOTIYHHHA CTaH
TEPUTOPIi, CTaH PO3BUTKY JIKYBaJIbHO-030POBYOI0, PEKpealiitHoro, CriopTUBHOTO,
KyJIbTYpPHO-TI3HABAIIBHOTO Ta COLIAJIBHO-CIIPIMOBAHOTO Typu3My. BianosinHumu
IHANKATOpaMH BHUCTYNHIIM, 30KpeMa: peKpearlifHO-TEXHOTCHHE HABAaHTAXKCHHS Ha
TEPUTOPIIO0, EMHICTh CAHATOPHO-KYPOPTHHX, O3J0POBUMX 1 pEKpealliifHUX 3aKJIaJiB;
HAsBHICTh CHEIlali30BaHUX TYpPIB, €KCKYPCIi Ta 1HIIUX TYPUCTUUHHUX IMPOIO3HIIIH,
KIyOHHMX 3aKJIaJiB; HASBHICTh TUTAYMX Ta MOJOJIKHUX CaHATOPHO-KYPOPTHUX 1
peKpeariiuux 3aKIaiiB.

[TopiBHSIHHS pe3y/ibTaTIB OIIHIOBaHL Yy 3a3HAYEHUX JBOX HampsMmax Ta ix
KUIBKICHUHM aHalli3 J03BOJWIM JIWTH BUCHOBKY, IO MPSAMOI 3aJIEKHOCTI PIBHIO
PO3BUTKY pEKpeaIifHO-TypUCTUYHOTO KOMIUIEKCY aJAMIHICTPATUBHUX OIMHMUIIb
Opnecwkoi 00s1acTi Bi MOTEHIIANY X TEPUTOPIM HE crocTepiraeTbes. Pexpeariinuii
MOTEHINlal TEepUTOpli M€ HEe € 3alMopyKoKW YCIIIMHOCTI (YHKIIOHYBaHHS
peKpearliiHoi Tajly3i, sKa CKOpillle BU3HAYAETHCA €(PEKTUBHICTIO BUKOPHUCTAHHS
IILOTO TMOTEHIlaTy, aKTUBHICTIO CTBOPEHHS 1 MPOCYBaHHS TYPUCTUYHOTO MPOAYKTY,
110 HEOOX1/IHO BpaXxOBYBATH MPU BU3HAUEHHI MPIOPUTETHUX 30H PO3BUTKY TYpPHU3MY U

KarouoBi caoBa:  pekpealiiHi  pecypcH, TIOTEHIAJ  PeKpealiifHo-

TYPUCTUYHOTO PO3BUTKY, PEKPEALIMHO-TYPUCTUYHUN KOMILJIEKC
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Cenua Cepreii AHATOIbEBHY
CPABHUTEJIBHASI OHEHKA YPOBHS U IIOTEHLHUAJIA

PEKPEAIIMOHHO-TYPUCTUYECKOTI'O PA3BUTHS PAHOHOB
U TOPOJ0OB OBJACTHOI'O 3HAYEHUS OJIECCKOHM OBJIACTHU

B crarbe mpencTaBieHbl pe3yNbTaThl OLICHWBAHWA W aHalu3a MOTEHIHaa
PEKpEaMOHHO-TYPUCTHYECKOTO  Pa3BUTUSA  aIMUHHCTPATUBHO-TEPPUTOPUATHLHBIX
eIWHUI] OO0JIACTHOTO YpPOBHS YIIpaBJICHUS, B YaCTHOCTH, PAaOHOB U TOPOIOB
oOnacTHOro 3HaueHus: Opecckoil 00acTh, B CPAaBHEHUU C COBPEMEHHBIM YPOBHEM
PEKpPeaMOHHO-TYPUCTUYECKOTO PAa3BUTHUS YKa3aHHBIX €IUHUII.

[ToreHunan pekpeanoHHO-TYPUCTUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHS PallOHOB M TOpPOJIOB
obmactHoro 3HadeHus Ojecckoil 00JacTU OLIEHEHO B COOTBETCTBHM CO CTENEHBIO
OPUTOJTHOCTU ~ TEPPUTOPUM  JIO  Pa3BUTHS  IPUOPUTETHBIX  TYPUCTUUYECKHUX
HanpaBjeHUH:  J1€4e0HO-0370POBUTENBLHOTO,  PEKpPEalMOHHO-0310pPOBUTEIBHOTO,
KYJIbTYpPHO-TIO3HABATEJILHOTO W JPYTUX BUAOB (B TOM 4HCIE€ CHOPTHUBHOTO,
CEJIbCKOrO0 U 3eyieHOro). OCHOBHBIMU WHJUKAaTOpaMHU OLICHUBAHUS BBICTYIHIIU:
pEeKpeanroHHas OlleHKa KIMMaTUYeCKUX IMOKa3aTeseil, MUHEepalbHBIX BOJA M Tps3eil,
panbl JIMMaHOB, JaHAwadTa; HAIU4YME BbIXOAa K moOepexkbio YepHoro mops u
BOJIOEMOB, TMPUTOIHBIX I TUISHKHOTO OTABIXA; KOJMUYECTBO MAMSITOK U OOBEKTOB
KYJBTYpBI, IPUPOAHBIX U UCTOPHUECKHUX MAMSITOK; HATHUNE MPUPOIHO-3aTIOBETHOTO
(doH1a, OXOTHUYBHUX YTrOJIUN U T. 1.

OreHrBaHNE COBPEMEHHOTO YPOBHS Pa3BUTHUS PEKPEALMOHHO-TYPUCTHUECKOTO
KOMIUIEKCA TEPPUTOPUN BBINOJHEHO IO TaKUM HaIPaBJICHUSAM: SKOJOTHYECKOE
COCTOSTHUE  TEPPUTOPUH, COCTOSIHME  Pa3BUTHS  JIeueOHO-03OPOBUTEIBHOTO,
PEKpEaMoOHHOTO,  CHOPTHUBHOTO, KYyJIbTYpHO-TIO3HABATENLHOTO W  COILMAIBHO-
HampaBlieHHOro Typu3ma. COOTBETCTBYIOIIMMHU HWHAMKATOPAMH BBICTYIUJIM, B
YaCTHOCTH: PEKPEAIlMOHHO-TEXHOTCHHAsi Harpy3ka Ha TEPPUTOPHIO; EMKOCTh
CaHaTOPHO-KYPOPTHBIX, 03JI0POBUTEIBHBIX U PEKPEALIMOHHBIX YUPEKACHUI; HATHUUNE
CHELMATM3UPOBAHHBIX TYpPOB, SKCKYPCUH M IPYIMX TYPUCTHUECKHUX MPEITOKECHHM,
KIyOHBIX YUPEXKIEHUH; JETCKUX M MOJOJSKHBIX CAHATOPHO-KYPOPTHBIX W

PEKPEAMOHHBIX YUPEKICHUM.
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CpaBHEHHE pe3ylbTaTOB OLICHUBAHUS B YKa3aHHBIX JABYX HAIPaBICHUSAX U UX
KOJIMYECTBEHHBIM aHaIU3 MO3BOJIMIM CIEJIaTh BBIBOJ, YTO MPSIMOM 3aBUCUMOCTH
YPOBHSI Pa3BUTHUSA PEKPEAMOHHO-TYPUCTUUECKOTO KOMIUIEKCAa aJIMHHUCTPATUBHBIX
equaull Opmecckoi 00JIacTH OT TOTEHLMajda WX TEPPUTOPUM HE HaOIIoAaeTcs.
PexpeallnoHHBIN TOTEHIHUAI TEPPUTOPUH €IIE HE ABISAETCA JTOCTATOYHBIM YCIOBHUEM
yCHEMHOro (YHKIMOHUPOBAHUSI PEKPEAMOHHON OTpaciu. YCHEmHOCTh CKOpee
onpeaensercss 3¢(HEeKTUBHOCTHIO KCIOJIB30BAHUS 3TOTO TMOTEHIMANa, aKTUBHOCTHIO
CO3JaHUsl U MPOABUKEHUS TYPUCTHUECKOTO TWPOJYKTa, YTO M HEO0OXOIUMO
YUHUTBIBATh IPHU OINPEAECICHUH NPUOPUTETHBIX 30H Pa3BUTHUS TypH3Ma U CO3JAaHHH
CTpaTEeruu UX pa3BUTUSL.

KiroueBble ci10Ba: pEKpEALMOHHBIE PECYPCHI, MOTEHLHMAN PEKPEAlMOHHO-

TYPUCTUYECKOTO PA3BUTHS, PEKPEALNOHHO-TYPUCTUYECKHN KOMILIIEKC

Formulation of the problem. The changes started in public regional policy and
decentralization require from regions and communities active search and use of their
own resources for regional development. Nowadays at the forefront is the ability of
regions to step up internal reserves of their areas and communities. The key to
success of socio-economic development is the identification of promising areas of
this development, the relevant "points of growth”, and promotion of investment
potential and stimulation of capital investment by providing certain preferences to
investors.

For Odessa region one of the most promising areas is the development of the
tourism industry. The territory of Odessa oblast, especially its coastal strip has high
recreational natural resource potential, particularly, warm climate, sea beaches,
healing mud, mineral water, brine estuaries and lakes, unique natural complex - water
area and coastal estuaries and lakes, hunting and fishing lands. The natural resources
of the oblast determine the suitability of its territory for spa treatment and
rehabilitation, family beach and active youth recreation.

Successful planning and management of recreation industry depends primarily

on adequate evaluation of quantitative and qualitative characteristics of recreational
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resources that is why the characteristics of recreational resources of the Odessa
region are highlighted in many publications.

However, it should be noted that to provide assessment of the recreational
potential of any territory is not enough for areas of tourism priority development
because it does not allow to determine how to use the potential effectively, how to
create and promote tourism product actively. Therefore, a comparative evaluation of
recreation potential and the tourism development of individual administrative districts
remain problematic.

Analysis of recent research and publications. Different methods of territorial
recreational-tourism potential evaluation are thoroughly described in the works of
Ukrainian scientists: M.Boyko, V.Horun, H.Pylypenko, O.Tsurkan and others. Much
attention of scientists in their research of territorial conditions for development of
tourism is given to the analysis and assessment of the level of development of
individual administrative units and resources of the studied areas, particularly in the
works of Yu.Leont'yeva, I.Morozenko, O.Snyehirova. The works of A.Holovchan are
dedicated to the issues of assessment of socio-economic efficiency of the local tourist
destinations. The research by S.Halasyuk is devoted to evaluation of the current state
of development of tourism services providers.

However, among the numerical selection of scientific papers, the issue of
analysis and evaluation of recreational and tourist potential of individual
administrative and territorial units of Odessa oblast compared to the current level of
recreational and tourist development of these units, remained outside the scientific
interests of researchers.

The aim of the article is to provide an analysis and assessment of recreational
and tourist potential of administrative-territorial units at oblast level of management,
in particular, of rayons and cities of oblast importance of Odessa oblast (hereinafter -
administrative unit) compared to the current level of recreational and tourist
development of these units.

Basic material. Evaluation of recreational and tourist potential of

administrative units of Odessa oblast was carried out according to the degree of
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suitability of areas for tourism development priorities, namely health and fitness;
recreation and fitness; cultural and educational; other types of tourism (including
sports, agriculture and green tourism). The information sources for the evaluation
were: the results of natural recreational resources of the Odessa oblast study, which
were done by V.V.Horun, GP Pylypenko and O.l.Tsurkan [4-7]; the scheme of
territories planning of health resort and recreational allocation in Odessa oblast [12];
Ecological passport of Odessa oblast [8]; tourist sites of Odessa oblast and of its
administrative units.

Suitability of the administrative unit for the development of medical and health
tourism was estimated by the following indicators: recreation score of climatic
indicators; recreational score of mineral water; the presence of mineral mud (brine);
availability of spa areas.

Recreational assessment of climate indicators is a composite score consisting
of such scoring as: the average temperature in July, the average water temperature,
humidity, intensity of total solar radiation, the duration of sunshine a year, wind
speed, the number of days in the year when the temperature is not less than 15° C, the
length and duration of the period of heliotherapy and beach season [6]. Recreation
score of mineral water was carried by the number of sources, their threshold capacity
(seats/treatment) and degree of mineralization of water [6, 7].

According to the assessment, the most suitable for the development of medical
and health tourism were: thr city of Odessa, Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy, Kominternivskiy,
Ovidiopolskiy and Tatarbunarskiy rayons due to the presence of mineral water and/or
mud treatment sources on their territory. The next group of relatively average fitness
area to the development of medical and health tourism was: the towns of Bilgorod-
Dnistrovskiy, Izmail, Illichivsk, Yuzhne and Kotovsk and rayons: Anan'ivskiy,
Artsyzkiy, Bilyaevskiy, Izmailskiy, Kiliyskiy, Reniyskiy and Saratskiy. This is due to
the presence of the only one category of medical natural resources on their territory,
or (as in the town of Izmail) with high environmental recreational assessment of

climate resources. The rest of the administrative units that have relatively low
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suitability for the development of medical and health tourism were included into the
next group.

It should be noted that in the Odessa oblast there are no administrative units
which are inapplicable for this type of tourism, because at least according to one
indicator - recreational assessment of climatic conditions - they are higher than most
similar administrative units in Ukraine.

Suitability of administrative units for the development of recreational and
health tourism was estimated by the following indicators: recreation score climatic
indicators; recreational assessment of the landscape; availability of access to the
Black Sea; availability of water ponds suitable for bathing and beach holidays.

Recreational assessment of climate indicators as an indicator was taken into
account and described above, however, this indicator is also important for the
development of recreational and health tourism, and therefore it is counted as part of
the indicators for the second indicator. Recreational landscape assessment was carried
out by the density and depth of dissection, steep slopes, easy approaches to water
acidity, and water logging and plowed [7]. Having access to the Black Sea was
estimated by length of shoreline, the presence of water ponds, suitable for a beach
holiday - according to their actual presence [12].

The most suitable for the development of recreational and health tourism were:
the city of Odessa and Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy, Bilyaevskiy, Izmailskiy, Kiliyskiy,
Kominternivskiy, Ovidiopolskiy, Reniyskiy and Tatarbunarskiy rayons. The next
group of relatively average fitness area to the development of recreational and health
tourism were the towns of Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy, Izmail, Illichivsk, Yuzhne and
Kotovsk and such rayons as: Anan'ivskiy, Bolgradskiy Tarutinskiy. To the next group
the rayons with relatively low suitability for development of recreational and health
tourism were enrolled: Baltskiy, Savranskiy, Ismailskiy, Artsyzkiy and Saratskiy.

Suitability of administrative units for the development of cultural tourism was
evaluated by the following indicators: the number of cultural monuments; the number

of natural attractions; number of cultural objects; amount of religious objects.
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The most suitable for the development of cultural tourism was the city of
Odessa. Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy and Illichivsk and such rayons as: Anan'ivskiy,
Artsyzkiy, Bilyaivskiy, Kiliskiy, Kominternivskiy, Ovidiopolskiy, Saratskiy,
Tatarbunarskiy construct the next group of relatively average fitness areas to the
development of cultural tourism. The other administrative units made up a group with
relatively low suitability for the development of cultural tourism.

Suitability of administrative units for the development of other types of tourism
(sports, agriculture, green tourism) was evaluated by the following indicators:
recreation score of climatic indicators; recreational assessment of landscape; the
availability of natural reserve fund (area, km2); availability of hunting grounds (area,
km2); the number of natural attractions [8,12].

According to the evaluation the most suitable for the development of sport,
green, and other types of tourism were: the city of Odessa, Bilyaivskiy, Kiliyskiy,
Kominternivskiy — Tatarbunarskiy rayons. Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy, Izmailskiy,
Ovidiopolskiy, Reniskiy, Saratskiy and Tarutinskij rayons constitute the next group
of relatively average fitness area for the development of sport, green and other
tourism. Less suitable areas for the development of sport, green, and other types of
tourism were; the towns of Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy, 1zmail, Illichivsk and Yuzhne and
rayons:  Anan'ivskiy,  Artsyzksy, Baltskiy,  Berezovskiy,  Bolgradskiy,
Velykomykhailivskiy, lvanivskiy, Kotovskiy, Krasnooknyanskiy, Lyubashivskiy,
Mykolaivskiy, Rozdilnyanskiy, Savranskiy, Shyryayivskiy and Frunzivskiy. The next
group enrolled the administrative units that have relatively low suitability for sports,
green, and other types of tourism: Kotovskiy and Kodymskiy rayons.

Summarised assessment of recreational and tourist potential of administrative
units of Odessa oblast was obtained as the average of the four indicators described
above.

Evaluation of the current level of recreational and tourist development of
administrative units of Odessa oblast was carried out in the following directions: the
environmental condition of the territory; state of medical, health and recreational

tourism; the state of sports tourism development (by types of tourism); the state of
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cultural tourism development (by types of tourism); state of social-directed tourism
development. Selection of appropriate indicators was done from the analysis
conducted in scientific papers researching the status of the tourism and recreational
development [1, 2, 9-11, 13].

Regarding different elements of characteristics'’ measurement of the

development of tourism in these areas, the valuation assessment was carried out by

the formula:
1=1,n
X=> !
i Max x; —min x;
i=l,n .
i=L,n
where

Xi - evaluation of certain characteristics of the object (rayon, city/town);

Xij - assessment i - of the object j- that indicator;

I - number of the object of evaluation;

J - number of the indicator;

n - number of objects of evaluation;

m - number of indicators [10].

Ecological conditions are assessed on the basis of recreational and
anthropogenic impact according to the following indicators: the density of tourists
(persons/km?2); density of beds (beds/km2); density of the harmful emissions (kg/km
3); density of waste | - 11 danger class (kg/km2).

As the result the division of administrative units of Odessa oblast due to
categories was obtained. Anan'ivskiy, Berezovskiy, Ivanivskiy, Kodymskiy,
Kotovskiy, Krasnooknyanskiy, Mykolayivskiy, Savranskiy, Tarutinskiy and
Frunzivskiy rayons belong to units, which are the most suitable for the development
of tourism in terms of the current ecological status. The city of Odessa, Izmail,
Ilichivsk, and Berezovskiy and lvanivskiy rayons belong to units in which there is

the largest environmental condition that prevents the development of tourism.
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The state of medical and health tourism and recreational tourism was
estimated by the following indicators: the number of the leading spa facilities; the
capacity of health institutions; capacity of recreational facilities.

For the evaluation of absolute leaders in terms of "the state of medical, health
and recreational tourism™ were the city of Odessa and Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy and
Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy rayon. Ovidiopolskiy rayon is in the next group by a
considerable estrangement.

The territories with the development of medical, health and recreation tourism
were Kiliyskiy, Kominternivskiy and Tatarbunarskiy rayons. In other administrative
units of Odessa oblast the studied indicator is extremely low.

The state of sports tourism according to its types was estimated by the
following indicators: the state of water tourism development; the state of cycling; the
state of automobile tourism development; the state of the equestrian (horse) tourism;
the state of the adventure tourism (hunting, fishing, gathering mushrooms, berries,
plants, etc.); the state of extreme tourism. Thus the main focus was directed to
identify the relevant specialized tours, excursions, accommodation facilities, clubs
etc.

According to the results of the evaluation the tremendous conditions for the
development of sports tourism were created in the city of Odessa; at the average level
there is sports tourism represented in Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy, Kiliyskiy,
Ovidiopolskiy and Kominternivskiy rayons; in Anan‘ivskiy, Bilyayivskiy, 1zmailskiy
and Rozdilnyanskiy rayons the sports tourism is at the primary level; in other
administrative units there are no conditions for the development of sports tourism.

The state of cultural and educational tourism as for its types was estimated by
the following indicators: the state of historical and archaeological tourism; the state
of ethnographic tourism; the state of rural tourism development; the state of green
(ecological) tourism; the state of the wine, gastronomic tourism; the state of the event
tourism; the state of religious tourism. In addition to these indicators, the activity in
using existing tourist facilities within the respective tours and excursions, the number

and variety of specialized travel deals was also taken into account in assessing.
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As the result in evaluating the current state of cultural tourism development,
the leaders were the city of Odessa and Kiliyskiy and Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy rayons.
It is worth to note that the city of Odessa has been praised by the development of
event tourism and the presence of a relatively large number of tour routes and
recreational facilities, and Kiliyskiy and Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy rayons - due to fairly
uniform development of agriculture, green, and ethnographic tourism. In the next
group with the considerable avulsion from the leaders are. Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy
town, Baltskiy, Tarutinskiy and Ovidiopolskiy rayons. The territories with inadequate
development of cultural tourism were Ismailskiy, Kominternivskiy, Reniyskiy,
Saratskiy, Tatarbunarskiy and Shyryayivskiy rayons. In other administrative units the
studied indicator is extremely low.

The state of social-directed tourism development was investigated by the
following indicators: number of children's sanatoriums and recreational facilities; the
number of youth recreational facilities; number of recreational facilities for persons
with disabilities.

As the result of evaluation the tremendous conditions for socio-directed
tourism were created in the city of Odessa; this kind of tourism is represented in
Anan'ivskiy, Baltskiy and Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy rayons (basically, they are
children's summer camps), but clearly at the insufficient level; in other administrative
units the conditions for socio-aimed tourism were not created.

The summarised assessment of the current level of recreational and tourist
development of administrative units of Odessa oblast was obtained as the average
meaning of the five indicators described above.

The city of Odessa has obtained the highest assessment of recreational-tourism
development (0.524 points). Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy rayon is the next in the ranking
(0.407 points). Further with considerable evulsion from these leaders (with estimates
of 0.286 to 0.200 points) is a group of such administrative units as: Kiliyskiy,
Anan'ivskiy, Baltskiy rayons, the town of Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy, and Tarutinskiy,
Kominternivskiy, Tatarbunarskiy, Mykolayivskiy, Savranskiy, Berezovskiy,

Frunzivskiy, Kodymskiy, Ivanivskiy, Kotovskiy, Krasnooknyanskiy rayons. The next
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group according to rating (with grades from 0.179 to 0.100) is: Shyryayivskiy,
Saratskiy,  Ovidiopolskiy,  Velykomykhailivskiy,  Bolgradskiy  Artsyzkiy,
Lyubashivskiy, Reniyskiy, Rozdilnyanskiy rayons and towns of Yuzhne and
Kotovsk. The group with the lowest rating (from 0.092 to 0.055) are Izmailskiy and
Belyayivskiy rayons and towns of Illichivsk and Izmail.

As a result of evaluation of recreational and tourist development of
administrative units in Odessa oblast it was found much differentiation. Thus at the
highest level there is only the city of Odessa, at the sufficient level there is only
Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy rayon. The revealed unevenness allows to speculate that the
level of recreational and tourist development depends mainly on the availability of
recreation and tourism resources. The comparison of assessments in these two areas

Is presented in Figurel.

Odessa city
Shyryayivskiy rayon
Frunzivskiy rayon ~1

~ Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy town
7] Izmail town

Tatarbunarskiy rayon lllichivsk town

Tarutinskiy rayon Kotovsk town

Saratskiy rayon Yuzhne town

Savranskiy rayon

Anan'ivskiy rayon

| Artsyzkiy rayon

Reniyskiy rayon —

| Baltskiy rayon

Rozdilnyanskiy rayon

Ovidiopolskiy rayon \ / Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy rayon

Mykolayivskiy rayon Bilyayivskiy rayon

Lyubashivskiy rayon Berezivskiy rayon

Krasnooknyanskiy rayon Bolgradskiy rayon

Kotovskiy rayon Velykomykhailivskiy rayon

Kominternivskiy rayon o o Ivanivskiy rayon
Kodymskiy rayon o Izmailskiy rayon
Kiliyskiy rayon
=4==Level of recreational and tourist development == Potential of recreational and tourist development

Figure 1 - Comparison chart of the current level and potential recreational and tourist

development of the administrative units of Odessa oblast.
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According to Figure 1 one can conclude that the assumption of the dependence
of recreational and tourist development of the administrative units of Odessa oblast
on recreational and tourism potential of their territories are not true for all objects
which were analyzed. Thus, the two scores of estimation are coinciding only for the
city of Odessa; for other rayons, this estimation is different. Visual relevant
conclusions are supported by quantitative analyses, the methods of which were
proposed in this research [3]:

- calculated index of correlation by Spearman according to estimation of the
level of recreational and tourist development is 0.479, indicating the presence of only
a weak link between the studied objects;

- index of determination, in turn, is equal to 0.2298, which indicates that only
22.98% of the variation ratings of recreational and tourist development explains the
variation of recreational and tourist potential.

Thus, the level of recreational and tourist development is higher than the
potential for such administrative units, as the towns of Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy and
Kotovsk and such rayons as Anan'ivskiy, Artsyzkiy, Baltskiy, Bilgorod-Dnistrovskiy,
Berezivskiy, Bolgradskiy, Velykomykhailivskiy, Ivanivskiy, Kiliyskiy, Kodymskiy,
Kotovskiy, Krasnooknyanskiy, Lyubashivskiy, Mykolayivskiy, Rozdilnyanskiy,
Savranskiy, Saratskiy, Tarutinskiy, Frunzivskiy and Shyryayivskiy.

The level of recreational and tourist development is below the corresponding
potential for administrative units such as: the towns of Izmail, Illichivsk, Yuzhne and
such rayons as Bilyayivskiy, Izmailskiy, Kominternivskiy, Ovidiopolskiy, Reniyskiy
and Tatarbunarskiy.

To make a grouping of administrative units by generalized assessments of
potential and current level of recreational and tourism development the defined
meanings and the limited intervals of the mentioned scores were calculated [3]. As
the result the grouping of administrative units of Odessa oblast was obtained and

presented in Table 1.
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Table 1

Grouping of territorial units of Odessa oblast on their generalized assessments

of potential and current level of recreational and tourism development.

Level of recreational and tourism development

Savranskiy,
Frunzivskiy,

Shyryayivskiy

rayons

low initial satisfactory relevant stable

3 the city
= of
<= Odessa

= Kominternivskiy, Bilgorod-

25 Bilyayivskiy OV|d|opoIsk|y, Dnistrovskiy

SIS rayon Tatarbunarskiy

=) rayon

g rayons

= the towns of the town of

S - I_zm_all, . Bilgorod-

‘=| = | Hlichivsk, Artsyzkiy, . )

S| 8 . Dnistrovskiy

2l 3 Yuzhne, Bolgradskiy, Kilivski

S| O | Izmailskiy, Saratskiy rayons | o YSKIY,

- o Tarutinskiy

© Reniyskiy

T rayons

c rayons

-% Berezivskiy,

< Velykomykhailivski

o y, Ivanivskiy,

k= Kodymskiy,

| 2| thetown of Kotovskiy, L

€| S| Kotovsk, Krasnooknyanskiy, Anan |vs_k|y,

T| @ : R Baltskiy

S| © | Rozdilnyansk | Lyubashivskiy, (AVONS

0= Iy rayon Mykolayivskiy, y

Conclusions and recommendations for further research. The analysis and

evaluation of potential recreational and tourist development of rayons and towns of

oblast importance of Odessa oblast in comparison to the current level of recreational

and tourist development suggest that determination of the direction, features and

ways of further development of these administrative units should be based on the

current level and potential of recreational and tourist development, as well as to the

extent of these characteristics.
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Prospects for further research are in the development on the basis of
assessments of appropriate strategies of recreational and tourist development of
rayons and towns of oblast importance centers of Odessa oblast, in dissemination of

experience obtained in this work at the inter-regional level.
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