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ABSTRACT 
Th#s conceptual study seeks to explore the #ntr#cate and mult#d#mens#onal relat#onsh#p between mar#t#me 

culture and archaeotour#sm through a focused exam#nat#on of the Anc#ent C#ty of Kn#dos, a h#stor#cally s#gn#f#cant 
settlement strateg#cally s#tuated at the #ntersect#on of the Aegean and Med#terranean c#v#l#zat#ons. Ow#ng to #ts 
favorable geograph#cal pos#t#on and #ts h#ghly developed harbor #nfrastructure, Kn#dos played a prom#nent role as 
a mar#t#me trade hub dur#ng ant#qu#ty. In the present day, the s#te cont#nues to draw scholarly and tour#st#c attent#on, 
largely due to the abundance of #ts tang#ble and #ntang#ble mar#t#me cultural her#tage. When cons#dered w#th#n the 
framework of archaeotour#sm, th#s her#tage presents cons#derable potent#al not only for preserv#ng cultural #dent#ty 
but also for generat#ng soc#o-econom#c benef#ts and promot#ng susta#nable development at the reg#onal level. 

The study adopts a comparat#ve conceptual approach by analyz#ng nat#onal archaeotour#sm 
#mplementat#ons #n Turkey alongs#de the case of Kn#dos. The a#m #s to #dent#fy shared challenges and 
opportun#t#es, and to develop a model that can #nform themat#c tour#sm strateg#es grounded #n mar#t#me her#tage. 

Ult#mately, the study proposes a conceptual model that underscores the synergy between her#tage 
preservat#on and themat#c tour#sm development. Th#s model emphas#zes the need for susta#nable v#s#tor 
management, commun#ty part#c#pat#on, d#g#tal #nnovat#on, and #nterd#sc#pl#nary collaborat#on to fully real#ze the 
potent#al of Kn#dos as a dynam#c example of how mar#t#me culture can be mean#ngfully #ntegrated #nto 
archaeotour#sm pol#cy and pract#ce. 
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Kn)dos Ant)k Kent)’nde Den)zc)l)k Kültürü )le Arkeotur)zm 
Arasındak) İl)şk) 

ÖZET 
Bu kavramsal çalışma, Ege ve Akden#z meden#yetler#n#n kes#ş#m noktasında stratej#k b#r konumda yer 

alan tar#hî öneme sah#p Kn#dos Ant#k Kent# özel#nde, den#zc#l#k kültürü #le arkeotur#zm arasındak# karmaşık ve 
çok boyutlu #l#şk#y# #ncelemey# amaçlamaktadır. Elver#şl# coğraf# konumu ve gel#şm#ş l#man altyapısı sayes#nde 
Kn#dos, ant#k dönemde öneml# b#r den#z t#caret merkez# olarak öne çıkmıştır. Günümüzde #se somut ve soyut 
den#zc#l#k kültürel m#rasının zeng#nl#ğ# sayes#nde hem akadem#k hem de tur#st#k #lg# odağı olmaya devam 
etmekted#r. Bu m#ras, arkeotur#zm çerçeves#nde değerlend#r#ld#ğ#nde yalnızca kültürel k#ml#ğ#n korunması 
açısından değ#l; aynı zamanda bölgesel düzeyde sosyo-ekonom#k fayda sağlanması ve sürdürüleb#l#r kalkınmanın 
teşv#k ed#lmes# açısından da öneml# b#r potans#yel barındırmaktadır. 

Çalışma, Kn#dos örneğ#yle b#rl#kte Türk#ye'dek# ulusal arkeotur#zm uygulamalarını anal#z eden 
karşılaştırmalı b#r kavramsal yaklaşım ben#msemekted#r. Amaç, ortak zorlukları ve fırsatları bel#rleyerek, 
den#zc#l#k m#rasına dayalı temat#k tur#zm stratej#ler#n# şek#llend#reb#lecek b#r model gel#şt#rmekt#r. 

Sonuç olarak çalışma, m#rasın korunması #le temat#k tur#zm gel#ş#m# arasındak# s#nerj#y# vurgulayan 
kavramsal b#r model önermekted#r. Bu model, Kn#dos’un potans#yel#n#n tam anlamıyla gerçekleşt#r#lmes# #ç#n 
sürdürüleb#l#r z#yaretç# yönet#m#, yerel halkın katılımı, d#j#tal yen#l#kler ve d#s#pl#nlerarası #ş b#rl#ğ# gerekl#l#ğ#ne 
d#kkat çekmekted#r. Bu bağlamda, den#zc#l#k kültürünün arkeotur#zm pol#t#kalarına ve uygulamalarına anlamlı 
b#ç#mde entegre ed#lmes# öner#lmekted#r. 

Anahtar Kel1meler: Kn#dos, Den#zc#l#k Kültürü, Arkeotur#zm, Kültürel M#ras, Sürdürüleb#l#r Tur#zm. 
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INTRODUCTION 
The Anc(ent C(ty of Kn(dos (s located at the westernmost t(p of the Datça Pen(nsula—

known for (ts mounta(nous terra(n—w(th(n the borders of today’s Datça D(str(ct (n Muğla 
Prov(nce. As one of the most (mportant port c(t(es of ant(qu(ty, Kn(dos served as an act(ve po(nt 
of passage and stopover w(th(n the commerc(al networks of the Med(terranean and Aegean Seas 
(Sözel, 2023: 661). S(tuated w(th(n the Car(a Reg(on dur(ng anc(ent t(mes, the c(ty, along w(th 
(ts two harbors, funct(oned as a strateg(c stopover along the anc(ent mar(t(me trade routes of 
southwestern Anatol(a due to (ts geograph(cal pos(t(on. From the Archa(c and Class(cal per(ods 
onwards, Kn(dos stood out for (ts mar(t(me trade act(v(t(es; (ts harbors served as cr(t(cal 
gateways that connected the c(ty to the outs(de world, (nd(cat(ng a dense volume of mar(t(me 
traff(c (n the reg(on (Aslan, 2015: 101). G(ven Kn(dos’s h(stor(cal prom(nence as a trade and 
mar(t(me center, (ts current cultural her(tage must be exam(ned w(th(n the context of 
archaeotour(sm. At th(s po(nt, evaluat(ng the c(ty’s potent(al through the concept of 
archaeotour(sm becomes part(cularly mean(ngful. 

Archaeotour(sm (s def(ned as a term der(ved from the comb(nat(on of archaeology and 
tour(sm (Jusoh, Sauman, Yunu, Nayan, Nas(r & Raml(, 2017: 1167), and (t holds a s(gn(f(cant 
place w(th(n cultural tour(sm due to (ts (nclus(on of all the cultural her(tage elements left beh(nd 
by past soc(et(es. The ma(n areas of act(v(ty (n th(s type of tour(sm (nclude anc(ent c(t(es, 
h(stor(cal reg(ons, museums, and other archaeolog(cal attract(ons (G(raudo & Porter, 2010: 7–
8; Sr(vastava, 2015, s. 31–32; Thomas & Langl(tz, 2019: 69). Therefore, centers such as Kn(dos, 
w(th the(r r(ch archaeolog(cal accumulat(on, have strong potent(al to serve as pr(mary 
appl(cat(on areas for archaeotour(sm. These act(v(t(es, carr(ed out (n reg(ons conta(n(ng 
archaeolog(cal cultural assets (ACAs), generate pos(t(ve educat(onal, cultural, soc(al, and 
econom(c effects on the local populat(on, thereby contr(but(ng to development at both the local 
and nat(onal levels (Thomas & Langl(tz, 2019: 78). W(th global tour(sm act(v(ty reach(ng 1.4 
b(ll(on people (n 2018 and expected to grow at an average annual rate of 3.3% to even h(gher 
levels by 2030 (UNWTO, 2020), the s(gn(f(cance of archaeotour(sm becomes even more 
apparent when cons(der(ng that a large port(on of th(s (ncrease stems from cultural her(tage-
based tour(sm. 

Mar(t(me culture (s a cultural system encompass(ng soc(al l(festyles connected to the 
sea, econom(c structures, rel(g(ous r(tuals, and both tang(ble and (ntang(ble her(tage. 
Archaeotour(sm, on the other hand, a(ms to preserve and ut(l(ze archaeolog(cal her(tage (n 
tour(sm. These two concepts (ntersect d(rectly through elements such as anc(ent port c(t(es, 
sh(pwrecks, amphorae, harbor (nfrastructures, and sea-related de(t(es (Henderson, 2019). 

Archaeolog3cal Port C3t3es: Anc(ent settlements l(ke Kn(dos, Delos, Salam(s, and 
Naples represent shared doma(ns of both mar(t(me culture and archaeotour(sm (Avram(, 2000). 

Underwater Archaeology: Sh(pwrecks, underwater routes, and trade networks are 
valuable both for academ(c research and for d(v(ng tour(sm (Öztürk, 2010). 

Mythology and Sea De3t3es: F(gures such as Pose(don and Aphrod(te become (ntegral 
to cultural narrat(ves through archaeolog(cal temple s(tes and attract the (nterest of 
archaeotour(sts (Şengal & Şengal, 2024: 757). 

Archaeotour(sm act(v(t(es based on mar(t(me her(tage not only prov(de a source of 
(ncome for local commun(t(es but also contr(bute to the preservat(on of trad(t(onal ways of l(fe. 
Espec(ally (n coastal reg(ons of Greece, Italy, and Turkey w(th mar(t(me pasts, archaeotour(sm 
rev(tal(zes these areas and ensures cultural cont(nu(ty (T(mothy & Nyaupane, 2009). 
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Th(s study a(ms to exam(ne conceptually the (nteract(on between mar(t(me culture and 
archaeotour(sm spec(f(cally (n the Anc(ent C(ty of Kn(dos. The d(scuss(on focuses on how 
Kn(dos, an (mportant port c(ty (n ant(qu(ty, can be evaluated today w(th(n the context of cultural 
her(tage tour(sm and part(cularly archaeotour(sm, through (ts tang(ble and (ntang(ble mar(t(me 
her(tage. W(th(n th(s framework, the study problemat(zes how the mar(t(me-based h(stor(cal 
background of Kn(dos can be (ntegrated (nto contemporary tour(sm pract(ces and proposes a 
conceptual evaluat(on. 

The globally (ncreas(ng trends (n themat(c tour(sm have brought along new approaches 
for exper(enc(ng and preserv(ng cultural her(tage. W(th(n th(s context, archaeotour(sm has 
become a strateg(c doma(n not only for br(ng(ng the past (nto the present but also for local 
development, (dent(ty format(on, and susta(nable tour(sm pol(c(es. The case of Kn(dos, w(th (ts 
un(que her(tage elements rooted (n mar(t(me h(story and mytholog(cal narrat(ves, stands out as 
a key locat(on where such trends mater(al(ze. However, (t (s observed that th(s potent(al has not 
yet been fully real(zed. Therefore, approach(ng Kn(dos from an archaeotour(sm perspect(ve w(ll 
contr(bute not only to the academ(c l(terature but also serve as a gu(de for reg(onal tour(sm 
plann(ng. 

Th(s research (s a conceptual study conducted through a descr(pt(ve approach. Based on 
(nformat(on obta(ned from a l(terature rev(ew, the h(stor(cal, geograph(cal, and cultural 
character(st(cs of Kn(dos have been analyzed (n the context of archaeotour(sm and mar(t(me 
culture. The conceptual framework of the study (s bu(lt on the class(f(cat(on of cultural her(tage 
(tang(ble and (ntang(ble), themat(c types of tour(sm (part(cularly archaeotour(sm), the 
operat(onal(zat(on of mar(t(me culture as a tour(sm value, and pr(nc(ples of susta(nab(l(ty. The 
data obta(ned have been structured under subthemes that enable the evaluat(on of Kn(dos's 
current state and potent(al. 

2. Theoret3cal Background 

2.1. The H3stor3cal and Geograph3cal Importance of Kn3dos: Its Role as a Port C3ty 
The landmass known today as the Datça or Reşad(ye Pen(nsula was referred to (n anc(ent 

sources as the Kn(dos Pen(nsula. It stretches (n an east-west d(rect(on (nto the Aegean Sea from 
the southwestern t(p of Anatol(a. Herodotus (I. 174: 2–3) descr(bed the Kn(dos Pen(nsula as 
extend(ng from the Bybassos Stra(t (n the east to the Tr(op(on Cape (n the west, des(gnat(ng the 
ent(re reg(on as Kn(d(an terr(tory. Accord(ng to h(s account, these lands were bordered by the 
Gulf of Keramos (n the north and the (slands of Syme and Rhodes (n the south. The narrow 
(sthmus that connects the pen(nsula to the ma(nland l(es approx(mately 18 k(lometers west of 
Marmar(s, between Bordont Bay and H(sarönü, and (s around 2 k(lometers w(de. From th(s 
po(nt, the pen(nsula extends approx(mately 63 k(lometers to (ts westernmost po(nt, known today 
as Deveboynu Cape (anc(ent Kap Kr(o), and (s bordered by the Gulf of Gökova and the Bodrum 
Pen(nsula to the north, the (sland of Kos to the west, and the (slands of Rhodes and Syme to the 
south. Accord(ng to Herodotus, the narrowest po(nt of the pen(nsula, the Benc(k Isthmus, 
measures approx(mately f(ve stad(a (about 800 meters) (n w(dth and corresponds today to the 
locat(on known as "Balık Aşıran." Th(s area (s bel(eved to be where the people of Kn(dos 
attempted to d(g a canal to transform the(r c(ty (nto an (sland as a defens(ve measure aga(nst the 
Pers(an commander Harpagus’s campa(gn (n 545 BCE (Herodot, 1973.) 

The Anc(ent C(ty of Kn(dos was founded on Kap Kr(o, a small (sland s(tuated near the 
ma(nland, slop(ng toward the sea and fac(ng south. Th(s un(que topograph(cal sett(ng led the 
anc(ent geographer Strabo to descr(be the c(ty as a “double c(ty.” Over t(me, sed(mentat(on and 
the accumulat(on of sand dunes caused the formerly separate (sland of Kap Kr(o to merge w(th 
the ma(nland, result(ng (n (ts present-day appearance as a pen(nsula. Accord(ng to Strabo's 
accounts, (n ant(qu(ty an art(f(c(al breakwater was constructed between Kap Kr(o and the 
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ma(nland, jo(n(ng the two landmasses wh(le leav(ng a narrow channel (n between. It (s bel(eved 
that passage through th(s channel was poss(ble v(a small boats or a movable br(dge. Th(s 
d(st(nct(ve geograph(cal feature played a cruc(al role (n both the urban development and 
mar(t(me act(v(t(es of Kn(dos (Love, 1968: 134; Bruns-Özgan, 2002: 4; Doksanaltı, 2020: 379). 

As (llustrated (n F(gure 1, the un(on of the ma(nland and Kap Kr(o formed a natural 
(sthmus, wh(ch resulted (n the creat(on of two bays to the east and west. Structural mod(f(cat(ons 
made at the mouths of these bays rendered them sheltered, thereby g(v(ng them d(st(nct harbor 
funct(ons. Due to (ts relat(vely small s(ze, the western bay (s referred to as the "Small Harbor," 
d(rect(onally as the "Western Harbor," and, based on Strabo’s descr(pt(ons and archaeolog(cal 
f(nd(ngs, funct(onally as the "M(l(tary Harbor." The eastern bay, be(ng larger (n scale, (s referred 
to as the "Large Harbor," d(rect(onally as the "Eastern Harbor," and (n terms of funct(on, as the 
"Commerc(al Harbor" (Büyüközer, 2019: 216). 

F1gure 1: Kn$dos M$l$tary and Commerc$al Harbors 

 
Source: Büyüközer, A. (2019). Kn#dos l#man duvarları. Cedrus, 7: 217 

2.2. Mar3t3me Cultural Her3tage 3n Kn3dos 
The vast and naturally sheltered harbor of Kn(dos created a favorable env(ronment for 

the development of both commerc(al and cultural connect(ons w(th the Aegean and Eastern 
Med(terranean reg(ons. The rocky h(lls surround(ng the c(ty prov(ded a natural l(ne of defense 
for the port and naval base, wh(le also offer(ng a topograph(cal structure conduc(ve to enclos(ng 
the c(ty w(th strong fort(f(cat(ons. These geograph(cal and strateg(c advantages were dec(s(ve 
factors (n mak(ng Kn(dos a prom(nent settlement (n ant(qu(ty (Büyüközer, 2022: 83). 

A study evaluat(ng the (n(t(al f(nd(ngs from underwater archaeolog(cal research 
conducted (n 2014 h(ghl(ghts the extent to wh(ch Kn(dos's mar(t(me cultural her(tage had 
developed. These (nvest(gat(ons were carr(ed out (n Kn(dos—an (mportant mar(t(me trade 
center (n the Car(a reg(on dur(ng ant(qu(ty—focus(ng on updat(ng the status of prev(ously 
(dent(f(ed rema(ns and (dent(fy(ng new cultural assets. As a result of the research, d(scover(es 
were made (n three areas: Gıyrap Bay, the commerc(al harbor bas(n, and the l(ghthouse 
breakwater. These f(nd(ngs (ncluded one roof-t(le sh(pwreck, four amphora sh(pwrecks, one 
arch(tectural block wreck, two (ron anchors, two stone anchors, and numerous amphorae, 
braz(ers, and arch(tectural fragments from d(fferent h(stor(cal per(ods. Among these, amphorae 
or(g(nat(ng from Cyprus, Rhodes, Rome, Byzant(um, and the Marmara reg(on, dat(ng from the 
5th century BCE to the 13th century CE, were (dent(f(ed. These art(facts reveal that Kn(dos 
ma(nta(ned strong commerc(al t(es w(th the Eastern Med(terranean, Aegean, North Afr(ca, and 
the Black Sea from ant(qu(ty through the M(ddle Ages. Furthermore, the relat(ve scarc(ty of 
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Kn(d(an amphorae found underwater supports the v(ew that these goods were largely d(str(buted 
through external markets. Overall, th(s study sheds l(ght on the long-stand(ng and d(verse 
mar(t(me trade h(story of Kn(dos, mak(ng a s(gn(f(cant contr(but(on to the reg(on’s 
archaeolog(cal and commerc(al past (Aslan, 2015). 

In another study, Büyüközer (2019) extens(vely exam(ned the wall and tower structures 
surround(ng the commerc(al and m(l(tary harbors that were part of the defens(ve system of the 
Anc(ent C(ty of Kn(dos. Located at the farthest po(nt of the Datça Pen(nsula (n southwestern 
Anatol(a, Kn(dos holds cr(t(cal (mportance (n terms of anc(ent mar(t(me trade and defense 
strateg(es, thanks to (ts topograph(cal structure and dual harbors. The harbors that developed on 
the eastern and western s(des of the (sthmus—formed by the merg(ng of the ma(nland w(th the 
(sland of Kap Kr(o—served both commerc(al and m(l(tary funct(ons. The c(ty walls, 
approx(mately 4 k(lometers (n length, were shaped accord(ng to geomorpholog(cal cond(t(ons, 
(ncorporat(ng natural rocks and cl(ffs (nto the defens(ve l(ne. The wall and tower construct(on 
techn(ques featured (sodom(c and polygonal blocks, resembl(ng Hellen(st(c arch(tecture. 
Part(cularly, the narrow entrance of the m(l(tary harbor, re(nforced w(th oppos(ng towers and a 
cha(n system, reveals the character(st(cs of a "closed harbor" (l(men kle(stos). Moreover, the 
breakwaters and moles, wh(le serv(ng defens(ve purposes, also reflect the techn(cal 
soph(st(cat(on of anc(ent harbor eng(neer(ng. Some sect(ons of these structures are (nterpreted 
as potent(al l(ghthouses, serv(ng both defens(ve and nav(gat(onal purposes. Kn(dos’s harbors, 
therefore, are not only (nd(cat(ve of trade act(v(t(es but also reflect the pol(t(cal and m(l(tary 
strateg(es of the per(od. Th(s study deta(ls the hol(st(c relat(onsh(p between c(ty plann(ng, harbor 
structures, and defense systems. 

Kn(dos stands out not only for (ts tang(ble rema(ns but also for (ts (ntang(ble mar(t(me 
cultural her(tage. The c(ty’s deep connect(on w(th the sea (s reflected (n (ts mythology and 
r(tuals, embedd(ng (tself (n cultural memory. Kn(dos (s espec(ally known for host(ng de(t(es 
assoc(ated w(th the sea. The f(gure of Aphrod(te Euplo(a-“Aphrod(te of smooth sa(l(ng”-(s at 
the heart of the c(ty’s un(que cultural (dent(ty. The temple ded(cated to Aphrod(te served as an 
(mportant rel(g(ous and symbol(c stop for sa(lors, who would offer vot(ve offer(ngs to ensure 
safe sea voyages (Greaves, 2004; Montel, 2010). In add(t(on to Aphrod(te, sea gods such as 
Pose(don also played a key role (n the bel(ef system of Kn(dos, as ev(denced by wr(tten sources 
and temple rema(ns. Mar(t(me-related r(tuals were often (ntegrated w(th rel(g(ous ceremon(es 
held (n the harbors, (nclud(ng bless(ngs for sh(ps about to depart—r(tuals bel(eved to have been 
merged w(th the cult of Aphrod(te (P(ront(, 2015). 

Mytholog(cal narrat(ves are also among the (ntang(ble her(tage elements that enr(ch 
Kn(dos’s mar(t(me culture. The anc(ent geographer Strabo’s descr(pt(ons of Kn(dos as a “double 
c(ty” and h(s references to the art(f(c(al breakwater l(nk(ng the (sland to the ma(nland (llustrate 
how deeply the c(ty was geograph(cally and mytholog(cally (ntertw(ned w(th the sea (Strab. 
XIV. 656). 

2.3. The Concept of Archaeotour3sm and Pract3ces 3n Turkey 
Archaeolog(cal tour(sm and cultural tour(sm are complementary (n nature and are 

character(zed by mutual (nteract(on. The mytholog(cal narrat(ves or h(stor(cal events assoc(ated 
w(th archaeolog(cal s(tes are h(ghl(ghted through cultural tour(sm, thereby (ncreas(ng v(s(tor 
(nterest (n these areas. Such myths or h(stor(cal references serve as strong mot(vat(onal factors 
for tour(sts to v(s(t archaeolog(cal s(tes (Alawer, 2018). On the other hand, archaeology-based 
tour(sm act(v(t(es contr(bute to the preservat(on of local cultural values and h(stor(cal her(tage 
wh(le also becom(ng a susta(nable source of (ncome that econom(cally benef(ts the local 
populat(on (Pac(f(co & Vogel, 2012). 
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Accord(ng to Ross, Saxena, Corre(a, and Deutz (2017), archaeolog(cal tour(sm (s not 
l(m(ted to tang(ble rema(ns; (t (s also d(rectly connected to the (ntang(ble d(mens(ons of her(tage. 
However, some archaeolog(cal s(tes may lack suff(c(ent v(sual appeal or publ(c recogn(t(on (n 
terms of the(r phys(cal structures, caus(ng them to rema(n (n the background (n terms of tour(st 
(nterest. At th(s po(nt, tour(sm profess(onals or dest(nat(on managers a(m to make 
archaeolog(cal remnants more appeal(ng by support(ng them w(th mytholog(cal stor(es and 
h(stor(cal narrat(ves, thereby market(ng these areas as tour(st products. 

Ramsey and Ever(tt (2008) demonstrated that desp(te econom(c hardsh(ps (n Bel(ze, 
archaeolog(cal excavat(ons led to the (nclus(on of the Caracol Maya Anc(ent C(ty (nto tour(sm, 
thus contr(but(ng econom(cally to the reg(on. The researchers note that the revenues from 
tour(sm not only support ongo(ng excavat(ons but may also be used to f(nance future 
archaeolog(cal projects planned for the Caracol reg(on. Th(s s(tuat(on shows that archaeolog(cal 
tour(sm not only contr(butes to reg(onal development but also enables the creat(on of new 
tour(sm products. 

The study by Sarıaltun (2021) evaluates the archaeotour(sm and geotour(sm potent(al of 
Çayönü H(ll and the H(lar Rocks, emphas(z(ng that these areas possess both cultural and natural 
her(tage value. W(th settlement traces dat(ng back to the Neol(th(c per(od and rock-cut tombs, 
these s(tes offer a r(chness that could be presented as open-a(r museums. However, due to 
def(c(enc(es (n conservat(on pol(c(es and promot(onal efforts, th(s potent(al has not been fully 
ut(l(zed. It (s proposed that these areas, wh(ch can contr(bute to local development, should be 
(ntegrated (nto tour(sm through comprehens(ve plann(ng. The study advocates for the jo(nt 
evaluat(on of the cultural and econom(c values of archaeolog(cal her(tage and (n th(s regard, 
prov(des a conceptual foundat(on support(ve of the Kn(dos example. 

In add(t(on to the above, a comparat(ve rev(ew of key archaeotour(sm pract(ces (n 
Turkey reveals valuable (ns(ghts that can (nform the case of Kn(dos. For example, Göbekl(tepe 
(n Şanlıurfa has been promoted globally as the “zero po(nt of h(story,” benef(t(ng from extens(ve 
med(a coverage, UNESCO (nscr(pt(on, and state-backed (nfrastructure development. Th(s s(te 
exempl(f(es the (ntegrat(on of archaeolog(cal her(tage w(th d(g(tal technolog(es and themat(c 
storytell(ng, wh(ch has s(gn(f(cantly (ncreased v(s(tor engagement (Tavus, 2024: 248). 

L(kew(se, Troy (Çanakkale), w(th (ts world-renowned mytholog(cal legacy and the Troy 
Museum, demonstrates how (nterpretat(on and brand(ng strateg(es enhance s(te appeal and 
educat(onal value. These examples contrast w(th Kn(dos, where (nfrastructural l(m(tat(ons and 
(nsuff(c(ent promot(on h(nder (ts full tour(sm potent(al (Özdem(r, 2020). 

Another notable case (s Ephesus (İzm(r), where h(gh v(s(tor numbers are managed 
through advanced s(te plann(ng and layered tour(st exper(ences. Ephesus also prov(des a model 
for balanc(ng s(te conservat(on w(th publ(c access. In compar(son, Kn(dos’s un(que mar(t(me 
character and undersea her(tage offer untapped opportun(t(es that are yet to be systemat(cally 
developed (UNESCO, 2015). 

Furthermore, archaeolog(cal coastal s(tes such as Patara and Myra (n Antalya have 
drawn (nterest through the(r comb(nat(on of class(cal her(tage and seas(de access(b(l(ty. 
However, unl(ke Kn(dos, these s(tes benef(t from better connect(v(ty and (ntegrat(on (nto 
establ(shed tour(sm c(rcu(ts. The comparat(ve analys(s of these dest(nat(ons emphas(zes the 
strateg(c gaps Kn(dos currently faces, espec(ally (n terms of access, v(s(b(l(ty, and dest(nat(on 
management (Çev(k & Bulut, 2022). 

Ult(mately, these nat(onal pract(ces demonstrate that successful archaeotour(sm 
(n(t(at(ves rely on long-term v(s(on, (nterd(sc(pl(nary collaborat(on, act(ve commun(ty 
part(c(pat(on, and (nnovat(ve market(ng approaches. By analyz(ng these examples, th(s study 
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(dent(f(es key challenges and strateg(c opportun(t(es for Kn(dos to emerge as a model 
dest(nat(on that mean(ngfully (ntegrates mar(t(me culture (nto archaeotour(sm pol(cy and 
pract(ce. 

Table 1. Comparat$ve Analys$s of Archaeotour$sm Appl$cat$ons $n Turkey 
Dest%nat%on Key Strengths Challenges Relevance to Kn%dos 

Göbekl%tepe UNESCO sBte, strong brandBng, dBgBtal 
tech use 

Remote locatBon, 
seasonalBty 

InspBratBon for dBgBtal 
storytellBng 

Troy Myth-based brandBng, museum support Mass tourBsm pressure ComparatBve mythologBcal 
narratBve 

Ephesus VBsBtor management, Bnfrastructure Over-tourBsm rBsk ConservatBon-tourBsm balance 

Patara & 
Myra SeasBde access, hBstorBcal layerBng LBmBted thematBc 

storytellBng Coastal connectBvBty 

Kn%dos MarBtBme herBtage, dual harbors AccessBbBlBty, lack of 
promotBon 

Model for thematBc port 
tourBsm 

Table 1 presents a comparat(ve overv(ew of key archaeotour(sm dest(nat(ons (n Turkey, 
emphas(z(ng the(r strengths, challenges, and relevance to Kn(dos. Wh(le dest(nat(ons such as 
Göbekl(tepe and Ephesus excel (n brand(ng and (nfrastructure, they also face (ssues l(ke 
remoteness or over-tour(sm. In contrast, Kn(dos stands out for (ts mar(t(me her(tage and dual 
harbors, offer(ng s(gn(f(cant potent(al desp(te (ts l(m(ted access(b(l(ty and promot(on. 

2.4. Archaeotour3sm Potent3al and Current Pract3ces 3n Kn3dos 
Located at the farthest po(nt of the Datça Pen(nsula, the c(ty of Kn(dos (s currently 

s(tuated (n a locat(on that (s d(ff(cult to access by land. Access(b(l(ty (s mostly l(m(ted to narrow, 
w(nd(ng, and largely rural roads, wh(ch restr(cts tour(st mob(l(ty to Kn(dos. As a result, the 
major(ty of v(s(tors cons(st of (nd(v(duals who e(ther own pr(vate veh(cles or part(c(pate (n 
organ(zed tour groups. Nevertheless, as (n ant(qu(ty, mar(t(me connect(ons rema(n s(gn(f(cant 
for Kn(dos even today; part(cularly (n the summer months, the s(te (s access(ble v(a yacht 
tour(sm and da(ly boat tours depart(ng from the coast (Sözel, 2023: 661; Aslan, 2015: 101). 
These access(b(l(ty features (nd(cate that the v(s(tor prof(le generally compr(ses educated, h(gh-
(ncome, and culturally mot(vated tour(sts. Wh(le l(m(ted access(b(l(ty and the lack of mass 
tour(sm help preserve the s(te, they also reveal that (ts full potent(al (n terms of local econom(c 
benef(t and susta(nable tour(sm has yet to be fully real(zed. 

Table 2. SWOT Analys$s of Kn$dos as an Archaeotour$sm Dest$nat$on 
Strengths Weaknesses 

RBch tangBble and BntangBble marBtBme herBtage LBmBted land access; narrow and wBndBng roads 

Dual harbor system (mBlBtary and commercBal) as unBque 
archaeologBcal features 

Lack of mass tourBsm Bnfrastructure (accommodatBon, vBsBtor 
center, amenBtBes) 

HBgh cultural value; mythologBcal and relBgBous assocBatBons 
(e.g., AphrodBte EuploBa) 

InsuffBcBent on-sBte BnterpretBve tools (panels, sBgnage, audBo 
guBdes) 

Appeal to hBgh-Bncome, culturally motBvated, and nBche-
Bnterest tourBsts Inadequate promotBonal actBvBtBes and dBgBtal presence 

Opportun%t%es Threats 

ThematBc route BntegratBon (e.g., marBtBme archaeology, 
AphrodBte-themed tours) 

RBsk of degradatBon from uncontrolled yacht and dBvBng 
tourBsm 

Use of dBgBtal technologBes (VR, AR, mobBle apps) Bn on-sBte 
experBence 

Coastal erosBon and natural wear affectBng underwater and 
harbor structures 

GrowBng global Bnterest Bn sustaBnable and experBence-based 
cultural tourBsm 

Budget constraBnts for archaeologBcal excavatBon and sBte 
management 
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PotentBal for academBc collaboratBon and herBtage-drBven 
local employment 

LBmBted stakeholder coordBnatBon for strategBc sBte 
development 

Source: Aslan, 2015; Sr#vastava, 2015; Thomas & Langl#tz, 2019; Sözel, 2023 
As summar(zed (n Table 2, the SWOT analys(s of Kn(dos reveals that desp(te (ts 

cons(derable cultural and mar(t(me assets, the s(te suffers from (nfrastructural and promot(onal 
l(m(tat(ons. A strateg(c approach address(ng these factors can transform Kn(dos (nto a flagsh(p 
archaeotour(sm dest(nat(on. 

2.5. Contr3but3ons of Mar3t3me Culture to Archaeotour3sm and Susta3nab3l3ty 
Mar(t(me culture (s not only a h(stor(cal accumulat(on but also a mult(faceted her(tage 

area that offers educat(onal, econom(c, and exper(ent(al potent(al for the development of 
archaeotour(sm. In th(s context, the (nteract(on between mar(t(me her(tage and archaeotour(sm 
needs to be exam(ned from mult(ple d(mens(ons, rang(ng from tour(sm d(vers(f(cat(on and 
conservat(on pol(c(es to local development and susta(nab(l(ty pr(nc(ples. 

Educat(onal and Exper(ent(al Values: Mar(t(me culture, w(th(n the scope of 
archaeotour(sm, (s not l(m(ted to the exh(b(t(on of tang(ble remnants from the past but also 
offers v(s(tors a mult(d(mens(onal learn(ng exper(ence through anc(ent mar(t(me techn(ques, sea 
de(t(es, and mytholog(cal elements. Espec(ally (n anc(ent port c(t(es, archaeolog(cal excavat(ons 
and gu(ded tours prov(de part(c(pants w(th opportun(t(es to engage d(rectly w(th cultural 
her(tage (Thomas & Langl(tz, 2019: 74). As much as tang(ble elements l(ke harbor structures 
and sh(pwrecks, (ntang(ble components such as mytholog(cal narrat(ves and mar(t(me r(tuals 
serve as r(ch sources for educat(onal content (Poul(os, 2014: 16). 

Tour(sm D(vers(f(cat(on: The (ntegrat(on of mar(t(me her(tage (nto archaeotour(sm 
presents valuable opportun(t(es for the d(vers(f(cat(on of themat(c tour(sm. In part(cular, d(v(ng 
tour(sm offers a compell(ng f(eld for enthus(asts of underwater archaeology, enhanced by 
elements such as anc(ent sh(pwrecks, amphorae, and mar(ne ru(ns (Jusoh et al., 2017: 1170). 
S(m(larly, custom(zed routes to h(stor(c harbors v(a yacht tour(sm appeal to h(gh-qual(ty tour(st 
prof(les and generate econom(c benef(ts (Sr(vastava, 2015: 33). Th(s d(vers(f(cat(on contr(butes 
to transform(ng archaeotour(sm (nto a more susta(nable model, d(stanc(ng (t from the pressures 
of mass tour(sm. 

The Conservat(on-Ut(l(zat(on Balance: Open(ng archaeolog(cal s(tes to tour(sm 
necess(tates ma(nta(n(ng a careful balance between conservat(on and ut(l(zat(on. The 
preservat(on of mar(t(me her(tage structures must be approached hol(st(cally w(th the(r natural 
env(ronment, and the(r tour(st(c use must be planned and managed respons(bly (G(raudo & 
Porter, 2010, s. 9). Espec(ally (n places l(ke Kn(dos, wh(ch possess r(ch cultural layers both 
underwater and on land, manag(ng th(s balance between sc(ent(f(c conservat(on pr(nc(ples and 
tour(sm dynam(cs (s one of the core cond(t(ons for susta(nable archaeotour(sm (Gull(no et al., 
2015: 81). 

R(sks and Threats: The growth of archaeotour(sm may also br(ng certa(n adverse effects. 
Unplanned and excess(ve v(s(tor numbers may lead to phys(cal degradat(on and the 
commerc(al(zat(on of cultural her(tage (Thomas & Langl(tz, 2019: 78). Underwater her(tage 
can be damaged by unregulated d(v(ng act(v(t(es, wh(le structures (n coastal areas are 
(ncreas(ngly at r(sk due to natural eros(on and human (nterference. Therefore, v(s(tor 
management plans, carry(ng capac(ty analyses, and act(ve (nvolvement of local commun(t(es 
are of cr(t(cal (mportance (UNWTO, 2020). 
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3. Conclus3on And Recommendat3ons 
The Anc(ent C(ty of Kn(dos holds s(gn(f(cant potent(al for archaeotour(sm due to (ts 

geograph(cal advantages, mar(t(me (nfrastructure based on two separate harbor systems, and 
r(ch cultural her(tage components. The c(ty’s tang(ble (harbor structures, underwater rema(ns, 
amphorae) and (ntang(ble (sea gods/goddesses, mytholog(cal narrat(ves, mar(t(me r(tuals) 
her(tage elements al(gn closely w(th the core components of archaeotour(sm and prov(de a 
strong foundat(on for themat(c tour(sm pract(ces. However, current assessments (nd(cate that 
th(s potent(al (s not be(ng effect(vely ut(l(zed. L(m(ted access(b(l(ty, (nsuff(c(ent promot(onal 
efforts, (nadequate (nfrastructure, and constra(nts (n the (mplementat(on of susta(nab(l(ty 
pr(nc(ples prevent Kn(dos from ach(ev(ng (ts full tour(st(c value. In th(s context, evaluat(ng 
Kn(dos w(th(n the framework of archaeotour(sm (s cruc(al not only for the preservat(on of 
cultural her(tage but also for foster(ng local development and formulat(ng alternat(ve tour(sm 
strateg(es. 

In l(ght of the (nformat(on presented, the follow(ng recommendat(ons are proposed: 
• V(s(tor Management and Access(b(l(ty Plann(ng: Solut(ons should be 

developed to ease access to Kn(dos, such as regular mar(t(me transportat(on dur(ng the 
summer season and scheduled gu(ded land transport serv(ces. 

• Enhanced Promot(onal Act(v(t(es: Promot(onal efforts should be 
strengthened; mytholog(cal elements t(ed to Kn(dos’s mar(t(me past should be supported 
w(th themat(c tours, and d(g(tal promot(onal mater(als (v(rtual tours, (nteract(ve maps) 
should be produced. 

• Integrated D(v(ng and Yacht Tour(sm Programs: Spec(al d(v(ng routes 
and educat(onal programs should be created for groups (nterested (n underwater 
archaeology, (ntegrat(ng them w(th yacht(ng act(v(t(es. 

• Balanc(ng Conservat(on and Use: Carry(ng capac(ty analyses should be 
conducted, and s(te usage should be planned based on v(s(tor dens(ty wh(le ma(nta(n(ng 
the conservat(on–ut(l(zat(on balance. 

• Commun(ty Involvement: The part(c(pat(on of local res(dents should be 
encouraged. Act(v(t(es such as gu(d(ng, hand(crafts, and themat(c workshops should be 
developed to econom(cally (ntegrate the local populat(on (nto tour(sm. 

• Academ(c Collaborat(on and Excavat(on Support: Academ(c 
partnersh(ps and support for excavat(ons should be (ncreased. Structures that prov(de 
v(s(tors w(th access to sc(ent(f(c content (e.g., outdoor panels, m(n( v(s(tor centers) 
should be developed at excavat(on s(tes. 

• Impact Assessment of Archaeotour(sm Pract(ces: Evaluat(ons should be 
conducted us(ng both quant(tat(ve and qual(tat(ve data, focus(ng on v(s(tor exper(ence, 
local commun(ty (nvolvement, and econom(c (mpacts. 

• Use of D(g(tal Technolog(es: Exper(mental research based on f(eld 
appl(cat(ons (n Kn(dos should be conducted on the use of d(g(tal technolog(es (VR, 
augmented real(ty, mob(le apps) (n archaeotour(sm. 

• Development of Themat(c Archaeotour(sm Routes: Themat(c 
archaeotour(sm routes encompass(ng Kn(dos should be developed, and dest(nat(on 
management-or(ented stud(es should be carr(ed out on the(r marketab(l(ty at nat(onal 
and (nternat(onal levels. 
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• Comparat(ve Analys(s for Underwater Her(tage and D(v(ng Tour(sm 
Management: Kn(dos and s(m(lar anc(ent port c(t(es should be comparat(vely analyzed 
concern(ng the protect(on of underwater cultural her(tage and management of d(v(ng 
tour(sm, w(th roadmaps developed for the (mplementat(on of susta(nable tour(sm 
pol(c(es. 
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