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Abstract. Currently, mapping geospatial knowledge on maps is a poorly developed and very promising
area of cartographic science. To date, there are no methods of mapping objects of cultural heritage that allow
displaying not only information, but also geospatial knowledge about them. The article deals with the problem
of mapping geospatial knowledge about cultural heritage objects for the spatial development of territories. The
purpose of the study is formulated, the analysis of existing methods for assessing the historical and cultural
value of cultural heritage objects is given. The process of obtaining geospatial knowledge about cultural her-
itage objects has been developed and formalized. The structure and content of the base of geospatial knowledge
of cultural heritage objects for the spatial development of territories are developed, the principles of displaying
geospatial knowledge about cultural heritage objects on cartographic works are formulated. The proposed
methodological foundations were tested by developing a prototype of the cartographic web service "Cultural
Heritage of the Novosibirsk region".
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