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Abstract

In 1929 there was launched an all-Union public campaign to
discuss the prospects for the development of Soviet urban planning,
known as the Socialist Settlement Discussion, in the USSR. Its main
participants were not only the leading architects and urban planners of
the time, but also the highest party and state figures. Under the
influence of the urban development ideas arose during the discussion on
the problems of socialist displacement, Ukrainian constructive
architects have developed master plans for the reconstruction and
expansion of residential infrastructure of two industrial centers —
Kharkiv and Zaporizhzhia. However, the construction projects of
“Great Zaporizhzhia” and “New Kharkiv’ by I Malozemov,
P. Khaustov and P. Aloshyn were not fully realised as their planning
decisions undercut the basic provisions of the existing urban planning
policy of the Stalinist leadership.

There appeared the idea that the plans of “New Kharkiv” and
“Great Zaporizhzhia” by Ukrainian architects were the implementation
of author’s view of the ideal model of a socialist town. Based on the
leading ideas of the Soviet avant-garde, the project authors proposed an
original architectural and planning concept of development that had
nothing to do with the urban planning experience of previous times.
However, these architectural proposals were irrelevant in the USSR in
the late 1920’s. In the context of Stalin's industrialization, the party
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apparatus attached secondary importance to housing. As a result, large-
scale projects of "New Kharkiv' and "Great Zaporizhzhia" were
declared "false".

Methodology. In the article we have used the historical and genetic
method to determine the genesis of the concept of linear development, to
find out the origin of the idea of a housing estate and to reveal the
circumstances of the idea of unification of urban infrastructure,
embodied by Ukrainian avant-gardists in architectural and planning
decisions of “New Kharkiv” and “Great Zaporizhzhia” projects. The
comparative method made it possible to determine the inconsistency of
the content of the idealistic views of the Soviet constructors with the real
essence of Stalin's urban policy. Thanks to the historical and systematic
method, we have understood that the objects of urban infrastructure
planned in the “New Kharkiv” and “Great Zaporizhzhia” projects had
to enter into functional interaction, forming a single urban mechanism.

Summary. The beginning of the 20s of the XX century was marked
by the emergence of interesting scientific, artistic, architectural projects
both in the history of Ukraine and in the history of the whole Soviet
Union. The euphoria of belief in creating a “new” world, building a
“just” society for the representatives of all social strata characterized
the general sentiment and inspired intellectuals and artists to seek
creative work. However, the period of “flirting” of Soviet authorities
with the elites was short. Its authoritarian nature, with its actualization
to the militarization of the country, left no room for creative initiative
and development of individuality. At the beginning of the first five-year
schedule, the government decided to abandon the massive construction
of comfortable housing for workers. All resources were planned to focus
on the construction of heavy industry facilities. Therefore, futuristic
projects of “New Kharkiv’ and “Great Zaporizhzhia” were rejected
because of their inconsistency with the true state urbanistic doctrine of
the industrialization period.

Key words: Avant-garde, discussion, industrialization, socialist
settlement, master plan, constructivism, urban planning, social life.

Introduction. In 1927-1929 a program of forced industrialization
was finally approved in the USSR. In accordance with official party
postulates, it was intended to turn a predominantly agricultural country
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into one of the world leaders in industrial production. Industrial
modernization was impossible without urbanization, that is the growth
of the urban population of industrial centers, and therefore the Stalinist
leadership was automatically asked to find the best options for the
arrangement of their housing infrastructure. In these circumstances, the
architecture and urban planning of Soviet Ukraine in the late 1920s
became the sphere of intense generation of new approaches to the
design and construction of industrial cities.

Nowadays, the architecture and urban development of the Stalinist
era have been researched rather fragmentarily, and the interpretation of
the main stages of their development is marked by one-sidedness and
political commitment. Among existing researches we should mention
the works of D. Hmelnytskyi (Hmelnytskyi, D., 2007) and M.
Meierovych (Meierovych, M., 2008), which describe the process of
formation of the Soviet urban planning in the late 1920s. V. Aloshyn
(Aloshyn, V., 1985) addressed the topic of the Ukrainian city of the
Stalin era directly. He analyzed the development of ideas about socialist
settlement in the architecture of Soviet Ukraine in the 1920s - early
1930s. Urban everyday life of Ukrainian cities of this period is
considered in the works of N. Hohokhiia (Hohokhiia, N., 2003). An
analysis of Soviet urban planning experiments in Donbas is presented in
the article by M. Ilchenko (Ilchenko, M., 2018) “Urban Development
and Urban Planning Experiments”.The article was published as part of
the collection “Work, Exhaustion and Success: Donbas Industrial
Monomists” which examines a number of specific social and political
and economic aspects of industrial development in the region.A wide
range of issues on the problems of Ukrainian urbanism during the first
five-year schedule are highlighted in the works of R. Liubavskyi
(Liubavskyi, R., 2016), V. Khazanova (Khazanova, V., 1980), M.
Borysenko (Borysenko, M., 2013).

The main objective of the proposed article is to analyze the projects
of “New Kharkiv” and “Great Zaporizhzhia” as an attempt by Ukrainian
avant-gardists to find a model of an “ideal” socialist city, devoid of
“disadvantages” inherent in pre-revolutionary and capitalist
development. The study analyzes the stylistics and architectural
planning solutions presented in the plans of “New Kharkiv”’ and “Great
Zaporizhzhia”. It examines the reasons for the government's refusal to
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implement these projects and considers the ideological and political
circumstances of concluding the discussion on socialist displacement.

In July 1929, as part of the preparation of the first five-year
schedule plan, there was launched a campaign to publicly discuss the
prospects for the development of Soviet urban planning in the USSR,
which would later become known as the Socialist Settlement
Discussion. Its nominee was L. Sabsovych, the leader of the department
of Ferrous Metallurgy of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR National
Economy. Besides, not only the leading architects of the time, such as
O. Shchusiev, M. Miliutin, M. Hinzburh or the brothers Vesnin, but
prominent party functionaries such as A. Lunacharskyi, M. Semashko,
H. Krzhyzhanivskyi and N. Krupska (Meierovych, 2011, p. 20) became
its main participants. From the outset, the campaign has generated
considerable public outcry and has gained a nationwide scale.

In the specialized literature the formal prerequisite for the
emergence of discussion is usually considered to be the publication in
1929 of a mass circulation of the works of L. Sabsovych “The Soviet
Union in 15 years” and “The cities of the future and organization of
socialist life” (Khazanova, 1980, p. 47). The proposals on basic
principles for the planning of the living environment of the future
socialist cities presented in these editions appeared to be so prominent
and relevant in connection with the beginning of the first industrial five-
year schedule period, that they became the subject of attention of the
State Planning Committee of the USSR and the Communist Academy of
the Central Committee of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks).
These structures have given rise to public discussions with the
participation of leading urban planners (Meierovych, 2011, p. 42). It
should be noted that the ideas published on the pages of the
aforementioned editions were not the result of L. Sabsovych's personal
creativity, but only the author's interpretation of the settings formulated
in the bowels of the USSR Supreme Soviet of the National Economy.
Thus, the discussion on the problems of socialist displacement was
inspired by the party apparatus and the economic control bodies under
its control. L. Sabsovych was only a nominee. He was assigned the role
of “herald” of party installations in the field of urban development.

The overall essence of the ideas presented by L. Sabsovych, as a
whole, boiled down to the position that the key to the success of the
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rapid industrialization of the country is the formation of a new Soviet
man, devoid of worldviews and cultural stereotypes of past times.
According to the functionary, the main tool for educating the
consciousness of such an individual was to become his / her habitat
(Sabsovych, 1930, p. 37). We should mention that by the time of the
events described, representatives of the architectural avant-garde, who
considered housing as a means of social engineering, were actively
developing projects in the appropriate direction.

From the beginning of the discussion, its participants have divided
into two trends - urbanists and desurbanists. The former, to which L.
Sabsovych belonged, argued that the formation of a new, purely Soviet
kind of a person, is possible only in the conditions of a large industrial
city. The latter opposite trend headed by M. Okhitovych suggested
resettlement of workers in the suburban area (Aloshyn, 1985, p.24).

However, both urbanists and desurbanists had solidarity with the
idea that there would be no place for old social life in the future socialist
cities. The panelists were for a complete revision of the existing way of
life and, above all, called for the elimination of the traditional way of
life. There were made a lot of calls to deprive a woman of the burden of
“kitchen slavery”, which was declared anachronistic, unacceptable
under the conditions of socialist life (Sabsovych, 1930, p. 44). There
were made proposals to replace the customary individual urban
household with a system of public service for basic household needs of
workers as well. For example, the function of cooking, in this concept,
relied on kitchen factories, which eliminated the need for home cooking.
Other household tasks (washing, cleaning) had to be taken over by
specialized household enterprises. In that way, private living space
would only serve as a place to sleep and relax (Sabsovych, 1930, p. 45).
Thus, a woman was relieved of her homework duties, she engaged in
community service at a factory, plant or administrative office. As a
result, at the expense of women, it was planned to double the number of
workers employed in industrial production.

Under the influence of the discussion on socialist settlement in
1929-1930 Ukrainian avant-garde architects began to develop master
plans for the reconstruction of Zaporizhzhia and Kharkiv. The proposed
architectural designs became an exemplary embodiment of the Soviet
urban planning utopias of the late 1920s.
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There was a particularly noteworthy activity of the Ukrainian
constructivists 1. Malozemov and P. Khaustov, which is connected with
the design of the city “Great Zaporizhzhia”, the construction of which
was planned in connection with the beginning of the erection of the
flagship of Stalin's industrialization - the Dnipro hydroelectric power
station named after V. Lenin. There was anticipated to build a model
socialist city on the banks of the Dnipro. Taking into account the
ideological significance of the project, the architects formulated a
number of conceptual provisions under which the master plan was to be
developed.

First of all, the designers of “Great Zaporizhzhia” held the view
that a city of a new, purely Soviet type, should become a kind of
reflection of the emergence of a classless society in the USSR.
Accordingly, the architects denied the expediency of hierarchically
dividing the territory of the future city into the center and the
surrounding area, which usually served as markers of socio-spatial
segregation. In accordance with the views of I. Malozemov and P.
Khaustov, it was possible to overcome this defect characteristic of pre-
revolutionary and capitalist cities only by total unification and
standardization of the urban space environment. Such a decision was
entirely in line with the philosophy of the architectural avant-garde,
which outlined not only the position of functionalism but also
egalitarianism.

The planning structure of "Great Zaporizhzhia” was seen by the
project authors as a system of 7 autonomous regions: Voznesenka;
Kichkas; Pavlo-Kichkas; Khortytsia Islands; the third district of
Dniprokombinat; reserve district Baburky and the old Olexandrivsk. All
of these regions were connected through communication, and together
they formed a functionally integral urban body (Yefremov, 1934, p. 21).
At the same time, it should be emphasized that the old Oleksandrivsk
was considered not as a base but only as a constituent unit of the “Great
Zaporizhzhia” complex. According to the project, all autonomous
districts were supposed to have their own administrative bodies. It was
also envisaged to decentralize cultural and community institutions.
Thus, each of the 7 districts of the city had to have its own cinemas,
kindergartens, hospitals, stadiums (Khaustov, 1930, p. 26). Thanks to
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such planning decisions, the authors of the “Great Zaporizhzhia” project
achieved the desired unification of urban infrastructure.

From the point of view of spatial and territorial organization,
designing the “Great Zaporizhzhia” project was based on the scheme of
linear development. When designing an urban environment, |I.
Malozemov and P. Khaustov planned to place the houses linearly at a
distance from each other, thus creating an open space favorable for
ventilation and insolation (inflow of sunlight) of living quarters
(Khazanova, 1984, p. 145). The effect of urban transparency in the
projected areas has also been enhanced by an extensive street-road
network. According to the project, the width of the pedestrian streets
reached 20 m, and the main roads and avenues 100-150 m. We can
assume that such size parameters of the roadway width were set taking
into account the prospects of total motorization of the country, which, in
accordance with official party rhetoric and slogans, was one of the
priorities of the program of forced industrialization.

It is worth mentioning that in the general plan of the “Great
Zaporizhzhia” project the designers have developed not only an
advanced network of terrestrial transport infrastructure, but also
envisaged an airport, through which the city would gain the status not
only of the Republican or All-Union, but also the world aviation center
(Yefremov, 1934, p. 21)

The compositional decisions of the urbanized landscape of “Great
Zaporizhzhia” were echoed by the popular during the period of
discussion concept of a socialist settlement of the city-garden. In the
projected city, more than 70% of the public space and 50% in the
residential area are for green space. Khortytsia Island, designed by
architects, should remain a veritable green oasis in the middle of an
industrial city. In order to preserve the flora of the island, urban planners
allowed the construction of only 6% of its territory, which was planned
to erect 30-storey skyscrapers. In other parts of the city it was planned
the appearance of not higher than 4-5-storied buildings (Khaustov,
1930, p. 25). That means that due to the growth of the surface, it was
planned to reduce the construction area.

It is obvious that the main design decisions presented in the plan of
“Great Zaporizhzhia” did not correspond to the realities of the Soviet
social and political system. The projected division of the city into
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autonomous districts and decentralization of the administrative
apparatus directly contradicted the basic principles of functioning of the
Soviet administrative and command system. However, under the
influence of official party rhetoric, Ukrainian avant-gardists continued
to create projects similar to the "Great Zaporizhzhia".

There was a notable, though much more modest in terms of
planned construction, draft master plan of “New Kharkiv”, which began
in connection with starting construction in 1929 of Kharkiv Tractor
Plant named after S. Ordzhonikidze. The project was carried out by a
group of Ukrainian avant-gardists under the leadership of Kyiv
academician of architecture P. Aloshyn. According to the plan of the
author's team, the settlement of workers of the tractor plant — “New
Kharkiv”’ was to become an exemplary embodiment of the advanced
ideas of the Soviet constructivism: linear construction and flow-
functional separation of the urban environment proposed by M. Miliutin
(Aloshyn, 1985, p. 4).

P. Aloshyn, being a supporter of the ideological and aesthetic
canons of neoclassicism, was able to accept the Soviet avant-garde. He
believed that it was necessary to form a new, purely Ukrainian
architectural tradition as well. Therefore, the aspiration of the Kyiv
academician to give the building of a stylistic identity was felt in the
artistic and compositional decisions of “New Kharkiv”.

Similar to the authors of “Great Zaporizhzhia”, P. Alyoshin's group
sought to avoid uneven development of urban infrastructure in the form
of division into “center” and “periphery”. The main unit of planning
structure of “New Kharkov” was the functional zone, that is the
territorially limited part of the urban space, adapted to perform a certain
amount of homogeneous functions (Khan-Mahomedov, 1996, p. 109).
The zones were differentiated by purpose: residential, industrial,
protective (strip of alienation), landscape gardening, etc. Separated from
the industrial area by strip of green space of the park, the residential one
allowed workers to live directly in front of their place of work,
eliminating the need for private or public transport. The functional
zones of “New Kharkiv” were designed in the form of clear parallel
lanes, which were located along the axis of the main thoroughfare of the
city, that is Moscow Avenue.
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It was planned to carry out the construction of the residential and
living space of “New Kharkov” in accordance with the provisions of the
idea of social life. Thus, according to the plan of the designers, the city
was divided into 36 residential complexes, each of which was a complex
of 8-10 houses. Such a complex was designed for 2,548 people to live.
The complex had all the facilities needed for its residents public
services. The project suggested that the houses forming the housing
complex would be interconnected at the level of the second floor by the
closed bridging corridors (Khan-Mahomedov, 1996, p. 168). As a result,
a resident was able to move from its premises to a public dining room,
club or library without leaving the housing estate. In the summer, the
flat roofs of residential complexes were transformed into tanning beds.

By embodying the idea of social life, the designers of “New
Kharkiv”’ emphasized that the creation of a collective food system
would help to create new social and household relationships among the
residents. Therefore, there were no included individual kitchens in the
planning of apartments of residential complexes (Liubavskyi, 2016, p.
32). The cooking function was entrusted to the kitchen factory system,
and catering had to be taken place in public dining rooms. The
centralized system of public catering provided for the complete
standardization and unification of the menu of offered meals and drinks
as well.

The Ukrainian avant-gardists did not miss the need to create a
cultural center, which included, among others, the Palace of Culture, the
Planetarium and the stadium. To hold cultural and educational events
and public meetings there was equipped a separate hall in each housing
complex (Borysenko, 2013, p. 108). It is obvious that the authors of the
“New Kharkiv” project have taken into account the importance of social
events in the general context of mass ideological work.

In the context of Ukrainian urban planning, formulated under the
influence of the debate on the socialist displacement of artistic and
compositional and planning decisions, architects and builders sought to
bring to life the ideas not only in Zaporizhzhia and Kharkiv. They were
also implemented in the cities of Donbas. During the work of the
governmental commission for the construction of Donbas cities, there
was worked out a general doctrine of urbanization of the region in
1929-1930. The territory was planned to divide into 13 industrial
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districts, in the center of each there was planned a construction of a new
city or a major reconstruction of the old one (Aloshyn, 1985, p.19).
There was supposed to form the urban environment of the Donbas cities
by the unification of the working settlements of several enterprises into
a much larger one, while modernizing communication as well. Within
the open competitions, there began the development of sketch projects
of the socialist reconstruction of Horlivka, Kadiivka, Lysychansk and
Yenakiievo, which, in the sum of stylistic and planning decisions,
corresponded with “New Kharkiv”’ and “Great Zaporizhzhia”. However,
all these ideas remained at the stage of project development.

The creative pursuits were significantly adjusted by the party
apparatus, that was unexpected as for the Ukrainian, as for most Soviet
urban planners. On May 29, 1930, a resolution of the Politburo of the
Central Committee of the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) on
"Work on the restructuring of everyday life" was promulgated, which in
fact put a stop to the debate on socialist displacement, and most of the
proposed ideas were criticized. The campaign to discuss the prospects
of Soviet urban planning, launched by the party apparatus, was
eventually suspended. In the party directive, the participants of the
debate were accused of projecting and promoting the utopian idea of a
solid socialization of life, which allegedly resulted from the emergence
of false expectations about the prospects of overcoming the housing
crisis in the population (Resolution of the Central Committee of the All-
Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) "On work on the restructuring of
everyday life", 1930). Critical publications on proposed urban
regeneration projects began to appear on Soviet newspapers.

Thus, according to party critics, the main drawback of the master
plan of “Great Zaporizhzhia” was the extraordinarily large area of the
building land. The project's weaknesses were identified by the extremely
wide streets and low-rise buildings, which would seem to have led to
unjustified costs for their improvement and public utilities. As a result,
the master plan of “Great Zaporizhzhia” proposed by P. Khaustov and I.
Malozemov was rejected by the Republican party apparatus.

As for “New Kharkiv”, its construction was started, however, in the
same 1930, the decision of the USSR Supreme Soviet of the National
Economy reduced the amount of investment in housing at the Kharkiv
Tractor Plant named after S. Ordzhonikidze. The designers had to
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abandon the construction of closed bridges-corridors, and of the 288
houses envisaged by the project by 1939, only 50 were built
(Liubavskyi, 2016, p. 35). That is, by the end of the 1930s, most of the
factory workers had not received separate housing.

The plans of “New Kharkiv” and “Great Zaporizhzhia”, developed
under the influence of the leading ideas of the discussion, were almost
identical in their aesthetic and ideological and compositional content.
The projects differed mainly only from approaches to territorial
organization of urban infrastructure. “New Kharkiv”’ was seen as a
territorially monolithic urban complex formed by functional zones.
While “Great Zaporizhzhia” appeared to its authors as a decentralized
urban organism.

The lack of viability of the projects was driven by the specific
social and political and economic transformations that took place at the
turn of the 1920s and 1930s under the leadership of Y. Stalin. In the text
of the Resolution “On work on restructuring of life” there was a direct
indication in the form of lines about “... at the moment the need to
maximize the focus of all resources on faster industrialization of the
country, which will actually create real material prerequisites for a
radical restructuring of life...” (Resolution of the Central Committee of
the All-Union Communist Party (Bolsheviks) "On work on the
restructuring of everyday life", 1930). This meant that financial, human
and material resources would be directed, first of all, to industrial rather
than residential construction by the Stalinist leadership. The reason for
such a decision was not the scarcity of these very resources, but the
recognition of the priority of the fastest possible activation of the
production facilities of the heavy industry enterprises. As a result, in the
satellite cities of the metallurgical and machine-building plants of the
first five-year schedules, there would be "not enough resources” to build
capital housing infrastructure.

Placing the priorities clearly indicates that, at the beginning of the
first five-year schedule, the Stalinist leadership had made a conscious
decision to abandon the mass construction of individual housing for
workers. The move was motivated not only by the desire for faster
construction of heavy industry facilities. An indispensable attribute of a
separate urban dwelling was a family household, which traditionally
relied on a woman. Therefore, there was a danger of an outflow of
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working population (women and adolescents) from industrial
production, in the event of the emergence and increase of individual
housing. Therefore, mass workers' housing was envisaged only in the
form of hostels, family and baracks (Meierovych, 2011, p. 135).
Individual housing was recognized exclusively by the prerogative of the
Soviet administrative bureaucracy, that is the nomenclature. Housing
was considered as a means of encouraging functionaries for service and
loyalty to the Stalinist regime. These principles were laid down and
formed the basis of Stalin's urban planning policy. Under these
circumstances, the avant-garde town planning doctrines proved
“irrelevant” to the Soviet authorities.

In view of the above, the real and not officially declared motives
for launching a debate on socialist displacement become clear. We can
claim that the discussion of the prospects of Soviet urban planning and
the popularization of the idea of social life initiated by the party
apparatus were a kind of propaganda cover for the Stalinist plan to
abandon the mass construction of individual housing. Thus, the entire
discussion of socialist displacement may be regarded as a purely
political campaign, which lasted exactly as long as it had successfully
fulfilled the ideological veil of the real intentions of the party apparatus.
The emergence of housing projects or kitchen factories was, in fact, the
result of a specific interpretation by architects of the concept of social
life, which had nothing to do with the utopian ideas of forming a new
person in reality.

Thus, the architectural debate ended without achieving its primary
purpose — to create a model of a “ideal socialist city”, devoid of the
vices inherent in pre-revolutionary and capitalist urbanism. The avant-
garde doctrines were incompatible with the party plans, which the
Soviet functionaries criticized and rejected as vigorously as supported at
the beginning of the discussion.

To sum up, we can argue that the refusal to implement these
projects was a consequence of the inconsistency of their planning
decisions with the basic provisions of a true Stalin's urban planning
policy. Contrary to the official slogans of a “bright future of socialism”,
the real party course did not aim to raise the living standards. The
authorities considered the housing of working people as barracks and
hostels, rather than futuristic apartment complexes. Therefore, the issues
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related to the influence of Soviet social policy on the formation of state
urban planning doctrine during the first industrial five-year schedule
period need further studies.
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Pubauok Bonooumup. IPOEKTH «HOBOI'O XAPKOBA» 1
«BEJTUKOI O 3AIIOPIKKA» AK BI/ITOBPAKEHHA
MICTOBY/JIBHHUX ITOLIYKIB ITEPIONY IHAYCTPIATI3AL[II

Anomauisn

Y 1929 p. ¢ CPCP poszeopuynacs ececorosna nyoniuna KamMnamis 3
002060peHHsT NEPCNEeKMUE PO36UMKY DPAOSHCLKO20 MIicmo0y0yeanHs,
gidoma AK OUCKycia npo coyianicmuune posceneHus. li oCHOSHUMU
VUACHUKAMU CMATU He Juuie MOo204dcHi NpoGiOHi apximexmopu ma
Micmobyldienukuy, a U euwi napmitni i depocaeni Oisui. I1i0 enausom
VIMONRIYHUX MICMOOYOIeHUX [0ell, SKI SUHUKIU Y X00i OUCKYCIL w000
npobiemM CoyianicmuiHo20 pPO3CeleHHs, YKPAIHCbKI  apXimeKkmopu-
KOHCmMpYKmugicmy — 30iliCHUIU ~ pO3POOKY — 2eHepalbHUux  NIAHie
PEKOHCMPYKYIL 1 PO3WUPEHHS  JHCUML080L IHGpacmpykmypu 080X
npomucnogux —yeumpie — Xapxosa ma 3anopidxcocs.  OOHaK,
KOHCmpyKmugicmcobki npoexmu «Benuxozo 3anopidcocsy i «Hoeozo
Xaprosa» 3anpononosani 1. Manozemosum, II. Xaycmosum ma II.
Anvowunum He 6ynu peanizo8ami y NOBHOMy 00CA31, OCKIIbKU XapaKkmep
ix nnaHysanvbHux piuleHb UWO8 6pO3PI3 I3 0A308UMU NOLONCEHHAM
peanvroi Micmo0y0ieHoT RONIMUKU CMATIHCbKO020 KEPIGHUYMEA.

Bucnognoemovcss dymxa, wo cmeopeni YKpaincoKumu 3004uMu
naanu «Hoeozo Xapxoeay i «Benukoeo 3anopixcoicsy 6yau miieHHAM
A6MOPCLK020 OaueHHs 3paskoeoi moodeni coyiaricmuunozo micma. Ha
OCHOBI NpPOGIOHUX [0ell PAOSHCLKO20 asaneapdy, asmopu NpPOoeKmis
3aNPONOHYBANU OPUSIHATILHY APXIMEKMYPHO-NIAHY8ANbHY KOHYENnyiro
3a6y008U, AKA He MANA HIY020 CHIIbHO2O i3 MICMOOYJiBHUM 00C8I00M
nonepeouix wacie. OOHax yi apxXimexmypHi npono3uyii SUABUIUCS He
axmyanornumu 6 CPCP nanpuxinyi 1920-x pp. B ymoeax cmanincvroi
indycmpianizayii  napmiunuill  anapam — HAO0A6A8  JHCUTHIOBOMY
0yoigHuymey OpyeopsaoHozo 3HavenHs. Ax wuacniook, macumabHi
npoexmu «Hosoeo Xaprosa» ma «Benukozo 3anopixcocay 6y10
BUSHAHO «NOMUTKOBUMUY.
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Memooonozia: 'y cmammi Oy10 3ACMOCOBAHO  ICHOPUKO-
2CHEMUYHULL MemoO0 ONsl BUHAYEHHS 2eHe3UCy KOHYenyii JiHitiHOL
3a6y008U, 3’SCYBAHHA NOXOOJICEHHS idel JHCUmMIo8020 KOMOIHamy ma
po3Kpumms  00CmasuH  BUHUKHEHHA 3a0ymy  YHiQixayii micokoi
iHpacmpykmypu, — 6mineHux YKpAiHCbKUMU — a8aHeapoucmamu y
apxXimexmypHo-niany8albHux piulenHsax npoekmie «Hoeozo Xapkosay i
«Benuxoeo  3anopincocay.  Komnapamueuuti  memoo  003601uU8
BU3HAUUMU ~ HeBIONOGIOHICMb  3MIicmy  [0eanicmMUu4Hux  Ho2aa0i8
PAOSHCOKUX —~— KOHCMPYKMUGICII6 — pedalbHil — cymi  CMANIHCbKOL
ypoaHicmuyHoi noaimuxu. 3a60AKU ICMOPUKO-CUCIEMHOM)Y Memooy
g0anoca Oitimu po3yMiHHA, WO 3aNAaHO8aHi y npoekmax «Hoeozo
Xapkosay i «Bemuxoeo  3anopixcocsay — 00’ekmu  micvkoi
iHppacmpyxmypu  noeunni  Oyau  ecmynamu Yy QYHKYIOHATLHY
83aEMO0II0, YMBOPIOIOYY EOUHUL YPOAHICTIUYHUL MEXAHIZM.

Bucnosku. Iouamox 20-x pp. XX cm. 6 icmopii padsucekoi
Yrpainu, max i 6 yinomy Paosaucexkoeo Coro3y, no3Hayuecs nosieoio
YIKABUX HAYKOBUX, MUCMEYbKUX, apXimeKmypuux npoexmis. Eligopis
8i0 GIpU Yy CMBOPEHHs «HOBO20» C8IMY, N0OYO08U «CHPABEOIUBO20Y
cycninecmea  ONsl  NPeOCMABHUKIE  6CIX  COYIANbHUX — BepCm8
Xapaxmepuszyeaia 3a2aibHi HACMPOL ma HAOUXana IHmMeieKmyanie u
mumyie Ha meopui noutyku. Ilpome, nepiod «3aepagaHua» paodsaHCbKOL
enaou 3 enimamu 6ye mempusamum. li aemopumapna cymmuicmv, 3
aKmyanizayicio Ha MIIiMapu3ayiro Kpainu, He 3aauuaia npocmopy ois
meopuoi iniyiamueu ma po3eumky inougioyanvnocmi. Ha nouamxy
nepuwioi n’amupiuky y 61a0HUX Kyayapax 0yio NputiHamo pilenHs npo
8I0MOBY 60 MACOB020 CNOPYONCEHHS KOM@OPMHO20 JHcumia OJis
pobimnuxie. Yci pecypcu niamysanocs socepeoumu Ha 0yOiGHUYMSI
00’exmis gadxckoi npomuciosocmi. Tomy ¢ymypucmuuni npoexmu
«Hoeozo Xaprosay i «Benuxoeo 3anopixcocay Oynu ioxuneni uepes ix
HeBIONOBIOHICMb  ICIMUKHINL  0epIHCcasHill  YpOAHICMUYHI  OOKMPUHI
nepiody indycmpianizayii.

Kniouosi  cnoea: asameapo, Ouckycis,  indycmpianizayis,
coyianicmuune po3CeNleHHs, 2eHEepAlbHUll NIAH, KOHCMPYKIMUGIIM,
MicmoOyOysanus, yCycnitbHeHuti nooym.
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Rybaczok Wiodzimierz. PROJEKTY “NOWEGO CHARKOWA” 1
“WIELKIEGO ZAPOROZA” JAK WYSWIETLENIE
WYSZUKIWAN URBANISTYCZNYCH W OKRESIE

INDUSTRIALIZACJI

Streszczenie

W 1929 r. w ZSRR rozpoczeta sie ogolnonarodowa kampania
publiczna, majgca na celu omowienie perspektyw rozwoju radzieckiej
urbanistyki, znana jako dyskusja na temat zasiedlenia socjalistycznego.
Jego glownymi uczestnikami byli nie tylko prowadzgcy architekci i
urbanisci tamtych czasow, ale takze wyzsi partyjni i panstwowi
dziatacze. Pod wplywem utopijnych pomystow urbanistycznych, ktore
pojawily sie podczas dyskusji o problemach socjalistycznego
zasiedlenia, ukrainscy architekci-konstruktywisci opracowali generalne
plany przebudowy i rozbudowy infrastruktury mieszkaniowej dwaoch
osrodkow przemystowych — Charkowa i Zaporoza. Jednak projekty
konstruktywne — “Wielkiego  Zaporoza” i “Nowego Charkowa”
zaproponowane przez |. Malozemowa, P. Haustowa i P. Aloszyna nie
zostaly w catosci zrealizowane, poniewaz charakter ich planowych
decyzji byt sprzeczny z podstawowymi przepisami w zakresie
faktycznego planowania miasta wedtug Stalinskiego kierownictwa.

Istnieje taka opinia, Ze plany “Wielkiego Zaporoza” i “Nowego

Charkowa”, stworzone przez ukrainskich architektow, byly przejawem
autorskiej wizji wzorowego modelu miasta socjalistycznego. W oparciu
o wiodgce idee radzieckiey awangardy autorzy  projektow
zaproponowali oryginalng koncepcje architektoniczno-planistycznej
zabudowy, ktora nie miata nic wspolnego z doswiadczeniem
urbanistycznym z poprzednich czaséw. Te propozycje architektoniczne
nie byly jednak aktualne w ZSRR pod koniec lat 20. XX w. W kontekscie
industrializacji Stalina aparat partyjny przywigzywal drugorzedne
znaczenie do mieszkalnictwa. W rezultacie ogromne projekty “Wielkiego
Zaporoza” i “Nowego Charkowa” okazaly sie “pomytkowe”.
Metodologia. W artykule wykorzystano metode historyczno-
genetyczng, aby ustali¢ geneze koncepcji zabudowy liniowej, poznaé
geneze idei kompleksu mieszkalnego i ujawni¢ warunki pojawienia idei
unifikacji infrastruktury miejskiej, zawarte ukrainskimi
awangardzistami w ich decyzjach architektonicznych i planowych
podczas projektow “Wielkiego Zaporoza” i “Nowego Charkowa”.
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Metoda  porownawcza  pozwolita  ustalic  rozbieznosci  tresci
idealistycznych poglgdow radzieckich konstruktywistow z realnq istotg
polityki  urbanistycznej  Stalina.  Dzigki  metodzie  historyczno-
systematycznej udato si¢ zrozumiel, ze planowane obiekty projektow
“Wielkiego  Zaporoza” i “Nowego Charkowa”, nalezgce do
infrastruktury miejskiej, mialy wchodzi¢ w interakcje funkcjonalng,
tworzgc jedyny mechanizm miejski.

Whnioski.Poczgtek lat 20. XX wieku. w historii radzieckiej Ukrainy i
catego  Zwigzku  Radzieckiego,  odznaczal si¢  pojawieniem
interesujgcych projektow naukowych, artystycznych i
architektonicznych. Euforia od wiary w stworzenie “nowego” swiata,
budowanie “sprawiedliwego” spoleczenstwa dla przedstawicieli
wszystkich warstw socjalnych charakteryzowata ogélne nastroje i
inspirowata intelektualistow i artystow do tworczych poszukiwan. Okres
“flirtowania” wladzy radyieckiej z elitq byl jednak krotki. Jej
autorytarny charakter, z aktualizacjq do militaryzacji kraju, nie
pozostawial miejsca na kreatywng inicjatywe i rozwoj osobisty. Na
poczatku pierwszej “pieciolatki” za wladczymi kulisami rzqd postanowit
porzuci¢ masowq budowe wygodnych mieszkan dla pracownikow.
Wszystkie zasoby zaplanowano skierowaé na budowe obiektow
przemystu cigzkiego. W rezultacie futurystyczne projekty “Wielkiego
Zaporoza” i “Nowego Charkowa” zostaly odrzucone z powodu ich
niezgodnosci z prawdziwg panstwowgq doktryng urbanistyczng okresu
industrializaciji.

Stowa  kluczowe: awangarda, dyskusja, industrializacja,
zasiedlenie socjalistyczne, plan generalny, konstruktywizm, urbanistyka,
zycie spoteczne.
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