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The article features the process of architectural and planning formation of the Big Krasnoyarsk in
1930¢°. As the result of the study the main planning proposals for the city of the Moscow planners
and representatives of the local organizations has been identified. The article depicts the problems
of the city planning design of Krasnoyarsk in the early decades of the Soviet time. The study of the
documentary materials made it possible to determine the objectives the formation of Krasnoyarsk
as a future socialist city, which were associated with the transformation of the city into the major
industrial and cultural center of Siberia. The represented materials of the discussions about the Big
Krasnoyarsk design, which were actively conducted in the pre-war period, made it possible to identify
the basic contradiction in the city planning projections of the architects and local authorities. The
main contradiction was in the fact that the design organizations suggested to build the new city in
the free territories of the right bank of the Yenisei river, while the region and the city administrations
wanted to see the future development of the city in evolutionary transformations of the historical city
buildings, with an initial solution of the transport connection of the two banks of the Yenisey river.
Discussions related to many aspects of the city design, such as making the choice of the location of
the regional and city centers, places of construction of the communal bridge, the architectural design
of the development, inclusion of the Tatyshev island into the territory of the city, the compactness of
the planning structure of the city, directions and rates of growth of the industrial engineering. These
discussions have attracted unprecedented attention, and many suggestions of the Krasnoyarsk public
representatives. The results of the study indicated a significant effect of the pre-project activities on the
choice of the design projects and city-planning development of Krasnoyarsk in the twentieth century.
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compactness.

Introduction

In the early 1930s, inter-

commission

a special
departmental
of the

Krasnoyarsk as a major industrial center of

developed a

hypothesis industrial development
Siberia. It became the basis for the further

architectural transformation of the city. The
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East-Siberian branch of the State Institute
of Urban Design (Giprogor) started work (in
1931) on composition of the architectural plan
of the Big Krasnoyarsk, which was further
developed (since 1934) at the Moscow Institute
Gorstroyproekt. The work on the architectural

plan, made by the Moscow architects, evoked
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a wide response among the heads of the
administrative agencies and general public
of Krasnoyarsk, which was manifested in
numerous discussions on the current and future

architectural development of Krasnoyarsk.

Methods and Materials

The main sources for the study are the
documentary materials, which are held in the State
Archives of the Krasnoyarsk Region (SAKR). In
this research the author used information from
the archival files, which includes shorthand
reports of meetings of the heads of the regional
executive committee, city council, industrial
enterprises and engineering companies, devoted
to the discussions of the architectural design of
Krasnoyarsk.

The conducted research is based on the
comprehensive study of the documentary archival
sources, engineering materials, periodicals,
on-site survey of the city development, which
contributed to the full consideration of the process
of the city development of the Big Krasnoyarsk in

the 1930¢.

Point

In the 1930s the designers saw Krasnoyarsk
as a new socialist city — a major industrial and
cultural center of Siberia. In this regard, its
location was planned in the free territories of
the right bank of the Yenisei, the river, which
was supposed to separate the future city from
the historical part of Krasnoyarsk, situated on
the left bank of the Yenisei. From the earliest
stages of design there were active discussions
among architects, managers of the constructed
industrial enterprises and representatives of the
local administration about the placement of the
industrial enterprises, public and residential
buildings, and transport connection of the two
banks the river, which provided a lot of design

decisions.

In 1936, in order to solve critical questions
of the city planning, a team of experts of the
Scientific-Technical Council of the Narkomhoz
of the RSFSR, which consisted of the specialists
of the various city-planning profiles, came to
Krasnoyarsk. They listened to the designers’
reports and opinions of the heads of the provincial
and municipal organizations, and became
familiar with the actual situation in the city
construction. As a result of the expert evaluation,
it was inferred that the planning scheme, made by
the designers in 1934, could basically be adopted
to implementation, but requires clarification in
order to make the city more compact. According
to the experts’ opinions the planning scheme
was violated by the tendency to elongation in
the eastern direction on the right bank of the
Yenisei and the projected development of the city
construction in the western direction — on the left
bank of the river. In the future work of the project
organization, in the process of preparation of the
general development plan, it was supposed to
use separate proposals worked out by the local
administration. Some of them had substantial
influence on the future scale of the city. For
example, regional planning authorities suggested
an idea of the significant increase in the project
population size of the Big Krasnoyarsk from 400
000 to 600 000 people.

The most critical questions of the discussion
concerned the location of the industrial
enterprises and residential areas on the right bank
of the Yenisei. The representatives of the regional
administration proposed to limit expansion of the
industrial areas to the east by the territories of the
pulp and paper mill and power and heating plant,
which had already been under construction. In
the process of discussions it was suggested to
place a number of new production facilities on the
area between the south-western boundary of the
newly erected plant Krasmashstroy and offshoots

of the mountain range that surround the right
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bank of the Yenisei. At the same bank, above
the railway bridge, it was supposed to develop
the wood processing industry enterprises, and
furniture production in particular, which was
inspired by the availability of the suitable wharfs
on the Yenisei.

The local authorities offered to limit the
residential areas by the western boundary of
the Krasmashstroy plant to the east, and by the
township “1 August” (at the moment — the area of
the Predmostnaya square on the right-bank of the
Yenisei) to the west. The panelists drew designers’
attention to the Tatyshev island as a huge reserve
of the city area. According to the authors’
proposal, in the case of the implementation of
the development scenario of the island, the whole
composition of the city would have received the
correct representation: the left-bank part of the
city would directly pass into the right-bank part.
It was proposed to place residential areas and a
park, which would be visited by the city dwellers
of the both banks, on the Tatyshev island.

The

development of the territory of the third terrace

local authorities insisted on the
of the left bank of Krasnoyarsk. The proposal of
the regional plan to place the city hospital, the
medical school, dormitories for students and a
number of light and food industry enterprises in
this territory was criticized by the designers, due
to the fact that the further development of the city
in this direction will not lead to the compactness
of the plan structure.
In the process of discussion of the
Big Krasnoyarsk planning, the question of
construction of the bridge across the Yenisei
was raised. According to one of the variants, the
bridge was supposed to link the western part of
the city with the Tatyshev island and residential
buildings on the right bank of the river. The
participants of the discussion recommended to
study architecture of the entrances and exits of the

bridge, in order to design a beautiful city, which

“will be a new socialist city in Siberia.” (The
Public archives.., 1935-1937, 28) Except for the
automobile transport, it was planned to organize
the tram service and to start a high-speed electric
train in Krasnoyarsk.

In the process of discussion about the
placement of the regional and the city centers
there were ideas not to place them on the square
of Revolution, where it was supposed to organize
only regional center. The construction of the
main building of the new city — the House of
Soviets, was supposed to be placed at a position
to be seen from the Yenisei river (The Public
archives.., 1935-1937, 30). It was proposed to
place the square with the objects of the regional
center on the eastern boundary of the city,
because it was supposed to be the centre of
communication with the new socialist city. The
city center was planned to be placed on the right
bank of the Yenisei river, in the residential area,
where it was proposed to concentrate the major
part of the population.

The discussions concerned the aspects
connected with the architectural design of the
embankments which represent the image of the
city. In this regard it was proposed to re-locate
enterprises, which were seen from the river (e.g.,
backwater) in order to make the architectural
design of the city and the embankments complete.
(Fig. 1)

However, the real situation in Krasnoyarsk
inthose years was characterized by spontaneous
and chaotic construction on the right bank
of the Yenisei. The residential areas were
built up by the low-storey wooden houses
that did not comply with the design ideas of
the Big Krasnoyarsk. The representatives
of constructed enterprises criticized the
organization of the construction of the right
bank of the Yenisei, commenting, that neither
City Council nor Executive Committee of the

City Council did not regulate the construction,
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Fig. 1. The Big Krasnoyarsk. Planning scheme. Alternative. Gorstroyproect. 1930s. (Public archives of the
Krasnoyarsk region. ®@. P-1224.0m. 1. J. 12. Project of the first stage of reconstruction of the central district of
Krasnoyarsk, situated on the left bank. Explanatory note. 1938)

and there was total anarchy in architecture, as
there was no combination of buildings (The
Public archives.., 1935-1937, 42). To solve the
problem it was proposed for Gorstroyproekt
to make an agreement with the City Council
on the establishment the bureau, which could
control the planning of the city.

Resume

Summing up the discussions, the heads
of the regional executive committee noted bad
organization of work on the city planning, as
all of the planning works took place without
participation of the Krasnoyarsk organizations.
They also considered that it was improper to
conduct planning work only on the right bank

of the river. It was proposed not to give up

the idea of development of the third terrace,

and placing there the light and food industry

enterprises.
The

organization admitted that Gorstroyproekt was

representatives of the design
partly responsible for those abnormalities that
took place in the planning of the Big Krasnoyarsk
(The Public archives.., 1935-1937, 52). In the
project work, it was supposed to take into account
demands and proposals of the local authorities,
and to regard the future city as a single organism,
not dividing it into the right and the left banks.
It should be noted that the project proposals,
which were adopted during many years of
discussions, had a significant influence on the
further development of the Big Krasnoyarsk in

the twentieth century.
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Juckyccun o IJIaHUPOBKeE
Boasmoro Kpacnosipcka 1930-x ronos
K.I'. IleTpoB

Cubupckutl hedepanvrblil yHugepcumemn,
Poccus 660041, Kpacnosipck, np. C60600mbitl, 82

B cmamve paccmompen npoyecc apxumekmypHO-RAAHUPOBOUHO20 ghopmuposanusi bonvuiozo
Kpacnospcka 6 1930-x 2o00ax. B peszynemame npogedeHH020 ucciedo8aHus 6vis6jleHbl OCHOBHbLE
NpeonodceHUs NO NIAHUPOBKE 20p00a MOCKOBCKUX NPOEKMUPOSWUKOE U NpeOCmasumeneii MeCmHusix
opeanusayutl. Ompadicenvl npobaemvl epadocmpoumenshozo pazsumus Kpacunospcka 6 nepewvie
decamunemusi cosemckou eaacmu. Mzyuenue 0OKyMeHmaibHblx MAmepuaios no360J1Ul0 Onpedeiums
yenegvle ycmanosku Gopmuposanus Kpacnospcka kak 6yoywje2o coyuanucmuyeckozo 2opood,
KOMopble C6:3bl8ANUCH C €20 NPeobpa308anuem 8 KpYnHbulll NPOMbIUIEHHBI U KYIbMYPHbIU YeHmp
Cubupu. Ilpusedennvie 6 cmamve mamepuanvl ouckyccuti no npooremam bonvuoeo Kpacnospcka,
AKMUBHO NPOBOOUBUUXCS 8 O0BOEHHBINL Nepuood, O0aU BOZMOICHOCHL GblAGUMb OCHOBHOE
npomugopeyue 8 2padoCcmpoumesibHblX HPO2HO3aX apXumeKmopos u pykogooumene MecmHoul 61acmu.
OHO 3aKM104aN0Ch 8 MOM, 4MO NPEONONCEHUS NPOEKMHbIX OP2aAHU3AYUL NPEeONnoaazanu co30anue
HO0B8020 20p00a HA C60000HbIX MEPPUMOPUAX npagozo bepeza Enuces, 6 mo epemsa Kak Kpaesas u
20pOO0CKas AOMUHUCMPAYUY 8udeau pazgumue 6y0yuie2o 2opooa 8 I80II0YUOHHBIX NPeodPA308AHUAX
UCTOPUYECKU CAONCUBUUEUCA 20POOCKOU 3ACMPOUKU, C NEPEOHAYATbHbIM peueHUuemM 60npocos
MPAHCNOPMHOU 83AUMOCEA3U 08YX bepe2os peKu. [JUCKyccuu Kacaiuch MHO2OUUCIEHHbIX ACNEeKMO8
2padoCmpoumenbHO20 NPOEKMUPOBAHUSA, MAKUX KAK: 6b160PA peuieHuti 0 pacnon0iCeHul 8 CMpyKmype
NPOEKMUPyemozo 20pooa Kpaeeozo u 20po0CcK020 YeHMPO8, MeCMa CMpoUmenIbCcmed KOMMYHAIbHO20
MOCMA, apXUmMeKmypHo2o o@popMIeHUs 3acmpoliku, eKuioueHus ocmposa Tamvlues 8 20poOCKyIO
Mmeppumopuio, KOMRAKMHOCMU RIAHUPOBOUHOU CIMPYKIMYPbL 20p00d, HANPABLEHUT U MeMNO8 pOCma
NPOMBIWLIIEHHO20 CIMPOUMENbCmEd. Dmu 00CYICOeHUs 6b136aNU HEObIBANbIN UHMEPEC U MHOICECHEO
npeonodceHuli co cmoponsl oowecmseennocmu Kpacrnoapcka. Pesynomamer ucciedosanus nokasanu
SHAUUMeNbHoe GAUAHUE PACCMOMPEHHOU NPeOnpoeKmHOU OeamenbHOCU HA 6bl00p NPOEKMHbIX
peuwtenuti u Ha epadocmpoumensroe pazeumue Kpacroapcka 6 XX gexe.

Kniouesvie cnosa: bonvuwotl Kpacnosapck, nianupogka, ucmopuieckas 3acmpoiixa, 20p00cKol yeHmp,
NPOMBIULIIEHHAS, MEPPUMOPUSL, KOMNAKIMHOCHb 20p00d.




