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AnoTauis. ABTopKa BMCBITNIOE Pi3Hi NepcnekTrBm Wwopo po3suTtky Jlbeosay 1980-Ti
poKM i nokasye KOHLEeNTyanbHUN Nepexip, Bif nnaHyBaHHS MiCbKOrO NMpocTopy
[0 NNaHyBaHHS «MiCbKOro Yacy> i BOCBIAiB nofen y MicTi. BoHa posrnsinae asa
npuknapw. Nepwwuii nos’ssaHnn i3 JlbBiBcbkoto dinieto [lep>kaBHOro iHCTUTYTY
npoekTyBaHHs micT «[INPOMICT0», skvi BipnoBipas 3a niArotoBKy MicTonna-
HyBanbHOi JoKyMeHTaLjii MicTa i perioHy. Dinis npautoBana 3 GpyHKLiOHaNbHUM
30HYBaHHSIM Ta 3aCTOCOBYBana MaKponepcrnekTMBy AO MiaHyBaHHsS MiCbKOro
npocTopy. [lpyrnin Npuknap — MPOEKT YNpPaBiiHHS MiCbKAM CepPefoBULLEM,
pospobneHuii y JlbBiBCbkoMy noniTexHiyHomy iHCTUTYTI. LIS inest posBuTky MicTa
nepepbayana 3acTocyBaHHS JIIOAVUHOLEHTPUYHOTO MiAXoAY Ta BpaxyBaHHS He
TiNbKW NPOCTOPOBOI, a 1 YacoBOI NePCNEKTUBWU. K anbTepHaTUBHAa A0 NaHIBHOro
AUCKYPCY Ta NPaKT1KX MicTonnaHyBaHHs, Lis KoHLenLisi nicns poanagy CPCP sa-
nuwanacs Ha MapriHecax. [lecsTuniTTs noTomy Micbke nnaHyBaHHs J/IbBoBa Bce
LLie FPYHTYETbCS Ha KOHLIEML,sIX Ta iHCTPYMEHTaX, PO3pPobneHnX paasiHCbKMU
MicTonnaHyBanbHUMM yCTaHOBaMV, L0 YacTo 3a/iuliae peanbHUn NoAchbKnn
[OCBIA, XXUTTS Yy MICTi 32 MeXaMun ANCKYCil.
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Abstract. The paper discusses different perspectives related to the
urban development of Lviv during the 1980s and shows the gradual shift
from planning urban space to planning urban time and experiences. It
focuses on two cases. The first one is connected to the Lviv branch of
the Dipromist State Design Institute for Cities, which was responsible
for preparing planning documentation for the city and region. It worked
with functional zoning and applied the macroperspective to the space
of the city. The second one evolved at the Lviv Polytechnic institute
and dealt with the concept of the urban environment. It proposed a
human-centered approach to city development and took into account
not only the spatial but also the temporal perspective. As an alternative
to the dominant discourse and practice of cityplanning, it remained
marginal after the collapse of the USSR. For decades Lviv urban plan-
ning continues to rely on the concepts and tools coined in the Soviet
planning institutions and leaves human experiences of the city largely
outside of the discussion.
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ICTOMAQHYBaHHS — OAMH 31 crocobis IPOEKTYBAaHHS Maﬁ6yTHboro i3a-

KAQAQHHS TEHACHLIH MicbKOro po3BUTKY. BoHo BusHavae npiopurery,
IIPOIIOHYE IHCTPYMEHTAPIM TAKTHK i IIEBHE GageHHSs TOro, AO YOTO CAiA IIparxy-
TH. Y Yacu ACP)KABHOTO COLAAI3MY IIPOCTOPOBE IAAHYBAHHS MicT OYAO TiCHO
IIOB’sI3aHCE 13 COLIfaABHIM Ta CKOHOMIYHUM ITAAHYBAHHSIM, AAXKE KOMYHICTHIHA
MAPTisl 30CEPEAXKYBAAA TTiA CBOIM KOHTPOAEM PECYPCU AASL LIEHTPAAi30BaHO-
IO YXBaAE€HHs PIllIEHb Y IPOMUCAOBOCTI Ta apxiTeKTypHo—6yAiBeAbHiﬁ cdepi.
«ITobyaoBa KOMYyHIZMY> OyAa SIK COLIAABHOIO, TAK i IPOCTOPOBOK METOIO.

V 6auenni MaﬁGyTHboro iy mporeci BTiA€HHS I1bOTO OayeHHs HA TEBHUX
ALASTHKAX MICTa CAIA 6on Y3rOAKYBATH LAl mapTil, mpodeciiiHe 3SHAaHHA 1 AO-
crynHi pecypcu. IIoBO€HHI AGCATHAITTSA CTaAH 4acOM POBIIHMPEHHS Mepe-
XKi papsAHCHKHX MiCTOIMAAQHYBAABHHUX YCTAaHOB i BCTAHOBAEHH: i€papxil Mix
Humu. Sk crBepaxye Crisen Koaaiep, «3acapHHYa KOHLjENITyaAbHA CTPYK-
Typa MicTobyayBanHs Oyaa mpoaykrom 1930-x, i came micas Apyroi cBito-
BOI BiliHM 6aunMO YTBEPAKECHHSA MiCTO6yA}7BaHH}I SIK arapaTy IEPETBOPEHD,
KYAU BXOAMAM €KCIIEPTH, TEXHIYHI IHCTUTYTH, IOTOKU PECYPCIB, MaTepiaAb-
Hi CTPYKTYpPH, IPOCTOPOBi q>opM1/1, PO3IOAIAM HACEAEHHS Ta OpraHisaljiiiui
aomoBacHocti» (Collier, 2011, p. 85). Anapar npaijoBa Ha BCix piBHAX —
BCECOIO3HOMY, P€CHY6AiKaHCbKOMy, PErioHaABHOMY, MICBKOMY, PailOHHOMY,
Ha pIiBHI IIEBHUX TaAy3ed MPOMHMCAOBOCTI — fK BEPTUKAABHO, TaK i ropu-
30HTAABHO, AAC CEKTOPAAbHE Ta TEPUTOPiaAbHE IIAAHYBaHHS He OyAH LiiAKO-
BUTO 1108 s13aHi. OOHMABA TUIIN AQHYBAHHS MaAU CIIPAaBy 3 IPOCTOPOM — i3
BUKOPUCTAHHSM 3E€MAI ITiA BaGYAOBy i mip GopMyBaHHS Mepex KOMYHIKaIii,
a Takox i3 mpocTopoM Haa (acporoptn) i mig semacto (MeTpo). Baipuem aas
IHIMX MiCT Ipu 1bOMY OYB reHepaAbHUI [1AaH pekoHCTpyKuil Mocksu 1935

rban planning is one of the venues for designing the future and setting trends for city

development. It sets up priorities, proposes a toolbox of tactics, and includes a certain
inherent vision of what should be achieved. During state socialism, planning of cities was
tightly connected to social and economic planning — the Communist party concentrated
resources for centralized decision-making in industry and urban design. “Building Com-
munism” was both a social and spatial aim.

Envisioning the future and its construction on specific urban areas was negotiated
between the aims of the party, professional knowledge, and available resources. The
postwar decades became a time when the network of Soviet planning institutions
expanded and formed into hierarchies. As Stephen Collier argues, “the basic concep-
tual framework of city-building was a product of the 1930s, and it was after World
War II that we see the consolidation of city-building as an apparatus of transformation
comprised of experts, technical institutes, resource flows, material structures, spatial

forms, demographic distributions, and organized arrangements” (Collier, 2011, p. 85).
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poxky. KarouoBumu npiopureramu 6yA1/1 ¢yHKIIOHAABHE 30HYBAaHHA i TpaH-
CIIOPTHA MEPEXKA: HABITh SAKIO Y HAAHI PUTOPUYHO MIIAOCS PO « rIOTpeGI/I »
PaASIHCBKHX AIOACH, BiH OIEpPyBaB ycepeAHEHUMH LU(pPaMU i He BpaXOBYBaB
AOCBIAY OKPEMMX ocib. I'lpiopurer — 1m}0AO pO3TAIIYBaHHS, WIASAXIB CIIOAY-
4eHHs | 00CAYTOBYBaHHS — OYAO HAAQHO IPOMUCAOBHUM IIATIPUEMCTBAM.

Maﬁ6yTHe MICT Y COLIiaAICTHYHIN AEPKaBi MAAO YiTKi YACOBI TOPU3OHTH.
[lor’saTe POKiB, BIATIOBIAHO AO €TaIliB COIIiaABHOTO Ta EKOHOMIYHOTO ITAAHY-
BaHHsA (IATUpPiYOK), AbBiBcbKa Qinis Aep>KaBHOIO IHCTUTYTY HPOEKTYBaH-
mst Mict « AITTPOMICTO» rorysasa nmpoekTu mepuoi yepra OyaiBHUL-
tBa. L]i MpOEKTH MICTHAHM OTASIA ITOTOYHOI CHTYalil B MiCTi, OKPECAIOBAAH
3AO6YTKI/I i BUBHAYaAM NEPCIIEKTUBU PO3BUTKY HA HACTYIIHI ITSITh poxis. Ko-
JKEH AOKYMEHT MaB PO3AIAU IIPO obcsru i micis 6yAiBH1/1uTBa ()KI/ITAOBOI‘O,
KOMYHAABHOTO, POMHUCAOBOTO), iHKCHEPHi iHPPACTPYKTYpH, BYAHIHO-AO-
POXKHIO MEPEXY, HASIBHICTb Pi3HUX BUAIB TPAHCIOPTY, IH)KEHEPHO-TEOAOTTY-
Hi YMOBHU, OXOPOHY AOBKiAASI, O4iKyBaHHUH KOIITOPHUC T 6yAiBCAI>Hy 6a3y. LTi
MaTepiaAu MMOKA3YIOTh, SIK PAASHChKA AEPKaBa PO3yMiAa MiChKi peaail Ta sKi
KOMIIOHCHTH BBa)KaAa 32 MOXKAMBE i moTpibHe crpoexrysaru. Li npoextn
Oyan, 3a BUCAOBOM MicTOOYAiBHMKA Bitaais AyOunu, «MicTOOYAIBHOWO KO-
aomw [Spocaasa] Hosakiscskoro»! (Dubyna, 1997, p. 51).

VY aokymenTi 1979 poxy 3a3HaueHO, 0 MAAHYBaAbHA CTPYKTypa AbBO-
BAa «IJCHTPHYHA | CKAAAAETHCS 3 ITSITH IIAAHYBAABHHX PaiioOHIB, posMilre-
HUX AOBKOA2 icropuynoro siapa» (Petrova et al., 1979, p. 8). Oaniero i3
3a3HAYCHHUX KAIOYOBHX IP0oOAeM OyAa HH3bKA IPOIYCKHA CIPOMOXKHICTD
TPAHCIOPTHOI Mepexi, 0co6AUBO B LeHTpaAbHIN yacTuni micta. [poekr
nepuIoi Yepru 6yAiBHHuTBa 30CEPEAKYBABCSI AOBKOAA CTPYKTYPHOI AOTiKH

This apparatus worked on different scales — the USSR, republics, regions, cities and
their parts, specific industries — both vertically and horizontally, but sectoral and
territorial planning were not entirely linked. Both types of planning were dealing with
the space — the land usage and various connections on it, above (airports) and below
(metro) — with the 1935 general plan for the reconstruction of Moscow as a role
model for other cities. Functional zoning and the transport network were the key pri-
orities — even when planning rhetorically referred to the “needs” of the Soviet people,
it operated with average numbers and did not take into consideration the experiences
of the individual person. The priority was given to industrial enterprises that need to
be located, connected, and serviced.

The urban future under state socialism had clear time horizons. Every five years, accord-
ing to the stages of social and economic planning (five-year plans), the Lviv branch of the
Dipromist State Design Institute for Cities prepared projects for the first stage of con-

struction. These projects provided the overview of the current urban situation with notes

! Slpocaas Hosaxis-
chmit (1920—

1982) — mictoby-
AIBHMK, HAYa ABHUK
APXITEKTYPHO-TIAQHY-
BAABHOI MAHCTEPHI

Ne 2 AwiBcbkoi Biaii
AepaBHoro incTuTy-
TY ﬂpOCKTyBaHHﬂ MiCT

«AITIPOMICTO».



202  HATANIS OTPILLIEHKO

* Pobouy rpymy, sixa
BEAQ IIEH IPOEKT,
opranizosano 1980
POKy 32 HAKA30M
Ne 91-OK (aomos-
HEHMI HAKa30M

Ne 132-OK i 30
rpyats 1983 poxy)
AbBiBCcbKOT Biail

«AITTPOMICTO».

Yaroslav Novakivskyi
(1920-82)—urban
planner, the head of

architectural planning

workshop #2 at the Lviv
branch of the Dipromist

State Design Institute

for Cities.

PO3BUTKY MicTa — IIe 6yB orasip Micra i3 Makponepcnexkrusu. Hosa pe-
paxuis, 1985 poky, yxe MiCTUTb pedepyBaHHS AO TEXHIKO-€KOHOMIYHHX
ocnos (TEO) HoBoro renepaapHoro naany AbBoBa, AKMI OYaAH PO3PO-
Oasiti Ha movarky 1980-x%

Iael, sxumu KEPYIOTbCS IIPU OKPECAEHHI PO3BUTKY MiCTa, IMIACYMOBaHO
B r€HEPAABHOMY IIAQHI — Bi3yaAisaljil 04iKyBaHb, IK MaAO 61 BUTASIAATH Mi-
cro (Harris, 2005). Lleit Tun AokymeHTa y Haif3araabHimomy mMacmTabi onu-
CyBaB PO3BHTOK MICTa Ta pO3TAIIOBYBaB ACMOIPapiyHMI Ta €KOHOMIYHUI
noTeHLias y mpocroposoMy Bumipi. Ilicast 3aTBepA)keHHS BiH CTaBaB OCHO-
BOIO AASL AeTaabHUX NAaHiB TepuTopii (DeHaan, 2013, pp. 67-68) ta incTpy-
MEHTOM, AO SIKOTO BAAAQ MOTAA 3BEPTATUCS Y PI3HUX KOHTEKCTAX: Bia MeAianil
AOKAABHHUX KOHQAIKTIB AO IMO3UIIIOHYBAHHA MiCTa B MacmTabax pecrxyGAiKH.
I'lepmmii i Apyruit reHepaabHi maaHu ABBOBA, BiATIOBIAHO 1956 1 1966 poxkis,
pospobus AepxxaBuuil iHcTuTyT npoexryBans Mict « AITTPOMICTO»
B Kuesi. ITpore nanpuxinni 1970-x po60oTy Hap HOBOKO PEAAKIIiEI0 KOOPAH-
HYBaAa yke MicieBa, AbBiBcbKa $iais 1jiel opranizanil.

KarouoBoro iseero posButKy micta ApBOBa, 3ampornonoBanon y 1970-x
Assiscsroro pisiero « AITTPOMICTO», 6on IIEPETBOPEHHA CTPYKTYpHU
MiCTa 3 MOHOLIEHTPUYHOI HAa MOAILIEHTPUYHY — IUASXOM PO3BUTKY 6iAb-
IIUX MALICHTPIB Y MiBHIYHIMA Ta MiBAGHHINA yacTHHAaX ABBOBA, a TAKOX 3Be-
AEHHSI TIPUMIILIEHD AASL KYABTYPHO-TPOMAACBKHX 3aXOAIB y HOBUX paliOHax
(Mykh, 1983, p. 6). Y 1960-x iaes MOAILEHTPUYHOTO MiCTa IIOAO BEAMKHX
MICT 1oYaAa AOMiHYBaTH B MiCTO6yAiBHifI HNPaKTULI — L€ 6on HACAIAKOM
nomupenns mikpopaitonis (Alekseyeva, 2019, p. 81). Io x o0 AbBoBa, TO
TaKa ipes paAllle BTIAIOBaAa NParHeHHs IepeHecTd PYHKIII i3 HACHIEHOro

on accomplishments and set up the prospects for development for the next five years. Each
document consisted of sections on the amount and location of construction (residential,
communal, industrial), engineering infrastructures, the road and street network and trans-
port, engineering and geological conditions, environmental protection, expected cost of
the work, and the construction base. Such materials showed the way urban reality was
understood by the Soviet state and what parts of this reality could and should be designed.
These projects were of the “urban planning school of [ Yaroslav] Novakivskyi'” (Dubyna,
1997, p. 51), as urban planner Vitalii Dubyna puts it.

In the 1979 document, the planning structure of Lviv is described as “centric and
consisting of five planning districts located around a historic core” (Petrova, 1979, p.
8). One of the key problems mentioned there is the low transport network capacity,
especially in the central part. The project for the first stage of construction was built
around the structural logic of urban development — it looked at the city from the macro

perspective. The next edition, dated 1985, already reflects on the technical and economic
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LEeHTPY MicTa B HOBI AoKanil. OAHHM i3 HATXHEHHHKIB L€l KOHLENIil 6yB
Hosaxkiscpkuil. Bin kepysas nporecom p03p06A€HH}I T€HEPAABHOTO IAAHY
K AO KIHIIS CBOTO SKHUTTS, A0 1982 poky.

ITpoexr nepwoi yepru 6yaiBHunTBa 1985 poky Haroaoumrysas Ha poAi
«TPAHCIIOPTHO-MAAHYBAABHOTO KapKaca>» B €BOAIOLIl MiChbKOI CTPYKTYpH
AbBOBa (Bugaev etal, 1985, p. 75). 1 y IPOEKTHIH AOKyMeHTall, i B ycHHX
iHTepBIO 3 MiCTOGyAiBHI/IKaMI/I, 3aAYYEHHMH AO p03p06AeHH;1 T€HEPAABHOTO
IIAQHY, 6auunmo 3BEPHEHHS AO KOHIIENIi kapkaca i TkaHuHu: «Kapkac — To,
3HAYMUTh, TPAHCIIOPTHUM KapKac, TO € HaibiAbIn cTabiAbHA YacTHUHA MicTa,
1 TKaHMHA — II€ T€, IO € MiXK KAPKACOM, 3alIOBHEHHS, TaK CKa3aTH, TOTO Kap-
kaca» (micTobyaiBauk 1947 p. H., inTepio 26.11.2018). Lli iaci aeTasbHO
pospobacto y kHmxkui Aaekcest ['yrrosa Ta Iabl AexxaBu «MaitbyTHe Mi-
cra» (Gutnov & Lezhava, 1977). V renepassHomy naani ApBoBa KAI04YO-
BUM IIPIOPUTETOM 6on BHU3HAYEHO «KAPKAC>» — TPAHCIOPTHY MEPEXY, TOAL
SIK HA «TKaHHHY>» 3BepTaAu MeHIue yBard. OaMH i3 MicTONAaHYBaAbHHKIB
npuraaye: «Koancs [Spocaas] HosaxiBebkuit kasas, mo sKpas TPaHCIIOPT-
Ha IHPPACTPYKTypa — TO € OCHOBA MiCTOOYAYBaHHsI, TOMY 10 0e3 MilHHX
3B SI3KiB... HEMUCAUMUI B3araai PO3BUTOK yp6aHi303ame TEPUTOPIH. Tam,
A€ TIABKH MOSIBASIETBCSI MariCTpaAb, MOYMHAE BOHA oOpocTaru. To6To Tepu-
TOpisl AICTa€ BIATIOBIAHY KOMEPIIHHY LIiHHICTS, HPI/IBa6AI/IBiCTb. I npu mari-
CTpaAl, 3HAYUTh, MOKE PO3BUBATHCh TEPUTOPIA, OT> (MiCTO6YAiBHI/IK 1952 p. n,,
inteprio 13.12.2018).

PosBuTok TpaHCIIOPTHOI CHCTEMH — AOPIr i pO3B'sI30K, IO IX BBAXKAIOTh
HalcTabiABHINIO0 YaCTUHOIO MiCTa, — AECATHUAITTAMU 6yB BHU3HAYaABHUM
AAsl Micbkoro pos3BuTky AbpBoBa. IIpore Taka mepcmexruBa mepeabadae

rationale, the feasibility study (zekhniko-ekonomicheskie osnovy) of a new Lviv general
plan, which started to be developed in the early 1980s%

Ideas that guided the development of the city were summarized in the general plan — it
was a visualization of the expectations of what a city should look like (Harris, 2005). This
type of document expressed the most “general” scale of urban development and located the
demographic and economic potential of the area spatially. After being approved, it became
a base for detailed plans of the territory (DeHaan, 2013, p. 67-8) and a tool that authorities
could refer to in various contexts: from local conflict mediation to the positioning of the city
on the scale of the republic. The first and the second socialist general plans for Lviv, dated
1956 and 1966 respectively, were designed by the Dipromist State Design Institute for Cities
in Kyiv. Yet, in the late 1970s the work on a new edition was coordinated by the local branch
of this organization.

The key idea of Lviv urban development proposed in the 1970s by the Lviv Branch of

Dipromist was the transformation of the city structure from monocentric to polycentric —

% The team was organized
in 1980 by the decree

of the Lviv Branch of
Dipromist #91-OK
(supplemented with the
decree #132-OK on 30
December 1983).
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HasIBHICTDb MicTa paplue sk QOHY AASL pYXy 3 TOUKH A A0 Touku b, npiopurer
P LbOMY OTPUMYIOTh TPAHCIIOPTHi 3acobu, a AOCBiA MEPECYBAHHS MiCTOM
HIIIOXOAIB CTa€ MEHII BaXAMBHM. BopHOWac, mpodecopka MicToOyayBaH-
Hs 3TAAy€ i Ipo HOBI 6aueHHS MIMIOXiAHUX 30H, ONMMUCAHUX Y TEHEPAABHOMY
naani: «Haiibiabmme mimoxiaHe MicTo, ke 6on 3aIIpO€eKTOBaHE Y /AbBOBI,
TO, BAACHE, B TOMY TE€HITAAHI Hosaxkiscpkoro. Tam 6YAI/I TaKi MimoxipHi npo-
CTOPH 3aIPOEKTOBAHi, IO 1j€ HABITh CbOIOAHI TPYAHO cobi YABUTH, mo6 ix
3anpoekTyBarH... OLs iAesl HOBHX MIALICHTPIB, 31 CTAPOro LIEHTPY BOHH 6YAI/I
3B’513aHi MiX co6010 MiloXiAHUMH 3B’ 13KaMu>» (Ipodecopka MicToGyAyBaH-
us 1957 p. 1., inteps’o 22.03.2019).

A mpore OaueHHs MiCTa, BTIACHE B oiLiiiHill IAAHYBaABHIM AOKYMEHTa-
1ii, 6iabire CTOCYBaAOCH iAeil pYHKIIIOHAABHOTO 30HYBAHHS 1 3aCTOCOBYBAAO
CTPYKTYPHY HEPCIIEKTUBY IOAO po3BUTKY AbBOBa. MOBa maaHy aAemepcoHa-
Ai30BaHa, HaBITh MONPHU Te, IO € 0AraTo MOCHAAHb Ha KOpUcTyBada. I1aa-
HYBaAbHA AOKYMEHTALIisl poGHAa y3araAbHEHHS HAa OCHOBI «HACEAECHHS, Bip
KIABKOCTi MiCTOYTBOPIOBaABHHX KaApiB, T06T0 pobiTHHKiB» (MicTOOYAiB-
Huk 1944 p. 1., inrepsio 17.09.2020) Ta ycepeAHEHHX TOKA3HHUKIB BUKOPH-
cTanHs (KBaAPaTHHX METPIiB Ha 0co0y, AiKapHAHHX ADKOK Ha THCAYy OCif,
KIABKICTb MicLjb y IIKOAI Ha THCs9y Ocif Tomo), 106 BUpo6uTH HEBHI peko-
menaanil. KiapkicHa Aorika, sxa 6yAa Ba)KAUBOIO AAS PAaASHCBKOTO IIPOEK-
Ty, AOMIHYBaAa i B MiCTOIIAQHYBAABHOMY AMUCKYPCi (i AHMIIAETHCS MTAaHIBHOIO
HaBiTh micast possasy CPCP, xou 1i i TpancdopMyBasn MOBa €KOHOMIYHOTO
KaIliTaAy Ta iA€l OCTIHHOTO 3pOCTaHHS MicT).

I'TouyaTkoBi AaHI AASL TEXHIKO-€KOHOMIYHMX OCHOB I€HEPAABHOTO IIAAHY
AbBOBa 6yr0 pospaxoBaHo asst 1981 poky, fioro mepury 4epry MaAu BTiAu-

through the development of larger subcenters in the northern and southern parts of Lviv and
community centers in the new districts (Mykh, 1983, p. 6). The idea of a polycentric city was
predominant in large cities already in the 1960s as a result of the construction of microdistricts
(Alekseyeva, 2019, p. 81). In the case of Lviv, it was rather following the logic of sprawl of the
already-existing dense urban core. One of the masterminds behind this concept was Nova-
kivskyi. He led the process of the development of the general plan until he passed in 1982.
The project for the first stage of construction from 1985 emphasized the role of the
transport planning frame (transporino-planirovochnyi karkas) in the evolution of the Lviv
urban structure (Bugaev, 1985, p. 75). Both the planning documents and oral interviews
with urban planners, who were involved in the development of the general plan, refer to the
concept of a frame and fabric: “The frame — that is the transport framework, that is the most
stable part of the city, and the fabric, that is something between the frame, filling the frame”
(an urban planner, born 1947, recorded 26 November 2018). These ideas were elaborated
on in the book Zhe Future of the City, written by Alexei Gutnov and Ilia Lezhava (1977).
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iy 1990-My, a poxom 3aBepurennst Hassano 2005 (Novakivskyi et al., 1983,
p- 12). 3axuct HPOEKTY BiAOYBCsl Ha MiCTOOYAIBHIH paaly AepskaBHOMY KOMi-
teti Ykpaincokoi PCP y cipasax 6yaisrunrsa (Aepx6yai) 11 Bepecns 1985
poxy B Kuesi. 3rigno 3 nmporokxosom sycrpidi, Aybuna 3asHayas, mo micTo
PO3BUBAAOCS SIK KOMIIAKTHE, | TAKUM BOHO i Ma€ 3aAUIIMTUCS Y Mai0yTHBO-
My. Bin onucas iCHYBaHHS IIAQHYBAaABHOI CTPYKTYPH — PaAiaAbHUX OCEH, sKi
dopMyBasn KapKac MiChbKOI CTPYKTYpH pailOHIB (LIeHTPaABHOTO i TPHOX Ile-
pn(l)epiﬁﬂmx). I'lepernnu nux ocei i3 AlaMeTpOM LIEHTPY YTBOPIOBAAHU ITiA-
LEHTPH; Y TAKUH crioci6 aBTOp 06rpyHTyBaB KOHIIEMLII0 «ITOAILIEHTPUYIHOI

cucremu neHTpy Mictax. [Ticas cxBaaenns TEO pupexrop ApBiBebkoi ¢iail

In the case of the Lviv general plan, the key priority was given to the “frame” — a trans-
port network — while the “fabric” was undervalued. One of the urban planners recalled:
“[Yaroslav] Novakivskyi once said that the transport infrastructure is the basis of urban planning,
because without close links, there is no urban development... Where the main road begins to grow,
the territory gains a corresponding commercial value, attractiveness. If there is a highway, then this
territory can develop” (an urban planner, born 1952, recorded 13 December 2018).

The development of the transport system — roads, interchanges, traffic circles — has
remained a determinant for urban development in Lviv for decades. It is considered the most
stable part of the city; however, it also shows the city only as a background for movement
from point A to point B with a priority for vehicles and does not take into consideration
the pedestrian’s experience of the city. At the same time, the professor of urban planning
mentioned the new vision of pedestrian areas, which was described in the general plan: “The
largest pedestrian city that was ever designed in Lviv, in fact, was in Novakivskyi’s general plan.

There were such pedestrian spaces designed there that even today it is difficult to imagine

In. 1
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Fig. 1

Unknown author,
Book kiosk behind
Maria Zankovetska the-
atre, 1964. The private
collection of Mykhailo
Tsimerman. Urban
media archive, Center
for Urban History of
East Central Europe
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«AITIPOMICTO» 3inosiit ITiaaicauit sanpocus Boaopumupa Byraitosa
KepyBaTH pO3poOACHHSM BAAaCHE reHepaAbHOro maany. Komanaa saBepum-
Ad p060Ty Hap HUM Hanpukinii 1980-x, a AbBiBcbka MicbKa paja yXBaAHAQ
fioro aume y 1993-my. MicToOyAIBHUK i KOAUIIHIN FOAOBHHI apXiTEKTOP
MicTa HA3UBA€E Il AOKYMEHT «CIpaBxHboK KoHcTutynieo mickkoro pos-
BUTKY>, AA€ TAKOXX BHU3HAE, IO I'€HITAAH IIBUAKO BTPATHUB CBOE 3HAYCHHS,
OCKiABKH «3MiHHAMCS COIiaAbHO-TIOAITHYHI i eKOHOMIHi BaskeAi» (MicTo-
OyaiBank 1944 p. n., inTeppio 17.09.2020). Sk sayBaxkuB KOAMIIHIN rosoBa
Komicii y cnpaBax 6yAiBHHuTBa i apXiTEeKTypH, «Ilj¢ HIXTO HE 3HAB, K 6yAe
MICTO AaAblIE PO3BUBATUCS, 0O NEBHUIT Xa0OC CTBOPUBCA Ha TOM 4ac. Tomy
3aTBEPAXKYBAAH Te, 1O OYAO BXKe HAlpalboBaHe, TOOTO 3 yMOBaMH, 3 bararsb-
Ma 00YMOBAIOBAaHHSIMH, 1110 i B SIKOMY HAIIPSMKY AQABILE [IPALIIOBATH, 11O Lie
BXKe, CKaXiM, He € 30BCiM akTyaabHe» (koanmHiii roaosa Kowmicii y cipasax
OyaiBHMLTBA i apxiTekTypu 1963 p. H., inTepB 0 24.07.2020).

OnucaHuil BUITAAOK € IPUKAAAOM IIAAHYBAABHOTO AUCKYPCY, yOCOOACH-
HSIM SIKOTO 6yAa A€p)KaBHA MiCTOIAAHYBaAbHA IHCTHUTYList — /AbBiBCcbKa
¢iaisz AepxaBHoro incturyTy mpoextyBanHs MicT « AIITIPOMICTO».
Yrim, sk 3asHadae AHHa AACKCEEBA, ACPXKaBHUI amapaT OyB HaATO Her-
HYYKHUM, mobu NpUHAMATH 3MiHU. e CTOCYBaAOCH i 6y,A,iBeAbHoI MIPOMHC-
AOBOCTI — 1 3 MOTASIAY IHCTUTYL[IHHOI CTPYKTYPH Ta IPOLECY HPHUHHAT-
TS PillIEHb, 1 3 TOTASAY MaTe€PiaAbHOI CTOPOHM — IMPOAYKLIL (HaHpI/IKAaA,
HEMOXXAHUBICTh BI/IPO6A}{TI/I Pi3HI TUIIM IaHEAEH AAS MACOBOTO >KUTAOBOIO
6yAiBHuuTBa). Buena onucye nepiop micas Xpyuiosa Ak 4ac, KOAH «iHHO-
BaliiiHa, IpOrpecuBHa 260 HE3aACKHA APXITEKTYPHA AYMKa, 1110 IIEPEBaK-
HO KOHIJEHTPYBaAACs B HAYKOBUX Ta AOCAIAHHX YCTaHOBAX, PIAKO AOXOAHU-

how to design them... New subcenters were interconnected with the center by pedestrian
links” (an urban planning professor, born 1957, recorded 22 March 2019).

Still, this urban vision was more linked to the ideas of functional zoning and applied the
structural perspective to the development of Lviv. It has depersonalized language, even when
constantly referring to the user. Planning documentation had to be generalized based on “popu-
lation, number of city-forming personnel, i.c., workers” (an urban planner, born 1944, recorded
17 September 2020) and on average usage numbers (square meters per person, number of beds
in hospitals per 1,000 persons, number of places in high schools per 1,000 persons, etc.) in order
to make a recommendation. Quantitative logic, which was important for the Soviet project,
also dominated in the urban planning discourse (and remains dominant after the collapse of
the USSR, albeit transformed by the language of economic capital and constant urban growth).

The initial data for the technical and economic rationale of the Lviv general plan was
calculated for 1981, with the first stage to be implemented by 1990, and the estimated year
of completion was supposed to be 2005 (Novakivskyi, 1983, p. 12). This project was defended
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Aa po npaktukiB» (Alekseyeva, 2019, p. 97). Kpurnka mopepHicTchkoro
MAQHYBAHHSA «3TOPH AOHM3Y>, IO 30CEPEAXKYBAAACSA B AKAAEMIYHUX KO-
AaX 1 pO3BHMBAAACA B AlaAO3i 3 MAAHYBAABHOIO IIPAKTHKOIO, IPOIOHYBAAA
CKOHIICHTPYBATHUCS HA THX, XTO KOPUCTYETbCS MiChKOIO iHPPACTPYKTYpPOIO,
i na ixupomy pocsiai (Beyer, 2017; Hallas-Murula, 2017; Kurg, 2013). Oa-
HI€IO 3 iA€H, SIKi 3aCTOCOBYBAAM, HAMAralOYUCh TYMaHi3yBaTH COLIiaAiCTHY-
He MicTo, OyAa KOHLenList «cepepoBuma» (poc. «cpeaa» ). Lleit Tepmin
MaB Ha METi 3MICTHTH aKILIEHT i3 MAKPOPiBH: QYHKIIIOHAABHOTO 30HYBAaHHS
(xoAuM cy6’exTOM nAaHYBaHHS € 260 IHCTHTYILIisl — YacTO MEBHA IPOMHUCAO-
BicTb, 260 y3araapHeHa 0c06a) Ha IOACHHE SKUTTS B MiCTi OKPEMOI AIOAU-
Hu. Y AbpBOBi 1110 ipcio posBuBasu y AbBiBCBKIH MmoaiTexHill, HacamIepe
Anppiit Pyaaunskuii®.

Pyanunpkuit Hanpuxingi 1970-x mparjoBaB i3 HOHATTSAM MICBKOTO ce-
PEAOBHINA Y TIOEAHAHHI 3 iA€EI0 BUKOPHCTAHHA aBTOMATH3OBAHUX CHC-
tem ynpasainasa (ACY), came ToAl 11 TeMa IIpUBEpHYAQ yBary MicLieBOro
napriiiHoro kepiBHunTBa. Y 1979 poni AbBiBcbka moaiTexHika nmpuiiMasa
MacmTa6Hy KOHEpEHLiIo 3 npoGAeM YIPaBAIHHS MiCBKUM CEPEAOBUILEM,
Pyanunpxuit 6yB OAHHM 3 il OCHOBHUX opraHisaropis. Bin possunys cBoi
ipel y Monorpadii, Ha ocHoBi sixo1 1988 poxky saxucTus pucepranipo. Y #oro
po60Ti HE TIABKM HIIAOCS PO ONTUMI3aIlii0 MPUHHATTA PillleHb Y MiCTOIAA-
HyBaHHI Ta IIPO 3aCTOCYBAHHS METOAIB OOUUCACHHSL, a i OYAO 3aIIPOIIOHOBA-
HO HOBUH ITOTASIA HAa PO3BUTOK MiCTa.

ITo-nepiue, PyAHUIIbKHIT AOAQB YACOBUIH BHMIp Y CBOIO MOAEAD IIPOCTO-
poBoi opranisanii cycmiabctBa. [To-Apyre, BiH 30cepeAuB yBary Ha okpe-
MUX AIOASX i3 pISHUMHU iHTepecamMu (HK IHAUBIAYyaABHUMHU, TaK i rpyHOBHMM),

during the urban planning council at the State Construction Committee on September 11,
1985, in Kyiv. According to the protocol of this meeting, Dubyna mentioned that the city
had developed as a compact one — and due to historical evolution it had to remain so in
the future. He described the presence of the planning frame — the radial axes that formed
the basis of the urban structure of the districts (the central one and three peripheral ones).
The intersections of these axes and the diameter of the center made up subcenters; therefore,
he justified the concept of “the polycentric system of city center.” After the approval of the
technical and economic rationale, the director of the Lviv Branch of the Dipromist Zinovii
Pidlisnyi invited Volodymyr Bugaev to lead the development of a general plan. The team
finalized this document during the late 1980s and the Lviv City Council approved it only
in 1993. Urban planner and former chief architect of the city calls it “a true Constitution of
the urban development,” but also admits that it quickly lost its significance, as “sociopolitical
and economic levers have changed” (an urban planner, born 1944, recorded 17 September

2020). The former head of the commission on architecture and construction mentioned:

3 Amppiit Pyauurp-
xuit (1928-2009) —
npodecop kadpeapu
MicToGyayBaHHs,
AOKTOD apXiTeKTypH,
ACKaH apXiTeKTyp-
HOTO paKyAbTETY
(1977-1991) Assis-

CBKOI IMOAITEXHIKH.
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Fig. 2

Andrii Drymalyk,
Lubinska street, 1978.
Collection of Andrii
Drymalyk. Urban media
archive, Center for
Urban History of East
Central Europe

SIKI CHIBICHYBaAM y IPOCTOPI MicTa Ta 4l «CEPEAOBHILA>» YaCTKOBO 30i-
TAAUCS, TOX IX Tpe6a 6on y3ropxyBatu. AOCBiA iCHYBaHHS LIHX AIOACH Y
MICTi OXOIAIOBAaB yCi OpraHu YYTTH, i IJeM AOCBiA 3MIHIOBaBCS YIPOAOBXK
ixuporo sxurts. Ilo-Tpere, Bin 6paB A CyMHIB MOHOQYHKIJiOHAABHHUI
MiAXIA AO 3OHYBAaHHS, BUCYBAIOYH HATOMICTD iA€I0 «iHTeHCHiKaLl BUKO-
pucTanus Micekoro npocropy» (Rudnitskii, 1985, pp. 25-26, 54, 68). Yci
i iA€l CTOCYBaAMCS IAAQHYBAaHHS 4Yacy, HAIIPUKAAA CTBOPEHHS AOKaLii y
MicTi, AKxi 6 Pi3Hi coliaAbHi IPyIH MOTAHM BUKOPUCTOBYBATH B Pi3HUH 4ac abo
AAs pisHOI AlstabHOCTI. PyAHHILIBKHMIT IPSIMO 3a3HAYaB PO « YIIPaBAIHHS 4aco-

BHUMM IPOLIECAMU > ILJOAO MiCBKOTO CEPEAOBHIIA, 3 HATOAOCOM Ha AO3BiAAL Ta
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«6r0p)eTax yacy» Awael i3 pisuux coniaapnux rpyn (Rudnitskii, 1985,
pp- 56-64). Y miApYYHHKY AASL CTYACHTIB apXiTeKTypHOTro npodiato, BH-
saromy 1991 poky Ha ocHOBI #ioro MoHorpaii, PyasHunskuii nucas npo
Cy4acHy HOMY NMPaKTHUKY MiCTOIIAAHYBAHHs, 2 TAKOX IPO T€, IO 1i CAiA Ie-
peopienTyBary, 06 BOHA 3aA0BOABHsIAA IOTPeOU BpasauBux rpym: «Ha
JKaAb, Y CyYacHIH MpaKTUL posB’xsaHH;I npo6AeM MICBKOI'O CEPEAOBHUIIA
OpIEHTYIOTh HEPIAKO AHIIE HA CEPEAHBOCTATHCTHYHOIO >XUTeAs... Micto
3araAOM >KOPCTOKe AO cTapux Aloaeil. [Tpore Bucoka sikicTs Mickkoro ce-
peAoBHIa 3a0e3IedyBaTUMETHCSL AMIIE TOK MIpOI0, 3a KOl HeoOXiAHI
3PYYHOCTI HAAABATUMYTbCS BCIM AIOASM, SIKI TEPIASTD HYKAY. AAS LIbOTO

“No one knew how the city would develop further, because a certain chaos was created at
that time. Therefore, [we] approved what had already been worked out, that is, with the
conditions, there were many conditions, concerning in what direction to work further,
that are, let’s say, no longer quite relevant” (former head of the commission on architecture
and construction, born 1963, recorded 24 July 2020).

The described case is an example of planning discourse embodied at the state plan-
ning institution — the Lviv branch of the Dipromist State Design Institute for Cities.
Yet, as Anna Alekseyeva pointed out, the state apparatus was too rigid to accommodate
changes, and the construction industry was inflexible both in terms of the institutional
structure, the decision-making process, and the materiality of manufactured products
(e.g. the impossibility to produce various types of panels for mass housing). She described
the post-Khrushchev period as a time, when “innovative, progressive, or independent
architectural thought, which was predominantly concentrated in academic and research

institutions, rarely reached the practitioners” (Alekseyeva, 2019, p. 97). The critic of mod-

ernist top-down planning that concentrated in academia and developed in a dialogue with
planning practice proposed to focus on the users and their experiences of the city (Beyer,
2017; Hallas-Murula, 2017; Kurg, 2013). One of the ideas mobilized as an attempt to
humanize a socialist city was the concept of “environment” (Ukrainian: seredovyshche,
Russian: sreda). This term aimed to shift focus from the macro scale of functional zoning
(when the subject of planning is either an institution — often industry — or the gener-
alized person) to the urban daily life of a specific person. In the case of Lviv, this idea was
developed in the Lviv Polytechnic mainly by Andrii Rudnytskyi®.

Rudnytskyi worked with the concept of urban environment in relation to automated
management systems, ASU (/Iytomatyzowzni Systemy Upmv/z‘nm’zz, sometimes translated
as “automated control systems”) in the late 1970s, which was when this topic gained spe-
cial attention from the side of local party authorities. In 1979 Lviv Polytechnic hosted a
huge conference on the management of the urban environment (Khorkhot, 1979), and

Rudnytskyi was among the key organizers of this event. He developed his ideas further

In.3

Tpoaeitbyc mapupyTy
N© 4 Ha LIEHTPaABHO-
MY AbBIBCHKOMY IPO-
crekri, 1963-1969

(i3 koaexii Boso-
aumupa Pymsinnesa,
MicbKuit Meaiaapxis,
Lentp michkoi icropii
Lentpasbuo-Cxipnoi
E€sporu, pororpad

HeBipOMMUit)

Fig. 3

Unknown author,
Trolleybus of the route
No. 4 on central boulevard
of Lviv, 1963-1969.
Collection of Volodymyr
Rumiantsev. Urban media
archive, Center for Urban
History of East Central
Europe

3 Andrii Rudnytskyi
(1928-2009)-urban
planning professor, the
dean of the Department
of Architecture
(1977-91) at the Lviv

Polytechnic Institute.
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In.4

Tpoaciibyc
mapmpyTy Ne 4 6iast
ToTeAl0 «/ABBiB>»,
1965-1970 (is
KkoAekii SIpocaasa
Snyaxa, MicbKuit
Mepiaapxis, Llentp
MichKoi icTopii
Lenrpaabuo-Cxianol
€spon, poro
Spocaasa Snuaka)

Fig. 4

Jaroslav Yanchak,
Trolleybus of the route
No. 4 near “Lviv” hotel,
1965-1970. Collection
of Jaroslav Yanchak.
Urban media archive,
Center for Urban
History of East

Central Europe
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into a monograph, and defended a dissertation based on this publication in 1988. His
work not only discussed the optimization of decision-making in urban planning and
the application of methods of computing, but also offered a different perspective to the
city development.

First of all, Rudnytskyi included the time dimension in his model of the spatial
organization of society. Second, he focused on specific people with different interests
(both individually and on the group level), who shared the space of the city and whose
“environments” overlapped and had to be negotiated. These people experienced the city
with all senses, and these experiences changed through the course of their lives. Third, he
challenged the monofunctional approach toward zoning with the idea of the “intensifica-
tion of using city space” (Rudnytskyi, 1985, p. 25-6, 54, 68). All of these points in various
ways refer to the planning of time, for instance, creating urban locations that could be
used by different social groups during different time periods or various time-consuming

activities. Rudnytskyi clearly spoke about the “management of temporary processes” in
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Tpeba YIIPaBASITH CEPEAOBHUIILEM TAK, 1[0 Y MICTi HIXTO HE 3aAHIIKBCS 1032
yBaroto» (Rudnitskyi, 1991, p. 20).

I'lpore mropm eKOHOMIYHOI KPU3H Ta MOAITHYHHUX TpaHCPOPMALIH Mmic-
ast posnapy CPCP noranHyB 06roBOpeHHs ADAMHOLICHTPHYHOTO MiChKO-
ro MAAHYBaHH:A. YKe Ha MovyaTky 1990-X BUHHKAM CYMHIBH, 4 AOLIIABHO
3aCTOCOBYBaTH I'€HEPAAbHUI IIAAH SIK AOPOTOBKAa3 AASl YHOPaBAIHHA Mi-
CTOM, OCKiABKH A€p>KaBa BXKE BTPATHAA MOHOIIOAIIO Ha BTPYYaHHS B IIPO-
cTip. YTiM, reHepaAbPHHH MAAH 3AAHIIABCA KAIOYOBUM MiCTO6y,A,iBHI/IM
AOKYMEHTOM (XOY i 3 ACAKMMHM cpo6aMy 3aPOBAAUTH SIK AABTCPHATHUBY
THy4YKille 30HYBaHHs 49U OiAbLI LIiHHICHO-OpieHTOBaHI MicbKi CTpaTeri'l').
MaiibyTHe MicTa Bce Ije OIUCYBAAH 3 IIOTASIAY HOTO CTPYKTYPH 1 3€MAEKO-
PHUCTYBaHHS, KOAH IIEBHUM AiASSHKaM HaAaBaAM BHU3HaveHi GpyHKII i 3Ha-
weHns: y 1980-x e po6uaa acpxkaBHa Baapa (TiCHO NOB’s13aHa 3 KOMYHic-
TUMHOIO MapTi€i0), ay 1990-x i misHilue BOHO cTaA0 06’€KTOM AOMOBASIHHS
MiX PiSHUMM AI€BLSIMM, 2K ITOKU 3PELITOI0 OCTAHHE CAOBO HE OTPUMAB
$iHaHCOBHI KamiTaA.

Amckycist mpo kapkac i cepeaOBHILE MiCTa CTABUTD 3AIMUTAHHS IIPO TOUKY
BiAAIKY AASL MICBKOTO MAaHYBaHHA. SIKy IIepCIIEKTHBY y HbOMY 3aCTOCOBAHO
i Bip unitoro imeni? Illo Tpeba maanysaru i A0 sikoi mipu? [TaanyBanns MicTa
SK IPOCTOPOBOI PeaAbHOCTI QYHKITIOHAABHUX 30H i3 aKIIEHTOM Ha <yCEPEA-
HEHIN AIOAMHI» 32 3aMOBYYBAaHHSAM 3aAUIIAETHCS BIATIPABHOIO TOUKOIO AAS
micromaanyBanHs. [Ipore cmaamuna apxitekrypHoi Aymxu 1980-x crionyxae
HAC AO NEPEOCMMCACHHS MiCTa 3 4aCOBOTO NOTASAY (0COBAMBO B KOHTEKCTI
MicbKOi MOGIABHOCTI, A€ TIAHYE «KapKaco-LIeHTPUIHE GaYeHHs» ) Ta 3 ypaxy-
BaHHSM AOCBiAY Pi3HHX COLIiaAbHUX T'PYIL.

relation to the urban environment, with an emphasis on free time and “time budgets” of
people from diverse groups (Rudnytskyi, 1985, p.56-64). In the tutorial for architecture
students, which was published on the basis of his monograph in 1991, Rudnytskyi wrote
about his contemporary practice of urban planning and how it requires a reorientation
to meet the needs of people from vulnerable groups: “Unfortunately, in modern practice,
solving the problems of the urban environment is often focused on the average resident...
The city is generally cruel to the elderly. However, the high quality of the urban environment
will be ensured only to the extent that the necessary amenities are provided to all people in
need. To do this, you need to manage the environment so that no one in the city is left out”
(Rudnytskyi, 1991, p. 20).

However, the discussion about human-centered urban design was lost in the storms
of the economic crisis and political transformation after the collapse of the USSR. The
relevance of a general plan as a guiding tool for urban management was questioned

already in the carly 1990s as the state lost its monopoly for spatial interventions,
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