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The formation of architectural appearance as a component of social and cultural development of cities in the south of the Amur governor-general in the late XIX-early XX centuries
The article describes the process of building and shaping the architectural appearance of cities in the south of the Amur governor-general in the late XIX - early XX centuries. On the basis of the archive sources and a wide range of scientific papers, the factors that led to the development of the Far-Eastern cities and change of their architectural appearance are highlighted. Also the transition from chaotic building to a planned type is shown and architectural forms of urban space and its evolution from the late XIX - early XX centuries are revealed. The article also reflects specific features of building of the Far-Eastern cities and their impact on the appearance of Asian culture due to the geopolitical situation of the Far-Eastern region of the Russian Empire, which determines the development of external trade relations, functioning in the investigated cities, foreign enterprises and residence of foreign nationals, mainly of representatives from the countries of Asia. The article marks difficulties in solving the housing problem and its impact on the urban outskirts. Basic trends of revitalization of the city authorities in solving the problems of urban development are described. Consideration of the questions of forming the architectural appearance of the cities is being studied through the prism of their social and cultural development.
В статье анализируется процесс застройки и формирования архитектурного облика городов юга Приамурского генерал-губернаторства в конце XIX – начале ХХ вв. На основании архивных источников, широкого круга научных трудов выделены факторы, обусловившие развитие дальневосточных городов и изменения их архитектурного облика. Показан переход от хаотичной застройки к плановой, выявлены архитектурные формы городского пространства и их эволюция с конца XIX – начала ХХ вв. Отражена специфика застройки дальневосточных городов и влияние на их внешний облик азиатской культуры в связи с геополитическим положением Дальневосточного края Российской империи (развитие внешних торговых связей, функционирование в исследуемых городах иностранных предприятий и проживание иностранных граждан, преимущественно представителей из стран Азии). В статье отражены тенденции активизации деятельности городских властей в решении  проблем  градостроительства.  Рассмотрение вопросов формирования  архитектурного облика исследуемых городов ведется через призму их социокультурного развития. 
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At the end of the XIX century as a result of reforms in the sphere of economy, politics and governance, fertile ground for the development of infrastructure in the cities of the south of the Amur governor-general was created. During this period, cities gained a stable administrative status and started the process of accumulation of the capacity needed for the formation of social and cultural space on the outskirts of the Russian Empire. The reflection of the internal process of the formation of cities as socio-cultural centers was in their accomplishment, which manifests itself in problems and changes that have affected all areas of the city at the turn of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Urban development reveals the spatial aspect of social and cultural development of the city and also is a component of its social infrastructure. Consideration of the characteristics of the studied cities accomplishment, of course, is important, since this area includes the conditions and circumstances of urban existence, reflects the level of social well-being, points out the most pressing problems of living arrangement and affects the overall culture of the citizens.

The level of urban improvement depends on the characteristics of residential development, the state of streets, roads, transport network development; communications, security of the city and its water quality; the practice of recycling of wastes, etc..

Formation of the urban settlements (Khabarovsk, Vladivostok and Blagoveshchensk) in the territory of the Far-Eastern outskirts of the Russian Empire began without any plan, building on the principle of free building, mostly wooden, and was directly related to their military and administrative functions. They are all fortified military posts. Created May 31, 1858 Post Khabarovsk looked like a wooden town, which made a good impression from the river, but a poorly maintained and more unsightly than Vladivostok in the same period. Prior to the appointment of Khabarovsk as a place of residence of the Governor-General (in 1884), virtually all private buildings were made of wood, and only five of them - on stone foundations. Some of the buildings were built simpler and cheaper way – huts, «poluizby», damp, poorly heated. [1] Basically, the townspeople lived in wooden houses of rural type, and many even in houses absolutely not adapted for living.

Vladivostok (received city status on May 10 1875) did not much differ in the type of building from Khabarovsk. The earliest buildings of Vladivostok were built along the northern shore of the Golden Horn bay and they arranged as an arbitrary group. Despite the early and active construction of brick buildings at the beginning of the 1890s, the city looked very unfavorable: "Most of the houses belonging to the class rather poor are wooden; built against all rules of hygiene, very closely, cold and damp. Built, generally, in a hurry " [2]

Blagoveshchensk, by the time of obtaining the status of the capital of the Amur region (July 5 1858) also had the face of a military post. G.T. Murov, a researcher, noted the ugly picture of urban development: "In front of me there is a wide and long (street), bordered by two rows of rather ordinary-looking houses. They are old, one-story, as if immersed in the land to small windows with shutters, blackened by time and weather, with a mound of earth ... "[3]. In 1865, the city had three churches, 134 private and 76 state-owned buildings. In general, the studied cities had largely the same appearance: dominated by wooden buildings, on the outskirts - small houses, in-depth and dug into the ground (dugout); the ceilings were low, with little cubic volume of air content.

In the last quarter of the XIX century with the growth of with population and acquisition of the status of the administrative center of the region of the Amur governor-general of Far East edge of the city they began to move to the planned building and sustainable development of territories. Making long-term plans contributed to the formation and consolidation of a historical perspective of the city core, administrative, commercial, spiritual centers, and areas of major highways [4].

The first draft development plan of Khabarovsk was drawn up back in 1864 by a surveyor M. Lubenskiy long before the acquisition of the status of the administrative center of the city (1880). [5] The city extended along the river Amur and inland from the coast. The peculiar shape of the city was given by the mountainous central part and two small rivers flowing between the main streets of the city – Chardymovka and Plyusninka.

Vladivostok quickly began to be built in 1871 in connection with the transfer Siberian Flotilla base to the city of Nikolaevsk-on-the Amur. There were first suburbs: Officer, Hospital, Sailor, hard labor [6]. Assigning the status of fortress to Vladivostok left its mark on the entire city architecture - most of the land deep into the peninsula Muravyov-Amurskiy was occupied by the military department and the two lines of defense of the fortress, as a result there was little land left fir building [7].

At the same time, almost immediately after its foundation, Blagoveshchensk became the center of the Amur region, its construction was carried out systematically [8]. The decisive influence on the formation of the street network of the city space of Khabarovsk and Blagoveshchensk was provided by the river, and of Vladivostok – by the outline of the sea bay "Golden Horn."

The first stone buildings in the Far-Eastern cities are beginning to appear in the 70 – 80-ies of XIX century. As a consequence of the economic development of the Far-Eastern lands, the development of trade with neighboring countries, strengthening the Far Eastern borders in the city merchants and entrepreneurs began arriving, the number of officials and the military, which acquired their own housing and open businesses, increased. However, large-scale stone construction began only in the late XIX century. The first stone buildings in the administrative centers of the Amur region – Khabarovsk and Blagoveshchensk – were the buildings of railway stations.

By 1909, in Vladivostok there were 5951 buildings, while 1671 were a stone, and 4280 – wood. Residential construction accounted for 86.7% of all buildings, among them fanz – 13,5%. 31.1% of dwellings were made of stone, the share of stone fanz accounted for only 3,5% [9]. Stone construction was carried out in Khabarovsk in a relatively large-scale, there the most of the administrative buildings of governor-general were concentrated. In one of his speeches, the Governor General S.M. Dukhovskoy stressed that "the growth of Khabarovsk is no doubt, but success and better future for the growth of the city is made up in direct proportion to the skillful activities of municipal government" [10]. For example, thanks to the efforts of the first mayor of Khabarovsk A.A. Rassushin in 1894 there was intensive construction of the city, there were  25 houses built then, in 1895 – 52 and in 1896 – 71 [11].

G.T. Murov, the researcher, classified building of Khabarovsk in three ranks. To the first category belonged large stone two-storey buildings. Buildings of the second category were mostly one-story, with small windows, but roomy enough. It was their only advantage, because the whole building was built very poorly, "in haste": " Extremely cold in winter, hot in summer – because of baking ovens. No ventilation devices. Even traditional air vents are not available. Primitive toilets. No rubbish pits. Inside these buildings are very inconvenient "[3. P. 43]. The buildings of the third category were shacks resembling rustic buildings: low, with small windows, one oven and two or three kennels. Besides people there also could live chickens, geese, pigs and all kinds of parasites. That is where the most of the population lived.

By the end of the study period stone buildings begin to prevail in the cities. This can be seen on the report of the Khabarovsk city architect Levteev in 1913, where he notes that of the 376 projects reviewed for the construction of private buildings 325 were declared  stone buildings and only 26 - a mixed-type [12]. The stone buildings of the city transformed from one-storey into multi-level.

Stone construction caused the rapid development of the brick factories making building bricks of high quality. Already in 1885, there were 6 brick plants in Blagoveshchensk [13]. Built factories gave the impression of the city of industry and accelerated the process of urban development by producing their own materials.

Continuing the trend of the overall development of human settlements of the Russian Empire, the most well-kept parts of the outskirts of southern cities of the Far East were central streets. For example, on the main street of Vladivostok, Svetlanskaya Street, there were such buildings as  the house of the governor, the commander of the port house, large buildings and department stores Churin and Kunst and Albers, bank buildings, the Cathedral, the most beautiful buildings were designed by an architect Yungelheld [14]. Most houses on main streets were built by skilled engineers according to the projects of St. Petersburg and Moscow architects. For example, in the central part of Khabarovsk the construction of the apartment building of Plyusnin combined three architectural styles of the era of "Russian style", "modern" and "brick" (the use of this material as a decorative architectural element). Buildings of the central part of the city at the end of the XIX century was carried out under the guidance of strong architects and builders, such as N.F. Aleksandrov, V. Murov, P.E. Bazilevskiy, Z.Y. Kolmachevskiy and others. [15]. From 1900 to 1913 more than 20 houses in the city were built on individual projects 

The central streets of the city became their cultural centers, gave them conviviality and not only changed their image of the urban city, but also influenced on the development of urban culture in general. The rest of the city streets were neither an architectural attraction, nor a satisfactory sanitary condition.

Brisk trade with the Asian countries, in particular the Chinese, carried out through a network of shops and markets influenced the development of cities. Shops, bazaars, canopies, which were created by Chinese traders to sell their products, were only temporary in the method of construction, thus affected the appearance of urban development adversely. 

Temples and churches were decoration of the city. For example, a half-century development of Khabarovsk, as the center of the Amur Governor-Generalship, there were 14 Orthodox churches, a synagogue, a small church and a Chinese joss-house built. In Blagoveshchensk, which was the cathedral city of Blagoveshchensk diocese, in 1965 there were 3 churches, and in 1879 the first stone church of the Intercession of the Mother of God was laid. By 1904, there were already 11 Orthodox churches, a synagogue, a church and a mosque [16].
The development of transport infrastructure, in particular the construction of the Ussuri railway between Khabarovsk and Vladivostok, had a direct impact on the revitalization of urban development in both cities [17].
Due to the ongoing policy of creating "a mighty bulwark" of Russia in the Far East by the governor general S.M. Dukhovskoy and N.I. Grodekov, the development of local industry, commerce and communications intensified, the inflow of migrants to the Amur increased, which determined the active urban industrial engineering. After the start of the construction of the Chinese Eastern Railway in Khabarovsk a match factory, a distillery, four breweries, two iron foundries, three mechanical factories, 15 steam mills and many other plants were opened. [15. Р. 159]. By 1908 firms were added to the existing four, the construction of an arms factory "Arsenal» was completed. The building of the Plant was controlled by an officer of Bulgarian origin S.N. Vankov, who played an important role in the further development of urban infrastructure. Artillery workshops of the military department and mechanical workshops of the strengthening Amur River flotilla were opened. All of this was caused by the emergence of urban industrial areas, which began to grow into workers suburb.

The layout of cities changed, they turned to the new main highway – rail. The rapid development of the construction of Vladivostok in 1897 – 1901 provided building of eastern branch of CEL, which opened the shortest way from Europe to the Pacific coast and the leading role in changing the appearance of the city now belonged to the seaport, which received and sent ships not only under Russian, but also English, Japanese, German, American, Norwegian flags. In 1892, a factory of Swedish matches «Suvorov and K» began to work in the city. The factory was large enough for the time; it employed 240 workers from among the Chinese, Koreans and Japanese. Eastern culture began to have an enormous influence on urban development. For example, in 1900 on the initiative of N.M. Chichagov, the military governor of Primorye, main entrance to the building of the Oriental Institute was flanked by two old, sculptures of lions "Shih Tzu", entirely carved from granite and brought from Manchuria. [15, pp. 203 – 204].

In Blagoveshchensk the industrial look of the city consisted of an iron plant, brass casting factory, 2 breweries, 6 tanneries, 3 soap and 6 brick factories, 5 steam mills, 42 forges, which determined the appearance of workers' districts in the city, that consisted mainly of wooden structures [18].

Thus, by the beginning of XX century architectural appearance of the cities studied mainly formed. It combined elements of elegant building of the central streets interspersed with architectural forms of oriental culture and the rural building of outskirts; industry, overgrown with chaotic suburb layout. The architectural appearance had become one of the most important factors determining the formation of cultural space of the studied cities.

The development of consumer culture of the townspeople to a great extent was influenced by well-housing and solving the housing problem. Each year, the increasing population in cities of the region stimulated large-scale construction of residential houses. The expansion of the city was accompanied by the growth of philistine construction
In the cities, because of the high cost and slow pace of construction and the presence of a high percentage of old and virtually uninhabitable buildings there was an acute housing problem. First of all, there was a problem of overcrowding of premises. In small houses (huts) three or four families could live, which did not meet the sanitary standards of the volume of air in the room per person. According to the census of Khabarovsk in 1884, the lack of space in residential buildings was a common phenomenon: "More than 1/3 of the total urban population is breathing air of poor quality. There are premises where there is ¼ or less cubic fathoms of air per person [19]. The lack of air in the housing is a pressing issue of the city population. Nevertheless, despite the fact that living in such houses was dangerous for health, it did not prevent visitors and citizens who did not have sufficient funds from settling in the "areas with population density". There lived for the most part Chinese and Koreans. Living conditions in apartment buildings were most unpretentious [20]: overcrowding, filth, lack of air, lack of basic amenities were constant companions for immigrants. Often twice as many people than was prescribed spent the night in the apartments. People settled in the attic, divided into small rooms without even the windows. Closets in the yard were in poor condition. Yards usually were built in rows and filled with small taverns and feeding places which operated without permission of the city council. In such places one could find brothels and opium smoking rooms [21]. Also there were completely uninhabitable buildings - sheds of mud and plank, covered with straw or twigs, dugouts and huts. Workers, who came to town for seasonal work, lived in even more uninhabitable sanitary living conditions. Driven out by the high cost of inns, some workers even lived at work. They lived among the cities in sheds made of galvanized iron, sometimes without floor, ventilation, or food, and often without even a primitive latrine. [22]

By the beginning of XX century there was a difficult situation with land acquisition and land use. In Vladivostok, this was due to the mass of rent (for the further transfer of the ownership) of land by local businessmen, which led to a lack of space for expansion of the city and the high cost of housing [23]. As a result, in spite of the intensive construction and architectural transformation of the city lack of apartments continued to be felt sharply. According to N.P. Matveev, "at the sale at the City council of 7 lots of urban land about 100 people turned up, and the land had gone for a very expensive price" [24]. Despite this, the number of city buildings increased annually: from 1900 to 1906 almost 1.7 times (from 1940 to 3295). However, citizens with low incomes were in hardship, and could not afford new or improve available housing. The number of owners of real property (valued at more than 1,000 rubles) in the period from 1902 to 1914 did not exceed 500 people [25]. Naturally, the cost of renting a house, as well as its purchase, was significant. The average cost of renting the room was 15 rub/month. This price was assumed for the room, completely devoid of comfort and convenience. The rental price does not include lighting, heating and use of the kitchen. For such "good" the tenant had to pay 25 – 30 rubles/month [26]. In Blagoveshchensk in 1907, the average cost of renting an apartment with total area of 46 m2 was 25 r/m, for a more spacious housing the payment doubled, but the apartments of 200 m2 were handed over by landlords for more than 100 rubles/month [27]. Active resettlement into the cities of the Amur region spurred constant price increases in the housing market. Homeowners, "not hesitating to either verbal or written contract, bid up the prices of apartments almost every month, often refusing tenants before the appointed time only because they had new entrants to the apartment, who offered a higher fee" [1, pp. 6]. In this regard, in the studied cities, a new kind of rent as a sublet from "tenants" appeared, that was, the tenant took in a still tenants, handing them the room ("Angle"). Constantly rising house prices put people who moved to the city in terms when the cost of the accommodation was not curled on the degree of comfort. Often, citizens had to live in terrible distress and unsanitary conditions.

Russian-Japanese war had a dual effect on the solution of the housing problem in the studied cities. After the loss of Liaodong Peninsula during the war Vladivostok became the main port on the Pacific Ocean, which stimulated the activation of housing: around 400 new mostly multi-storey, stone houses were built in the city On the other hand, the situation after the war created a new housing crisis. The visiting troops (which became the basis of the urban poor) had to be placed in the apartments of inhabitants of Vladivostok on the rights of tenants, or in vacant houses whose owners had been evacuated during the war, which complicated the situation on their return [28].
One of the forms of solving the housing issue was the erection of wooden suburbs, used for the resettlement of the workers at the industrial enterprises of the city. For example, in Khabarovsk there were Arsenal, railway and Hohlatskaya and Dalnehohlatskaya suburbs formed, the latter two founded by settlers from the western provinces of the Russian Empire. In Vladivostok, thus the housing problem of military personnel was solved. Officer suburb was built, and others. In general, the city began to grow at the expense of such suburbs that in the future, defined the boundaries of metropolitan areas. However, the emergence of suburbs did not solve the housing problem; it remained the most acute, almost insoluble for the city authorities throughout the period of investigation, which determined the low level of everyday culture of the townspeople.

The emergence of the suburbs caused social division of population. As a rule, mansions of secular and spiritual nobility, wealthy merchants were located in the city center. Visiting officials and military officers also rented accommodation there. Central quarters played the role of the business centers of the city. It housed the arcade, cultural and commercial places. Artisans and the other visiting people concentrated in the suburb, and the farmers who had fields and arable land settled at the city limits.
Thus, the spatial environment and development of cities in the south of the Amur Governor-General in the period under review had undergone major changes in the architectural appearance, which was directly related to the socio-economic development of the Far East as a region, as well as a separate city. Growth of the residential construction contributed to a clearer breakdown of quarterly cities. The new architectural shape and changes under its influence in the social and cultural life of population had a marked influence on the development of social infrastructure of the cities studied.
Literature and the sources:
1. Бодиско, А. М. Из жизни Хабаровска / А. М. Бодиско. – Хабаровск, 1913. – С. 37.

2. Прик, А. Е. Владивосток и Южно-Уссурийский округ Приморской области : путеводитель и справочная книга с приложением адрес-календаря г. Владивостока и проч. / А. Е. Прик. – СПб., 1891. – С. 10.

3. Муров, Г. Т. По русскому Дальнему Востоку. Люди, их жизнь и нравы. Дневник странника. Т. I. / Г. Т. Муров. – Москва : Товарищество типографии А. Н. Мамонтва, 1910. – С. 26.
4. Шахеров, В. П. Формирование планировочного и архитектурного облика городов южной части Восточной Сибири в ХVII – начале ХIХ вв. / В.П. Шахеров // Сибирский город ХVIII – начала ХХ в. – Иркутск, 2005. – С. 19 – 20.

5. Хабаровский край. Страницы истории. – Владивосток : Изд-во «Утро России», 1996. – С. 154.

6. РГИА ДВ. – Ф. 28. – Оп. 1. – Д. 29. – Л. 5.

7. РГИА ДВ. – Ф. 28. – Оп. 1. – Д. 530. – Л. 3 ; Л. 5 ; Д. 559. – Л. 2 – 3 ; Д. 109. – Л. 3.

8. Власов, С. А. Градостроение Владивостока в исторической ретроспективе / С.А. Власов // Записки Общества изучения Амурского края. Т. 39. – Владивосток, 2009. – С. 45.

9. Обзор Приморской области за 1909 г. – Владивосток, 1910. Прил. 23.

10. Приамурские ведомости. № 170. – 1897. 30 марта. – С. 207.

11. ГАХК. – Ф. И 285. – Оп. 1. – Д. 3. – ЛЛ. 28 – 32.
12. ГАХК. – Ф. И 285. – Оп. 1. – Д. 17. – Л. 75.
13. Обзор Амурской области за 1885 г. Благовещенск : типография при Канцелярии Гражданского управления Амурской области. – 1886. – С. 7.

14. Татищев, A. A. Земли и люди: В гуще переселенческого движения (1906 – 1921) / А. А. Татищев. – М., 2001. – С. 101.

15. Дубинина, Н.И. Приамурский генерал-губернатор Н. И. Гродеков : историко-биографический очерк / Н. И. Дубинина. – Хабаровск : Издательский дом «Приамурские ведомости», 2001. – С. 159.

16. Обзор Амурской области за 1904 г. – Благовещенск : типография «Амурской Газеты» наследников А. В. Кирхнер. – 1905. – С. 42.

17. Ковальчук, М. А. Исторический опыт формирования транспортной отрасли Дальнего Востока России (70-е гг. XIX – июнь 1941 г.) / М. А. Ковальчук. – Хабаровск, 2003. – С. 12 – 14.

18. Обзор Амурской области за 1897 г. – Благовещенск : типография Канцелярии военного губернатора Амурской области. – 1899. – С. 17.

19. РГИА ДВ. – Ф. 1. – Оп. 1. – Д. 980. – Л. 16.

20. Позняк, Т. З. Жилищные и бытовые условия в дальневосточных городах (вторая половина XIX — начало XX вв.) / Т. З. Позняк // Россия и АТР. – 2008. – № 1. – С. 18 – 31.

21. РГИА ДВ. – Ф. 28. – Оп. 1. – Д. 663. – Л. 278.

22. Приложение к протоколу № 3. Мнение врача И. В. Кирилова об организации санитарной части в городах Приморской области. Протоколы II Хабаровского съезда врачей 15 – 20 октября 1901 г. // Приамурские ведомости. – № 412. – 1901. 18 ноября. – С. 15.

23. РГИА ДВ. – Ф. 28. – Оп. 1. – Д. 116. – Л. 4 ; Д. 558. – Л. 3.

24. Матвеев, Н. П. Краткий исторический очерк г. Владивостока / Н. П. Матвеев. – Владивосток, 1990. – С. 253.

25. РГИА ДВ. – Ф. 702. – Оп. 1. – Д. 927. – Л. 57 об. – 58.

26. РГИА ДВ. – Ф. 28. – Оп. 1. – Д. 28. – Л. 23.

27. Обзор Амурской области за 1907 г. – Благовещенск : Электро-тип. тов-ва Б. С. Залский и Ко, 1908. – С. 10.

28. Вишневский, В. М. Владивосток в период Русско-Японской войны (1904 – 1905 гг.) // Материалы по истории Владивостока. Кн. 1. – Владивосток, 1960. – С. 89 – 91.

