ABTOp mepBoOro IjaHa ropoga 1781 I. ocTaeTcss HEM3BECTHBIM, OJHAKO PelIEHNE PAfA MCCIEN0-
BaTC/IbCKUX 3amad, CpaBHMTeHbeIﬁ AHa/IN3 IUVIAHMPOBKU MHOTUX pOCCI/IﬁCKI/IX ToponoB II03BO-
JIIIOT YTBEPXK/IaTh, YTO aBTOPCTBO, IpuUIycbiBaeMoe MHormmu uccnegosarensamu V. E. Craposy,
€My HE ITPMHAITICKNUT. Bmecre ¢ T€M, O9Y€BUAHO, 9TO NPOAYMAaHHbIE I'PafOCTPOUTE/IbHBIE PEIIEC-
HIs, IIOJIO’KEHHDBIE B OCHOBY Il/IaHA, (3389071 IIo[, CUiTy TOMBKO TAJIAHTIVIBOMY apXUTEKTOPY. O ma-
CTEPCTBE aBTOPA CBUETENILCTBYIOT palliOHaJIbHAsA OpTaHM3al/sA IPOCTPAHCTBA, CUIYST ropoja
1 paCcCTaHOBKA apXUTEKTYPHbIX TOMIMHAHT, IIPAaBMJIbHOE pEIICHNE C/IBA JOXIEBbIX IIOTOKOB, Irap-
MOHMYHO CO4Y€TaBLIMECA C MACOTOTMYECKMN 3aJadaMll, MMOTOKEHHbBIMII B OCHOBY INTAHUPOBKHU
ropoza.

Taxum 06pa3oMm, rOpoOJ OTYYN/T YHUKAIbHBIN IUIAH, B KOTOPOM TapPMOHMYHO COYETATNCh MTPU-
POJHO-K/IVIMaTU4ecKue yCIoBIs, 0COOEHHOCTH penbeda U pellleHye UeoTOTMYecKIX 3a4ad.

Olga Baeva
Southern Federal University, Russia

THE PLAN OF NAKHICHEVAN-ON-DON: FEATURES OF REGULAR RussiAN CITY
OF THE 18th CENTURY

Architects of the Renaissance were fascinated by the search for the laws and rules of an ideal city
organization, and thus they marked the beginning of a unique period in the history of European
urban planning, the outcome and the highest point of which was the Russian urbanism of the age
of classicism.

Historiography of Russian urban planning of the age of classicism is represented by numerous ar-
ticles and fundamental works. All historical questions of regular Russian city, problems of legislation
and aesthetic views have been adequately studied. However, the history of architectural and planning
establishment of certain Russian cities remains thus far completely unexplored. It is necessary to fill
this historiographical gap because this can help to create a complete and detailed picture of Russian
and global urban planning and come to the understanding that there were more complex construc-
tions of regular Russian city than it was considered to be the case.

The purpose of this study is the reconstruction of the planning history of Nakhichevan-on-Don
and the identification of architectural and planning features of the city. The author of the first plan
of the city in 1781 still remains unknown. However, due to the results of the research and a compar-
ative analysis of many Russian cities plans we can conclude that I. E. Starov is not the author of the
first plan. In the meantime, it is clear that such thoughtful urban planning decisions could be made
only by a highly talented architect. Rational organization of space, city skyline and placement of ar-
chitectural landmarks, correct solution to drain rainwater flows, which were harmoniously combined
with the ideological objectives of the city, proves the skill of the author.

Thus, the city had a unique plan that combined climatic conditions, topography and ideological
objectives.

Cepebpsanas Banentnna BacunbeBHa
Bonzoepadckuii 2ocydapcmeenviii apxumexkmypHo-cmpoumenvHulii yHusepcumem, Poccust

Xpamsl kn1accunusma B CapaToBcKoii ry6epHumu nepsoii momosnHbl XIX Beka

B nepsoit nonosune XIX Beka B CTPOUTENIbCTBE KaMEHHBIX XpaMoB CapaTOBCKOII IybepHMM
OBIIV BOCIIPUHSATBI M YCBOEHDI KIaccuyeckye GOpMbI 1 apXUTEKTYpHBbIE IPUEMBbL. DTOT 3HAYNUTEb-
HBIJI IIJIACT B apXUTEKTYPHOM HAC/IEUI PEervoHa O CUX 0P He MOy JOCTATOYHOTO OCBEILIeHM
u oneHKn. CTaBUTCA 3ajjada ONpefie/eHNs KpyTra 1IepKOBHbBIX IIAMATHUKOB I1epBoii mojoBuHbI XIX B.
B CaparoBcKoli TybepHNy, Iie Hanbosee IMOJTHO OTPAasUICA KIACCUIIM3M.
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AKTya/IbHOCTD MCC/IEIOBAHNS 3aK/TI0YAETCSI B HEOOXOAMMOCTY OCMBICTIEHNS PEIVIOHAIBHOTO CBOE-
00pasus NMpPaBOCTABHON apXUTEKTYPBl M pa3pabOTKM MPOEKTOB pecTaBpalVM, PeKOHCTPYKIIVI.
BrniepBble IIpoBesieH MOAPOOHDIN TUIIOJIOTMYECKIII aHA/IN3 XPaMOB K/IACCUINM3Ma YKa3aHHOTO pe-
TMIOHA, OIpeJie/IeHbl X 00'beMHO-IUIAaHVPOBOYHBIE I KOMIIO3UIIMIOHHbIe 0cobeHHOCTH. PaboTa Ha-
supyetcs Ha apxmsax PITIA, TACO, TABO. ABropoM IpoBefieHO HaTypHOe 0OcmeoBaHme 00b-
eKTOB, CIe/laHbl 00Mepbl, PoTopuKcanysa. AHAIU3UPYIOTCS He TONBKO COXPAHVBINMECS XPaMbl,
HO U yTpadeHHBble. B Hay4HBII 000pPOT BBeJEHBI HOBbIE NAaHHBIE, KOTOPbIE IIOMOIYT CO3JaTh 0O-
Jiee SICHOE TIPECTAB/IEHNE O XpPaMaX KIacCULM3Ma He TONbKO B JAHHOM PErMOHE, HO U B LIEJIOM
B VICTOPUU PYCCKOJ apXUTEKTYPHI.

Ba>kHBIM MOMEHTOM B Iporecce pOpPMUPOBAHNA KIACCUIVI3MA SBJIACTCA B3aVIMOOTHOIIECHVE
MeXJy cTonuuel u npopuHumeit. /i crponrenbcrsa XxpamoB B Caparos npusiekamuch V. E. Cra-
pos, [l. KBapenru, JI. Pycka u mectnble apxurekropsl B.VI. Cypanos, I.B. Ilerpos. IIposasnenuio
K/TaCCUI3Ma B TYOEPHUY CIIOCOOCTBOBAIO HAXOX/IEHME 3[1eCh OTIMYHBIX CTOIMYHBIX 00Pa3IioB
paHHero KjaccuumaMa B ycagbbax Bropoit nmonosunbsl XVIII Beka B 3ybpunoske, 8 HagexxamHo.

B 1820-1830-e rr. B TyOepHNMM BO3BOAVINCDH KPYIIHbIE IIATUITIABbIe XpaMbl. TUIMYHBIMU 06pa3-
IJaMJ K/IACCUIM3Ma SABIAITCA TpeXdacTHble XpaMbl. CTposATcA 6ecCTONITHbIE KYIIOIbHbIE XPaMbl
C TPEXYaCTHON KOMIIO3MUI[HeIl, LIePKBU «KOpabieM» ¢ BOCbMEPUKOBBIM BeHYaHUeM. B HuX 3aMeTHBI
TEH/IEHIMM COENVHEHMA C 37IEMEHTaMM K/IacCUIM3Ma. Pelko BCcTpedaroTca XpaMbl C TPEXYaCTHOM
CTPYKTYPOIi, Tie BOCbMEPUK BBITECHAETCSA POTOH/ION, LIEPKBU C IByMA KOJIOKOJIbHAMU

AHanu3 NaMATHUKOB XPaMOBOro 3o4ecTBa B CapaToBCKoil rydepHuy nepsoii nonosuHbl XIX B.
II0KAa3aJl, YTO 3/leChb BBIPAOATBIBAINCD PA3IMYHbIE TUIIBI XPAMOB K/TaCCUI[M3MA C YI€TOM MECTHBIX
TpeOOBaHMIL.

Valentina Serebryanaya
Volgograd State University of Architecture and Civil Engineering, Russia

TEMPLES IN CLASSICISM STYLE IN SARATOV PROVINCE OF THE FIRST HALF
OF THE 19th CENTURY

In the first half of the 19th century classical forms and architecture methods were perceived and
adopted in the construction of stone temples in Saratov province. This significant stratum in the ar-
chitectural heritage of the region, which underwent enormous losses, is so far insufficiently studied
and evaluated. The intention of this paper is to define the range of religious memorials where classi-
cism revealed most of its potential in Saratov province in the first half of the 19th century.

The urgency of the research lies in the necessity to comprehend a regional peculiarity of Ortho-
dox architecture and develop restoration and reconstruction projects. For the first time a detailed ty-
pological analysis of the temples in classicism style in the region has been carried out. Alongside with
this, planning and composition properties of the memorials have been defined. The work is based
on archives, such as RGIA, GASO, GAVO, as well as field investigations of the objects, measurements
and photographic images made by the author. New evidence has been put into scientific use which
will help create a more accurate account of temples in classicism style not only within the region but
also in the history of the Russian architecture on the whole.

The interrelationship between the capital and provinces was an important point in the process
of classicism formation in Saratov region. The manifestation of classicism in Saratov province was
promoted by the fact that there already existed splendid metropolitan examples of the early classicism
in the estates of the second half of the 18th century in this district.

In the 1820s-1830s big five-cupola churches are constructed. Typical samples of classicism are
churches with three-part composition. Domed temples without pole, churches of nave type “ship”
with an octagon at the top were constructed. Some tendencies of organic combination with elements
of classicism are evident in them. Temples with three-part structure where octagon starts to be ousted
by a rotunda and churches with two bell towers are rare.
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The analysis of the religious architecture memorials in classicism style in Saratov province of the
first half of the 19th century showed that various types of classicism temples developed there which
met local requirements.

IIynp Mapunaa Bukroposna
Cankm-Ilemep6ypeckuti eocyoapcmeennolii yHusepcumem, Poccus

Ponb I1. pon Xecca n A. V. MuxaitmoBckoro-/JaHMIeBCKOTO B CO3TaHNN
o¢punanbHOro Bapnanra ncropun OreyecTBeHHOIT BOTHBI 1812 roma

MHorocTopoHH:AA fAeATenbHOCTb Hukonas I, cBasanHaa ¢ Memopuanusanuein ucropum Ote-
JeCTBEHHOI BOVHBI 1812 ropa, n ee ponb B pOpMUpPOBaHNUM OOLIeil UAEOTOTUN €r0 LJapCTBOBA-
HUS U3y4YeHbl B OTEYECTBEHHON Hayke UIIb ¢parMeHTapHO. C OHOI CTOPOHBI, CYILIECTBYIOT
VICCIIEIOBAHNA, PEKOHCTPYUPYIOLIE IPOLIECC CO3MaHMA NPUABOPHbIM McTtopukom A.JVI. Muxaii-
noBCcKMM-[laHnneBcknM TekcTa ucropun — «Ommcanna OredecTBeHHON BoOiHBL B 1812 romy» (mep-
Boe n3panue: CII6., 1839) u ero B3auMoeiicTBIe C BEHIIEHOCHBIM 3aKa3unkoM. Kak nmpaBuso, aTo
KPYIIHOMAacIITaOHOE MPEeANPHUATIE PACCMATPIMBACTCA YICHBIMI B OTPBIBE OT OOIIIel HeATeTbHOCTH
Hukonas I B aTom Hanpasnenun. C gpyro CTOPOHBL, PpoLjecc co3fanms cepun n3 12 kpynHodop-
MAaTHBIX XXMBOIVICHBIX CLIeH M3 MCTOpPUM BOVHBI 1812 r., 3akasaHHOI MMIIEPaTOPOM OaBapCKOMY
xymoxHMKY Iletepy don Xeccy, OrecTsie peKOHCTPYMPOBAH OTEYeCTBEHHBIMI VICKYCCTBOBEAMIL.

OcCHOBbBIBasACh HAa M3yY€HUN APXUBHBIX ICTOYHMKOB ¥ MaTepUaIoB, IPUBE/IEHHBIX B MICCIEI0BA-
HIAX HAallUX NPeAIIEeCTBEHHNMKOB, HaM yJaloCh BBIABATD ¥ IPOaHA/IN3NPOBATh paHee He paccMa-
TPUBABIIMIICS (AKT HEIOCPECTBEHHOIO y4acTusA NMpUABOpHOro mcropuka A.JVl. MuxaiinoBcko-
ro-Jlanmnesckoro B pabote I1. Xecca Haj co3maHmeM >KMBOIMCHOI cepuy, IpefHasHaYeHHOI IS
odopmeHnst 0co60it «MeMOPHaIbHON KOMHAThl» BOeHHOI nctopun Poccun B 3uMHeEM [BOpILE.
CocpegoToYnBLIINCh HA MUKPOUCTOPUM OTHENbHOTO XYA0XKECTBEHHOTO 3aKa3a, HaM Y[alo0Ch CO-
IIOCTaBUTD «IIPABKW», INYHO BHECEHHbIE MMIIEPATOPOM B CO3/laBaeMble 110 €r0 MHUIMATUBE Bep-
Oa/IbHBII ¥ BU3YaJIbHBII TeKCTBI MICTOPYM BOJHBI, ¥ 0003HAYNUTD OOIye IPUOPUTETHI M aKIL[EHTHI,
paccraBjisieMble II0 €T0 JKeJIaHNIO B «3Ta/IOHHON» BOeHHOI ucropum Poccun. B wactHOCTH, peskoe
V3MeHeHJe TIOHVIMaHUsl POIU OT/eNbHBIX IIOTKOBOJLEB U «Hapoja» B 60pbbe ¢ HAaIloJIeOHOBCKOI
apmuell, HaMe4eHHoe B Tpyfax A. V. MuxaitnoBckoro-JlaHmmIeBCKOro 1 B IOTHOM Mepe BhIpaXkeH-
Hoe B craTbAXx . bynrapmHa, HaxXoAMUT HajibHelilee PasBUTHE B BU3Ya/lbHBIX MHTEPIpPETALMAX
uctopun BouiHbl I1. Xecca. IlomydeHHbIe TakMM 0Opa3oM YacCTHbBIE BBIBOJBI ITO3BOJISIOT ITyOXe
IIPOAHA/IM3NPOBATh IeATeNbHOCTh HuKomas I, HanpaBieHHYI0 Ha IIEpEOCMBIC/IEHNE U «IIE€PETIChI-
BaHMe» HalMOHA/IbHOM ucTopun Poccum.

Marina Shults
Saint Petersburg State University, Russia

THE ROLE OF P. vON HESS AND A.I. MIKHAILOVSKY-DANILEVSKY
IN CREATING THE “OFFICIAL” HISTORY OF THE PATRIOTIC WAR OF 1812

The memorialization of the history of the struggle with French invasion of Russia carried out
by the emperor Nicholas I and its role in the formation of state ideology is only fragmentarily stud-
ied by Russian scholars. The research focuses on two predominant subjects. The first one is a recon-
struction of the creation of “A Description of French Invasion of Russia in 1812 (first edition: St. Pe-
tersburg, 1839) by the court historian A.I. Mikhailovsky-Danilevsky and exploration of his interactions
with his royal customer. As a rule, this large-scale project is studied in isolation from other activities
undertaken by Nicholas I in this direction. The other subject of interest is the creation of the “visual
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