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GENESIS AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE SYSTEM OF COMMERCIAL AND PUBLIC
SPACES IN KHARKIV FROM XVII CENTURY TO 1920S

The article highlights the genesis and development of the system of commercial and public spaces in Kharkiv’s down-
town from XVII century to 1920s. It analyzes the characteristics and features of the Kharkiv’s commercial buildings
compared with global trends for the relevant time. Subsequently, assumptions are made on the premises and causes for
these features of their development. Of particular interest is the central commercial core formed by three squares in
historical center of the city, every one of which was first used as a site for seasonal fairs. This triangular system sur-
rounded the old administrative and residential part of the Kharkiv’s fortress, gradually strengthening the ties between its
three foci by using the shopping streets and additional commercial spaces emergent on the adjacent land. While the
residential and administrative functions spread out during the ensuing period of growth and development of the city, the
mostly seasonal shopping activity in the downtown was replaced with a stationary one, complete with corresponding
architecture and the stable confines for its commercial and public spaces. The next phase of city’s development as a
center of province and an important commercial and logistical hub is defined by the oversaturation of downtown with
conventional shopping streets and trading rows that surrounded its squares with the growing need for additional retail
spaces still unsatisfied. This led to the construction of shopping arcades, of which two were built and one survived to our
days. The streets and alleys in the central part of the city in general were functioning as a connective transit public
pedestrian space ensuring the incorporation of its public and commercial spaces into a system operating as a whole.

Keywords: commercial structures, shopping street, trading rows, shopping arcade, connective public pedestrian space,

history of Kharkiv.

Introduction

Since the time of its founding, the city of
Kharkiv enjoyed the role of an important focus
of regional trade. With the advent of railroad,
the city has become a significant transit and
commercial hub of interregional and state pro-
portions — the role that it keeps to present day.
Nowadays the modern shopping buildings are
actively constructed in the city, new public and
commercial spaces are formed that aim to ad-
equately serve its sizable population. The
shopping centers are built both in peripheral
suburban locations where they serve the needs
of densely populated residential districts as
well as in the downtown where its multi-pur-
pose structure corresponds well to the intended
intensive use of the land.

The general works on shopping centers’
theory are numerous; among them the works
of B. Meitland [1], E. Zeidler [2], I. Fedos-
eyeva [3] are used as a theoretical basis for
present study. The question of pedestrian
movement as a tool for integration and a vessel
of perception of commercial and public spaces
of the city is dwelled upon in the studies of P.
Velev [4], B. Lorch and J. Smith [5]. The char-
acteristics of transit pedestrian public spaces in
shopping agglomerations are studied by M.

Lazareva [6], D. Vorontsova [7], O. Berezko
[8]. The adjacent themes of town-planning and
town environment’s perception are covered by
A. Bunyn, T. Sovarenskaya [9] and K. Lynch
[10] among others.

Nowadays, the world practice in the con-
struction of shopping centers tends to shift
from a utilitarian approach, dedicated solely to
the retail function itself, towards customer ex-
perience and atmospheric qualities of public
and commercial spaces within. These spaces
often take semblance of idealized fragments of
urban fabric akin to traditional shopping
streets or market squares. Another important
trend to note is an increased importance of so-
cial-oriented and non-retail functions that con-
tribute to atmosphere, and the strife for seam-
less integration of shopping centers in the life-
style of its visitors. It should also be mentioned
that the shopping centers in Ukraine are still
being designed and built in accordance to the
past concepts, while new ideas from the world
practice are adopted with delay. In keeping
with the modern trends, the approach to shop-
ping centers’ design focused on creation of a
comfortable multi-aspect environment that
would reflect the particular qualities of local
culture is considered promising. This leads to
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a question about regional characteristics of re-
tail architecture and the genetic features of the
commercial and public spaces inherent to the
city. This topic was touched upon, albeit par-
tially, in works of A. Leibfreud and U. Polya-
kova [11], N. Dyatchenko [12], D. Bagaliy
[13, 14], E. Danylenko [15] and A. lllyash
[16]. Therefore, the more in depth research
aimed to study the evolution of commercial
and public spaces of the city throughout its his-
tory and to define its place in the world context
of said evolution is deemed useful.

Materials and methods

Taking into account the global context
for evolution of commercial spaces for the pe-
riod from XVII century to 1920s and the main
factors influencing its structure and develop-
ment, this article studies its manifestation in
the consecutive series of examples of said
spaces for the city of Kharkiv. The study is
conducted via analysis of the existing schemes
and plans, live-examination or photographical
and written descriptions for buildings that
were not preserved to present time. The con-
clusions are then made on particular details
and qualities inherent to the system of com-
mercial and public spaces of Kharkiv.

Results

Among the studies pertinent to the topic
of an article, two large categories can be de-
fined. The first comprises of the research done
on general evolution of commercial and public
spaces, and is important for the understanding
of its global context. The second is dedicated
to works on history of Kharkiv, wherein the re-
tail architecture and the patterns of consistent
formation and metamorphoses of commercial
and public spaces are usually out of focus.
Among the influential sources in the first cat-
egory, B. Meitland should be mentioned first.
In his book «Shopping malls: planning and de-
signy» [1] he describes both the evolution of re-
tail spaces throughout the history, as well as
the logic and laws behind its functioning as
both a commercial and a public space. Histor-
ical examples used therein underline this dual-
ity as evident in many traditional shopping
streets, market squares, and larger systems
sometimes encompassing the central district of
a city with several nodes of activity as a whole.
It is interesting to note an approach denoted in

this work that correlates the shopping mall en-
vironment with an urban one, using the con-
cepts designated by K. Lynch in his «Image of
a city» [10]. This kinship is evident in both his-
tory and the genesis of this type of buildings,
as well as in the perception of its environment
by customers. Another author writing on the
subject of coexistence and synergy of public
and commercial functions is German architect
E. Zeidler. In «Multifunctional architecture»
[2] he describes and analyses practices of the
construction of large multifunctional com-
plexes in city’s downtown. Among the ques-
tions highlighted in this work are historical
precedents of modern multifunctional build-
ings and the fitting insertion of said new build-
ings into existing urban context. I. Fedoseyeva
and a group of authors studied the question of
agglomeration of retail stores into larger enti-
ties functioning as a whole — in general, their
work «Shopping Centers» [3] is dedicated to
the questions of typology, norms and design
practices for this type of building. A. Bunin
and T. Savarenskaya in «The history of the art
of town-planning» [9] depict the evolution of
commercial and public spaces throughout the
history as part of its respective city’s structure
— from Greek agoras and Roman forums to
Victorian arcades and shopping malls of now-
adays. This point of view is important as it dis-
plays the integrated nature of these spaces into
the city fabric as well as of its corresponding
activities into the life of a citizen — any large
enough node of such activity does not exist as
an isolated entity but as a part of a whole. This
notion highlights the inherent conflict of many
a modern shopping mall, as a node of commer-
cial and public activity historically extracted
from the central district of a city and made a
focus unto itself — and then on the grounds of
its success transplanted back into urban fabric
but without the inherent integrating qualities
present in its predecessors. Several authors in-
cluding Meitland highlighted this point.
Among the works in second category
dedicated to the history of Kharkiv, «From for-
tress to the capital: notes on an old city» [11]
by A. Leibfreud and U. Polyakova can be used
as a framework for further inquiries into a sub-
ject. It describes the growth and evolution of
the city’s fabric as well as the appearance and
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features of its most prominent buildings listed
in several categories. Although the presented
information is more general in nature, as cor-
responding to the nature of the book, since the
public and commercial structures are also
mentioned there it stands to reason to use the
presented periodization and take notes of high-
lighted commercial objects for further study.
The «Streets and squares of Kharkiv» [12]
work by N. Dyatchenko is focused on topon-
ymy and regional history associated with sev-
eral important places in downtown and be-
yond. This point of view provides useful in-
sight on historical transformations of Khar-
kov’s commercial and public spaces, as well
as the meanings attached to it by citizens
throughout different periods of city’s life.

An important source on the city history,
its population’s practices and way of life is the
book «The history of Kharkiv throughout 250
years of its existence (since 1655 to 1905) » by
Kharkiv’s historian D. Bagaley [13]. Pub-
lished in the beginning of XX century, it is par-
ticularly interesting as it is itself an evidence
of different epoch, presenting knowledge that
was contemporary to it in detail, including a
number of maps, schemes and lists on its top-
ics. Another work by D. Bagaley that is adja-
cent to the topic of present study is «Short his-
torical study on trade in Kharkiv’s region in
XVII and XVIII centuries» [14]. It analyzes
features and peculiarities inherent to the trade
practices of the city and its region, describing
both economic and social structure of it. The
work takes note of the seasonal trading fairs
that were numerous and exuberant in the ob-
served period, evidencing a certain mobility
and the amount of small independent traders in
local trade. Part of the cause for that was the
trade privileges awarded to new settlers of
Ukrainian origin in Slobozhanshina. Mean-
while the stationary trade of that period devel-
oped more slowly and was operated predomi-
nantly by merchants of Russian origin. Its de-
velopment greatly accelerated in the middle of
XIX century with the construction of railroad,
while seasonal fairs still occurred but moved
to secondary role. D. Bagaley remarks on the
lack of characteristic traits for stationary trade
in Kharkiv in comparison with the other cities
of Russian Empire. The author considered the

seasonal trading fair activity to be the most
prominent characteristic of regional trade. His
analysis was based on historical, economic and
social grounds, leaving out the architectural
aspect of issue to further studies. Nevertheless,
his findings are important for a complex mul-
tidisciplinary assessment of the problem.

Among other significant works to note
are the existing typologies and periodizations
for commercial architecture of Kharkiv done
by contemporary researchers on the subject.
This primarily refers to the works «The princi-
ples of the formation of public-commercial
spaces in the residential districts of the city»
by E. Danylenko [15] and «The principles of
the formation of multifunctional complexes in
Greater City’s structure (on the example of
Kharkiv) » by A. Illyash [16]. The general
analyses done by authors in their respective
works are worth taking into account, while re-
marking that its goals and highlighted aspects
are different from the ones targeted by present
study. The study of E. Danylenko, as is stated
in its name, shifts attention to the more periph-
erally situated examples of commercial build-
ings serving residential districts. Meanwhile
the work of A. Illyash is dedicated to shopping
malls as nodes in synergetic self-organizing
fabric of city growth, as well as to the mall’s
application as a regulative tool for urban de-
velopment.

As noted above, the trade activity in
Kharkiv as well as in the other cities of Rus-
sian Empire can be divided into stationary, de-
noted by its stable placement and architectural
expression, and seasonal, namely trading fairs.
The fairs in XVII-XVIII centuries were held
on squares adjacent to Kharkiv’s fortress, giv-
ing them the central placement in growing city
(contemporary squares of Constitution,
Pavlivska and Sergiyivska). In XVIII-XIX
centuries some of these fairs were relocated to
the more distant territories across the rivers
Kharkiv and Lopan. Downtown retained its
commercial function yet received the more
regular architectural expression of it as the
separate stores on first levels of buildings
formed the continuity of commercial spaces of
streets and squares. In addition, the large struc-
tures dedicated solely to the retail function
were constructed. The early examples of such
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structures are the trading rows encircling city
squares in the downtown — Fur Coat Row, Ser-
giyivsky Row, Mikolayivsky Row, Moscow
Row, Fruit Row, neither of which did survive
to the present time. Also of note is the
Gostinny Dvor (Guest’s Court, with «guest»
meaning a visiting out-of-town merchant) that
occupied the district to the north from Uspen-
sky Cathedral. It also did not survive, ruined in
1941-1943. The emergence of this type of
structures in Kharkiv occurred relatively late
in the global context, yet is consistent for the
Russian Empire at large. Cloth-Halls, the ty-
pologically similar buildings in Europe, date to
Late Medieval and Renaissance Era; the con-
struction of trading rows and Guest’s Court in
Kharkiv was specifically caused by an ad-
vancement in city’s status when it became the
capital of province. In that very time the ex-
tended spaces of Kharkiv’s shopping streets
were formed that connected the squares in
downtown among them as well as the down-
town itself with new centers of urban growth.
Other commercial spaces of the time are the
Central Market that gained stationary struc-
tures at the beginning of XX century and the
Fish Bazaar that received the architectural for-
malization in the end of XIX century.

The following can be said of all exam-
ples listed above based on the global context
and the surviving data. The commercial struc-
tures of this period were comprised of rows of
stores on the ground level with warehouses or
supplementary functions on the top floors.
These rows were arranged linearly or around
the central service yard while directed out-
wards. The mentioned supplementary func-
tions also included cultural facilities, e.g. The
City’s Museum of Arts and Crafts situated in
the building of Novosergiyivski Row. It is im-
portant to note that the combination of func-
tions in these structures was strictly utilitarian,
situational and did not have a complex con-
ceived character. Said structures had an ex-
tended, elongated front able to direct the pe-
destrian streams along its rows of stores. Gen-
erally, the rows were situated around the free
public and transit space of a square. These
squares formed the character of perceived en-
vironment in Kharkiv’s downtown and were
interconnected with elongated segments of

shopping streets (e.g. — Universitetskaya), al-
leys (e.g. — Goryainovsky) and descents (e.g. —
Kupetsky, «of Merchantsy). In fact, this ag-
glomeration of closely situated commercial
buildings and interchanging spaces of differ-
ent kind has begun to exist in a new capacity —
as a system of mixed spaces, coalescing with a
system of pedestrian communications and
public recreational spaces of downtown, form-
ing a flowing continuous image of a pedestrian
public and commercial center of the city.

In the second half of XIX and the begin-
ning of XX century, the shopping arcades and
department stores are constructed in Kharkiv.
The time of its appearance generally corre-
sponds with the world’s trends for the com-
mercial spaces’ evolution. The demand for its
construction was caused by an intensive
growth of the city due to construction of an im-
portant railway connecting southern and cen-
tral parts of Russian Empire. The shopping ar-
cades finalized the integration of commercial
spaces in downtown into the complex system
united via pedestrian movement of its visitors.
The diversity of paths and features of its envi-
ronment is said system’s characteristic trait. At
the same time, shopping arcades mark the be-
ginning of a more direct architectural control
over the commercial and public spaces. These
commercial structures present long, meticu-
lously crafted paths for pedestrian movement,
created in accordance with its patterns and
laws. Due to that, arcades are able to direct and
to program the properties of pedestrian move-
ment, such as its speed, direction and charac-
ter, in a limited way, by utilizing the means of
intercepting visitors’ attention and the creation
of consequent scenarios of architectural im-
pressions. The arcade of Paschenko-Tryapkin,
also known as the Old Arcade, connected the
pedestrian walkway of Universitetskaya Street
with the public garden situated across
Kupetsky descent via the enclosed one-level
communication space and the pedestrian
bridge. Passing through a bulk of the so-called
Big Housing (a group of buildings occupying
the territory directly to the north from Pokrov-
sky monastery), it increased the intensity of
use and accessibility for both the Housing as
well as the territories adjacent to it. The New
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Arcade was conceived in 1910, yet its con-
struction was not completed until 1925, with it
utilizing another draft. Unlike the Old Arcade,
it survived to present time. The enclosed
multi-level pedestrian space of New Arcade
connected the square of Constitution with
Goryainovsky alley, improving the intensity of
use and the diversity of visual character of
downtown’s spaces as perceived by a pedes-
trian. The elongated character of these new
structures was well integrated into the larger
and more complexly interconnected environ-
ment of Kharkiv’s downtown due to the di-
rected, transit pedestrian movement within and
its good location in the already existing sys-
tem. At the same time, new buildings were
constructed in Pavlivska square completing
the composition of its commercial and public
space with the stores on first levels of residen-
tial buildings. It was eventually finalized with
the large structure of a store selling sewing
machines that was later rebuilt into Kharkiv’s
first department store «Khartorg». As with
other department stores of the time, its struc-
ture was largely influenced by modernist
trends of separation of functions with the goal
of optimizing its operation in a controlled en-
vironment. Its modernist roots were also di-
rectly evident in the building’s initial appear-
ance that was lost in the subsequent rebuilding
after WW2.

Discussion

In general, we can observe that the
strongly integrated system of commercial and
public spaces was formed in the period before
1920s and existed mostly unchanged until
WW?2. During the war, an Old Arcade, Guest’s
Court and the majority of trading rows were
ruined, and in the ensuing years the architec-
tural image of Kharkiv’s trade has changed
significantly. While speaking about the geo-
graphic spread of commercial structures of
mentioned system, it is worth to note the fol-
lowing. The territory it occupies in the down-
town matches territory of the former Kharkiv’s
fortress and the adjacent squares that served as
sites for seasonal trading fairs - the Fair (pres-
ently the square of Constitution), the Trading
(Pavlivska) and the Bazaar (Sergiyivska)
squares, as is evident in its toponymy. The

next phase of this system’s development coin-
cides with Kharkiv’s growth in the role of a
capital of province in XVI1II and the beginning
of XIX century. The shopping streets connect-
ing the foci of this three-squares structure were
formed during that period, some of them cross-
ing the territory of the former fortress. In addi-
tion, other nodes of commercial activity devel-
oped outside of downtown, following the
growth of the city across rivers Kharkiv and
Lopan. These nodes are Mykhaylivska square
near the city gate of that time (nowadays
named in memory of Heavenly Hundred He-
roes), Horse Square (Maydan Povstannya),
Fish Bazaar, the Central Market and Ekateri-
noslavskaya street (Poltavsky Shlyakh) that
gained importance since the laying of railroad
and the construction of Southern railway sta-
tion.

Despite that, downtown retained its ma-
jor part in the development of commercial
spaces. It is there that the commercial struc-
tures of the latest types were built — the Old
and the New shopping arcades and later on the
«Khartorgy department store. These buildings
were meant to solve the constant problem of
the retail space’s shortage in downtown where
the existing first level lots along the streets and
squares were already taken and the need arose
for a more intensive use of territories. This
need resulted in an even greater permeation of
the territorially compact commercial core in
the downtown with the pedestrian public and
commercial spaces of shopping arcades. On
the other hand, an attempt was made to sepa-
rate the commercial function from the others
in the singular spacious structure of «Khar-
torg» department store, in order to centralize
and optimize its operation in vein of nascent
modernist ideas of the time. Summarizing the
previously mentioned, what we see is the max-
imal adjustment and intensive use of the land
in downtown by the spatially complex system
of commercial facilities. While the main force
behind this reclamation was trade, the result-
ing system was far from monofunctional. The
cultural facilities and entertainment, the public
recreational activity of parks and gardens in
the city’s center eventually became tightly in-
tertwined with the commercial spaces due to
strong and active pedestrian connections that,
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with the help of shopping arcades and shop-
ping streets, permeated the entire downtown.

Conclusions

1. In conclusion of the analysis, the fol-
lowing patterns are considered important to
note. The fairs, trading squares and bazaars ad-
jacent to Kharkiv’s fortress in XVII-XVIII
centuries created the basis for future commer-
cial spaces’ structure (its three nodes being
Fair’s, Trade and Bazaar Squares). The system
of three squares was subsequently updated by
the lattice of shopping streets that connected
the previously existing nodes, outlining the
territorially compact core of trade activity in-
between. Shopping streets also followed the
growth of the city’s structure towards the new
foci of trade activity, including the market-
places relocated across the rivers Kharkiv and
Lopan. The system of spaces serving more
than a single function has become more com-
plex, and the tools for connecting its distinct
parts has taken a more instrumental role in its
structure’s formation — namely the pedestrian
movement and the public transit spaces that
confine its flow.

2. In general, it is worth to note the tra-
ditional nodular character of commercial
space observed in fairs as the first places for
significant concentration of commercial func-
tions in Kharkiv. This character is also present
in the latter stationary architectural develop-
ment of shopping squares. In the meantime the
first commercial structures built in Kharkiv,
namely the trading rows and the Guest’s
Court, could have served as instruments for the
formation of elongated, transitive pedestrian
space due to the linear composition of its
stores. These examples illustrate the concen-
tration and the intermixing of social and com-
mercial functions, with the social functions be-
ing presented mostly as the service, cultural
and recreational ones. However, this combin-
ing of functions was situational at the time,
lacking the complex thought-out conception of
its coexistence.

3. Starting from XIX century the orga-
nized elongated commercial spaces are ac-
tively formed — first, the shopping streets and
later, the shopping arcades. These spaces per-
meated the formerly inaccessible territories in

downtown with new connections, thus im-
proving the already apparent integration of
downtown’s commercial, recreational and
public developments into a unified entity of
mixed type, a system of commercial and pub-
lic spaces. The existence of a vertical charac-
teristic of city center’s landscape also influ-
enced the character of its commercial spaces’
perception and the organization of its internal
communications.
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IFOMY BiJTHOIIICHHI € IEHTPaIbHUN TOPTiBEIBHUN OCe-
penok Mmicra, chopMOBaHUI TphOMa IUIOLIAMHU B HOTO
ICTOPUYHOMY IEHTpi, KOXKHA 3 SKHX CIOYATKy CIIyTy-
BaJIa MiCLIeM MPOBE/ICHHS CE30HHMX sipMapok. Lls Tpu-
KyTHa CHCTEMa OKpECIIMIa CTapy aaMIiHICTpaTUBHY Ta
JKUTJIOBY YaCTHHY MiCcTa B Mexax XapKiBChbKOI (op-
TeIli, Ta TMOCTYIOBO MOCHIIIOBAJA 3B’ SI3KU MK TPhOMa
cBOiMH (poKycaMu 3a JIOTIOMOT0I0 HOBUX TOPTiBEIbHUX
BYJHIb Ta JIOJAaTKOBUX KOMEpPLIHHHUX MPOCTOPIB Ha
NPWIETIINX TEPUTOPIAX. B To vac sk >KuTI0Ba Ta agmi-
HicTpaTHBHA (YHKIIi B XOJi HACTYITHOTO MEPioxy po-
CTY Ta PO3BUTKY MICTa IOIIUPWIINCS 11032 CBOI Homepe-
JTHI MeXi, Ce30HHA TOPTiBeJIbHA aKTHBHICTh IICHTPY Mi-
CTa BUSBIJIACS 3aMiHEHOIO Ha CTAIliOHAPHY, 3 BiATIOBIA-
HUM apXiTeKTYpHUM 0(pOPMIICHHIM HOT0 KOMEpPIiHHIX
Ta rPOMaJICBKUX IpocTOpiB. HacTymHuii eTan po3BUTKY
MicTa B SIKOCTI IIeHTpa I'yOepHii Ta BayKJIMBOrO KOMEp-
[ITHOTO Ta JIOTICTHYHOTO BY3JIa XapaKTEPU3YEThCSI Te-
pEHACHYEHHSIM MICHKOTO LIEHTPY TPaAUL[IHHUMHU TOPTi-
BEJILHUMH TIPOCTOPAMH 32 HEJJOCTATHIM 3a/I0BOJICHHSIM
HoTpeOd B HOBUX TOPTiBEJbHUX IUIOMIAX.

Ko4oBi cioBa: TopriBesbHI CIOpyZAH, TOPTiBelbHA
BYJIMIIS, TOPTiBENbHI PSIH, Macax, MOEAHYIOUHH I'po-
MaJICbKMH{ MIIOXiAHUH MpocTip, icTopis Xapkosa.

Bopucenko A.C. I'eHe3uc U pa3BUTHE CHCTEMbI KOM-
Mep4YecKHMX U 0011eCTBEeHHbIX POCTPAHCTB B Xapb-
koBe oT XVII Bexa 10 1920-x roaos.

CraTpsl OCBeIAeT 3apOXKICHUE M PAa3BUTHE CHUCTEMBI
KOMMEpPYECKNX M OOIIECTBEHHBIX MIPOCTPAHCTB B LICH-
TpankHOH 4actu ropona XappkoBa ¢ XVII Beka no
1920-x ronoB. B Hell aHaNMM3UPYIOTCS XapaKTepHbBIE
0COOEHHOCTH XapbKOBCKHX TOPrOBBIX IPOCTPAHCTB B
CPaBHEHHMH C MUPOBBIMU TEHJIEHIIUSIMU COOTBETCTBYIO-
LIEeTO MepHoja U JAroTcs NMPEANOJI0KEHUS O BO3MOXK-
HBIX NPUYUHAX OCOOEHHOCTEH MX pazBuTHsA. OcoObIi
HMHTEPEC B 5TOM OTHOLICHHU IPEACTABIAET LIEHTPAsb-
HOE TOProBo€ SApo, chOPMUPOBAHHOE TPEMs ILIOLIA-
JSMH B HICTOPUYECKOM LEHTPE FOpoAa, Kaxkaas U3 Ko-
TOPBIX M3HAYaJIbHO HCIIOJIB30BANIaCh U1 MPOBEICHHS
CE30HHBIX SIPMapoK. JTa TPEyrojbHas CHCTEMA OKPY-
JkKaJla CTapyro aIMHUHHUCTPATUBHYIO U KHITYIO 4acTb I0O-
pona B rpaHunax XapbKOBCKOW KpEMOCTH, W IMOCTe-
MIEHHO YCUJIMBAJIa CBS3U MEXIY TpeMs CBOUMH (HOKY-
CaMH IIPU MOMOIIY HOBBIX TOPTOBBIX YJIHII U AOIOIHU-
TEJIBHBIX KOMMEPUYECKHX MPOCTPAHCTB Ha IPHIIETraro-
IIUX TePPUTOPUAX. B To BpeMs kak >Kuias U aJMUHH-
cTpaTuBHas (YHKIUH B XOJE IOCIEIOBABIIETO IEPH-
0Jla pocTa M pa3sBUTHSA TOPOAa PACHPOCTPAHMIHCH 34
CBOM MPEKHUE TPAHUIBI, CE30HHAs TOProBas aKTUB-
HOCTb LIEHTPa ropojia 0Ka3anach 3aMEHEHa CTallHOHAP-
HOH, C COOTBETCTBYIOIINM apXHUTEKTYpPHBIM Odopmite-
HHEM €ro KOMMEpPYECKMX H OOIIECTBEHHBIX MpO-
cTpaHcTB. CreAyromuii 3Tan pa3BUTHS TOPOJa B Kade-
CTBE IICHTpa T'yOEpHHUHU U BaXKHOI'O KOMMEPYECKOTO U
JIOTHCTUYECKOTO y3J1a, XapaKTepU3yeTcs epeHachIIie-
HHEM TOpPOJICKOT0 IEHTPa TPAJUIHOHHBIMU TOPTOBBIMHU
HIPOCTPAHCTBAaMH, TOPTOBBIMU YIUIIAMU U TOPTOBBIMHU
psAaaMu, TpU HEJOCTATOYHOM YIOBIETBOPEHHH IIO-
TPeOHOCTH B TOPrOBOM IUIOMAAN. DTO MPUBEIIO K CO-
OpPYXKEHHIO JIByX MAcCaXeil, U3 KOTOPBIX IO HAIEero
BPEMEHHU COXpaHMIICA OAUH. B nemoM, yauunel u nepe-
YIIKU LEHTPAJIbHON YacTu ropoaa GyHKIIMOHUPOBAIIH B
Ka4eCcTBE COeTMHNTEIHHOTO OOIIIECTBEHHOTO MeTEeX0/I-
HOTO TPOCTPAHCTBA, 00ECHEYNBABIIETO OOBEIMHEHNE
€ro OOILIECTBEHHBIX M TOPTOBBIX IPOCTPAHCTB B €IH-
HYIO CHCTEMY.

KiroueBble cJI0Ba: TOPrOBBIE COOPYXKEHHS, TOPropas
yIIuIla, TOPTrOBEIE PS/IbL, Maccax, COeAUHUTEIHLHOE 00-
IIECTBEHHOE IMEIIEXOAHOE IPOCTPAHCTBO, HCTOPHUS
XapbKoBa.
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