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Temon HOMepa Mbl B3ANU TY COCTABNAIOLWYIO Cpebl, KOTOpPaa OCTaeTca OT 60bLIOW APXUTEKTY-
pbl, — 3eMnt0 Mmexay 3aaHUAMU U Mable (bOprI, HanoJslHAKLWNe ee. y,u,pyqaeT, 4YTO NpeaMeT BHU-
MaHuA ona Hawnx yp6aHMCTOB OKa3blBAde€TCA MAaJIO3HAYaAWNUM. OcTaToYHbIN NPUHUWN OTHOLWWEHWNA
K Ky/ibType OCBOEHUA 3€MIU coo6u1,aeT HaWnM ropogam HEYCTPOEHHOCTb, NOCNELWHYIO BpEMEH-
HOCTb, KaK 6y,£|,TO Mbl 30eCb He NMOCTOAHHbIE XUTenn. AKTyaJ'IbHOCTb TeMbl NPUXOAUTCA NOATBEP-
HOATb YYXKWUM ONbITOM. Bnagumup byx, masHblit pegakTop

For the topic of this issue we have chosen the environment's component that remains after the
grand architecture — the ground between buildings and smaller forms that fill it. It is painful that
this subject turns out to be of little significance for our urbanists. The residual principle of treat-
ment of land reclamation culture imparts disorder, hasty temporariness to our cities, as if we are not
residents here. The topic's urgency has to be proven by other's experience. viadimir Bukh, editor-in-chief



