Sergei Kiselyoy,
co-owner of the architectural bureau

Kisselyov and Partners:

@ The most beautiful: Dom Pashkova. This is a banal
answer. I am always delighted when I look at this
building while driving by. The house is positioned 1n
an absolutely fantastic way, contrasting its gait with
that of the Kremlin. It’s drawn magnificently and it is
more assoclated with beauty than with sturdiness
and function.

@ The ugliest: The trading center in Varshavskoye
Shosse 1s so ugly that I almost stopped the car when

passing by. I haven’t seen a building uglier than this one.
Contradiction of form and content — to put a trading center

in a classical shape 18 so unnatural.

® The most interesting: Central Telegraph. It was very ratio-
nally conceived. The zones of activity and communications
are divided, which is the principle of modern architecture. It
was there already in the 1920s. Free planning of the floors, it gives astonishing flex-

ibility. It is very professionally done.

@ The most typical: Yellow and white mansions in Prechistenka and Ostozhenka
appeal to one’s feelings of Muscovism. Everything else could be seen in other

citiesand comes from other cities.
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@ The most beautiful: Pro-
viantskiye Sklady Stasova.
Unique for Moscow — classi-
cal nobility, calmness and re-
finement of details.
@ The ugliest: Christ the Sav-
10or Cathedral. The pomposity
and arrogance are 1n glaring
contradiction with the awk-
wardness and dullness of the architecture. There are
a lot of ugly buildings in Moscow, but this one is the
most fundamental.
® The most interesting: Dom Narkomfina. Innova-
tive typology and flawless elegance of form. It is a
pity that this masterpiece of 20th century world ar-
chitecture is in such a sad state.
@ The most typical: A Moscow vysotka (Stalin sky-
scraper). The archetype of Muscovism. Senseless

scale, utopian pathos and idealism.

S —_ T = = ey =y e
= Lfmrwuhmmcmxﬁrmﬂ '.:r:':”_gﬁ-:u-'r\-i
?E‘Q‘ R e e = Dol o e e e
= Wl:::‘:::?:: e e e e __:F"C:ﬂ:?: - o :?Cm ¢:h'::- :'ﬂ-&{#}::ﬂ'ﬂ:“ﬁ_&ﬂ}?
iﬁsjg;ﬁfxxfeﬁﬂa' v ﬁﬁhﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ.-ﬁ“gm R
-\.-..-\..-.-t.-.-\.-\..-:'-:':-.-'.-,:.:,-:--\.3 e e e 33;_.?_::_.:-\. A R
R mvegﬁf R A e
miaaa e e
e e
S e
e e R e
x : e e M 5-.: ______ K - - o E
o5 e .‘5‘:-\.5_: S 5 "‘P}E‘Rﬁh&%ﬁfw. o= :
e n e e s e e B
b i e T e
R R
o e e, S S R e
P ;::::amaxuﬁv¢um“u“m“uu¢+uaﬁvaaﬂiﬁu
e R R
= ’fﬁﬁf”"'ﬁﬁ.&a?-it-\.-.x":"'tt?tﬁ...a.
e e e B S e e
e e e S 2

=
ot
T B
- e o e e e
- i
. et T el e
iy

=

"
i
e

e

T
e
sl

ek
-
=

HL
e

i
i
)

“x
ﬂﬂ}%
\:i{-\.-\.v\.

DS ; o

-{“.'
L

-
i

i

B
AR
e L

e e e e e

Sl

e

.

il
g;i"ﬁ
=

o
-

&

: SR
i

i SRR
b R s
o D DD

e e e

e

o

e,

il

e
e e

af;;-'

R

g o
.

PAUL MILLER

Sergei Kiselyov

PAUL MILLER / FOR BUSINESSREVIEW GRIGORY TAMBULQV / FOR BUSINESSREVIEW PAUL MILLER / FOR BUSINESSREVIEW

BusinessReview / November, 1999 19



