
WATER DICTATES THE RULES OF GEOGRAPHY,
FLOWING, CARVING, GATHERING.

EVAPORATING, DRIFTING, FALLING, LANDING.
A NETWORK OF MOLECULES

COLLABORATING AS TERREFORM ARCHITECTS.
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When selecting localities to be further developed, preference was given 
those within the same proximity from Moscow, in order to create a "wreath" 
around the city: Dmitrov, Sergiyev Posad, Bogorodsk, Podolsk, Bronnit-
sy, Zvenigorod, Voskresensk. However, Shestakov was still concerned that 
these cities would be unable to accommodate everybody in the case of over-
crowding in Moscow. Therefore, agglomeration also included the second 
ring of cities - Klin, Volokolamsk, Rooza, Mozhaisk, Vereya, Borovsk, Ser-
pukhov, Kashira, Kolomna, Egorevsk, Opehovo-Zuevo Kirzhach, Alexan-
drov and Leninsk (Taldom). Altogether these became “Greater Moscow”. 

Unlike Schusev, Shestakov imagined Moscow as a monocentric city supple-
mented by additional localities. Shestakov went beyond his original idea 
and drafted the layout of the Central District. The streets, linking railway 
terminals and the center (the area surrounding Kremlin and Kitai-Gorod), 
were to be expanded and doubled, the Boulevard Ring was to become a full 
circle with an additional half-ring to help people travel quickly from one 
government agency to another. Everything was designed to ensure the ef-
ficient work commute. The Shestakov’s plan, developed on the demands of 
the Moscow Department of Municipal Services, was implemented gradually 
from 1926; however in 1929 it was rejected and Shestakov was repressed.

Ladovsky’s Parabola

In January 1930, the Moscow Construction journal published the article 
'Moscow: Historical and Socialist' by Nicholas Ladovsky. The author crit-
icized all existing projects of Moscow reconstruction, based on the ring 
system, claiming that such static form would prevent the city from nor-
mal development and growth. The solution offered by Ladovsky proposed 
breaking the rings in the same direction by stretching the center on the 
Tverskaya–Leningradskoye Highway axis and concentrating new construc-
tion in a widely expanding sector created between two new poles of attrac-
tion in the areas of Khodynka and Ostankino. This sector was selected be-
cause of its “vacant construction space available closest to the center”. The 
rest of the city was interpreted as a museum. As a result, the construction 
of a Socialist Moscow according to Ladovsky’s concept would preserve the 
historical Moscow at most. Official complaints about this plan asserted that 
with Ladovsky "the capital,” as such, disappeared. Its brain was destroyed; 
with the remains of a very large industrial center."

DMS Survey and the Offer of Le Corbusier

In June 1930, the Moscow Municipal Services journal published a survey, 
aiming to determine the "social order" and to draft the agenda for the archi-
tects to work with. The survey contained five topics:

1. The future Moscow as political, economic, cultural and academic center of 
the country.
2. Importance of Moscow as an industrial center.
3. Growth and accommodation of population: principles of housing 
organization.
4. Future of the existing (historical) Moscow.

А.V. Schusev. «New Moscow». 1923 

S.S. Shestakov. Big Moscow . 1926.
WITH THE DISCOVERY OF WATER COMES LIFE.

HUMAN SETTLEMENT SPROUTS
WHERE THE MOLECULES FLOW.



WITH THE ADVENT OF MODERN PLUMBING,
HUMANS DICTATE WATER FLOW

SUITING THEIR EVERY DAY NEEDS.
WATER IS THE ARCHITECT OF

MODERNISM, MODULARITY, AND VERTICALITY
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HUMANS FORGOT THEIR RELIANCE
ON LIQUID ARCHITECT OF THE WORLD.

THE MODERN METROPOLIS GROWS,
THINKING WATER IS ITS INVOLUNTARY PRISONER.


