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B crarbe BBIABISIOTCA MCTOKW BO3HUKHOBEHHS IIKOJBHOW TEMBI B OTE€UECTBEHHOM JIUTEpaType, Ha-
MEYaIOTCs OCHOBHBIE TEHJCHIIUH, KOTOPbIE CKIAABIBAIOTCS B M300PKEHUU IIKOIBHON JKU3HM K KOHIYY XIX
CTOJNIETHSI, MTOKa3bIBAeTCs Crienu(uKa eTUHOro o0pasa MIKOMIbI, chOPMHPOBABLIETOCS B PYCCKOH Kiiacchde-
cKol nuTepaType. PaccMaTpuBaercst cBoeoOpa3ue H300paskeHHsl MIKOIBI ¥ BOILUIOMIEHUST 00pa3a yuuTens B
tBopuectBe H. B. 'oronsi, ®. M. [loctoeBckoro, A. Il YexoBa, a Takke mucaTeiell BTOPOro psga —
H. T'. [lomsumoekoro u H. I'. Fapuna-MuxaiinoBckoro. O0pamasch K KIIOUEBOMY IIKOILHOMY» IPOU3BeE-
nenuto storo mepuopa «Ouepku Oypcbi» H. I'. [ToMsimoBCKOro, aBTOpPBI OTMEYAIOT MOCIEN0BATEIBHOCTD,
0ECKOMITPOMHICCHOCTh M HEKOTOPYIO IPSMOIUHEHHOCTh COIIMATbHON KPUTUKH TTHCATES.

BeisicHsieTcs, 9TO IIKOJa MOXKET M300paKaThCsl MUCATENIIMUA B Kpyrozope yuenuka («OQuepku Oyp-
cel» H. I'. ITomsnosckoro, «lloapocrok» @. M. locroeBckoro «JlerctBo Tembl» u <« 'MMHA3UCTBD»
H. I'. 'apuna-MuxaitnoBckoro), yuurens («Tpu cecTpei», «YuuTenb», «YuuTenb cioBecHOcTH», «Ha moa-
Bozey, «Uenosek B ¢ymimsape» A. I1. UexoBa), YMHOBHUKA, MPU3BAHHOTO HAI3UPATh 32 YYEOHBIM MPOLIECCOM
(«PeBuzop» H. B. T'oromns). [lomuepkuBaercs, 4To BHE 3aBUCHMOCTH OT TOT'O, Ybsl TOUKA 3pEHUs MpeCTaBIIe-
Ha B TEKCTe, OTHOIIEHHUE K IIKOJIe BO BCEX 3THUX MPOU3BEIEHUSAX OKA3bIBAETCS Yallle BCErO HEraTHBHBIM, a
KpUTHYECKUH nadoc — JOMUHHPYIOMKUM. MeTadopbl, pacKphIBAIOIINE CYTh OTHOIIECHHS PYCCKHX KIaCCHKOB
K IIKoJie (a7 — TIopbMa — CyJll — ynpaBa OJaro4rHusi — Mojuieickas Oy/aKa), a TaKkke YCTOMUMBBIA KOMIIO-
HEHT «IIKOJBHOTO TEKCTa» OMIO3MIMS «IIKOJa — JOM» OKOHYATENbHO JOBEPUIAIOT Co3/aHue obpasza pyc-
CKOM JIOpEBOJIOIIMOHHON HIKOJIBI KaK MPOCTPAHCTBA HECBOOOBI.

KuaroueBsble ciioBa: pycckas iurepatypa XIX Beka; «IIKONBbHBIN TEKCT); MeJarorndeckuii IMcKypce;
00pa3; MOTHB.
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In the article the beginnings of the school theme in Russian literature are revealed, the main trends
which had formed by the end of the XIXth century in the texts about school are traced and the specificity of
the uniform school image in classical Russian literature is determined. The peculiarities of the images of
school and the teacher in the works by N. Gogol, F. Dostoevsky, A. Chekhov, and by less known authors
N. Pomialovsky and N. Garin-Mikhailovsky are considered. The analysis of the “core” school work of this
period “Seminary Sketches” by N. Pomialovsky shows consistency, ultimatism and straightforwardness of
the author’s social criticism. These characteristics are typical of the school theme presented in the works of
Russian writers.

In the literature of the period under study school is regarded from different points of view. The au-
thors revealed that school is sometimes depicted from the pupil’s point of view (“Seminary Sketches” by
N. Pomialovsky, “Teenager” by F. Dostoevsky, “Tema’s childhood” and “Gymnasium students” by
N. Garin-Mikhailovsky), the teacher’s one (“Three sisters”, “Teacher”, “Teacher of literature”, “A Journey
By Cart”, “Man in case” by A. Chekhov), and the official’ s one, the latter is the person responsible for the
academic process (“The government inspector” by N. Gogol). The authors infer that regardless whose point
of view is presented in the text, the attitude to school in all these works is often negative and the pathos is
usually critical. Metaphors, which reveal real attitude of classical Russian writers to school (hell-prison-city
police station-police), and the main opposition “school-home” as a constant component of the school text
finally complete the image of pre-revolutionary Russian school as no-liberty space.
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