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Cratbs MOCBSIICHA KEHCKOMY B3TJISy Ha MOCTCOBETCKYIO IIKOJIBHYIO AEUCTBUTENbHOCT. Ha mpu-
MEpPE POMaHOB «Enka. VI3 mKkonsl ¢ JH000BBIO, WIN JueBHuk yuutenbHuilpy O. KamaeBoil u «Yuuiaka»
H. TepeHTbeBON BBISBIAETCS, KaK «HACIEIACTBO» COIIMATMCTUYECKUX BPEMEH COUETAETCS B COBPEMEHHOM
IIKOJIE C TPOoOJIeMaMu, TOPOXKICHHBIMH TIEPEXOIHBIM MEpHUoIoM. B xoe ananmm3a 00pa3oB INIaBHBIX TE€POUHB
JIByX POMaHOB OOHApPYKHUBAIOTCS U aKIEHTUPYIOTCS YEPTHI, KOTOPBIE, C OJHON CTOPOHBI, TTO3BOJISIOT T'OBO-
PUTH O HETUITMYHOCTH 3THUX 00pa30B /ISl COBPEMEHHOI'0 «IIKOIBHOI'O TEKCTay, C IPYToH ke — AIOT MOTHOE
MpaBO Ha3blBaTh WX TPAJAUIMOHHBEIMH I JKEHCKOH mpo3bl. OTMeyaercs NTPHUCYTCTBHE MPOOJIEMHO-
TEMAaTUYECKOTO KOMILIEKCa, CBOMCTBEHHOTO »EHCKOM MpO3€: TEeMbl OTHOIICHUM CEHIIUHBI U MY>KUUHBI,
JKEHCKOW IMaHCHITIAIUN U CaMOpealin3alii, BOCIUTAHNUS CBOMX U 4yXuXx nered. [lokassiBaercs, kak B 000ux
MIPOU3BEICHUSIX MTPOUCXOAUT O0OBEAMHEHUE YePT IaMCKOTO pOMaHa ¥ IIKOJIBHOW MOBECTH, YTO COOTBETCTBY-
eT oOIIeH TeHACHIIUY JIUTEPATyPhI MOCTEIHUX NECATHICTHN K )XKaHPOBOMY CHHTE3Y.

YcraHaBnuBaeTcs, 4TO B LIEJIOM KapTHHA COBPEMEHHOM IIKOJIbI, YBUACHHAS KEHCKUM B3TJIAI0M, HE
MIPOTUBOPEYUT TOM, YTO MPEACTABICHA B IIPOM3BEACHUSAX aBTOPOB-MYXUWH. [[po0iiemMbl, TOPOXKIEHHBIC HO-
BBIM BPEMEHEM: COIMAIILHOE PACCIIOCHHE, YTpaTa JOBEpUs K YUUTENI0, ajJicHUe OOIIeH KyIbTYpPhI, pa3MbI-
Tasi CUCTEMa IIEHHOCTEH, UICONIOrMYEeCKUI BaKyyM, — COCAMHSIOTCS C MOPOKAMHU, TOCTABIIMMIUCS B HACIEA-
CTBO OT COBETCKOM cHCcTeMBbL. Bce 3T0 crano B 000MX poMaHax mpeaMeToM 00CYKISHHS U HAIILIO OTPaKEHHE
B M300pPaXCHHBIX XYI0KECTBEHHBIX KOJUTH3HIX.

KaroueBrble ci1oBa: 1Kosa; IEPEXOAHBIN EPUOJT; )KEHCKas 1IPpo3a; TOIoc; o0pa3; MOTHUB.
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The article presents women’s view on school-life in the post-Soviet period. Novels “lolka. 1z shkoly
s ljubovju, ili Dnevnik uchitelnitsy” (“A fir tree. From school with love, or a teacher’s Diary”) by
O. Kameneva and “Uchilka” (“A teacher”) by N. Terentieva show the way the Soviet era heritage and prob-
lems caused by the transition period are interweaved in today’s school. Analysis of the main female charac-
ters in both novels reveals that, on the one hand, they are untypical of contemporary “school text”, and on the
other hand, they are typical of women’s prose. The novels reflect such problems characteristic of women’s
prose as relationship between men and women, women’s emancipation, self-realization and bringing up chil-
dren. It is shown that features of a women’s novel and a school story blend in both novels, which fits the last
decades tendency to genre fusion.

Representation of school in women’s prose is similar to that in novels by male authors. Problems of
post-Soviet life, such as social inequality, mistrust of a teacher, low culture, deterioration in values and ideo-
logical vacuum are mingling with problems inherited from the Soviet society. That is the object of discussion
in both novels.
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