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B penensun Ha MoHorpaduu JI.d. XaouOymnaoi «Mug Poccun B coBpeMeHHON aHTIMHCKON JIH-
teparype» (2010) u C.b. Koponesoit «Mug o Poccun B OpurtaHckoi KyibType U jureparype (mo 1920-x
roioB)» (2012, 2014) moauepKUBArOTCS HE TOJIBKO MIMPOKHIA OXBAT U OOJIBIION 00hEM aHAIN3HPYEMOT0 Ma-
TepHasa, MOCBSIEHHOro BocpusATHIO Poccun 1 pycckux B OpUTaHCKOM (aHTIHMIICKON) TUTepaType U Kyib-
Type, HO U aKTyaJlbHasi IOCTAaHOBKA METOJOJOIMYECKUX Mpo0jIeM cOBpeMeHHOH umaroiorud. K HuM oTHO-
CSTCA COOTHOLICHHE HAMOHAIBHOTO M MHOHALMOHAIBHOTO, cHenu(uKa KyJIbTYpHOTO MH(a U XyHoXxKe-
CTBEHHOT'O 00pa3a, MEXaHM3MbI X UCTOPUYECKOTO M3MEHEHUs U COXpaHeHHs cTepeoTHrioB. OcoOblil MHTE-
pec U JMCKYCCHUIO BBI3BaJI aHAU3 3HAUYMTENbHBIX npousseneHnii XIX—XX BB., oOparuBmuxcs k Poccun u
pycckum («Bpems anrenos» A. Mepaok, «B Opmutax» M. bpsabepn).

KarwueBblie ciioBa: OpuTaHCKas aHTIUICKas JUTepaTypa; peuenuus; Mud o Poccun; mmaronorus;
XYJ0’KECTBEHHBIN 00pa3.
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The essay reviews two monographs on Russia’s reception in English literature: Lilia Khabibulina’s
«Myth of Russia in Contemporary English Literature» (2010) and Svetlana Korolyova’s «Myth of Russia in
British Culture and Literature (up to the 1920s)». It is shown that both monographs are characterized by wide
scope of materials studied as well as by setting the most essential issues of modern imagology. The review
reveals the ways the monographs deal with the aspects of national and foreign, cultural myths and artistic
images, genesis and development of stereotypes and polemics with them.
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