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PE®EPAT
Ka3zanckas Bukropus ['anueBna

PELHEININA NCTOPUYECKOI'O IMTPOUIJIOI'O B ITPOU3BEJJEHUAX
JIK. BAPHCA (I1OITYT Al ®JIOBEPA» U «KAK BCE BbIJIO»

Crtpykrypa aunjioMHoH padorhl. J[umioMmHas paboTa COCTOUT U3 BBEICHUS,
TpeX TIJaB, 3aKJIIOYCHMs, CIUCKA HCHOJb30BAHHBIX HCTOYHUKOB, BKJIOYAIOLIETO
50 ucrounukoB. [lonHbIil 06beM pabOTH — 69 cTpaHUII TEYATHOTO TEKCTA.
KiawueBble cJIOBA: ITOCTMO/JIEPHU3M, NCTOPU3M,
META®UKIIMOHAJIBHOCTh,  BBIMBICEJI, HWCTOPUOI'PAGUYECKUI
METAPOMAH, UHTEPAKTHUBHBIE ITOBECTBOBATEJIBHBIE CTPATETI'N.
Hear  gunjoMHOW  padoThbI:  BBISBICHUWE  CHEUUPUKKA  pelerniuu
UcTOpUYecKoro mpouuioro B pomanax Jx. bapuca «Ilonyrait ®nodepa» u «Kak Bce
OBLIIOY.
3agayu AMIVIOMHOM padoThI:
e 0003HaYUTh OCOOEHHOCTH MOCTMOJAEPHUCTCKOIO JTUTEPATYPHO-UCTOPHUUECKOTO
JICKYypCa;
® MPOCIEAUTh OTPAKEHUE HUCTOPUKO-(PUIOCOPCKON MpOOIEeMaTUKU B POMaHax
Jx. bapHca;
® OMNpEAENHUTh YepPThl UCTOpUOTpaduueckoro Merapomana B pomane «llomyrait
dnobepar;
® BBISBUTH CHENU(UKY COOTHOIIEHUS PEAIbHOCTH U BBIMBICIA B pomaHe «Kak
BCce OBLIO»;
® DACKpBITh XAapakTep B3aWMOJCWUCTBUSA NUCATENI W YWTATENSl B POMAaHe
«ITomyrait ®nobepay;
® lCCIeI0BaTh UTPOBOM XapaKTep MOBECTBOBaHUS B pomaHe «Kak Bce ObLIO».
O0nexT uccaenoBanusi: pomanbl JIx. bapaca «Ilomyrait @nobepa» u «Kak
BCE OBLIOY.
IIpeamer uccienoBanusi: cnenupuka peleniy UCTOPUUYECKOTO MPOILIIOTro
JIx. bapHca B KOHTEKCTE JTUTEPATYPhl IOCTMOICPHU3MA.



PODEPAT

Kazanckas Biktopsis ["anieyna

POLDIIIBIA I'TCTAPBIYHAT'A MIHVYIJIAT A ¥V TBOPAX JIK. BAPHCA
«ITAITYT AU ®JIABIPA» I «SIK YCE BbIIO»

CTpykrypa ablioMHaii padorbl. [[pimiiomHas paboTa ckiagaenma 3
YBOJ31HAY, TPOX pasizenay, 3akiIroudHHs, 010aiarpadidnara cmica, KyJIbl YBaxoa3silb
50 HaiimenHsy. AG’EM paboThI ckiamae 69 cTapoHak JpyKaBaHara TIKCTY.

KarouaBbis CJOBbI: ITOCTMA/IDPHI3M, I'ICTAPBI3M,
META®ILBIAHAJIBHACIID, BBIMBICEJI, I'CTAPBIATPA®IYHBI
METAPAMAH, IHTOPAKTBIYHBISI HAPATBIYHBISI CTPATOTI.

MbTa aplIIoMHali padoThl: BhISYICHHE CHCIbI(IKI PAIDIIIbI ricTaphlyHara
Mminynara y TBopax Jx. bapuca «Ilamyrait @mnabdspa» 1 «Sk ycé Obu10»

3amavbl AbIJIOMHAN pa0doThI:

e BBIABIIL acaliiBacIll IMOCTMAJPpPHICTCKara TricTapblYHa-JIiTapaTypHara
JIBICKYpCa;

® TIpacadblllb AUIIOCTpaBaHHE TicTapblyHa-(igacopckail mpadneMatsiki ¥y
pamanax J[x. bapHca;

® BbBI3HAUBIIL DPBHICHI TicTapeissrpadiuHara meTapamana y pamane «llamyraii
dnabsrpay;

® BBUIBILb CIEUBI(IKY CYaJHOCIH PaJIbHACLI 1 BBIMBICHY ¥ pamaHe « Sk ycé
OBLION;

® DAaCKpBIIlb XapaKkTap Yy3aeMaaJHOCIH IICbMEHHIKA 1 dYblTaya Yy pamaHe
«ITamyrait ®nabdspay;

e JacrenaBallb TYJIbHEBBI XapakTap anoBeay ¥ pamane «Sk ycé Obuiom.

AO0’ekT naciaenaBanHsi: pamanbl J[x. bapuca «llamyrait @nadopa» 1 «Sk ycé
OBLIIOY.

Ipaamer pacaemaBaHHs: crenblika pAUPOIBI TiCTapblYHAra MiHyJara
JIx. bapHca ¥ KaHT3KcIIe JIiTapaTypbl HIOCTMAI3PHIZMY.



ABSTRACT

Kazanskaya Viktoria

THE RECEPTION OF THE HISTORICAL PAST IN THE NOVELS
«FLAUBERT’S PARROT» AND «TALKING IT OVER» BY JULIAN BARNES

The structure of the thesis. The thesis consists of introduction, three chapters,
conclusion. The list of the cited sources includes 50 items. Total work volume is 69
pages of printed text.

Keywords: POSTMODERNISM, HISTORICAL METHOD,
METAFICTION, FICTION, HISTORIOGRAPHIC METANOVEL, INTERACTIVE
NARRATIVE STRATEGIES.

The purpose of the thesis is to reveal the specificity of the reception of the
historical past in the novels «Flaubert’s Parrot» and «Talking it over» by Julian
Barnes.

The problems of the thesis:

e to describe the peculiarities of the postmodern literary historical discourse;

e to trace historico-philosophical problems reflected in the works by J. Barnes;

e to identify the features of historiographic metafiction in the novel
«Flaubert’s Parroty;

o to reveal the specificity of the relationship between reality and fiction in the
novel «Talking it over»;

e to characterize the interaction between the writer and reader in the novel
«Flaubert’s Parroty;

e to research the literary game of the narration in the novel «Talking it over».

The object of the thesis is the novels «Flaubert’s Parrot» and «Talking It
Ovenr» by Julian Barnes.

The subject of the thesis is the peculiarity of the reception of the historical
past in the novels by Julian Barnes within the context of postmodernism.



