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Pe3zrome

KonTekcr u akTyanbHocThb. B HacTosiiee Bpemst Bce yallle TOBOPAT O BO3POKICHUU
TPaZULIUOHHBIX CEMENHBIX IEHHOCTEN U YKPEIUIEHUH CEMBU: B CEMbE 3aKJIAIbIBAFOTCS
OCHOBBI ISl )KU3HU OTIEJIBHOIO YEI0BEKa, CEMbS — OIIOpa BCEro rocyaapcrsa. B aToi
CBSI3U aKTYaJIbHbIM U Ba)KHBIM BHUJIUTCSI OOpallleHHe K XYA0KeCTBEHHOH crienudpuke
ceMelHOM TemaTuku B juteparype Jpesneir Pycu, B wactHOCTH, B «JlomMocTpoey,
IPECTaBIAIOIIEM HPAaBOYUYHUTENbHbBIM COOPHMK NpaBWJI W HACTABICHUH O JKU3HU
cempu. Hean. IlpoaHanu3mpoBaTh XyH0KECTBEHHBIE OCOOCHHOCTH CEMEHHOTO
muckypca B «Jlomoctpoe». I'mmore3a. AHanmu3 XyJOXKECTBEHHOW creuupuku
ceMeHoro qucKypca B cOOpHHUKE «JloMOCTpOIi» MO3BOIUT MOHATH AKCHOJIOTHYECKHE
OPUEHTHUPHI APEBHEPYCCKOIO KHIDKHUKA B BOIIPOCAX OTHOILIEHUIN MEXIY CyNpyramy,
MEXIy poauTensiMu U JaeTbMu. Metoabl W Martepuanabl. llpu ananmze
UCMOJIb30BAIMCH CIEAYIOIUE METOJbl: Je(UHUIMOHHBIM METOJ AJS OIpeesIeHus
CEMaHTHKHU S3BIKOBBIX €IMHHIl CEMEWHOro Juckypca B «JlomocTpoe»; Meron
KOHTEKCTYaJbHOTO aHajlu3a AJIs aHalu3a JIEKCUYECKOIO OKPY)KEHHs, B KOTOPOM
HaXOJATCSl pacCMaTpUBAEMbI€ S3bIKOBBIE €AMHMIIBI; METOJ ONUCATENbHOW MO3TUKU
JUI aHaJIM3a XY/I0’KECTBEHHOTO CBOeoOpa3us ceMeiHoro auckypea B «/lomoctpoey;
FepPMEHEBTUKO-UHTEPIIPETALIMOHHBIA ~ METOJ s MHTEepIpeTaluu TeKcTa U
XYI0XKECTBEHHBIX OCOOeHHOCTeH cOopHuKa. lVccrienoBaHue NpPOBOAMIOCH Ha
Marepuasie Tekcta «JlomocTposi». Pesyabrarbl. Pe3ynbTarhl MOKazaid, 4TO
XyI0XKECTBEHHOE  cBoeoOpa3ue  ceMmeiiHoro  jguckypca B «JlomocTtpoe»
OOBEKTUBHUPYETCS MPUHIMIAMH XPUCTHAHCKOTO CHMBOJM3Ma U HJ€aIH3aliH,
aHTUTE3bl JOOPOJETENN U Tpexa, CUCTEMOW M300pa3UTEIbHBIX MOTHUBOB, SIUTETOB,
MeTadop U cuMBOJIOB. BbIBoabl. IlokazaHo, YTO XynO)KeCTBEHHas creuuduka
cemeiHoro aumckypca B «JlomocTpoe»  OOYCIOBIE€HAa  aKCHOJOTHYECKUMHU
OpPUEHTUPAMHU CPETHEBEKOBOTO KHUKHHUKA U €T0 PEIMTHO3HBIM MUPOBO33PEHUEM.

Knioueswie cnoga: npesHepycckas IUTepaTypa, M03ITHKa, JloMOCTpOi, ceMbst
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Abstract

Context and relevance. Revival of traditional family values and strengthening of the
family are in widely discussed nowadays. The family lays the foundation of an
individual’s life, the family is the backbone of the entire state. In this regard, it seems
relevant and important to turn to the artistic specificity of the family topic in the Early
Russian literature, in particular, in Domostroy, a set of moral rules and instructions on
family life. Objective. To analyze the artistic features of the family discourse in
Domostroy. Hypothesis. The analysis of the artistic specificity of family discourse in
Domostroy will be instrumental in understanding axiological guidelines of the Early
Russian writer in the context of relations between spouses, between parents and
children. Methods and materials. The following methods were used in the analysis:
definitional method for determining the semantics of linguistic units of the family
discourse in Domostroy; the method of contextual analysis for analyzing the lexical
environment in which the linguistic units under consideration are located; the method
of descriptive poetics for the analysis of the artistic originality of the family discourse
in Domostroy; the hermeneutic-interpretative method for interpreting the text and
artistic features. The study was conducted on the material of Domostroy. Results. The
results showed that the artistic originality of the family discourse in Domostroy is
caused by the principles of Christian symbolism and idealization, the antithesis of
virtue and sin, the system of pictorial motifs, epithets, metaphors and symbols.
Conclusions. The results showed that the artistic specificity of family discourse in
Domostroy is conditioned by the axiological guidelines of the medieval writer and his
religious worldview.
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BBenenue

CeMbsl urpaeT Ba)KHEHIIYIO pOJIb B JKM3HU OTAEIBHOTO 4YelloBeKa M Lejoro Hapoxaa. s
OTIpeieTICHUs] TPATUIIMOHHBIX CEMEHWHBIX IIEHHOCTEH pPYCCKOro Hapojga O0co0yl0 3HAYMMOCTh
MPEACTABISIET HPABOYUUTENBHBIM COOpPHHUK «J[OMOCTpO» — BaXHEHITUH WCTOYHHMK IS aHAIIA3a
CEeMEHHOMN TEMaTUKU B APEBHEPYCCKON KHUKHOCTH, TOCKOJIBKY B HEM HE IMPOCTO U3JIAratoTCsl MEJIKUE
MPaKTUYECKHE PEKOMEHAALUHU IS )KU3HU CeMbH, HO, 10 cioBy J1.C. JIuxauyeBa, OMUCHIBAETCS, «KaK
YCTPOUTH CBOM JIOM TakK, 4TOOBI B HEr0 OBLIO “Kak B paii BoiTu”» (Jluxaues, 2000, c. 13-14). B atom

KOHTEKCTE aKTyaJIbHBIM BUAUTCSA PACCMOTPEHUE XYJ0’KECTBEHHOM crielM(UKHA CEMEMHOT0 TUCKypca
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B «/lomocTpoey; ee aHaJIN3 MMO3BOJIUT OMPEEIIUTh AKCUOJIOTHIO JPEBHEPYCCKON CEMbH, €€ JYXOBHO-
HPABCTBCHHYIO OCHOBY W OpHEHTHPHI. PaHee Xymo)KeCTBEHHBIE OCOOCHHOCTH, CBSI3aHHBIE C
CeMEeMHONW TeMaTukol B JPEBHEPYCCKOM suTeparype, ¢GparMeHTapHO paccMaTpUBAIUCh B
uccnepoanusix B.II. Aunpuanosoit-Ilepern (Anapuanosa-Ilepern, 1974), B uactHOCTH B
KOHTEKCTEe CBSI3M «JlomocTpos» u apyroro yuutenbHoro coopuuka «M3maparny», I1.C. JluxaueBa
(JIuxaues, 1979), [.C.Hemuna (Hdemun, 2009), O.A.TydanoBoit (Tydanora, 2020);
XyIOXKecTBeHHOe cBoeoOpasue «Jlomoctposi» paccmarpuBan B.B. KonecoB (Komecor, 2007);
Bompockl cemMbu B «Jlomoctpoe» anamusupoBanmuck W.E. 3abenunbiM  (3abenmun, 2014),
JLIL. HaitnenoBoii (Haiinenosa, 1996; Haiinenosa, 2003), B.B. Konecossim (Komecos, 2007),
H.JL ITymkapesoii (ITymkapesa, 1989). MccnenoBanus Xya0KeCTBEHHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH CeMEHHOTro
nuckypcea «JloMocTposi» paHee He TPOBOAMIIOCH.

PesyabTaTsl

OTnuuuTeIbHOM ~ OCOOEHHOCTBIO ~ CPEIHEBEKOBOW  KHI)KHOCTH M JPEBHEPYCCKOIO
MHUPOBOCHPHUSTHSL, KAK U3BECTHO, SIBISETCSI XPUCTUAHCKUM CUMBOJIM3M: J)KU3Hb 3€MHAasi €CTb CUMBOJL,
OTpa)KeHHE MHpa HEOECHOT0; KU3Hb 3€MHas BpPEeMEHHA U KOHEYHA, KU3Hb 110CJIe CMEPTU — BEYHA.
[ToaTomy nepes 4eT0BEKOM B 3€MHOM >KM3HU OTKPBIBAIOTCS [1BA IIYTH — IIyTh JOOPOAETENH, BEAYIIHUMA
K OJ1a)KeHHOM J)KU3HU B BEYHOCTH, U ITyTh I'PeXa, BEAYIIHUN K BeUHbIM MyKaM U TUOeI. XpUCTUAHCKUH
CUMBOJIU3M U XapakTepHas /s HEro aHTure3a JoOpOoJeTeNId M Tpexa HallUId OTPaKCHHE B
HacTaBleHUAxX «JlomocTtposi». C no6poaeTenbio, BeAyIeH K )KU3HU BEYHOU, B COOPHUKE COIPSIKEHO
«OKUTHE TI0 TpaBlie» — «aule KTo no bo3e uBeT u 1o 3anoBeneMb | OCIOAHUMbB, U 10 OTYECKOMY
IpeJaHuIo, U M0 XPUCTUIHBCKOMY 3akoHy» ([JomocTtpoit, 2000, c. 148). C rpexom, 1 Kak CleCTBUE,
JyXOBHOM T'MO€IbI0, CBSI3aHO «HETIPABEAHOE» KUTHE — ITO )KU3Hb HE «T10 XPUCTUSIHHCKOMY KUTHION,
COBEpILIEHHNE BCAKON «HEIPAaBJIbl U HACKIIUAY», «OIyAb, HEUUCTOTA, CKBEPHOCIOBHUE U CPAMOCIIOBHE,
KJISTBOTIPECTYIUICHHE, U SIPOCTh, U THEBD, U 350naMaTcTBoy (Jomoctpoit, 2000, c. 146). B cOopuuke
CoZiepKaTcsi  MPENOCTEPEeKEHHs,  OOBEKTHBHUpYEMblE  IOCPEACTBOM  THIepOoNu3aluu U
CMHOHHMHUYECKUX MOBTOPOB: «HEIMPABEIHO» TBOPSILINE «8ce BKyIe OyIyTh BO aJie, a 3/1€ MPOKIATH
<...>, a oT bora He moMWIOBaHb, a OT HApOAa MPOKIAT <...>; CBOEH AYIIM Ha MOrubeNb, a JoOMy
TIIETA, U 8ce IPOKIISITOE, a He OmarocioBeHoe» (Jomoctpoii, 2000, c. 146). Takoit n300pa3UTeNbHBIN
pHUeM, Kak TMpeAcTaBisercsi, MOXHO 0003HauuTh TepMuHoM Jl. C. JleMnHa «HarHeraTelbHas
o0pa3HOCTb. [[7151 Hee XxapaKTepHO IOBECTBOBAHUE B «YCHIIMTEIbHO-C/BauBatoleit Manepe» (lemun,
2009, c. 292): HempaBeAHO >XKMBYIIME OYAYT B BEYHOH >XH3HU «BO a7e€» U «3/€ IMPOKIATH»
(domoctpoit, 2000, c. 146), ot bora He MOMIIIOBaHBI U TIPOKJISITHL OT JIFOJICH; HA MOTHOENH CBOEH
Aylle U THIETA UX JI0MY.

Jlpyrast XyIOKeCTBEHHass 0coOeHHOCTh «/loMocTpos», 0O0ycllOBI€HHas XPHCTUAHCKUM
CHUMBOJIU3MOM, COCTOUT B TOM, YTO JJIsi HETO XapaKTepHa Hean3alus: B COOpHUKE 0TOOpaxaercs
«HJIea» CeMEHMHON XKU3HU, «yHU(DUKAIMS, UAeann3anys 1 nodtusanus oerray (Jluxaues, 2000, c.
13-14). Ha 510 yKa3bIBaIOT NEpBBIE CIOBa COOpPHUKA — B MOYYSHHSAX HM3Jaraercs, «kako mo boze
xut» (Jomoctpoii, 2000, c. 118) XpucTHaHUHY U €r0 CeMbe; KUTh CIEAYET TaK, «Ced MaMsTH
nucano» (domoctpoii, 2000, c. 168), 4TOOBI «BOIUIOTUTH B CEMbE — “Majiol IEPKBH’, TyXOBHBIC
uneansl xpuctuanckoro ciayxenus» (Kaniok, 2024, c. 193). Cxoxylo MbICIb BbICKa3bIBaI
B.B. KonecoB: «...HENOCPEACTBEHHOCTh UYBCTBA, HCKPEHHOCTb M YIOPHOE CTPEMJICHHE K
yTBepKIeHUI0 HpaBcTBeHHOro wuzacana» (Komecos, 2007, c. 305) — rmaBHOe, YTO OMPEEsIO
HamepeHust cocraButens. Kak ormewaer ®. U. Bycnaes, 11 JpeBHEPYCCKOTO KHM)KHUKA OBLIO
XapaKTEepHO BO3HOCUTHCA «U3 CKYJHOM JEHCTBUTENBHOCTH CTApOr0 PYCCKOro ObITA B CBETIYIO
o0nacTh mo33um», K uaeanry. [1osToMy B JIpEeBHEPYCCKMX NMaMATHUKAX H300pa)kayicsi «BBICIIUH,
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uneanbueii Mup» (bycnaes, 1990, c. 263), uaean HpaBCTBEHHOTO COBEPIICHCTBA C TEM, YTOOBI
YIOBJIETBOPUTH JIyXOBHbIE MOTpeOHOCTU uenoBeka. Mneamuzamusi, mo cioBy Jl. C. Jluxauena,
SIBJISICTCS] OJTHUM M3 XYI0’KECTBEHHBIX METOJIOB JIpEBHEPYCCKOM uTeparypsl (Jluxaues, 1979, c. 89).
CrtpemiieHue K BbIcIieMy 00pa3ily B CPeTHEBEKOBOM JTUTEpaType 00YCIOBICHO XPUCTUAHCKON BEpOi
Y MUPOBO33pPEHHEM: JOCTHKEHHUE HJealla ecThb yrnojoonenue bory, To ecte 000eHue, CBATOCTh U
cnacenue aymu (Mankos, 2017, c. 16).

O6o3HaueHHble  TE3UChl  OOYCIIOBIMBAIOT  JAPYIYI0  XYAO0KECTBEHHYID  OCOOCHHOCTh
paccmarpuBaeMoro cOopHuKa. B HEM B Ka4ecTBE MOTHBOB — yYCTOMYMBBIX IMOBTOPSIOIINXCS HIICH,
«OCYIIECTBIISIONINX KOHCTPYKTUBHO-CMBICIIOBBIE ‘“‘cuierieHus’» B Tekcre (Troma, 2008, c. 54), —
BBICTYNAIOT  ()pa3eoIOTUYECKUE CIMHCTBA, NPEICTABISIIONINEG COOOH IICPKOBHBIC IITAMIIBI
(Huxudopos, 1947, c. 78). K TakoBbIM MOKHO OTHECTHU «CTpax boxumny, «CTpaliHblil cyay», «1aMsiTh
cmepTHas» u np. Hanpumep: «Atie cero Moero nucanusi He BHEMJIETE U HaKa3aHUs HE TIOCIYIIIAETe
<...>, camu cebe OTBeTH AaauTe Bb AeHb Cmpawnazo cyoa» (Jomoctpoii, 2000, c. 116); «...Bepyii
BOCKPECEHHMIO MEpPTBBIM M >KM3HU Oyaymiaro Beka, moMsiHU Cmpauwinslii cyOsb, U BO3JIASHHUE IO
nenomsb Oyners Hamby (Jomoctpoit, 2000, c. 118); «...Ta BCA JieNa NpeacTanyT B AeHb Cmpawnazo
cyoa» (domoctpoii, 2000, c. 126). C motuBoM namsatu 0 CTpanrHOM cyjie B COOPHHUKE COMPSKEHBI
MOTHBBI TAMSTH CMEPTHOM U cTpaxa boxuero: «...cmpaxs booicuti Bceraa UMei B CEpALIbI CBOEMb U
navsames cmepmuyroy» (Homoctpoir, 2000, c. 120); «...kxuBH <...>, TIOCTOSHHO OXHIAsi yaca
cmepmuozo» (Jomoctpoii, 2000, c. 120); «...104epu pacTyThb, a cmpaxy booicuio v BeIIbTBY y4aTCs»
(Homoctpoit, 2000, c. 132); «...n10MOYaTIEBs CBOUXD Yuu cmpax)y boowcuroy (Jomoctpoit, 2000, c.
138). Jlast XpHCTHAHCKOTO MHPOBO33PEHHUS, K KOTOPOMY «IIPHHAIICIKAIO MHPOBO33PEHHE
JIPEBHEPYCCKOTO KHIDKHHMKA, XapaKTEPHO OCMBICICHHE KU3HM Yepe3 «IaMsITh CMEpPTHYIO H
Crpamnsriii cyny» ([Jeprauesa, 2017, c. 78). Uaest 60ro60s3HEHHOCTH MpecTaBieHa B «JloMocTpoe»
Kak OJlaroroBeHHOE MCIOJHEHNWE XPUCTUAHCKHUX 3aroBeed, MOJOKHUTEIBHO BO3JCHCTBYIOIIUE HA
BeCh 00pa3 KU3HU YeJIOBEKa U ero ceMbU. MOTHBHI TaMATOBAaHUS O CMEpPTH U AHe CTpaurHoro cynaa
COCTAaBUTENIb COOPHUKA TPAHCIHUPYET C TOM I€JIbI0, YTOOBI MPUBECTH YEIOBEKA M €ro CEMBI0 K
CTMIACeHMIO B JKU3HH BEYHOM, C TEM, YTO CMACIOCh KaK MOKHO OOIIbIIIE JIFOICH.

OTHOIIEHUS MEXTy MY>KEM U JKeHOU B «J{oMOCTpoe» MOAYMHEHBI ATUKETY, «TPATULMH, 00BIYAL0,
uepemonuany» (Jluxaues, 1979, c. 80). B XymokKeCTBEHHOM IUIaHE pOJIb MYyKa B CEMbE
OOBEKTUBUPYETCS Yepe3 TIArojibl «yUUTH», «HAKA3bIBATH», «BpasyMisITH». Hampumep: «...JKeHy
MoyJaroimie, Tako >K€ W JOMOYAIIOB CBOMXH Hakazyrorle...» (Homoctpoir, 2000, c. 150);
«...1mojo00aeTh TMOYYUTH MYXKEMb JKEHb CBOUXb...» (Jlomoctpoii, 2000, c. 116), «...[Myxy
HAJJICKUT| CBOIO XEHY HAKa3bIBaTH BCSIKMMB PAa3CyKeHHMeMb W yuuTH...» (Jomoctpoii, 2000, c.
166). Myx BBICTYIaeT HACTaBHHKOM CBoeH »eHbl u nomouanieB (Yepnas, 2008, c. 182). XKene
10/100aeT ¢ HUM 000 BCEM COBETOBATHCA U CIPAIIUBATH, TOKOPSITHCS EMY: «...JKEHbl MY»Xell CBOUXb
BONPOIIAIOT O BCIKOMB OJIarOYMHHUH, <...> BO BCEMb €MY MOKAPATHCS; U YTO MY b HaKakeTb, TO C
mo0oBu0 mpuuMmat u TBopuTH» (Jomoctpoit, 2000, c. 150). Bmacte myxa Hajg KEHOW H
MOKOPHOCTb JKE€HBI MY)KY 3THKETHBI — 3TO «3aKOH, COOTBETCTBYIOIINI HEPApXUUYHOCTH MTOCTPOCHUS
cocnoBHoro rocynapctBay (ITymxkapesa, 1989, c. 87). Takoe ocMbIcTieHHE BIUCHIBAETCS B TTAPAIUTMY
naTpuapxajibHBIX HaeanoB cpenHeBekoBoit Pycu (Mmenxo, 2005, c. 123).

Jliig HacTaBieHH cOOpHUKA 00 OTHOLIEHUSX MEXAY CyNpyraMu XxapakTepHa 3MOIUOHAILHOCTb,
packpbiBaeMasi B KOHTEKCTE TEMbl CYNPYKECKOH 100BU. «/oMOCTpoii» MpONoOBEayeT, 4TO MYXKY
cnenyert xkeHy «rooutm» (Jomoctpoit, 2000, c. 130), «wiroboButo HakazeiBatuy» (lomocTpoii, 2000,
c. 166), ¢ Hell «wkutH B m006BM u uuctocepaum» (Lomoctpoii, 2000, c. 166). B ciyuae
HEIONIOHUMAaHHUS MYXKY HaJJIC)KUT JKEHY «OKaJIOBAaTU», «TI0XKAJIOBATH, U «IPUMOIBUTH ([loMocTpoii,

2000, c. 166); obo3HaUEHHBIE CIIOBA MPUHAMICKAT K CEMAHTUUYECKOMY TIOTIO CIIOBA THOOOBBY
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(Konecos, 2006, c. 356). Kak cnemyeT u3 NmpUBEIECHHBIX NMPUMEPOB, B KOTOPBIX IPEOOIaaar0T
TJIaroJIbHBIC HACTABJICHMUS, CYIIPYXKeCKas TI000Bb B «JloMOCTpoe» n300pakaeTcsl Kak OTHOIICHHUE U
nericteue. O603HavueHHBIM Te3uc moarBepxkaaet B. B. KomecoB: «...ays pycckoro 4yBCTBa, IO-
BUIMMOMY, HanOoJiee XapaKTepHO MOHNMaHKe J100BH Kak oTHoImeHus» (Kosecos, 2006, c. 356), nnu
JIFO0BU IEATEJILHOM.

Ponsb JKCHIIMHBI KAaK XPaHWUTCIbHUIBLI JOMAIIHCTO oOYara I/I306pa)KaeTCSI B KOHTCKCTC TEMBbI
MHUPCKOTO aCKETH3Ma — JKCHa JIOJDKHA OBITh «CTPaOO0MBa». 3HAYMMOCTh TPYAOIIOOUS IS
KECHIIMHB OOBEKTUBUPYETCA Yepe3 CHUCTEMY aHTPOHOMOp(HBIX MeTadop, 3aMMCTBOBAHHBIX W3
Kuuru Ilputueii ConoMoHa: «...OT IJI0Ja pYKY CBOCHD HACAIAUT TSKAHHE MHOTO; MPEMOsCaBbIIe
KPETIKO upecia CBOS, YTBEPAUT Mmbluiya cBos Ha aeno» (Homoctpoit, 2000, c. 136), «pyye cBomn
MPOCTHPACT Ha MOJIE3HAsL, IAKMU e CBOSI YTBEpKaeT Ha BpeTeHO». boiiee Toro, y 100poii :KEHbI «HE
yracactb CBETUJIIHUKD €5 BCIO HOIb», MUJIOCTh OHA «IIPOCTHUPACT Y60Fy, IO K€ ITO4acTh HUIIIUM)).
Jlnst onricanusi 00pa3IoBOi JKEHBI B «JlOMOCTPOE» MCIOJIB3YIOTCS TOJIOXKHUTEIHPHO MAPKHUPOBAHHBIC
AMUTETHl «I00past», «OlaropasyMHasy, «IOMOBHUTAS», «CTPAIOMIOOUBAs», «MOTYaIMBas». B
MaMSITHUKE BBIPAXKACTCSI MBICIb O TOM, YTO JOOpasi )KeHa — 3aJI0T 0JIar0JICHCTBEHHOW KHU3HH MYXKa;
3TO PaCcKPBIBAETCS Yepe3 IKCIPECCUBHBIC CPEICTBA M300PA3ZUTEILHOCTH — METadOPhI «IparKanTim
KaMEHH MHOTOIIEHHAr0», «KOpadib KYIUTIO JICIOIINY, «BEHEIlb €CTh MY)KEBH CBOEMY.

LenTtpansHoe MecTO B «J{oMOCTpOe» OTBOIUTCS T€ME OTHOIIECHUHN JIBYX MOKOJCHHM, «OTLOB» U
«JeTeil», 3T0 oTpa)kaeT caMa KOHLENIUS MaMsITHUKA — OH IMPE/ACTaBiseT cOO0M HAacTaBICHHE OTLA
ChIHYy. B KOHTeKcTe OTHOLICHMH MEXIy POAMTEISIMU U JAETbMH B COOpHHUKE SIPKO MPOSIBHIICS
XYJ0’KECTBEHHBIN MPUHIUI XPUCTHAHCKOTO IPOBUCHIIMAIN3MA: «HEU3MEHHO MTOTUEPKUBAETCSI, UTO
KHU3Hb U CMEPTh 4ejoBeka — B pykax boxxuux» (Konssckas, 2016, c. 24). B «/lomocTtpoe» bor
«TOCBUTACTY WU 3a0upaeT neTel: «...mouuier bor KoMy aeTell — ChIHOBEH WM Jo4epei...»
(domocTtpoit, 2000, c. 130); «...ame oTh TaKOBBIX KOTOopoe 4ano bors BozmeTs» (JomocTpoii, 2000,
c. 132), «...ano cyn6amb boxXuuMB TOJIKO Ta 104Yb MPECTaBUTCA. .. ». 1 «JloMOCTpos» XapakTepHO
«TIOCTOSIHHOE TIPUCYTCTBUE bBOKECTBEHHOIO MNPOMBICIA B 3€MHOM JKU3HM», YCTAHABIIMBAIOLIEE
«HEpa3phIBHYIO CBs3b Mupa ¢ ero Topuom» (Uepnas, 2008, c. 83), boxxecTBeHHOE TTPOBUICHHE
y4acTBYET «B pa3BepThIBaHUM 0011ero riaHa Muposaanus» (Uymakona, 2001, c. 118).

HacraBnenussm o BocnutaHuu jereil B COOpHHMKE, Kak TPEACTABIsSETCS, MPUCYIIA
OMOIIMOHANBHOCTh, pacKpblBaeMasi depe3 «aOCTPaKTHBIA TCHUXOJOTU3M» — H300pakeHHe
«TICUXOJIOTUYECKUX COCTOSIHHM YEJIOBEKa, €ro UYyBCTB, SMOIIMOHAIBHBIX OTKJIMKOB Ha COOBITHSA
BHemHero mupay (Jluxaues, 2015, c. 123). B cOopHUKE ATH «IICUXOJOTHYECKHE COCTOSHUS», U
OMOITUH BRIPAKAIOTCS YEPE3 POAUTEIBCKYIO JII000BH K JeTsM. B «JlomocTpoey» nmoguepkuBaercs, 4to
poIuTeNsiM HEOOXOTUMO «HMMETH TIOMEYeHHe <...> O YaJleX CBOUX, CHAOJUTH WX W BOCIIUTATH B
no0pe HaKa3aHWH, U YIUTU CTPaxy BOXKHIO B BEKCTBY, U BCIKOMY OJIATOUMHUIO <...> JIIOOUTH UXb
u 6epeun...» (Jomoctpoii, 2000, c. 130). MoTuB m00BHU K eTIM 00BEKTUBHPYETCS uepe3 adopusm
n3 CsinieHHoro [ucanust: AeTel NOMKHO «XpaHUTH <...> OT BCSKAro rpexa <...> JK0Xe 3€HHILY OKa
U KO CBOsA nymiay. [IpuBeneHHas LUTaTa TOATBEPKIACT, YTO HAMOONBIIYIO IIEHHOCTH IS
poauTeneld MOJDKEH MPEACTABISITh PEIMTHO3HO-HPABCTBEHHBIN Ml — XpaHEHHE 4aj OT rpexa.
O0603HauEHHBIN TE3UC OTPAXKAET AKCHOJIOTHIO «JlOMOCTpOsi»: B BOMpPOCaxX BOCHHUTAHUS TJIABHOE —
CJIeIOBAaHME XPUCTUAHCKUM HcalIaM M IICHHOCTSIM, POAUTENIM HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 JTYXOBHOE
CITACEHUE JETEN B )KU3HU BEYHOM.

Oco6oe MecTo B «JloMocTpoe» OTBECHO HACTABICHUSIM 00 00S3aHHOCTSX JIETEH M0 OTHOIICHUIO
K poauTesssM. B 3Toil rpymnne nmoydeHuil mpociieXHUBAIOTCS PEATUCTUYECKHE 3JIEMEHThI, KOTOphIE
pacKpbIBalOTCS Yepe3 CTPEMIIEHHE C XyJ0’KECTBEHHOM IpaBauBocThio (Anpuanosa-Ileperw, 1960, c.
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9) u300pa3uTh TO, YTO HKICT MOYUTAONIMX U HE MOYUTANIMX POAUTENICiH. B 01HOM U3 moyueHHi
(domoctpoit, 2000, c. 134) ormedaeTcs, 4To I00sAIIME poauTenel «oT bora momunoBann» OyayT u
OT YeJIOBEK MPOCIIABIICHBI, «BO3BECEIIUTUCS UMYTh O YaJleX CBOUMXbY», «B JCHb Mevalld N30aBUT UX
Tl'ocnione Bore»; bor «momacts UMb BCs Onaras»; MOYHUTAIONUN MaTh «BOJIO BOXHIO TBOPUTY,
YrOXKJAIOUINI «BO OJaruxb MoKuBeT». HampoTuB, HEMOCIYIIHbIE OTIY U MaTe€pH «HE MOXHUBYTH
JTHEH CBOMXB», «OOCUIHUKD €CTh HEYECTHBBIMBY, «MXb HEUECTUBBIM MMEHOBA, MKe 0ECUECTBYIOT
POIUTEINS CBOSL M IAKU HACMEXAIOIIAroCcsl OTLY U YKapsAoIlla CTapOCTb MATEPHIO».

JIro00Bb K OTIY M MaT€pH TAK)KE BbIPAXKAETCS B MOJIUTBE 00 YIIOKOEHUM UX TYILIU: «...IPUXOIH C
MUJIOCTBIHEIO U C IPUHOILIEHUEMD 3a 3/IpaBUE U MO0 POJUTENEXb MPECTABIBIINXBCS MAMITH TBOPU CO
BCSKOIO YHCTOTOIO, U CaMb BOCIIOMSHOBeHB Oyzaemu oT bora» (domoctpoii, 2000, c. 164). B
MPUBEJACHHOM TMpUMepe TMOJHMMAETCS 3HauuMasi [Uisi JPEBHEPYCCKOM KHIDKHOCTH —TeMma
ITIOMUHOBEHHUS YCOIIIUX MOCJIE CMEPTH, HOCHUBILAS «aKCUOJOTUYECKUI XapaKTep YCTPOEHUS KU3HU
“Oymymero Beka”» ([eprauesa, 2021, c. 158). «/lomocTpoit» y4UT yaj MOJIUTHCS O MOYMBIIUX
POIUTEINSIX, IPUXOAUTH B XpaM ¢ MUJIOCTBIHEH U puHOLIEHHEM 3a HUX. CorinacHo cOOpHUKY, 3a00Ta
JeTe O POJUTENAX HE 3aKaHYMBAETCS 3€MHOU XKU3HBIO, HO MPOJOJHKACTCA U IMOCJIE UX CMEPTHU:
JOJDKHO «YCTpamBaTh» UX JYIY, «00yeryas ei mepexo/1 B “KU3Hb BEUHYIO W Japys BO3MOXKHOCTh
“neOecHbIX Oyar HacnaxaeHus » (Jleprauesa, 2021, c. 159).

3aKkJIrouYeHue

Taxum 006pa3zoM, Xy105)KeCTBEHHAs crienndrka ceMeiHOro Juckypcea B «Jlomoctpoe» packpbiBaeT
aKCHOJIOTMYECKHE OPUEHTHUPBl JIPEBHEPYCCKOM KHMKHOCTH. B HacTaBieHusiX COOpPHHUKA 4YETKO
IMPOCICIKUBACTCA NPUHIUIT XPUCTHAHCKOTIO CHMBOJIM3MA: )KU3Hb OTACIIBHOT'O YCJIOBEKA U €0 CEMbU
n300pakaeTcs Kak MyTh K )KW3HU BeuHoW. HacTaBieHus cOOpHUKa HallpaBJIeHbI HA TO, YTOOBI CEMbs
JKHJjia Tak, KaK B «celt maMsITH IMHUCAaHO», TO €CTb AOCTHUIJIA JYXOBHOI'O CIIaCCHMUA.
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