
1 2 0

1 Kermode F. William Golding // Puzzles and epiphanies. L.: Routledge& Kegan Paul, 1963. P. 198–
213. . : Anderson D. Is Golding’s theology Christian? // William Golding: Some critical
consideration. Lexington: Univ. of Kentucky press, 1978. P. 1–21; Burgess A. The novel now: A guide to
contemporary fiction. N.Y.: W.W. Norton & Co., 1967. P. 60–71; MacEwan N. Golding’s «Lord of the
flies», Ballantyne’s «Coral Island» and critics // The survival of the novel: British fiction of the later
twentieth century. 2nd ed. L. Basingstoke: Macmillan, 1983. P. 147–163. . .: William Golding’s
«Lord of the flies»: A source book / Ed. By William Nelson. N.Y.: W.W. Norton & Co., 1967 – :
Peter J. The fable of William Golding. P. 21–35; Hynes S. The novels of religious man. P. 70–75; Green M.
The distaste for the contemporary.  P. 75–82; Cox C. Lord of the Flies. P. 82–88; Grande L. The appeal o
Golding. P. 156–160; Kearns F. Salinger and Golding: Conflict on the Campus. P. 148–156; Green P. The
world of William Golding. P. 170–184.

2 Epstein E. Notes on «Lord of the flies» // Golding W. «Lord of the flies». N.Y.: Capricorn Books,
1959. P. 188–192; Rosenfield C. Men of smaller growth: A psychological analysis of William Golding’s
«Lord of the flies» // William Golding’s novel «Lord of the flies»: A source Book. P. 124–132.

3 Karl F. The novel as moral allegory: The fiction of William Golding, Iris Murdoch, Rex Warner and
P.H. Newby // The contemporary English novel. N.Y.: Noonday press, 1962. P. 254–274; Boyle T. Golding
existential vision // William Golding: Some critical consideration. P. 21–39.

4 Baker J. William Golding; Dick B. William Golding. N.Y.: Twayne, 1967 (Twayne English authors
series. N 67); White R. Butterfly and Beast in «Lord of the Fies» // Modern Fiction Studies. 1964. Vol. XI.
Summer. 2. P.163–171; Gordon R. Classical themes in «Lord of the Flies» // Modern Fiction Studies.
1965–1966. Vol. XI. Winter. N 4. P. 424–427.

5 Smith E. Some versions of the Fall (The myth of the Fall of man in English literature). L.: Croom
Helm, 1973. P.163–203; Otten I. After innocence (Vision of the Fall in modern literature). Pittsburg:
Univ. of Pittsburg press, 1982. P. 67–78.

6 Haffenden J. Novelists in interview. New York, 1985. P. 111.
7 Ibid. . 95.
8 .   (4 . 1:1–6, 1:16),  ( .10:25, 12:24, 12:27; . 3:22, . 11:15,

11:18–19) // . . ., 2001.
9 . 1963.  11. . 205.
10  3:16 // . .

., 2001. . 103.
11 . . . ., 2003. . 130.
12 . . 138 –139.
13 . . 138.
14 Epstein E.  Notes upon Lord of the Flies. New York,  Penguin Group,  2006. P. 205.

. . 

  

.
 – , . . 

, 
. 



1 2 1

 « » 
, , 

, -
 «

», « », « -
». , ,

 « » -
, -

 « » -
.

, 
, -

 80–90- . -
. 

-
 ( .  .  ,  .  .  ,

. . , . . , . . -
,  .  .  ).  

1990- –2000- . -
 « -

» 
. , -

, -
-
-
-

, 
-

.

»
». – -

-
, -

. -
– 

, 
-
-

.

, -
, -

:
.
-

. . , . , . . ) -
,  ,  

, 

. «
, , -

 “ ”,

»1.
, 

 –  -
, 

. -
 – , 

. 
-
.
-
-

  
. . 

», .  «
» -

 « » -
-

. , -
-

, «   » 
 « ».

. 
 ( ,

) -
-

The article is devoted to oriental motives in the poetry of the Russian poets who left Russia for
Shanghai and Harbin after the October Socialist Revolution. Their works combine a traditional poetic
form and orient motives.
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