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The article is based on the dissertation work «Ekphrasis in Russian Prose of the 1920s: I. Bunin, B.
Lavrenev, V. Kaverin» and deals with the function of ekphrastic descriptions in the genre of K nstlerroman.
In Bunin’s short story, «The Mad Painter,» Lavrenev’s tale, «The Woodblock,» and Kaverin’s novel, «The
Unknown Artist,» ekphrasis appears to be a perfect model of art.
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The article is devoted to the complex study of the history of the teaching staff in the South Ural region
in the second part of the 20th century. The author gives a thorough historical analysis of professional
training and social status of teachers as well as quantitative and qualitative changes of pedagogical staff.
The research work is aimed at examining the socio-economic and social status of teaching during soviet
and post soviet periods.

Key words: education, staff potential, training of teachers, educational level, quantitative staff, social
status of teaching.
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