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AHHoTanusa: B npemaraeMoil crathe MCCleNyeTcsl crielu(uKa COUAIbHOTO MOJOKEHHS
JKEHCKO! JJoMallHell ropozckoil npuciyru B nopedopmennoil Poccuu. Ha ocHOBaHUM IIMPOKOIO Kpy-
ra NCTOYHHUKOB, BKITIOYAIONIENO CTATHCTHYECKHE MaTepUaIbl, yOIUIIMCTHKY, TOCOOHS MO JOMOBOJICTBY
U 3T0-JIOKYMEHTBI, aBTOp JENACT BBIBOJ O HAJMYMH CPEIH JaHHOW KAaTeropuM HACEJCHHs JIBYX TpPYIII,
NPUHIMITHAIBHO OTIMYABILIMXCS TT0 CBOEMY CTaTycy B TOCIOACKOH ceMbe. B mopedopMeHHsIi epuos B
Poccuu Tpyn city>kaHOK He ObLIT HOPMUPOBAH, OTCYTCTBOBAIN KaKUe-THOO0 TrapaHTUH CO CTOPOHBI pado-
TofaTelNel KaK 110 YCIOBHAM PabOoThl, TaK U Ha CIIydail yBOJIBHEHUS U NOTEPH TPYAOCHOCOOHOCTU. 3Ha-
YUTEJNIbHBII IPUTOK B FOPOJ] KPECThSHCKUX JEBYLIEK CO3/1aBall THTaHTCKOE IpeUIoKeHHe. Bmecte ¢ TeM
TIOJABIISTIONIEE OOJBIIMHCTBO MPETEHACHTOK He NMEII0 HUKAKOTO TIOHATHS O TOH ASSTeTEHOCTH, KOTOPYIO
MM TIPEJICTOSIIO OCYIIECTBIATE. Te jke, KTO CMOT BBIIEPKaTh HECKOJIBKO JIET MyJIeHHi, 003aBOJHIIICE HE
TOJILKO MPO(ECCHOHAIBHBIMU YMEHUSIMH, HO 00yYaJIMCh )KU3HU B TOPOJIE, CIOCOOHOCTH 3aIlIUILATh CeOst
oT nocsiratenscTB. 1o Mepe pocTa 00pa3oBaHMs KPECTHIHCKON HKEHCKOH MOJIOAEKH, 3HAKOMCTBA €€ C CY-
JEOHBIMH YUPEXKICHUSIMU U aKTUBU3ALMH IEATEIBHOCTH PA3HOTO POJia OpraHU3alii, 3aHUMaBIINXCSI 110-
MOLLBIO CITy’KaHKaM B TI0Ty4eHUH 00pa30BaHuUsl U OpraHU3alUy HailMa, aeHCKas IPUCITyTa 4yBCTBOBaJIA
ce0s1 Bce Oorree 3alUIIeHHON ¥ TOTOBOW OTCTanBaTh CBOM IpaBa. B pe3ynbrare HecMOTpsI Ha Ka3aoch ObI
THTAHTCKOE TIPeUIOKEHNE, B IEHCTBUTENHHOCTH TI0OA00PATh B JIOM TTOIXO/SIIYIO MPHCIYTY OKa3bIBAIOCH
KpaiiHe clIoKHO. VIMeBIIMIACS y X03s1€B BBIOOP CBOJMIICS K IByM BapHaHTaM — MOKJIaAUCTAast HEyMeXa WITH
3HaroIIas1 cele 1IeHy U TpeOyrolas yueTa CBOMX HHTEPECOB MPUCITyTa.

Kirouessle cioBa: nopedopmennas Poccust, skeHckast IpUCiIyra, KpeCTbSHKH, TOPOJ, Opra-
HU3aLus HaliMa, X035eBa.

BusiarogapHocru: Pabora BeinosHeHa npu (UHAHCOBOH moepkke Poccuiickoro (oxma
(dhyHaaMeHTanbHBIX uccnenoBanuii (PODU) B pamkax uccienoBaresbekoro npoekra Ne 19-09-00297.

[ nutupoBaHus: Bepemenko B.A. «be3Bmacthas BmacTe» — cTaryc »KEHCKOM JoMari-
Hell npuciyru B Poccun Bo Bropoii nonoune XIX — Hayane XX B. / Bectruk Poccuiickoro yHu-
Bepcutera apyx0bl HaponoB. Cepust: Mcropust Poccuu. 2019. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 320-354. https://doi.
org/10.22363/2312-8674-2019-18-2-320-354

Abstract: The proposed article investigates the specifics of social status of urban female domestic
servants in post-reform Russia. On the basis of a wide range of sources, including statistical materials,
printed press, household manuals and ego-documents, the author distinguishes between two groups in
this category of population that were fundamentally different in their status in the master’s family. In the
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post-reform period in Russia, the work of maidservants was not standardized, there were no guarantees
from hirers regarding both working conditions and cases of dismissal and disability. Widespread sexual
harassment and abuse seriously worsened the position of maidservants. A significant influx of peasant
girls, who considered themselves fully prepared for the work of domestic servants, into the city, created
a gigantic supply At the same time, the overwhelming majority of the job seekers did not have any
idea about the activities that they were to carry out. Making endless blunders, the clumsy peasant girl
acquired professional skills and learned to live in the master’s family, suffering insults and harassment
and working hard only to avoid being kicked out. As a result, those girls who had been able to endure
several years of torment, acquired not only professional skills, but were trained to live in the city, to use
their position to earn money, to protect themselves from encroachment, or to use their attractiveness as
a weapon. With the growth of education of female peasant youth, their increasing familiarity with
judicial institutions, and the intensification of the activities of various organizations involved in helping
those women with education and employment, female domestic servants felt more secure and ready to
defend their rights. As a result, despite the seemingly gigantic supply, it was, in fact, extremely difficult
to find a suitable maidservant for the household. The choice available to the owners was limited to two
options — a docile slouch, or a maid knowing her worth and requiring consideration of her interests.

Keywords: post-reform Russia, female domestic servants, peasant women, city, hiring
organization, masters
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BBeaenue

Bo Bropoii monoune XIX B., Ha (poHE KpymHOMACIITAOHBIX MOIEPHHU3AINOH-
HBIX IIPOIIECCOB, MPOUCXOAUBIINX B Poccrm, 3HAYMTENHHO BO3pOCIHA JIOJS JKEHIIUH,
BBIHYKJIEHHBIX BBIUTH U3 c(pephl JOMAIITHETO MPOU3BOACTBA U HAYATh CAMOCTOSTEIBHO
W3BICKUBATh CPEJICTBA K CYIIECTBOBAHHIO, CTAB HAEMHBIMH pa0OTHHUIIAMHU. B uncio Tpy-
JKCHHMII, OOBbEMHECHHBIX OJHUM (DaKTOM HaiiMa, BXOJWIN NPEACTaBUTEIBHUIIBI CaMbIX
Pa3HBIX COCIIOBHI — OT MOTOMCTBEHHBIX JABOPSIHOK JI0 X OBIBIIMX KPEMOCTHBIX. Takike
pazHooOpaszeH ObUT U BHIOOP 3aHUMAEMBIX UMHU JOHKHOCTEH, BKIIFOUABITUN UM YHHOB-
HUI], CTY’)KUBITUX B TOCYJapCTBEHHBIX YUPEKICHHUSX, U TIPEACTaBUTEIHHALl MHTEIIIU-
reHTcKuX npodeccuit, u hadbpUIHO-3aBOACKNX paboTHHI. Hanbomnee pacripocrpaHeH-
HOW (OPMOH KEHCKOTO 3apaboTKa, 1Mo o0IeMy MHEHUIO, He TPeOOBABIIIETO OCOOBIX
YMEHUH M TOCTYNHON OyKBaJIbHO KaXKJIOW, siBJisIack paborta mnpuciyroii. Hegapom
JTAHHASI KaTeropysi HaceJeHUs 110 O(UIHaIbHBIM, KaK IPU3HABAIN CAMH COCTAaBUTEIH,
CUJIHPHO 3aHIDKCHHBIM, TaHHBIM Bceobmiel mepenucu Hacenenus 1897 1., cocTaBisiia
mouty 1,3 mutH gedt., win 41 % BCero «caMoCTOSATENLHOTO» JKEHCKOIO HACETIEHH S .

Hecmotrps Ha oueBHIHYIO TOTPEOHOCTH HCCIIEIOBAHUS COIUATIBHOTO TOJOKEHUS
TaKoW 3HAYMTEIILHOW KaTerOpHH HACEJICHUsI UIMIIEPUH, MECTa €€ B COLMATIbHON U SKOHOMHU-
YECKOW CTPYKTYpE CTpaHbl, W3yUCHHsI CTEIICHN BOBJICUEHHOCTH B MUTPAIMOHHBIE, 0OIIIe-
CTBEHHO-TIOJIMTUYECKUE U KYJIETYPHBIE TIPOLIECCHI, THTEPEC K aHAIN3Y COCTOSHUS YKEHCKOU
NpHUCITYTH B IopedopMeHHOI Poccuu IposIBUIICS TOJBKO B CaMble MOCIISTHAE TOJIBI.

! Pacnipesienenne pabounx W NPUCIYTH MO IPYTNAM 3aHATUI M [0 MECTY POKIEHUS HA OCHOBAHUM
JIAHHBIX NIEPBOH BceoOuelt nepemnucy HaceneHns Poccuiickoit Mmmepun 28 stuBapst 1897 roma / [¢ mpenucit.
H. Tpoitnuikoro; coct. 1 0630p nanueix B.B. Crenanosa]. CI16.: Tunorpadust H.JI. Heipkuna, 1905. C. 6-7.
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XapakTepHO, YTO MEpBOH pabOTOM, CreNUalbHO TOCBSIIEHHON TOJ0XKEHHIIO
JKEHIIMH, pa0OTaBILUX B yCIIYKEHUH, CTaJ TPy HEMELKOM uccienoBareinbHulsl A. Py-
cremeiiep, OMmyOIMKOBaHHBIN B KOHIIE ITPOIILIOrO CTOJIETHs . B HeM uccienoBaTebHHIA
aHAJM3UPYET Pa3IMYHbIC aCTICKTHI )KU3HU CTOJMYHBIN JIOMAIIHEH PUCIYTH B MIEPUO,
OrpaHMYCHHBIM OTMEHOM KPEIIOCTHOTO IpaBa U PEBOIIOLMOHHBIMU coObITUsIME 1917 T
[To MHEeHHMIO aBTOpa, MHCTUTYT JoMalHel npuciyrd B Poccnu ocraBancst «6acTHOHOM
JIOMHJYCTPHAIFHOTO OOIIECTBa», COXPAHUBIINM IMaTpUapXalbHbIe OTHOIIEHUS, Xapak-
TEpPHBIE JIJISI STI0XU KPEIIOCTHOIO IIPaBa.

B oreuectBenHol uctoprorpaduu nepsble padOThI, TOCBAIIEHHBIE MOJIOKEHHIO
nopeOpMEHHOM KEHCKOHM MPUCITYTH, TOSBIIUCH Tonbko B 2010-e rT. B atnx uccieno-
BAHUSX JIaBaJach KiIacCHU(PUKALMs TOMAIIHUX PAOOTHUIL’, XapaKTEPH30BAIUCH YCIOBHS
UX TPyAa ¥ COCTOSIHHE 37I0POBbs*, OLIEHUBAIIKCH TPEOOBaHMs pabOTOATENCH U BO3MOXK-
HOCTH NPHUCITYTH YIOBICTBOPHUTH 3THM TPeOOBAHUIM®, 00paIaIOCh BHUMAHHE Ha CIICIIH-
(UKy IEeBHAHTHOTO MOBEACHMS JaHHOM Kareropuu Haceaenus®. Tomsko B 2018 I BBIIITA
pabota, obpalaromasicst K UCCIIEI0BAHUIO TOJIOKECHUS JKEHCKOW MPUCIIYTH Ha PErHo-
HaJbHOM — OpeHOyprckoM — Marepualie’, 710 3TOro JaHHBIA MHCTUTYT TOJBEPrajcs Xa-
pakTepucTHKe 0€3 yueTa TeppUTOPHATLHON ClIeHN(HUKH UM UCKITIOUYMTEIFHO HA OCHOBE
ombITa CTONUIL. B 11e710M, OTE€YeCTBEHHBIE aBTOPBI, B OTJIMYME OT HEMELIKOH HCCIeIoBa-
TENBHHUIIBI, HE CKIIOHHBI a0CONMIOTH3UPOBATH IOMH Y CTPHAIBHBIN Xapakrep nopedopmeH-
HOI'0 JIOMAIIHEro HaliMa, oOpalias BHUMAaHUE Ha TO, YTO IaTPUapXaIbHblE OTHOLICHUS
HPENIoIaraloT He TOJBKO YKECTKYIO HKCIUTyaTallio, HO U OTBETCTBEHHOCThb T'OCIIOA 32
CBOHX CIIYT, 4TO B MOJICPHHU3UPYIOLIIEHCs Poccru BCTpedanoch Bee peske u pexe’.

2 Rustemeyer A., Siebert D. Alltagsgeschichte der unteren Schichten im russischen Reich (1861—
1914): Komment. Bibliogr. zeitgenossischer Titel u. Ber. tiber die Forschung. Stuttgart: [S.n.], 1997.

3 Bepemenko B.A. «[lypa B 1oMe» — sKeHCKas JOMAIIHsIA PUCTYTa B BOPSHCKIX CeMbsix Poccuu Bropoi
nostoBuHbI XX — Hauana XX B. // Anpmanax renaepHoit ucropun «Anam u EBay. 2013. Ne 21. C. 241-273.

* Bepemenxo B.A. ¥enckas nmomamasas mpucayra B Poccun Bropoit momosunsl XIX — Hauana
XX B.: cocTosiHUE 3I0pPOBbs U (haKkTOphI TpodeccrHoHanbHoit 3aboneBaemoctr // M3Bectust Camapckoro
HayyHoro 1entpa Poccuiickoit akagemun Hayk. 2017. T. 19. Ne 3—1. C. 37-40.

5 Bepemenko B.A. Xo3siika Ha KyXHe: aIalTAllHOHHBIE IPAKTUKH B )KM3HU POCCHIICKOM TBOPSHCKOM
ceMbH BO BTOpoit nonoBune XIX — Havane XX B. / DKcTpemManbHOE B MOBCEAHEBHOW KHU3HHU HACETICHHS
Poccun: ucropus u cospemenHocts (k 100-netuto pycckoit pesomtonu 1917 1.): MaTepuanbl MeXAyHAP.
Hayy. KoH}., 16—18 mapra 2017 . CII6. : JIT'Y um. A. C. [lymkuna, 2017. C. 315-323.

¢ Kapnyxuna FO.E. TIpocTUTyIus cpely »KEHCKOH JoMaliHed mpuciyru B Poccuiickoif mmmepuu
BO Bropoit nosnosuHe XIX — Hauane XX BB. / Moaepausarust B Poccuu: uctopus, momMTrKa, 00pa3oBaHHe.
CII6.: JIT'Y nm. A.C. Ilymkuna, 2015. C. 101-105; Camapuna JI.A. «Mep3aBLbl Bce Kpaliy: BOPOBCTBO CPEIU
nomariHeit mpuciyru B Poccuu Bropoii nonoBunsl XIX B. // Uctopus noBceaueBHoctr. 2017. Ne 1. C. 77-89.

" Bypnyyxas (Bannukxosa) E.B. «...Ilpuciyra, kpaiiHe 31ech M30aJOBaHHAS, KMBET I10-CBOEMY».
Jomarninue pabOTHHIIBI B IPOBUHIMH TopedopMeHHO#H 3noxu // Bectark OpeHOYypreKoro rocy1apcTBEHHOTO
MeJarorMyeckoro YHUBEPCUTETA. DIEeKTPOHHbIM HayuHbIH sxypHail. 2018. Ne 4. C. 77-86.

8 Baxpomeesa O.5. ColpanbHO-5KOHOMUYECKOE TIOJIOKeHHe skeHIH B CankT-IletepOypre B KoHIe
XIX — nagane XX BB. CII6.: [b.u.], 2009; Jemuoosuu /.M. [loxonusie noma IlerepOypra: opranuzamnus,
B3aMMOJICHCTBUE C TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIMU M KOMMEPUECKUMHU CTPYKTYpaMH, MoBcenHeBHOCTH (1870-e rr. —
Hauano XX Beka). CI10.: [b.u.], 2018.

® Bepemenko B.A. Ha ocTpue 10MalIHEro NpoCcTPaHCTBA: X035€Ba U MPUCIYTa B ABOPSIHCKHX
cembsix Pocenn (XIX — nauano XX B.) / Poccniickast uctopust XIX — XX Bekos: [ocyaapcTBo U 001IECTBO.
CoObitust 1 mroau. CO. crareit. CII6.: JIuku Poccun, 2013. C. 58-77.
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Kaxk Buaum, nzyueHue JaHHOM COlMaIbHOM TPYNIbl TOJIBKO HAYMHAETCH. . .

B npennaraemoii crarbe aHaau3y MoABEPraeTcs CTaTyc )KeHCKOU JoMaIllHe Tpu-
CIIyTH, TIPETONaraBIinid He TOJIBKO ee KpaifHe OecTpaBHOE IMOJIOKEHNE B XO3SHCKOM
JIOMe, HO W TIPH OMPEIeIIEHHBIX O0CTOSTENHCTBAX, CBA3aHHBIX KaK C JUYHBIMH Kade-
CTBaMM KOHKPETHBIX JIFOJICH, TaK U ¢ OOBEKTUBHBIMH, BEI3BAHHBIMH PEATHSIMU TOpe-
(hopmenHol Poccuu ycioBusiMu, mpsiMO TPOTUBOTIONOXKHOE MOJIOKEeHHE. Peub uieT o
TaK Ha3bIBAEMOM «BCEBIACTHM» TPUCTYTH, O KOTOPOM IOCTOSHHO Mucana mopedop-
MeHHasl Mpecca, KOTOPBIM IyTalli CBOMX YHTATEIFHUI] MHOTOYHCIICHHBIE MTOCOOHS I10
JTOMOBOJICTBY, HAKOHEII, YITOMUHAHUS O KOTOPOM COJIepKarcs B OONBIIMHCTBE JHEBHH-
KOB POCCHUCKHX JIBOPSTH U 0COOEHHO ABOPSHOK.

«YHM)KEeHHas1 ¥ 0CKOPGJIeHHAs»

Ecnu 3amatsest BompocoMm 0 ToM, Koro B mopedopmenHoil Poccun MoxHO Ha-
3BaTh CaMBbIM 3a0UTBIM CYIIECTBOM, KTO, HE UMes HH MHHYTBHI CBOOOHOTO BPEMEHH,
Tpynuics 0e3 mpoasixy mo 20 4acoB B CYTKH, KTO TOCTOSIHHO TOABEPrajicsi pa3HbIM
(hopMam yHIDKEHUS, OT OECKOHEYHBIX CIIOBECHBIX OCKOPOJIICHUH /10 BIIOJIHE PeallbHBIX
W3HACWJIOBAHMI, OTBET HAIPAIINUBACTCS CaM COOON — 3TO, KOHEYHO, KEHCKasl JoMalll-
Hsas npuciyra. To, 4To 3TO AEHUCTBUTENBHO TaK, MOATBEPKIAIOT MaTepUabl CYACOHBIX
3aceIaHnii M BpaueOHBIX OCBHICTEIHLCTBOBAHUH, JAHHBIC MTOCOOMI TTO JOMOBOJICTBY U
YaCTHBIX JIOMOBBIX KHHT, HAKOHEI, HE HaNpsMyIO, HO, BIIOJHE OYEBHIHO, MOJOOHBIC
(hakThI OTpaKEHBI U B JTHEBHUKAX CAMHX XO35I€B dTUX JOMAIITHUX PaOOTHHUII.

Henapom GecripaBHOE MOIOMKEHHE PUCITYTH BBI3BIBAJIO KAJIOCTh JIAXKE Y IPOCTHUTY-
TOK, TIOYTH TIOJIOBUHA U3 KOTOPBIX, 3HAJIA, O YEM TOBOPHT, HE TIOHACITBIIIKE, TAK KK Meperuia
K JIaHHOMY peMeciTy, He BBIHECS] KATOPKHOTO TPy/a M MPUIUPOK HA CITyKOE B TOCTIOACKON
cembe!?, Tax, reponns mosectu AWM. Kympuna «SIma» — Diib3a CiieIyromuM 06pa3oM oT-
3BIBAJIACH O paboTe CITy>KaHKH: «BOOOpa3uTe cede, Kakoe YHHIUTEIHHOE TIOIOKEHNE OBITh B
JoMe npucityroi! Beerna 3aBuceTsb OT Karnpu3a Wik pacioiokeHus ayxa xo3sieB! U xo3suH
BCEr/Ia MPUCTACT C TIYMOCTAMHU. A X03sKa PEBHYET, TPUAUPACTCS U OpaHUTCS» .

[ToapoOHEI CHIKCOK TOTO, YTO BIpaBe TPEOOBATh TOCIO/A OT CBOUX JOMAIITHUX
CIIyT, COZIEPIKAJICS B COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX pa3zeiax NocoOuii o opraHn3aliy 1 BEJCHUIO
JIOMAIITHETO XO3SHCTBA. XapaKTEPHO, YTO, HECMOTPS HA KapAWHAILHBIC MEPEMEHBI,
MTPOU3OIIEAIINE B POCCHIICKOM OOIIECTBE B pe3yabTaTe OTMEHBI KPETOCTHOTO TpaBa,
JTAHHBIN TepeueHb U3MEHUJICS TOJMBKO MO (hopMe, OCTABIIMCH MPAKTUYECKH HEM3MEH-
HBIM 1O CYILIECTBY.

[IpuBeieM HECKOJIBKO BBIICPIKEK U3 JOPEHOPMEHHOTO ITOCOOUS JIJIsl XO35I€B, BhI-
nre/iero B ceet B 1858

«BbI B ipaBe TpeOoBaTh: 1) 4T0OBI OHU HU B KAKOE BPEMsl, 1aXKe U B IIPa3IHUYHbIC
IHU, 0€3 TO3BOJICHHS BAIlIeTO, HE OTIIYJalINCh OT ABOPA; 2) YTOOBI OHU OBUTH CKPOMHGBI,

1040-45 % Bcex npoctuTyTok B POoCCHMM BBIILIM M3 PSJIOB CIy)KaHOK. B J0Max TepnuMocTu
Haxoaunoch 47,2 % ObIBIIEH MPUCITYTH, a U3 YHCIIA 3aHUMABIINXCS «OAUHOYHBIMY ITPOMBICIOM K UHCITY
«TepeKBaTN(GUIINPOBABIIUXCS» JOMALIHUX CIYT OTHOCHIOCh 43,2 %. Craructuka Poccuiickoit nmnepum.
XIII. IIpoctutynus no odcnenosanuio Ha 1 aBrycra 1889 1. CI16.: LleHTpanbHbIi CTATHCTHYECKUI KOMUTET
Munuctepcrsa BHyTpeHHUX aei1, 1890. C. 33

" Kynpun A.H. SIma. CI16.: Uatepnonurpaduentp, 1992. C. 187.
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MOJTYAJTUBBI, BEXKJIMBBI PABHO CO BCEMH HE MO3BOJISIIM MKy co00# ccop, He oOpeMe-
HSJTM Bac JKayio0amMu JpyT Ha Apyra W HE MO3BOLUTH ceOe HUKAKOTO CaMOyTIPaBCTBa;
3) 9TOOBI HE MepecKa3bIBaIN IOCTOPOHHUM HUYETO, KACAIOMIETOCs 0 CEMCHHBIX e,
4) 9yTOOBI HE MMEIN 3HAKOMCTBA C JIFOABMHU JYPHOTO TOBEICHUS; 5) 4YTOOBI HE Ipe/aBa-
JIUCh, HE TOJILKO HUKAKMM MOPOKaM, HO U YTOOBI BO BpeMsl OTJIOXHOBEHUS, HE OCTaBa-
JIUCh TMPa3IHBIMK; CAMOE JIy4Iliee B TOA0OHOE BPeMsl, 3aCTaBIATh UX JIeJIaTh, YTO-HUOYIIb
JUIS caMuX ceOsl, MM 3aHUMAaThCs KaKOH-HUOY/Ib JIETKOI0 paboToil; 1 6) 4TOOBI OHU HC-
TIOJTHSUTH 0OS3aHHOCTH XPUCTHAHWHA, XOIWIH B IIEPKOBb, MOJIMIIUCH BOTy, 1 €CJTi 3HAIOT
rpaMoTe, TO YUTaIn Obl MOJUTBBI, WM KaKyrO-HHOYIb HPABOYUHUTEILHYIO KHHTY» 2.

[anee cinemoBano Oonee moapoOHOE paCKPBITHE 3TUX IyHKTOB. Hanpumep, pas-
Jien «YKa3aHus KacarelbHO OTIPABICHUS CKEJIHECBHOUM CITY’)KOBI B JIOME» COJIEpIKAI,
cpenu MpoYero, CASAYIONINE TTOTOKEHUS:

«Ecnu ciyXuTens CIpamBaT 0 YeM-HUOYIb XO3SIMH WU XO3sHKa I0Ma, WU
KTO-HHOY/Ih W3 WICHOB CEMEHCTBA, OH HUKOTJA HE JOJDKEH OTBEYaTh MPOCTO: A WU
HET, HO BCEeT/la IIPUTOBapHBaTh: TOYHO TaK CyJapb, HUKAK HET, CylapbIHS.

OOpatnasich K JIMIaM, IMOTb3YOIINMCS KHSDKECKAM WM TPa)CKUM THTYJIOM, OH 00s-
3aH NPUOABIIAT, HAMMEHOBAHUE TUTYJIA; HAIP.: TOYHO TaK, BAIlle CUSTEIBCTBO U IPOH.

PasroBapuBas co CBOMMU X035I€BAMH HJIH C TOCTSMH, ITOCEIIAIOIIUMU UX, OH 01~
JKEH 00parmarbess K HUM B 2-M U 3-M JIMIIe MHOKECTBEHHOTO YHWCJIa, HAmp.. YTO Bam
YTOIHO? UM YTOMHO U MPod. TOIBEKO B HEOOXOAMMBIX CIIydasX CIYKHUTEIb MOXKET TIep-
BBIM 3aTOBOPHUTH CO CBOMMH X035I€BAMHU.

Korna pa3roBapuBaroT ¢ CIIy’)KHTEJNEeM, TO OH JOJDKEH CTOSTh U OTBEYATh MOUYTH-
TEJIBHO. ..

Eciin x0351H JienaeT BBITOBOP, TO CIYXKHUTEIb HE JIOJDKEH OTBEYaTh eMy Ipy0o
WITH HETEPIISITUBO ... »".

YauBUTENBbHO, HO BRIEAIIee cirycTs 30 JeT mocoOne, HeCKOJIBKO MEHEe BUTHE-
Bato, HO, 1o cytu, JIOCIIOBHO! noBTOpsieT NpruBEAECHHBIN BBILIE pa3iea U3 KHUTU IO
JIOMOYTIPABJICHHUIO BPEMEH KPEMOCTHOTO ITpaBa:

«Ecnau mpucnyry cropammBaeT O 4eM-HHOYIb XO3SIMH WM XO3SiKa J0Ma, WIH
KTO-HUOY/Ib M3 WICHOB CEMbH, TO OHA HHKOIJIA HE JIOJDKHA OTBEYATh MPOCTO Od WU
Heni, HO BCEr/ia JIOJDKHO J100aBIIsITh: OapuH, OapbIHs, OapbIIIHS.

OO0pammasch K JTUIaM, IOJIb3YIOIUMCS KHKECKUM MITH Tpa(CKUM TUTYIIOM, TTPH-
ciryra o0s3aHa pUOABIATh HAMMEHOBAHUE THUTYJA; HAIp. TOYHO TakK, Ballle CHUSATEIb-
CTBO U TIPOY.

PasroBapuBas ¢ CBOMMU X035€BaMU HITU C TOCTSIMU, ITOCEIIAONUMU UX, IPUCITY-
ra JIOJbKHA 00palaThCsi K HUM BO 2-M WIIH 3-M JIMIIE MHO»K€CTBEHHOTO YMCIIa, HAIIP. YTO
BaM yronHo? MM yromHo u mpod.

Korma pa3zroBapuBaroT ¢ IpHUCIyTOH, TO OHA JOJDKHA OTBEUATh MIOYTHTEILHO.

Ecim x035uH nenaer BBITOBOp, MIPHCIyra HE JOJDKHA OTBEYATh eMy Tpy0o miH
HETEPIEINBO.

12 Hacrapsnenue 1ist ynpasiieHus JOMAIIHERO IPUCIIYTOI0, C BEPHBIMHU YKA3aHUSAMHU JUIs OTOTUIEHHUS
u ocgerienus komHar. CI16.: M.O. Bonbda, 1858. C. 10.
13 Hacrapnenue s yHpaslieHus JoMalIHElo Ipuciyroo. .. C. 30-32.
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IMTpuciyra He T0KHA HUKOT/A CHIETh B IPUCYTCTBUH CBOMX X03S€B»'4,

[Toxxanyii, eIMHCTBEHHOE MPUHUUIIUAIBHOE PA3JINYUE B 3TUX ABYX JOKYMEHTaX
3aKITF0YaeTcs B 00IeM HaNMEHOBAHUH JINIIA, HAXOMIAIIETOCS B yCIykeHuu. Ecim B 60-
Jiee paHHEM TEKCTE Peub I1JIa O «CIY>KUTETIN» U UCIOJIb30BAIOCH MECTOUMEHUE «OHY,
TO B HOBBIX PEAIHSIX MPUMEHSIIOCh 0000ICHHOE HAMMEHOBAHUE KIIPUCITYTa», & BMECTE
C HUM U MeCTOMMEHHUe «OoHa». [1000HbIe M3MEHEHUS B SI3bIKEC OTPAXalld PealibHYHO
CUTYallUI0 — TUTAHTCKUN TIEPEKOC KOJTMYECTBA KEHIWH HAJ MYXUYHHAMU B COCTaBE
JIOMAIIHAX PaOOTHUKOB, CTABIINN CJIEICTBUEM TIOMBITOK XO35€B COKPATUTh BHYTPHCE-
MEWHbBIC PACXO/IBI 3@ CUET OTKa3a OT OoJiee JOPOroil MyKCKO# paboyeil Cuitbl'.

[onrorosnenuslii ke B 1910 1., HO Tak U He CTaBLIEM 3aKOHOM, PoeKT «Ilomoxe-
HUS O HallMe OMAIlIHEeW MPUCTYTUY COAEPKal MPOCTOE MEPEUNCICHIE MEPOIIPUSITHUH,
BO3JIATaBIIMXCS HA TOMAIIHEW repcoHa. J{Jst co3manus mpeACcTaBICHUs O CTETICHH 3a-
IPY’KEHHOCTH MPHUCIYTH, OCOOCHHO B TEX CIIy4Yasx, KOrja oHa paboTa B rOCIOICKOM
JIOME OJIHa, TOCTATOYHO O3HAKOMUTBCS C IPUBEACHHBIM B 3TOM JOKYMEHTE IIEPEUHEM
ee pynxrmit. CIUCOK JIeJ1 JOMAITHUX PA0OTHUKOB BKJTFOUAIT CIIEAYIONTIE MEPOTIPUSATHS:
«BCE BBI3bIBAEMBIE XO3SHCTBEHHBIM PACITOPSIKOM HAHUMATEINS PaOOTHI TI0 IOMY, ABOPY,
OTOPOJIY WIJIH CaJTy, KaK ¥ paObOThl BHE JIOMa, CBSI3aHHBIE C YIOBJICTBOPEHUEM KU3HEHHBIX
MOTPEOHOCTEMH, a TAKXKE YXOA 32 ... JIOMAIIHUMHU XUBOTHBIMU M TIPUCMOTP 3a COXPaH-
HOCTBIO M IIEHHOCTBIO XO3SHCKOTO UMyIecTBay. K JoMantHuM yciryram mpHaucisiics
YXO/[ 32 X035I€BaMHU U WICHAMH UX CEMEHCTB, a TAK)Ke UX TOCTIMH MU TOCETUTEIISIMH '©.

[TonpITKa BO3JOXKUTH BCE ATO HA OJHOIO YEJIOBEKAa MPUBOAMIIA K BIOJIHE OYe-
BUJTHBIM ITOCJICJICTBHSIM, OIMCAHUSAMH KOTOPBIX TEPeroHeHa MyOIUIMCTHKA HavYala
XX B. [IpuBeneM THIMYHBII IpUMep 00513aHHOCTEH EAMHCTBEHHON MIPUCITYTH XO3SHKH,
JKUBIIICH 32 CUET CJIaud KOMHAT B METePOypPrcKOM MpUropoje (OTMETHM, YTO JaHHBIN
CITUCOK BITOJTHE YKJIATBIBACTCS B TPEOOBAaHUE MIPOEKTA 3aK0oHa). JleByITka TomKHA ObLTa
«B TPETHEM 4YACYy BBIIYCTUTh KOPOBY B CTaJ0, BBIUYMCTUTh KOPOBHUK, CXOAUTh B JaB-
Ky 3a TIpOBHU3HMEH, yOpaTh KOMHATHI, TIOCTABUTH CAMOBAp, BBIYUCTUTH IJIAThE X035€B U
KBapTHPAHTOB, TOTOBUTH 3aBTPaK U 00e]] M cTUpaTh Oenbey. He yauBuTeapHO, 4TO 1MOo-
cie gera OeckoHeuHOoro Tpyaa 20-JIeTHSS MPHUCIyTra MOMPOCUIIa PacyeT U, KHAPYMSIHHB
ek, Boiia Ha HeBckuii mpocrekT!’.

To, 9TO TIOOOHKIN pabouMii TeHb Ka3ajcsl BIOJHE HOPMAIBHBIM HE TOJIBKO CO-
CTAaBUTEJSIM MIPOEKTA O HaliMe, HO U IOCIOAAM, MPEANOIaraBliuM, YTO BCE BbIILIEHA-
3BaHHOE BITOJTHE BBIMTOJIHUMO, @ HEAOPAOOTKH TPHUCIYTH CBA3aHBI TOJIBKO C €€ JIEHO-
CThIO U HEYMEHHUEM, OTPAKAIOT THEBHUKH X035€B. Tak, HampuMep, TOIbKO MOCIE TOTro,

“TIpaBuna cBeTcKoil KU3HM M 3TukeTa. Xopommii ToH. COOpPHHK COBETOB Ha BCAKHI cirydait
nomaiiiHel u odmiectBeHHon xu3nu. CI10.: Tun. B.A. Tuxonosa, 1889. C. 322-323.

15 Tlo maHHBIM Beepoccuiickoit neperucy HaceneHus 1897 . uz 1 556 987 yel., Tokas3aBIIX paboTy B
YAaCTHOM YCITY>)KeHHH KaK CBOE€ OCHOBHOE 3aHATHE, JKEHIIMH okazanoch 1 288 797 wen. wmm Ha 100 paboraBmmx
B JIaHHOW cepe MyxuuH npuxonmwioch 480,5 sxkenmusa. Cu: Pacnpenenenue pabodux ¥ MPUCIYTH 10
TPyNINaM 3aHATUH U 0 MECTy POXKISHUS HA OCHOBAHHHU JAHHBIX MEPBOH BCeoOIel mepenucu HaceIeH s
Poccuiickoit mneprun 28 sHBaps 1897 roma [c mpemuen. H. Tpoiinunkoro; coct. 1 0030p manasix B.B. Cre-
naHosa]. CI16.: [6.u.], 1905. C. 6-7; Bepemenkxo B.A. Ha ocTpue goMamIHero npocTpaHCcTBa: X035€Ba U
NpuUciyra B ABOPSHCKUX ceMbsix Poccun (XIX — nagano XX B.) ... C. 58-77.

16 Poccuiickuii rocyapcTBeHHbIH HCTOpHUeCKHit apxuB (nanee — PTUA). &. 1286. Om. 1. /1. 921. J1. 20.

17 [Tonos H.A. Xo3sesa u npuciyra. CII6.: Tumn. CII6., 1907. C. 10-11.
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KakK OJTHa 13 TocTeil oOparnia BHUMaHHUE «IIepEeIoBO» ToUepu ceHaTopa 3apyaHoro Ha
TO, YTO UX O€IHOMN MPUCITyTe «IIPOCTO KU3HU HET OT BCEBO3MOXHBIX HYKHBIX U HEHYX-
HBIX [TOPYYEHUI, IEPEMEHYUBbBIX U KallPU3HbIX IPUKa3aHUH, KPUKOB, HEYIOBOJILCTBUN
U T.IL», TUOepanbHas IeBUIa BAPYT yBHeENA TO, YTO CIIOKOHHO M HE3aMETHO MPOXOJIH-
JI0 TIepe/ Hel KaXKIbIi JICHb. YIIbsIIa «JI0KUTHCS CIIaTh IIOCIIE BCEX, T.K. I0JDKHA yOpaTh
Yaii, BBIMBITh TIOCYAY, YIOXKHUTh JeTei W OapblllieHb craTh, a YTPOM B 2—3 Yaca OHa
JIOJDKHA yKe OBITh Ha HOTaX, YTOOBI CBapUThH mare Kode, yoparb KOMHATHI H CHIENaTh
BCE HYXXHbIE IIPUTOTOBJICHUS Ul OaphlllieHb K TOMY BPEMEHH, KOIJla OHU IIPOCHYTCS.
3arem meibli IeHb OHa OeraeT ¢ 3aBTpakaMu M 00elaMU ... ¥ HU OJHON MUHYTKH il
HeT oTAbIXY! A K Beuepy BCe HEJJOBOJIBHBI €10: UTO ThI HE MPHIIIA KO MHE KOT/a s Te0s
3Bas1! UTO ThI HE PUILUIIA MHE ITyTOBHUILY»'®.

YacTo Ko BceMy 3TOMY NpHIIArajIich elie MopalibHble U (PU3NUECKUE H3/1eBaTEIb-
CTBa CO CTOPOHBI TOCIIOJ] M UX JICTEH, a TAKXKe CeKCyallbHbIe JJoMorarenbeTra. [Tpuaem
CIIy’)KaHKY IIPECIICOBAIM «M JI0MA, U Ha ynuie. Jloma — caM XO351H, B3pOCIIbIH ChIH,
Y4HTENb, TOCTH, HAKOHEIl, CBOM Opar-iakeil, Kydep u ABOpHHUK. [lonumor B 1aBOUKy —
HPUCTAET TPUKA3UNK, OTHECTH THUCHMO — MPHCTAOT mpoxokue»'®. Tlpecca Hauana XX B.
peryisipHo myOnrKoBana cooOLIeHUs 0 IoCTpajaBIlel npuciayre. Bot npumep mono6-
HOW 3aMeTKH, mosiBUBIIeics B razere «Pycckoe cnoBo» B 1909 r.: mpokusatommii B Hoso-
BUJIelicke Miaamuii KouTposiep CHAOPUYK HOUBIO MBITAJICS W3HACHIIOBATh KUBYIIYIO ¥
HETOo B KadecTBe NpHUciayru 16-neTHiono neBymky AHHy Bacunpuyk. HecuactHas BbI-
pBanack u yoexana. Korna Ha mpyroif 1eHb oHa moTpeOoBalia macnopT, OapuH caeran
Ha HEM MIOMETKY «HeOIaroHaaexHasy». Jleno nepenano cyneGHOMY ciemnoBareso’.

Hrak, B mopedopMeHHBIH MEpUO X0351€Ba MBITAINCh PYKOBOJICTBOBATHCS B OT-
HOHICHWU MNPHUCIYTU 3aBE€TaMU, BI)Ipa6OTaHHI)IMI/I CIIC B I€pUOJ KPENIOCTHOTO IIpaBa,
Ha/iesCch HalTH B CBOEH CiTy’kaHKe Oe3IiiacHoe CyIIeCTBO, TOTOBOE 3a HEOOJBIIOE BO3-
HarpaxIe€HUE BBINOJIHATh FMTAaHTCKUH (POHT paboOT, MOIYa CHOCUTh OCKOPOJICHUS U
ceKcyalibHOe pabcTBO. BMecTe ¢ TeM MedThl X0351€B pa3dnBaINCh O pealbHOCTh, OYEHb
4acTO HE MMEBIIYI0 HUYEro OOILIEro C OMMCAaHHBIM BBIIIE 00pa3oM «YyHHKEHHOH H
OCKOPOJICHHOW MPUCITYTH.

«...BOIIPOC O mMpucayre AJjid HaC JaBHO CTAJI BOIIPOCOM “l'lpOKJ'lHTblM"»

[Tprawab! osIBNICHAS B TIopedopMeHHoN Poccri 3HAYMTETBHON U ITTOCTOSTHHO BO3-
pacraBIIell KaTerOpHH JKEHCKOM TMPUCIYTH, OTIMYaBIICHCS, TI0 MHEHHUIO OKPYXKAIOIINX,
«TpyOBIM 1 B3IOPHBIM XapaKTepOM», TIO3BOJISBIIEH ceOe KpaliHe (haMHIIbIPHOE OTHOIIICHNE
HE TOJIKO K CBOMM TOCIIOZ[aM, HO U K UX TOCTSIM, JIEMOHCTPAaTUBHO MPEHEOpEraBIieii CBo-
MU 00S13aHHOCTSMH U TIOCTOSTHHO BEIMAHUBABIIICH, & HEPEIKO M TIPOCTO KPABIIICH Y CBOUX
TOCIIOJ JICHBI', MHOTOOOPAa3HbI U OTPaXKAIOT CHEIM(HUKY POCCHUICKOTO COLHATbHO-IKOHO-
MHYECKOTO YKJIa/1a, MPUIYUTMBO COYETABIIETO YePTHI TPAIUIMOHATN3MA U MOJICPHH3AITIH.

18 PnctutyT pycckoit nutepatypsl Poccuiickoii akagemun Hayk (manee — UPJIM PAH) (ITymkus-
ckuii gom). @. 445, 1. 7. JI. 118 06. — 119.

19 Jlenckasa JI.H. O npuciyre. Jlokaaa, unTaeMblii Bo 2-0M JkeHCKoM Kiybe B Mockse B (eBpaie
1908 r. M.: Tun. Bunsae, 1908. C. 16.

20 He6naronanexHas // Pycckoe cinoso. 1909. 28 utons.
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B onpenenenHol crenieHn moJo0HbIe IepCOHaXKH (TIpaBJia, HE CTOJNIb OTUO3HBIC 1
3HAYUTEIHHO MEHEE PacIpOCTPAaHEHHBIE) BCTPEUAIUCH eIIe B JopeOPMEHHBIH MepH-
on. Henapom B xoHue 1850-X IT. Ha cTpaHUIaX NEPUOIUYECKON NIeUyaTH pa3BepHyIach
(HO Tak HMYEM M HE 3aKOHYMJIACh) OOIIECTBEHHAS TUCKYCCHUS IO BOTIPOCY O B3aMMOOT-
HOULICHHUSX XO35€B U MIPUCIIYTH. 3a4MHATEIISIMUA OOCYKICHUS BBICTYIHIIN HEAOBOJIBbHBIC
HaHUMATEJIM, THEBHO BOIIPOMIABIINE C T'a3€THBIX CTPAHUI] O TOM, «KT0 Takme Hamm
HaeMHbIe cinyru?» W TyT ke camu cebe OTBEUaBIIINe, YTO ITO «TOJIIBI TYJISK (pasymest
3/IeCh U MY)KUWH, U JKCHIITUH), TIOCTYTAIONINX K BaM Ha CIIY>kKOy HE ¢ TeM, 4TOOBI CIIy-
JKUTh, HO 9TOOBI Bac 00beIaTh, OOIMBATh, 0OMAaHBIBATh M, HAKOHEIl, OOKpaIsIBaTh. DTO
Obl emie He Oena, HO BOT Oe/a, YTO OHU BCE STO HEPEJKO JIeNIaloT Oe3HaKa3aHHO... DTO
nepeKarHasi rojib, KOTopasi YTo y Bac 3apadoTaiia, TO B APYTOM MECTE MPONHIa; KOTopast
HE TAIIET, HE CEeT, a )KMBET, KaK NTHIIbI HeOSCHBIE, HE JyMasi O 3aBTPAIIHEM JHE. . »

OpHako MOMOOHBIC OJHO3HAYHBIC OLECHKUA BCTPETUIIM OTIOBE/b «3aIlIMTHUKOB
MIPHUCITYTH, 9aCTh U3 KOTOPBIX CChUIANACh Ha TSHKEIIOE TOIOKEHUE CITYKaIIHX, B TO Bpe-
MsI KaK JIpyrue oOpamiaiv BHUMaHE Ha OTBETCTBEHHOCTh CAaMUX HaHMMATeNeH, CBS3bI-
Basl IIOBEJICHUE CIIYT C HACIIEICTBOM YXOISIIeH 31oxu. Tak, aBTop CTaTby, MOMEIICHHON
25 anpens 1859 1. B « JkOHOMUUECKOM yKazareliey, MpsiMO 3asiBIIsUT: «...0MNn0aloTCs Te,
KOTOPBIE IyMAIOT YITyUIIUTh OJHY YaCTh OOIIECTBA, HE YIYUIIHB APYTOi — YHUITOXKHUTh
pa3Bpar B HACMHBIX CJIyrax TOr/ld, KaKk CaMHW HaHHUMAarcJIMn 4aCcTO OTBJICKAIOT UX IIpU-
MEpOM CBOMM OT T0OpoeTend. .. 30amoBaHHbIE KPETIOCTHOIO 0OCTaHOBKOM, TOCTIONA
4acTo 3a0BIBAIOT, YTO HAEMHBIN OTJIaeT B HAliM HE ce0d, a — CBOU TPy, U TIPH TOM TPYI
M3BECTHOTO POJIa, ¥ BOT OT Ky4epa TPeOyIOT YCIIyT UCTOTTHUKA WIIH JIaKesl, OT KyXapKH —
YCIIYT HAHBKHU U T.II., HE BEITOBOPUB 3TOTO SICHO MPH HaiiMe, ¥ [IOTOM YIUBIISIOTCS, YTO
WX TPUKa3aHus HEe UCTIONHAIOTCS, YTO UM IpyosT!»?,

Vike mocie KpectbsiHeKoH pedopmbl, B 1864 1, B «M3Bectusix Cankr-IlerepOypr-
CKOM Topojckoii oomeit Jlymbny OblTa HameuaraHa CTarhbs O Haitme mpuciyTd. B Hel ro-
BOPHIIOCH, YTO B OJTHOM U3 JIOKJIAJ0B KOMUCCHH B [lymMe ITpo3Bydaiy MOJIOKEHHS O HET0-
OpOCOBECTHOI H IOPOYHOM TPUCITYTe. ABTOP BBIPA3WII MHEHHE, YTO JIOMAIITHSS ITPUCITyTa
KaK COlMaJIbHasl TpyIIia 00pa3oBaiach MpyU 00CTOSTENBCTBAX, HEOMATOIIPUSTHBIX IS €€
HPABCTBEHHOTO Pa3BUTHSI U MaTe€pUAIbHOTO OnarococTostHus. [pymma 3Tta cioxunack
MIPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO M3 OBIBIINX «IBOPOBBIX». «OTTOpP)KEHHBIE OT CEMEHCTB, U OT UX Tep-
BOOBITHOTO COCTOSTHHS 3€MJIEICITBIIEB JIFOAX STH TIOCTYIIAIHN B TBOPHIO, 32 HDABCTBEHHBIM
pa3BUTHEM KOTOPOW HUKTO HE CIEAWI. B 3TOM MONOKEHUH KIIacC JBOPOBBIX TTEPEIKMUIT
CTOIIETHS, ¥ TaK KaK HUYTO HE TIOIBUTAJIO €T0 K TPYIOIFOOUIO M TPE3BOH T00pOIIopsa0U-
HOH JKU3HHM, TO MOCJIEICTBUEM 3TOTO OBLIO paclpoCTpaHEHUE B CPEIE UX BCEX ITOPOKOB,
KOTOPBIMH TaK 00TraTo HBIHE COCIIOBUE OBIBILMX IBOPOBBIX JIFOICHN ™.

TakuMm 00pazoM, peJonaraiock, 4To B HOBOM, OTKa3aBIleics ot padcrsa Poc-
CUU, BMECTE C MCUE3HOBEHHEM TYHESACTBYIOIIEH IBOPHU C OTHOW CTOPOHBI M Kpe-
MMOCTHUYECKOW MCUXOJIOTMH ABOPSIHCTBA C APYTOM BOCTOPKECTBYET NOCTOMHAS OLIEHKA

21 B.IT. O cocnoBuu Iletep6yprekux HaeMHBIX citysxuteneii / Cankt-IleTepOyprekue BeJOMOCTH.
1859. 1 ¢eBpauts.

2 [lo noBojy BOIpPOCa O HAEMHBIX CIIyrax // Ykasareib TOJUTUKO-3KOHOMUYeCKUi. CTaTHCT. U
MPOMBIILT. XKypH. 1859. Ne 121. C. 378-379.

2 Ussectus C.-Iletepbyprekoit ropoackoit obmeit gymer. CII6., 1864. Ne 9. C. 514-517.
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Ka)KJIOTO YECTHOTO TPy, YCTAHOBUTCSI B3aUMHAsI 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTH TPY>KEHUKA U
HAaHMMATEIA, a 3HAYAT U CHOPMUPYIOTCS BIIOJTHE HOPMaJIbHBIE OTHOIICHUS MEXKIY XO-
3sieBaMH W JIOMAITHUMHU paOoTHUKaMHu. Ha nene e, 1 B HOBBIX YCJIOBHUSX, IEpPEBEs
B3aMMHBIE KOHTAKThI HA OTHOIIEHUS KYIUIU-TIPOJAXKH M HaiiMa, TBOPSHCKAs MHTEIIU-
TeHIINS, BMECTE C TeM, XKJ1aJla OT CBOUX CIIYT JIMYHOM MPEJAHHOCTH, JIFOOBU, 00OPOBO/Ib-
HOUl TIOMOIIIH, ¥ 04€Hb BO3MYIIANIACh, YTO UMEJIa JICJI0 ¢ KHAEMHBIM YEIOBEKOM»?*,

B aT0# cBS3M MOXXHO OBLIO OBI MOAYMaTh, YTO peasbHO HUKAKOTO «BCEBJA-
CTHS» YKEHCKOW Tpuciyru He 0bi10. [IpocTo Tpedys oT ciyKaHKW CITUIIKOM MHOTOTO
Y CTOJIKHYBIIIUCH C HEBO3MOXXHOCTBIO TIONYYHTH JKEIaeMOe, X03sieBa JIF00YI0 TOMBITKY
OTIPAB/IaThCs UCTOJNIKOBBIBAIM KaK TPy0OCTh, & OCTABIIYIOCS 110 OOBEKTHBHBIM ITPUYH-
HaM HEBBITIOJIHEHHOW pa0OTy — KaK CO3HATEIbHYIO JICHOCTh U cabotax. Tem Ooiee, 4To
KpaliHe OTPULIATEIBHBINA MOPTPET MPUCIYTH MPEACTACT Mepe]] HaMu, IIPEK/E BCETO, CO
CTpaHUIL XO3UCKUX JHEBHUKOB M BOCIIOMUHAHUM.

BrionHe BO3MOXKHO, 94TO B OTAETHHBIX CIy4YasX MMEHHO TaK BCE U OBLIO. ..

BmecTe ¢ TeM HEBO3MOXKHO HE 3aMETHTh B chepe OpraHn3allui JTOMAITHETO TPY-
Jla HECKOJIBKUX, Ha MEPBBIN B3TIISA]], B3aMMOHCKITIOYAIONIUX TSHCHIINN: 3HAYUTEIHHOE
MPEITI0KEHUE, B COUCTAHUU C MOCTOSHHBIM HEYIOBICTBOPECHHBIM CIPOCOM U YAUBU-
TETHHO BHICOKUM YPOBHEM TEKYUECTH KaJpPOB.

B nauane XX B. B KpynHbIX LIeHTpax Poccuu NosiIBUIMCH NOCPEAHUYECKHAE KOH-
TOPBI — YaCTHBIC, OOIECTBEHHEIEC (OJIarOTBOPUTEIBHBIC) M CYIIECTBOBABIINEC HA CPEII-
cTBa TOpoaoB. CTaTUCTHKA ITUX YUPEKACHUN TAeT OIMpPEIEeIIEHHOE MPEICTABICHNE O
YUCIIE JINII, TOIBKO C TIOMOIIBIO TTOJOOHBIX YUPEKICHUH, OCYIIECTRISBIINX IOUCK Pa-
0OTBI 10 JIOMAIIIHEMY HalMy.

B Cankr-IletepOypre ropojckas mocpeiHI4YeCKasi KOHTOpa Hadana ()yHKIIMOHH-
posatb ¢ | aBrycra 1901 .. Vike B konne centsiops «C.-ITetepOyprckre BeIOMOCTHY
3aCBHJIETEIILCTBOBAIN €€ «3aMETHOE Pa3BUTHE» U TIOCTOSHHOE YBEITMYCHNE YUCIIA KITH-
eHToB. «ExxenHeBHO 3anuceiBaeTcs He MeHee 100 HanuMareseii. O01ee Ynciio CAEIO0K,
COBEPILECHHBIX 3a JABa Mecsua, A0XoauT A0 3 200. 3aperucTpupoBaHo B 3TOT MEPUOL
cBbimie 7 500 3asBIeHUN OT UIIYIIUX MECTa U MpeAJiaralonmx Takobie. Cpeau HaHU-
MAaIONIMXCsI TPe0o0IalacT KEHCKas TPUCITYTa; MYKYUHBI (JBOPHUKHU U MIBEHIAPHI) CO-
cTaBisioT 15 %»2°. B MockBe HanboJbIIee 3HaYCHKE B J€JIe JOMAIITHETO HafiMa nMenn
JacTHBIC KOHTOPHI. B TeueHme roquaHoro MpoMekyTka BpeMeHu ¢ 1 HosOps 1902 r. mo
1 HOs16ps 1903 1. B 5TH yUpekIIeHHUs 10 MPUUCKAHUIO MEeCT oOparuioch 12 666 yer.
HPHUCITYTH, U3 KOTOPBIX My»4rH — 1 384 den., a skenmmun — 11 28277,

B 1905 1. BapmaBckoe 0JIarOTBOPUTEIHHOE OOIISCTBO OMYOJIMKOBAIO CTATHCTHU-
YECKHE CBEJCHUS O CIPOCE U MPENIOKEHUH TPyAa MPUCTYTH B Bapiase 3a mpenie-
CTBOBABIIHUH rojl. XapaKTEPHO, YTO YUCIIO KaHAHMIATOB, UCKABIINX PaOOTy JOMAaITHEH
npuciyrn, — 3 084 oka3agoch MEHBIIIE YUCTA MECT IJIS KaHIUAATOB, KOTOPBIMH pac-
nojrarano otxaeneuue, — 4 550. OgHako YHMCIO MECT, 3aHATHIX MOIXOASIINMH KaHIH-

24 Bepemenxo B.A. «Jlypa B 1oMe» — jKeHCKas JJOMAIIHsAA OPUCIyTa B BOPSHCKUX ceMbax Poccuu
BTOpOii monoBuHEI XIX — Havana XX B... C. 261-262.

2 Tpymonas momors. 1901. Ne 6. C. 156.

26 C.-Tletepbyprekue BepomocT. 1901. 30 cenTaOpsL.

2TYacTHble KOHTOPHI IO MPUUCKAHKIO paboTh B Mockse // Tpynosas nomonis. 1904, Ne 1. C. 125.

328 WOMAN IN LABOR



Bepemenxo B.A. Becmuux PY/[H. Cepusa: HCTOPUA POCCHH. 2019. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 320-354

maramu — 1 514 — okaszayioch B J1Ba pa3a MEHbIIE MPEIJIOKUBIINX CBOU YCIYTH U B
2,5 pa3a MEHBIIIC IMEBIMXCS BakaHCHH. CaMu aBTOPHI UCCIICOBAHIS OOBSICHSUTH JTaH-
HbIH (DEHOMEH TeM, 4TO OOJIBIINHCTBO «KAHANUAATOB SBUINCH HEMIOATOTOBICHHBIMU JUIsI
TEX MECT, KOTOPBIE JKEJIalu MOTyYuTh) .

CoOcTBEHHO, MOCIIECAHEE TIONOKEHHE U O0BSACHSET [IaBHYIO IPUYNHY OTMEUECH-
HOTO BBIIIE COYETAaHUs TOCTOSIHHO HEYIOBIETBOPEHHOTO CIIpoca Ha (JOHE TUTaHTCKO-
ro npeajoxkeHus. Pabora npucnyroil cauranachk HECIOKHOW, OONBIIMHCTBO TPYIOY-
CTPaMBAIOIIUXCS [0J1arajio, 4To OOyUHUTHCS €l MOKHO Ha MECTe, [I03TOMY B ropoja
nprOBIBAIO OIPOMHOE KOJIMYECTBO KPECThSHOK, KOTOPBIE MBITAJIOCh YCTPauBaThCs Ha
3Ty HOJKHOCTB. OfHAKO HEOOyUEeHHBIE TOPOJCKOH KU3HU M 00S3aHHOCTSAM HPUCITY-
T'H JKCHIIUHBI HE OBLIM CIIOCOOHBI YIOBJICTBOPHUTH AAXKE dJIEMEHTapHbIE TPEeOOBAHHS
paboronareneii. KpecThsiHKM He 3HaNU, KaK BECTH ce0s B JOME M Ha yJIHILIE, HE YMEJH
yXaXuBaThb 3a JOMAlllHUMU BE€IIaMU U OHCX(HOﬁ, O4YCHb YaCTO HAHOCA UM HEIIOIIpaBU-
MbIii yiiep6?’, HakoHel, OHU He OBbUTH CIIOCOOBI IPUTOTOBUTD JAXKe CaMBIH «JICTKHI»
roponckoii 06ex*’. IMEHHO 3TH HEyMEXH TOTOBBI OBUIH TEpIETh JOObIE YHUKCHUS,
TOJIBKO OBI MX B3sUTM M OCTABUJIM Ha ciyx0e. OfHAKO, CIyCTs TOJbI MOSBISIIMCH HEOO-
XOJIMMbIC HaBBIKH M T€ M3 JCBYILIEK, KTO CyMell BbIIEPKaTh HECKOJIBKO JIET My4CHH,
OGyLII/IHCSI YMCHHIO BBIKUBATH B CAMbBIX NUKHUX YCJIOBUAX, HpI/ICHOCO6I/IHCﬂ K 6paHI/I n
CEKCYaJIbHBIM JIOMOTATEIbCTBAM, B OOIIEM, MIPOIIIEN 3Ty CTAJIHI0, MOT YK€ CUATAThCS
MPUCITYTOM «paGUHUPOBAHHOM, TPETEHIYIOMIEH Ha OMBITHOCTE»!. Takum 06paszom,
OTIBIT B JaHHOH cepe 03Hadaa He TOJNBKO, @ MOXKET U HE CTOJIBKO, COOCTBEHHO HEOO-
XOJIMMBIC 3HAHUS B TOW MJIM MHOH 0OJIACTH JOMAIIHEro TPYyAad, CKOJIBKO YMEHHUE «BbI-
YKHBaTh»2, KOTOPOE MPEAIOIarajo HaBbIKK CaMO3aIUThI, XOTs Obl B (popMe OTBETHOU
rpy0ocTH, CrocO00B MOMYyYEHUs JOMOTHUTEIBHOTO 3apaboTKa (Yepe3 BhIMOTATEIb-
CTBa W/UIIM MEJIKHE KPayKH ), HAKOHEI, yMEHUE «pacciabuThCs», OUSHb YaCTO pean3y-
eMoe B (popMme IIBSHCTBA.

28 Ornenenue A NPUUCKAHUS 3aHATHI BapIaBckoro 61aroTBopuTensHoro odmectsa // Tpynosas
nomontb. 1905. Ne 3. C. 331-332.

2 Tlo pasubiM BompocaM // Tpynosas momorns. 1903. Ne 3. C. 268-281; H.K. U3 nabmoneHuit
COTpyaHuUIbI nonedntenscrsa // Tpynosas momorub. 1901. Ne 4. C. 472-478.

30 [IpuHnmMnuansHoe pasinyue ropojIckoil M IEPEBEHCKOM KyXHHU CTAI0 OIHUM M3 CaMbIX TSKENbIX
UCTIBITAaHUH JUIs TOJAPOCTKOB — YYAaCTHHKOB CEIIbCKOXO3SHCTBEHHBIX APY>KUH, OKa3bIBaBIIUX MTOMOIIb
ceMbsIM 3anacHbIX B niepuon Ilepoit mupoBoit BoitHbl. CM. Kapnosa B.A. IloBcenHeBHas KU3Hb yYaCTHUKOB
TPYAOBBIX YUeHHYECKUX IpyxuH B Poccun (1915-1916 ) // BectHuk JIeHUHrpaickoro rocyaapcTBEHHOTO
yauBepcutera uM. A.C. [Tymkuna. 2015. T. 4. Ne 3. C. 48-55; Ona srce. Pabota TpynOBBIX OTOPOJHHYECKUX
yueHndeckux aApyxut B 1916 r. // Ucropus moBcenneBHocti. 2016. Ne 1. C. 105-116.

31 06 yayurennu 6bITa U TPYI0BOM HOATOTOBKHU npuciyru // Tpynosas momons. 1902, Ne 1. C. 97-103.

32 B 00yueHuH HOBEHLKUX 3HAUUTENBHYIO POJTb MOIIIU ChITPATh, HAXOMSIIMECS PATIOM, 6OJIEe ONBITHBIE
ToBapku. Tak, Hanpumep, B (enpeToHe «BoitHa KyXapku ¢ OapblHE#, WM Halula KOca Ha KaMEHb»
IpHUBeJeHa, CylIs 10 BCEMY, BIIOJHE THUIHMYHAs UCTOPUS — COBEPUICHHO 3aMOPJOBAHHYIO XO3SHKOH
KyXapKy Mappro Hay4uiia IpaBuiIaM B3aMMOOTHOIIEHHs C TOCIIOJaMH €€ 3HaKoMasl «0e3MecTHas KyXapKa
Crenanua, KOTopas «u ObIBajia YaCTEHBKO 0€3 MeCTa», TaK KaK XOTS U «04eHb XOPOIIO 3Haja CBOE JENO,
U el yXK yKa3plBaTh B HEM OBLIO HEYEro», HO «OblIa HE NMPOYb M BBIIMUTH HAa BHITAJaHHBIE OT MOKYIKH
MPOBU3HHU JICHBIU, U HE CTECHSIACH YaCTO MPUHUMATh Y ce0sl CBOMX 3HAKOMBIX — JIF000 MITH HETI000 OBLIO
9TO ee TOCHo/aM; IIPU ueM, Obla elie nopsaoyHa 3ydacta u rpyoa». Cm.: BoiiHa kyxapku ¢ 6apbIHel, nin
HallUla Koca Ha KaMeHb. M.: YHusep. tui., 1866. C. 13.

JKEHIIIMHA B TPYIE 329



Valentina A. Veremenko. RUDN Journal of Russian History 18, no. 2 (2019): 320-354

Wraxk, nepen xo3s€BaMu, MPUHUMABIIUMHE PEIICHUE O HaliMe MPUCITYTH, CTOsIa
NPaKTHYECKU Hepa3pelnnumasi 3ajaqa: B3sTh THXYI0, TOTOBYIO BBIIIOJHSTH BCE PabOTHI
3a caMyl0 HH3KYIO TUIATy, HO COBEPIICHHO HMYEro HE YMEBINYIO JICBYIIKY U3 JICPCBHHU,
WK OTBITHYIO CIICIMANMCTKY, 38 3HAYMTEILHO OOJBINNE JICHBTH, Ja elle ¢ 00sA3aTelb-
HBIM NUIEH(OM B BHJIE HANIOCTH, YMEHUS Pa3HBIMH CIIOCOOaMH HAXKUTHCS 33 CUET
X035€B, @ BO3MOYKHO €IIe ¥ ¢ aMOpaJIbHbIM TOBeZieHHeM. B riepBoM ciryyae He0OX0IMMO
OBLIO KOHTPOJIMPOBATH KaXKIIBIH IIAT HEYMEJION MPUCIYTH, ObITh TOTOBBIM K MOTYYCHHUEO
HeChemoOHOTO 00e/1a, NCITOPUCHHON ONIEKIbI, pa30UTOH ToCyabl U T.1. Bo BTOpoM oTKa-
3BIBATHCSl OT KOHTPOJISL OBLIO TAK)KE HEBO3MOXKHO, TAaK KaK B ATOM CIy4ae 3HAUMTEIbLHbIC
CeMelHbIe CpPe/ICTBA MOTIIM NMEPEKAYNBATh B KAPMaH OIMBITHOW CIy)KaHKH, a BCs pado-
Ta, KOTOpasi He MPOBEpsIach, Ipo3miia ObITh HE BBINOIHEHA. [Ipu 1F000M U3 packiiajoB
MIPUCITyTa BHOCHJIA MAcCy MPOoOJieM, HEYI0OCTB U JIOTIOJHHUTENILHBIX PACXOJ0B B JKU3Hb
CEMBH.

CkJaibiBajics 3aMKHYTBIH KPYT: B TIOUCKAaX OYEPEIHOTO «XOPOIIETro BapUAHTA)
B JIOME TOSIBIISUIACH HOBAs CITY»KaHKa, BCKOPE JIM0O OHA OKa3bIBallach «COBEPILICHHO He-
MOJXOAIIEH», THO0 camMa YXOIWia, HEYIOBIETBOPEHHAS YCIOBUsAMU. CpeqHuil cpok
npeObIBaHUS TIPUCITYTH B OJHON CeMbe, KaK MPaBUIIO, HE MPEBBINIAT HECKOJIBKUX MECS-
1IeB>, ¥ CHOBA ¥ TOT M JPYTO# YUACTHUK HalMa OKa3bIBAIKCH Mepe HEOOXOMUMOCTHIO
MIOMCKA «XOPOIIETO BapHAHTa.

«H 6yayT MHE TOBOPUTD, YTO BCE JII0AU PABHBI!»

MHorouuciaeHHbIe TOCOOUS IO JOMOBOJCTBY HACTOSITENILHO PEKOMEHOBAIIN XO-
3sieBaM Jiyylne Oparh Ha CIIyKOy HEyMENbIX, HO «4€CTHBIX U MOPSI0YHBIX», OTKa3bIBas
OTBITHBIM, HO T'PyOBbIM M BOPOBATHIM IMbSHHULIAM. ABTOPBI MOAOOHBIX M3JaHUN MOCTO-
STHHO HAITOMHUHAJIM CBOMM YHUTATENSIM, YTO HE CTOMT PACCUHUTHIBATH «...TIONyYNUTh XO-
POLIYIO IPUCIIYTY, KaK TOBap U3 MarasuHa, ¢ py4aTeIbCTBOM, COBCEM I'OTOBYIO; 3aBEIH
ee, OHa M rouuiay. Benp, «ciryru — Toxe Jr0AM, a He MauHb». Y BMecTo TOro, 4ro0s!
HaJesThCS Ha «aTTeCTaThl, OI0PO U CHPABKW, X035€Ba CAMH J0JKHBI 03a00THTHCS BOC-
NHUTaHKUEM, TIPEIKJIC BCETO, HDABCTBEHHBIM, CBOUX CIIYT™*.

Hexkoropsle, JeHCTBUTENBHO, IPEAIIOUUTAIN TaKON BapuaHT. [IpudeM BaXHbIM
(hakTOpOM 3/1ECh CITYXKHJIIA HE TOJIBKO «MOIYAIUBOCTEY» U «IyXOBHOE 3[paBHE» PHEXaB-
HIMX B TOPOX KPECThSIHCKHUX JIEBYILIEK, HO M JelIeBU3Ha UX yciyr. Llesslil Bopox mpo-
onem npurecia B oM oduriepa ['enepanproro mrada .M. Menntkoro neBymika [Ipons,
NpUBE3CHHAsl X035€BaMU U3 IEPEBHU B CTOJMIY. B cBoMx MeMyapax »eHa oduuepa —
O.M. Menu1iikasi OTBOIUT €l U BBI3BAHHBIM €€ MOBEJCHNEM 3JIOKIIIOUEHHUSIM HECKOIBKO
crpanull: «OHa Oblla HerpaMOTHAs HACTOSIIAsI ISPEBEHCKAsI, yrpioMas Jypa, HO pado-
TAImas 0e3poroTHas, TacCUBHAs, Kak 3aBoAHas Kykia. [IpoboBana s ee yunTh rpamoTe,
HO Hu4ero He BbIUIo. OHa cKiajbiBaia KyOMKH M OOJblIe BCEro Jro0MIa CKIAAbIBaTh
«I0 TI K a» Thlua MajbleM B IPOCTPAHCTBO. B moesn oHa He pelianack BiIE3Th U BCE OT-

33 Cormacno, nposeaennomy JI.M. Jlemunosuy ananusy noMoBbix kuur C.-IletepOypra, «cpemnmuii
CpPOK IpeObIBaHNS TOPHUYHBIX B IOJDKHOCTH COCTAaBILUT 125 mHEH, TO ecTh TOPHUYHBIE MEHSTH MECTO pado-
TBI IPUOTM3UTEIBHO pa3 B UeThIpe Mecsaay. Jemudosuu /.M. Jloxonusie noma [lerepbypra .... C. 153.

3% Cnupuoonosa E. OTdero ucropTunach Hama npuciyra / CeMbs IpaBoCIaBHOTO XPUCTHAHUHA.
COOpHUK NpOMoBeiel, pa3MBIIUICHHUH, paccka3oB U ctuxoTBopeHuit. CI10.: tumn. MonTtsuaa, 1906. C. 602—608.
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CKakuBaja Ha3aql. MHe IpUIUIOCh Iepika Ha pyKax peOeHKa MOoIaTh el B 3a]] KOJICHKOH,
4TOOBI OHA, HAKOHEII, BIe31a. B moesne cuyena, aeprka Benm IByMs pyKaMu, O0sICh TTOJT0-
JKUTh Ha CKaMelKy. MHOro Mbl ¢ HEll HaMy4aJluCh, TIOKa MPUYYHIN BBIXOAUTh HA YIHILY
Y B MarasuH, Tak OHa 0OsUIach BCETO M BCeX. DTO OBLT BTOPOi peOSHOK TPYIHO crubdae-
MbId. B OaHro Boguiia ¢ coboii u cama Mbuia. Hacrosiiuii nepBoObITHBIH YeoBek. Bugano
cKy4aia 0e3 JIepeBHH U JIIofieil cBoero oOIIecTBa. .. BCeria HeAOBOJIbHAsL, TOJIOAHAS, T.K.
TOCIO/ICKas TIMIIa el He HpaBUJIack...». HecMoTps Ha Bce mepeyrciIeHHbIe HeTOCTaTKH,
X035ieBa HE CTIEUIMIIN €€ yBONBHATh. CyJis IO BCeMy, IIIaBHBIM CTUMYJIOM K 9TOMY OBLIO,
TO, YTO TIOJydYasia OHa BCero 4 p. B MecsI”, B T BpeMs Kak B Te e 90-e rr. XIX B. 3ap-
riara nepeseHckoid Heymexu B C.-IletepOypre Obuia He HIKE 6 pyO.

BooO111e MOMBITKY y4nUTh CBOI MPHUCIYTy TPaMOTe, a TO U 3aHUMAThCS C HEH
LIKOJIBHOW MPOrpaMMoOil, B MHTEIUIMTEHTCKON cpelie BcTpeuvanuch Hepenko. IIpasaa,
MPUYUHBI 3TOTO MOYac HE MMETH HUYEro OOIIEero c KeJlaHHeM OKa3aTh YCIyTy ca-
Moit meBymike. Tak, Hammpumep, P.M. CeMeHTKOBCKHMIA, TUcaBmuil B Havane 1870-x TT.
JUCCEPTALIMI0 O BO3MOKHOCTH M Ba)KHOCTU MPEJOCTABICHUS EHIIMHAM TAKOIO e
00pa30BaHus, KaK U MY>KYMHAM, PEIIMI MPOBEPUTH €€ TIOJIOKEHUS Ha CITYy)KUBIIECH y
HEro B KAYECTBE MOMOITHUIIBI MPUCTYTH 13-TuneTHel HerpaMOoTHOU neBouke. OH cTan
o0y4aTh ee B CBOOOTHOE BPEMSI H MIPOILEN ¢ Hel 3HAYUTENbHYIO YacTh Kypca MY»KCKOH
KJaccuieckor rumMHasun. Ho, cyis mo Bcemy, yueHHIIa oka3anach He 0co00 OnarogapHa
YUYUTENIO 32 HEOKU/IAaHHO yTaBilive Ha Hee 3HaHusl. 1o kpaitHelt Mmepe, aBTOp 3aKOHYMIT
3Ty 4acTh CBOMX BOCIIOMMHAHHM CIEAyIOLIEH T0BOJILHO HEsICHOU ceHTeHuueil: «Ho B
KOHEYHOM pe3yJIbTaTe OHa Jajla MHE KPYITHOE pa304apoBaHUE, CMSTUYEHHOE TOJIBKO CO-
3HAHUEM HCIOIHEHHOIO A0JTa, HACIAXKICHUEM, KOTOPOE YEIOBEKY JAOCTABIACT MCKa-
HHE TPaB/Ibl, HAKOHELl, COYYBCTBHEM YBaXKaeMbIX JIFOICH» .

Ho naneko He Bce X03sieBa ObUIM TOTOBHI BEIIATh ceOe Ha IIel0 ellle OHOTO pe-
OeHKa B JIMIIE TIPUCIYTH, TIPEANIOYUTas ONBITHYIO paboTHuily. Kak mpaBuio, HaHNMa-
TEJU OHUMAJH, YTO, CKOPEE BCEro, MPUACTCS CTOJKHYTBHCS C «UEJIOBEKOM C XapaKTe-
POM», HO HAJESUTUCh «yMACIIUThY» CBOIO CIIY>KAHKY MOJIapKaMHU.

OO0bI4aii 1aBath CIyraM MoJapKu K OOJIBIINM IPa3IHUKAM elle B 10pehOPMEHHYIO
AMOXY «OOpATHIICS MOYTH B HEMPUIIOKHOE MpaBuiio»’’. [Ipudem Torma Harpaxaaau He
TOJIBKO HACMHYTO IMPUCITYTY, HO U KPCIIOCTHLIX. D710 MOTIIH 6LITL Kak BCIIN, TaK U ICHbI'U.
Tak, HampuMep, B 4eCTh CBAABOBI cTapiieii modepu kus3s Kpormorkwna, Emensr Asek-
CEeeBHBI, HOBOOpadHbIe OBLTN BHIHYKICHBI OAAPHUTH €€ JABOPHIO 3HAYUTEIFHONH CyMMOM.
[Tpryem HakaHyHE OTHE3/1a CYTIPYTH JOJITO 00CYKIAIN CKOJIBKO HAJIO BBIICTUTH, TIOKA HE
COIIIJTHCH HA TOM, YTO «JIBOPHS ... OOJbIast; MeHee 15 p. HeNb3s ObLTO AaTh» .

B nopedopmeHHOE BpeMsi OrpaHUuUTHCSI TOAAPKAMH TOJIBKO TI0 OOJIBIINM Tpa3/-
HUKaMH B OTHOIIIEHWH OIBITHOMN MIPpUCIIYT HE NUMEJIOCh HUKaKOW BO3MOKHOCTH. B Hazae-
K7€ Ha OTBETHYIO TOOPOTY X03sieBa OSCIIPeCcTaHHO eIl 3HABIINM ceOe TICHY CIeIra-

35 «S1 BBIIIIA 3aMy’K 32 TIOOUMOTO. . .» Memyapbl O.M. Menurkoii-3ommap // IcTOpyis TIOBCE/IHEBHOCTH.
2017. Ne 1. C. 132.

3¢ Cemenmrosckuii P.M. Cpenu otomeamux (M3 Moux BocrioMuHanuit) // Mctopuyeckuil BeCTHHK.
1917. Anpens. C. 127-128.

37 HacraBnenue 151 YIIpaBJeHus JOMAIIHEIO mpucayro... C. 22.

38 Otnen pyxormiceit Poccuiickoii HalonamsHoM 6ubmuoteku (qanee — OP PHB). @. 601. /1. 1196. J1. 95.
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JIMCTKaM MeJIKHE TTOJIapKU WITH OTJIaBajIM CTaphle MJIaThs, Oebs WK 00yBb, a T€ HEPEIIKO
HE TOJILKO HE OBIBAJIM 3a ATO ONaromapHbl, HO, KaK W MPEICKA3bIBAIA aBTOPHI ITOCOOMI
0 JIOMOBO/ICTBY, CUMTAJIN «TaKue TOJApKH 3a JODKHOE» W HaYMHAIM TpedoBaTh Hx™.
B cBoro ouepenp, npeanonarapiyre COBCEM APYTYI0 PEAKLHUIO X035€Ba HUKaK HE MOIJIH
MOHATH Takol HantocTu. BoT kak onucana B qHeBHUKe cBou uyBcTBa O.1. bazankyp:

«Hauanuce ucropuu ¢ npuciyroit! Uem Bbl ¢ HUIMU Jydie, Onnxe, JackoBee —
TeM Xyke. HplHde, mocie Toro kak s 1mocie jkajoBaHbs mojapuia AHHYIIKE CUTEI] Ha
KO()TOUKY, 2 OTIpaBHJIa €€ B TeaTrp — Ta YK€ OKOHUYATEIbHO OAYpeia OT IIYHNOCTH U
310CTH. .. Buepa oHa yxe opMeHHO Hauana KpuyaTh Ha MEHS. 3aBTpa CTaBIIO YJIbTH-
MaTyM: MM OHA BeAET ce0sl NPMWINYHO, WM yOupaeTcs Ko BceM uepTsM... Jocagnee
BCETO HE caMU (PaKThl, a UYTO MPUXOAUTCS CYUTATHCS C HUMH. . .

Takast MooIeHbKast IEBOYKA — M CTOJIBKO HammocTH u 31octu! U OymyT MHe ToBo-
PHTB, uTO Bce JTroAr paBHb! Jla HUKOTHA. .. A MOSI K TOMY JKe TTyIia HEBEpOsITHO, BCE JIeNlaeT
COBCEM He JtyMasi i He cOOOparkasi O TOM, YTO JIE/IaeT U IOTOMY BCE HOPTHTCS M ratuTcsin ™.

B xauecTBe AeHCTBUTEIIBHO HAJIS)KHOTO CPENICTBA MOAAEP)KaHUs JOMAIIHETO T10-
psiiKa KHUTH 110 JIOMOBOJICTBY CUMTAIM HE OCCKOHEUHBIC 3aJapUBaHUs, a MPABUILHO
OpraHu3oBaHHoe oOmIeHHe ¢ npuciyrod. OHO JOIKHO OBUIO MPOHCXOIAWTH C OIHON
CTOPOHBI «I0OPOAYILIHO, OHAKO, BMECTE C TEM, HE YHUKasi U COOCTBEHHOTO JJOCTOWH-
CTBa», n30erast «BCSIKOW (DaMHUITBIPHOCTHY, CIIEIOBAJIO «HUKOTJIa HE HA3bIBATh MTPUCITY-
Iy YMEHBIINTEIbHBIM UMEHEM». B 0cOOEHHOCTH K€ PEeKOMEHI0BaJIOCh HE BCTYNATbh
«B CTIOP C TIPUCIIYTOH | JTydIlle BCETO OTKAa3bIBaTh €il OT JOKHOCTH, 03 JaIbHEHIIINX
HETPHUATHOCTEH»*!.

AHanm3 JBOPSHCKUX JTHEBHUKOB CBHJIETENBCTBYET, YTO B PEAILHOM KHU3HHU TOJIBKO
«YMEHBIIUTEIHLHBIM HMEHEM» IPUCITYTY U Ha3biBasIl. CO CTpaHUIL ITHX JOKYMEHTOB Mepe]
HaMH IIPOXOJUT HecKoHuYaeMblil psit Hactén, Mapycs, I'namr u T.1. Maso toro, oTaenbHbie
X035€Ba, TOTOBBI ObLIM MUPUTHCS 1 C (PaMUIIBSIPHOCTBEO CO CTOPOHBI CIIYKAHOK M JaKe CUH-
TaTh €€ «MHJIOW», €CIIU 3a MPUCITYTOH HE YMCIMIIOCh APYTOro 0ojee cephe3HOro KpUMUHA-
na. Tak, B cBoeM nHeBHUKE O. fda ¢ oueBuIHON cUMIaTHEN YIIOMHHAA «I00POIYLIHYIO
TOJICTYIO» TOPHHYHYI0 Maiiry, Kotopast OblIa «CO BCEMU Ha “Thl”’», a 3a4aCTHBILIETO B JIOM
TOCTSl — CTY/JIEHTa BO BCEYCJBIIIAHNE U «HE CTECHSSCH» Ha3bIBajla (GKEHUXOM» XO3SHCKON
JIOYEPH, UEM BBI3BIBAJIO OUYEBHIHOE CMYIIICHUE CaMO OaphIIHu*,

W netictButensHO, Ha (hOHE BO3MOXKHBIX OOCYETOB BCETO JIMIID JIETKAs (haMu-
JBSIPHOCTH CO CTOPOHBI IPUCIYTH MOIVIA Ka3aThCsl Ja’ke OYeHb CUMIATHYHOM. .. [Ipo-
CIIy’)KUB HECKOJIBKO JIET, MPUCIIyTa MPUXOAMIa K MBICIH, YTO pa3Mep O(UIHaIbLHOTO
JKAJIOBaHUsI HE MOJXKET, J1a M HE JOJDKEH ONpeaelisiTh ee ypoBeHb Onarococtosiuus. He-
JapOM MHOTHE W3 HAHUMABIIHMXCS Ha PadOTy CIY)KaHOK Cpa3y OroBapuBaJId B KaUeCTBE
YCJIOBUS IIPaBO OCYLIECTBIISITh T€ MM UHBIE 3aKYTIKH HE 10 «KHHU)KKe» OT Mara3suHa,
a 3a (OKUBBIE)» JIeHbI'U. X035€Ba, B CBOIO OUEPEb, TAKXKE ObLIM B Kypce BO3MOXKHOCTH
oOcuera ux co croponsl npuciayru. H.A. Jlelikun B genvetone «llpuciayra u3 xoHTO-

3% HacraBnenue 1151 yrpaBjieHus IOMAIIHero npuciyroo... C. 22-23.
40 WIPJIV PAH. (ITymxunckuit nom). @. 15. 11, 2. JI. 61-62 06.

4 TIpaBuna cBeTckoif x&u3HU 1 3TUKeTa. Xopommii Ton. C. 321-322.
42 OP PHB. @. 163 Broposs.. [I. 323. JI. 10 06.
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pB» B FOMOPUCTHYECKOW (hOpME MPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAI TIOIBITKH MPUCITYTH FrapaHTHPO-
BaTh ceOe JOTOIHUTEIBHBIA T0XO0, a X035€B — JINIIUTH CIYT TaKoH BO3MOKHOCTH. BOT,
HaTpuMep, Kak OTHCHIBAJICS HAM Ha CITy)KOy KyXapKu:

«...— BBI TOMKHBI pacCUMTHIBATh Ha KalloBaHbe. JKemaeTe ocTaBaThCs Ha HaIlle
JKAJIOBaHbE — OCTABANUTECh, HET, HE HAJIO.

...— Henp3s-xe OapuH, Kyxapku 0e3 XanTypbl. Benp y I TOro 1O MecTam
ciry>)kuM. MHaue-Ob1 xKuin B JiepeBHe. .. M3 ABeHaauaTu pyoneBoro skajJoBaHbs MHOTO
HE CKOTHIIb. MACHUK J]aeT, TABOYHUK JAeT, PHIOAK JTaeT, 3eJeHINHK . ..

... Bor uT0 eme, camoe m1aBHOE s 3a0bUTa cripocuTh. [IpoBm3uro Oymy, pasyme-
eTcs, g 3aKymnarb?

— Jla, na ...Y Hac B MSICHYIO KHUXKa, B 3€JICHYIO KHIKKA M B MEJIOYHOH JIaBKE
TOXe OynuTe Ha KHIKKY Opars.

— Ha xHmkKky-y? — mpoTsiHy/Ia KyXapka U IoKadaja rojioBoil. — BoT yk Ha Takux
MecTax s He JII00II0 JKHTh, T/Ie Ha KHIDKKE Ha/Io0 Opars.

— A He mr00UTe, TAK MOXKETE U HE JKHUTh. ..

— XoTHTe KyXapKy 3a IoBapa UMeTh, & CaMH JIBEHAIIaTh PyOJel, MPOBU3UIO HA
KHIKKY, CAMH IUIATUTH OYJIETE, J1a eIlle BEChl B KyXHE JIJIsl IPOBEPKU moBecuiin. Het yx,
9TO HEe MecTo!»*

Wtak, B3sIB «OIBITHYI0» MPUCITYTY, HaJIO MO0 ObUIO OBITh TOTOBBIM K ITOCTOSH-
HBIM «JIOMAaIlTHIM BOWHaM, KOTJa «...TO y KyXapKu OBIJI 3a110ii, a mpayka okazajach He
YHUCTa Ha PyKY, ¥ C HEH MPUIIJIOCHh pPaccTaThCs; TO TOPHUYHAS Harpyousia u 6e3 crpocy
yIia co aBopa ...»*, mubo otaarbes «Beereno B pyku Marw, [namu, [Tonmy, npemo-
CTaBUTh «CaMOBJIACTHUIIC» JICJIaTh BCE YTO OHA XOYET, IPUHUMATh TO, YTO OHA KIIOAYAC
KalpHu3HUYAECT, TOCTOSHHO 0OCYUTHIBACT, HOCUT OAPBIHUHO Oelibe. .. »*.

B 60opb6e 3a cBOM MpagBa...

IMopedopmeHHOE BpeMsi 03HAMEHOBATIOCH HE TOJBKO MIMPOKUM PacpoCTpaHe-
HUEM «JIOMAIITHIX BOWH» KaK CII0co00M OOphOBI TPHUCITYTH 3a CO3/jaHKe cebe mpuemiie-
MBIX YCIIOBHUH cyliecTBoBaHuUs. Poct 00pa3oBanus u MHOOPMUPOBAHHOCTH KPECThSIH-
CKHX JKCHIIMH, 3HAKOMCTBO HX C CYI[€6HBIMI/I YUPCKACHUAMU U JAXKE OIPCACIICHHBIC
HaBBbIKHW 3allIMThI CBOUX ITPpaB B BOJIOCTHBIX Cy,7j[21X46 1, HAKOHCI, ONBIT XW3HU B IOpO-
Jie, CToCOOCTBOBAJIH TIOSIBIICHUTO CPEIU CITYKAHOK TeX, KTO TOTOB OBLT 00paImaTkes co
CBOMMHU MpoOiieMaMu B Cy/ieOHbIe MHCTaHIIMU. KOHEUHO, Cllydyau, KOrja Xo3seBa Mpu-
3HABAJIUCH CYJIOM BHHOBHBIMH, OBLIN, CKOpPEE, NCKITIOUEHUEM, HO caM (haKT TOSBICHUE
MOJIOOHBIX COOOIIEHUH B MPecce JaBal MPUCIYTe HAJACKY Ha BOBMOXKHOCTh BBIUTPATh
Cy/ieOHBIN MPOIECC WIIH, 110 KpaiHe! Mepe, MOJIyYUTh C TOCIIOJ JCHBIU 32 TPUYMHCH-
HBIH y111ep0.

4 Jleiikun H.A. Tpucnyra u3 koutops! / Xne6usiii Bonpoc. FOMopuctuueckue pacckasbl. CII6.:
tun. C.I1. Xynexosa, 1896. C. 256-260.

4 OP PHB. @. 163. Bropogsr. /1. 313. J1. 56.

4 INosapunckas B.B. O TpuydeHun IEBOYEK K JOMAIIHEMY XO3SHCTBY / DHIUKIONEMS BOCIHTAHUS U
oOyuenust. Beim. L. CII6.: 3axapeesckas, 1902. C. 9.

4 Myxuna 3.3. Pycckas KpecThsiHKa B mopeopMeHHbIit nepuos (BTopas nonosuHa XIX — Hauasa
XX Beka). CII6.: Amurpuii bynanun, 2018.
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Tak, MHOTO 1IyMy HaJieniaja «BEJIUKUM Kypbe3», MPOU30IIEIIINN C «OUeHb T0-
YTEHHOW 0C000M», KOTOopas HaHsAIa KyXapKy, a Ta i MOoCTOSHHO TpyOmta. OauH pa3
OaphIHS, JIepKa B pyKax MyCTYIO TapesKy, cenaia padOTHHUIIE 3aMedaHHe, ITOCIeTHISI
oTBeTHIIa TPyOOCThIO. X03siiKa «BHIIIIA U3 TEPIICHUS, YPOHUIIA TAPEIKy Ha IOJ U, OT-
CKOUMBIINN OCKOJIOK MOPAaHWI JIMIIO KyXapKH, OHa Hayajla UCK MPOTHB XO3iWKu. ba-
PBIHE YIPOXKaJI CKaHAAJIBHBIN IIPOLIECC B OKPYKHOM CYJIb€, IPUILIOCH IIPUMUPUTHCS C
KyXapKoi, 3aIuiaTuB eif cymmy JneHer»?.

B despane 1912 1. razera «TpymoBas xometikay Hamucasa o0 erie 6oJiee yIuBUTEIb-
HOHW HCTOpHH, KOTJIa TIPUCTyTa OOBHHMIIA XO3SHKY B Kpake. HaHsABIIasCsl B «MOJOIYIO U
MIPOTPECCUBHYIO CEMbBIO (CTYJICHT U KYPCHUCTKA) JKSHIIMHA CITyKHJIa UCIIPABHOY, €€ OfapH-
BaJIM MOZIapKaMK 1 ToxBanamu. Ho mociie Toro, Kak cocefckasi TOpHUYHAs «IIPOCBETHIIA
XO3SHKY, COOOLIMB, YTO MPUCITYTa MOCIENHEH SKOObI CIUIETHUYAET U IJIOXO OT3hIBACTCS O
6aprHe, OTHOUICHUA B IOME€ HCIIOPTUIIUCE. <<KprI/ICTKa B IPUJIMBE HECTOJOBaHUA B3JIOMa-
Jla CYHJTyK CBOEH CITy’KaHKH, BbIHYJIA MOJAPKKU U OTJaia uX BecTHHIIEe. VI MUPOBOM Cy/ibst
TIPUBJIEK OAPBIHIO 32 BOPOBCTBO. Tak u 0OpaTuiics Ha 3aceqaHuy K Hel ¥ TOPHUIHOM: «BHI,
BOPOBKH, 00¢ BcTaHbTe psiioM!» KypcucTka oT cThia yrana B 00MOPOK»*,

BaxHBIM MHIMKATOPOM pOCTa CaMOCO3HAHUSI MPUCIYTH M MOHHUMAaHHS €10 He-
00XOIMMOCTH CO3/IaHUsl CIIEIHATIBHBIX CTPYKTYpP, KOTOPBIE MOIJIM OBl TapaHTHPOBAaTh
ImpaBa CIIy’>KaHOK U, XOTA OBl YaCTUYHO, o0ecIieunBaTh X B Nepuoa OTCYTCTBUSA pa6OTLI,
CTaJio TIOSBJICHHE, B Ha4Yajie HOBOTO CTOJIETHS, TIEPBHIX MPO(hEeCcCHOHATBHBIX OpPTaHuU-
3anuii. ApTend, OObeIUHSABIINE MY)KCKYIO TIPHCITYTY, Hadyalld CKJIAJbIBATHCS €IIe B
1870-¢ rr.* K navany XX B. — BpEMEHH 3apOKICHHS MEPBBIX KEHCKUX O0BEIH-
HEHUH — YHCIIO MYKCKUX YYPEKACHUI MOI0OHOrO poja TOJIBKO B CTOJNHLE U3MEpS-
J0Ch necstkamu’’. Bo MHOrOM 3TO OBLIO CBSI3aHO C T€M, YTO B TO BpeMsl KaK yKEHCKast
MIpHUCITyTa MPOJoJIKajia 3aHUMAaThCS IOMAITHIM TPYIOM, MY>KCKasi — ITOJIOXKHIIa Hayaso
chepe ycrmyr — popMupyst HOBYIO OTPACTh OOIIIECTBEHHOTO ITPOW3BOJICTBA.

I'maBHBIME 3a1auaMy 00BETMHEHNUH SBIISUTACH «YITydIlIeHHe ObITa KEHCKOU MpH-
CIIyTH, IPUUCKAHKE JUII HUX MECT», a TAK)KE OKa3aHWE TIOMOIIH B ciy4dae OOJIe3HU HITU
HecrocoOHOCTH K Tpyay. Ha cpencrsa obmecTBa, popMupyemble 3a c4eT B3HOCOB Jie-
HOB, TIPEMMYILECTBEHHO COCTOSIBIIMX U3 CAMOMN MPHUCIYTH, CO3aBaIlCh YOKHIIA JUIs
OOJBHBIX U mpeCTapeCiibIX YUaCTHUKOB, BbIAAaBAJINCh rmocooust MOTEepABIINM MECTO, OT-
KPBIBAJINCH KJIACCHI TI0 OOYYEHHUIO «PA3THMIHBIM PYKOACTHSIMY, 3HAHHE KOTOPHIX yBEIHU-
YHBaJIa MAHCHI KEHIIUH [0 TPYI0yCTPOHCTRY .

47 [Tonoe H.A. Xo3siesa u npuciyra. C. 10.

8 Taxkoe o6BuHenue // Tpynosas komeiika. 1912, Ne 38.

4 Verap ob1ecTBa «0MantHss obecredeHHas mpuciyray (mpoekt). M.: [6.u.], 1871; Yeras nepsoi
C.-IletepOyprckoii apTean MOCHUIBHBIX (YTBEPXKIEH YNPaBIAIOIMIUM MHHHCTEPCTBOM BHYTPEHHHX M€
6-ro stHBaps 1879 r). CII6.: [b.u.], 1904; YcraB MockoBckoii apTenu nmoaotepos (yTB. 4 arycta 1882 r.).
M.: [b.n.], 1882.

50 Camapuna JI.A. AprensHas opranusamus paboTsl npucayry B Poccun B konie XIX — nadane XX BB.
(Ha puMepe YCTaBOB apTeneil MOChUTBbHBIX, ePeBO3UHKOB U nepeHocunkoB) // XIX Iapckocenbekue YTeHust:
MaTepuasbl MeXITyHapoaqHO! HaydHOH koH(pepeHimu 21-22 ampens 2015 . CII6.: JII'Y um. A.C. Ilymxuna.
T. 1. C. 62-69.

S1'YeTaB 06IIecTBa KATONMMYECKOM KeHCKOM TIPUCITYTH UMEHH cB. 3uThl. Bumsno: [B.u.], 1907.
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Hannare momo0HBIX OpraHu3aliii, Kak U JAesITeNbHOCTh JIOMOB TPYmOIo0ms®
U IPYTUX OJarOTBOPUTENBHBIX CTPYKTYP, TAPAHTHPOBABIINX MOTEPSBIICH MECTO MPH-
CIIyre MpHIOT, Jiejiana ee 0ojiee YBepeHHOH B ce0e, TOTOBOI CMENI0 0TBEYATh X035eBaM
Ha MX MPETEH3UU U JIETKO Pa3pbIBaTh TPYAOBbIC OTHOIICHMUS, €CIU YCIOBUS Ka3aJIUCh €I
HE MOAXOISIINMHU.

BbIBOABI

JKeHckast moMammHssl IpUCIyTa 3aHUMala, Mmoxanyd, OHy U3 caMbIX HHU3KHX
CTyIIEHEeH B CONMAaJIbHON MEepapXuu CTpaHbl. Tpys Ciy’)kaHOK He ObUT HOPMHUPOBaH U
OTpaHUYeH, OTCYTCTBOBAIN KaKHe-JIMOO rapaHTUHU CO CTOPOHBI paboToaresneil Kak 1mo
YCIIOBUSIM Pa0OThI, TAaK M Ha CIy4ail YBOJBHEHHsI M MOTepU TpynocrocooHocTu. Ce-
PbE3HO YXYIALIATH MOJOKEHUE MPHUCITYTH MOBCEMECTHO BCTPEUABIICECS] CEKCyaIbHOE
JIOMOTaTeILCTBO M KECTOKOE OOpaIlieHue, IPOTHBOCTOSATH KOTOPBIM JICBYIIIKH WMETH
OUYCHb Maj0 BO3MOXKHOCTH.

HecMmotpst Ha kpaiiHe HEONarompUsTHBIE YCIOBUS XU3HU B TOCIIOJCKOM JIOME
€XKETO/THO JIECATKH ThICSY MCKATEIBHHUIL CUACThS U3 JICPEBHU MIPUXOAMIN Ha 3apa00TKU
B ropon. [logapnstoree OOIBIIMHCTBO U3 HUX CYMTAJIO CE0sl BITOJIHE TTOATOTOBICHHBIM
K paboTe MPUCITYTOH, TaK KaK, 3aHUMAasACh C JCTCTBA JOMAIIHUM TPYAOM, HE TyMmalo,
YTO HYXXHBI €lle KaKue-JIM00 0COOble YMEHHs JJIsi UCTIONIHEHHS dTHX OOsM3aHHOCTEH.
Ha nene Bech mpexuuii 00pas )KU3HU ACPEBEHCKUX JEBYIICK, HAYWHAS OT MaHEPHI 00-
IIaThCS U YMEHUSI OPUEHTHUPOBATHCS Ha MECTHOCTH M 3aKaHYHBAsl IPUBBIYKAMH B €]I€
Y OTHOLLIEHUIO K YHCTOTE, IPOTUBOPEUMII TOMY, UTO XOTEIHU MOTYYUTh B3SBLINE UX HA
paboty xo3sieBa. CoBepiiias OECKOHEUHBIC MTPOMaxXH, KPECThSIHCKAs HEyMeXa y4Juiach
JKUTh, MPOIYyCKass MUMO YIICH OCKOPOJICHUS, TePIIs JIOMOIaTelIbCTBa, padoTasi Ha W3-
HOC, TOJILKO OBI €€ HE BBITHAJIH.

Ho nmamexo He Bcerma xo3sieBa TOTOBBI OBUIM TPAaTUTH CBOM CHJIBI Ha oOydeHne
CITy’)KaHKH U TIOCTOSTHHBIA KOHTPOJIb 32 Hel. [la 1 jkaib OBIJIO MOoABEpPraTh ONacHOCTH
MMYIIECTBO, OT/IaBasi €ro B HEOMBITHBIE pyKH. U Kak Obl He OblJIa TOTOBA JIEBYIIIKA CHO-
CUTH BCE BBINABIIIKE HA €€ IOJIO UCIIBITAaHUS, OHA HEPEAKO OKA3bIBAJIACh HA YIUIIE, Tpe-
JOCTaBJICHHAsA €€ BJIUIAHUIO U ITOMOIIHU 6OJICC OIIBITHBIX TOBapOK. MHOFI/IG U3 JINIINB-
HIMXCSI MECTa, HEe HaWs JAPYroro WM He UMes OOJIbIlle CHJI TepPIeTh, 003aBOMINCH
«OKETITBIM OHIIeTOMY. X03sIeBa e HauNHATN 0CCKOHEUHBIC TIONCKH YMEIIOH MIPHUCITYTH. ..

CxutazpIBajIiich IPOTHBOPEUHBEIE PEATMU PHIHKA TPY/a MPHUCIYTH — THTAHTCKOE
U HEMIPEPBIBHO pacTyllee NpeioKeHUEe, 3HAUUTEIbHBIA HEYIOBIETBOPEHHBIN CIIPOC U
MOCTOSIHHAS TEKY4Ka KaJIpOB.

BMCCTG C TEM TC IleByHIKI/I, KOTOpI)Ie CMOITIN BI)IZ[Cp)KaTI) HECKOJIBKO JICT My‘-IC-
HUA, 003aBOJIMIIMCH HE TOJBKO MPOPECCHOHATBHBIMUA YMEHHUSMH, HO 00y4allUCh KH3HN
B TOpOJIe, YMEHHUIO UCIIOIB30BaTh CBOE TIOJIOXKCHHE IS TIOYUYCHUS «HAKUBBDY), 3alllU-

520 pestensHOCTH JIOMOB TPYHONIOOHUS 110 OpraHU3aliyk OOYYEeHHs IPUCIYTH U MOCPEIHAYECKHX
KOHTOP ISl IPHHCKAHKS el MecTa cu.: Burebckuit oM Tpymontodust // Tpynosas nomors. 1898. Ne 11. C. 519;
Arosnes A. Camapekuii JJom tpynomro6ust // Tpynosast momorips. 1898. Ne 12. C. 620-622; Cratuctiudyeckue
CBEIICHHUs O Mpu3peBaeMbIX B Hiskeropoackom mome TpynomroOus umeHn Muxawmna u Jlrobosu PykaBui-
HHUKOBBIX 3a Bpemsi ¢ 25 HosOpst 1897 mo 25 mas 1898 rr. // Tpynosas momorp. 1899. Ne 1. C. 58; Ilo-
cpenHuYeckas koHTopa npu Jome Tpynomobus B Onecce // Tpynosas momorps. 1899. Ne 3. C. 298.
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marh ce0s OT MOCATATENIbCTB UM MCIOJIb30BaTh CBOIO MPHBICKATEILHOCTh KaK OpY-
kue. M gem 6orsee ONBITHOM, BO BCEX CMBICTIAX, ObUTa cITy’KaHKa, TEM MEHee OHa OblIa
HAaCTPOCHA MOJYUHSATHCS CBOUM XO035€BaM, NOCTENEHHO CTAHOBSCH «CaAMOBIIACTULICH
B TOCIOJICKOM JioMe. KoHe4HO, X0351eBa MOTIIN €€ YBOJIUTh, HO KOrO ObI OHU B3sJTH B3a-
MeH? B KoHIIe KOHIIOB, BEIOOpP CBOJWIICS K JIBYM BapHaHTaM — MOKJIAUCTas HEyMeXa U
B3/IOpHAsi, BOPOBATAas CIICIIUATUCTKA.

ITo mepe e Toro, Kak nocyencTBus Bennkux pedopm BIJIETATUCh B IIOBCEIHEBHYO
JKU3Hb [PEJICTABUTEIIEH CAMBIX PA3HBIX COLUAIIBHBIX TPYIII, YBEINYUBAIACH A0JIS AKEHCKOM
JIEPEBEHCKO MOJIONIEKH, KOTOpast, 00y4MBIIMCH TPAMOTE yKe TOJBKO TI0 TPHUE3/ie B TOPOJ,
W3HAYAIHFHO He OblJIa TOTOBA OE3MOJIBHO CHOCHTH I'paJl CHIMABIINXCS Ha HEe OCKOPOICHUIA.
3Has, X0Ts Obl Ha YPOBHE CIIyXOB, O CYIICCTBOBAHUHU CYACOHBIX YUPESIKICHHUN, O HEKHX
YCIIEIHBIX IPUMEPAX «00ey MPUCITYTH HaJl CBOMMHU FOCIIOJIAMU B 3TUX WHCTAHITUSIX, OHU
MOIJIM JIEHCTBUTEBHO NBITAThCA K HUM aleJUIMpOBaTh WM, N0 KpalHEN Mepe, yrpoKaTh
MCKOM CBOMM rocrnioniam. [losiBrenne sxe mepBhIX MPpOQecCHOHATBHBIX OpTaHU3aINi JKeH-
CKOM MPHCITYTH, KaK ¥ PaCIIUPSIBIIASCS AESTEIFHOCTD Pa3HOTO pofa OaroTBOPHUTENHHBIX
YUPEKICHUI, TapaHTHPOBABIINX JEBYIIIKAM IIOMOIIb B ITOJYYEHHN HEOOXOIMMBIX HABBIKOB
U TPYAOYCTPOWCTBE, ellie OoJiee CTUMYITMPOBAJIA CITY’KAaHOK K 3aIlIUTe CBOMX ITPaB, YTO BbI-
HYKJIAJI0 X0351€B JIMOO YUUTHIBATH MHTEPECHI TIPUCITYTH, OO MBITATHCsl 000MTUCH Oe3 Hee.

Introduction

In the second half of the 19" century, amid its large-scale modernization pro-
cesses, Russia saw a significant increase in the proportion of women forced to leave
the sphere of household production and start independently seeking out livelihoods by
becoming hired workers. The number of female workers united by the mere fact of
being hired included representatives of the most different classes — from hereditary no-
blewomen, to their former serfs. The positions held by them also varied, including civil
servants who served in state institutions, representatives of intellectual professions, as
well as factory workers. The most typical form of female earnings, which, according to
the common opinion, did not require special skills and was accessible to literally every-
one, was the job of a domestic servant. No wonder that this category of the population
was represented by almost 1.3 million people, or 41% of the total “independent” female
population, according to the official data of the 1897 General Census, which, as the
census takers themselves admitted, were greatly underestimated.!

Despite the obvious need to research the social status of such a significant cate-
gory of the empire’s population and its place in the social and economic structure of the
country, to study the degree of its involvement in migration, socio-political and cultural

' N. Troynitskiy, V.V. Stepanova, Raspredeleniye rabochikh i prislugi po gruppam zanyatiy i
po mestu rozhdeniya na osnovanii dannykh pervoy vseobshchey perepisi naseleniya Rossiyskoy Imperii
28 yanvarya 1897 goda [Distribution of workers and servants by groups of occupations and by place of
birth on the basis of data of the first General census of the population of the Russian Empire on January 28,
1897] (St. Petersburg: [S.n.], 1905), 6-7.
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processes, it is only in the most recent years that interest in analyzing the state of female
domestic servants in post-reform Russia has been manifested.

It is distinctive that the first work specifically devoted to the position of women
working as maidservants was the work by the German researcher A. Rustemeyer, pub-
lished at the end of the past century.? The author analyzes various aspects of the life of
domestic servants of the capital city in the period from the abolition of serfdom to the
revolutionary events of 1917. According to the author, the institution of domestic ser-
vants in Russia remained the “bastion of the pre-industrial society”, which preserved the
patriarchal relations characteristic of the era of serfdom.

It was only in only in the 2010s that the first works on the status of post-reform
female domestic servants appeared in Russian historiography. These studies offered
a classification of domestic workers?, characteristics of their working conditions and
health status,* evaluation of hirers’ requirements and the ability of maidservants to meet
these requirements.® Attention was also paid to the specifics of deviant behavior in this
category of population.® It was not until 2018 that a work addressing the study of the
status of female domestic servants on the basis of a regional (Orenburg) material,” came
out. Before then, this institution had been subjected to characterization without due
account of territorial specificity or solely on the basis of the experience of capitals.®
In general, Russian authors, unlike the German researcher, do not tend to absolutize

2 A. Rustemeyer, D. Siebert, Alltagsgeschichte der unteren Schichten im russischen Reich (1861—
1914): Komment. Bibliogr. zeitgendssischer Titel u. Ber. tiber die Forschung (Stuttgart: [S.n.], 1997).

3 V.A. Veremenko, “Dura v dome”— zhenskaya domashnyaya prisluga v dvoryanskikh sem’yakh
Rossii vtoroy poloviny XIX — nachala XX vv.,” [‘The fool in the house’ — female domestic servants in no-
ble families of Russia of the second half of 19" — early 20" century] A/ 'manakh gendernoy istorii «Adam i
Yevar, no. 21 (2013): 241-273.

* V.A. Veremenko, “Zhenskaya domashnyaya prisluga v Rossii vtoroy poloviny XIX — nachala
XX v.: sostoyaniye zdorov’ya i factory professional’noy zabolevayemosti,” [Female domestic workers in
Russia in the second half of the 19" — early 20™ century: health status and occupational morbidity factors]
Izvestiya Samarskogo nauchnogo tsentra Rossiyskoy akademii nauk, no. 3 (2017): 37-40.

5 V.A. Veremenko, “Khozyayka na kukhne: adaptatsionnyye praktiki v zhizni rossiyskoy dvoryan-
skoy sem’l vo vtoroy polovine XIX — nachale XX v.,” [Hostess in the kitchen: adaptation practices in
the life of the Russian noble family in the second half of 19" — early 20" century] in Ekstremal noye v
povsednevnoy zhizni naseleniya Rossii: istoriya i sovremennost’ (k 100-letiyu russkoy revolyutsii 1917 g.):
materialy mezhdunar. nauch. konf., 16—18 marta 2017 g. [Extreme in the daily life of our Russia: history
and modernity (k to the 100th anniversary of the Russian revolution 1917 g.): Materials of the international
scientific conference, March 16-18, 2017] (St. Petersburg: [S.n.], 2017), 315-323.

¢ Yu.E. Karpuhina, “Prostituciya sredi zhenskoy domashney prislugi v Rossiyskoy imperii vo vtoroy
polovine XIX — nachale XX vv,” [Prostitution among female domestic workers in the Russian Empire in the
second half of the 19" — early 20" century] in Modernizaciya v Rossii: istoriya, politika, obrazovanie [Mo-
dernization in Russia: history, politics, education] (St. Petersburg: LGU im. A.S. Poushkina, 2015), 77-89.

7 E.V. Burluckaya (Bannikova), “...Prisluga, krajne zdes’ izbalovannaya, zhivet po-svoemu». Do-
mashnie rabotnicy v provincii poreformennoy ehpohi,” [“...The servants, extremely spoiled here, live in
their own way.” Domestic workers in the province of the post-reform era] Vestnik Orenburgskogo gosu-
darstvennogo pedagogicheskogo universiteta. Elektronnyy nauchnyy zhurnal, no. 4 (2018): 77-86.

8 0.B. Vahromeeva, Social no-ehkonomicheskoe polozhenie zhenshchin v Sankt-Peterburge v konce
XIX — nachale XX vv., [Socio-economic status of women in St. Petersburg late 19" — early 20™ century] (St.
Petersburg: [S.n.], 2009).
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the pre-industrial nature of the post-reform domestic hired labor, paying attention to
the fact that patriarchal relations imply not only hard exploitation of servants by their
masters, but also the responsibility of the latter for the former, which was increasingly
infrequently the case in modernizing Russia.’

As it can be seen, the research on the social group in question is only at its start...

The proposed article analyzes the status of female domestic servants, which
implied not only their extremely powerless position in the master’s house, but the
exact opposite position, under certain circumstances related both to personal qualities
of specific people and to objective conditions caused by the realities of post-reform
Russia. This implies the so-called “omnipotence” of servants, which the post-reform
press constantly wrote about, which scared the readers of numerous books on house-
keeping and, finally, which is mentioned in most diaries of the Russian nobility, espe-
cially noblewomen.

The ‘humiliated and insulted’ woman

If one asks who can be called the most browbeaten creature in post-reform Russia,
who used to work without rest or a single minute of free time for 20 hours a day, who was
constantly subjected to various forms of humiliation, from endless verbal insults to real
rape, the answer which naturally suggests itself is, of course, the female domestic servant.
The fact that this is indeed the case can be confirmed by materials of court proceedings
and medical examinations, by the information from housekeeping manuals and private
household registers. Finally, similar facts are reflected, although not directly, but quite
obviously, in diaries of the masters themselves, who had female domestic workers.

It is not without a reason that even prostitutes had pity for maidservants because
of the rightlessness of the latter. Almost half of those prostitutes knew what female do-
mestic workers were talking about not by hearsay, since the former had switched to their
job due to the inability to bear the backbreaking work and faultfinding when serving
the master’s family.'” Thus, Elsa, the heroine of the story The Pit by A.1. Kuprin, talked
about the maid’s labor as follows: “Imagine how humiliating it is to be a servant in the
house, to always depend on the whim or the mood of the masters! The master is always
pestering you with silly things. And the mistress is jealous, nagging and scolding.”!!

A detailed list of what masters were entitled to demand from their domestic ser-
vants was contained in the relevant sections of manuals on the organization and keeping
of the household. It is distinctive that, despite the cardinal changes that occurred in

® V.A. Veremenko, “Na ostrie domashnego prostranstva: hozyaeva i prisluga v dvoryanskih
sem’yah Rossii (XIX — nachalo XX v.),” [At the edge of the home space: the owners and servants in the
noble families of Russia (19" — early 20™ century)] in Rossiyskaya istoriya XIX — XX vekov: Gosudarstvo
i obshchestvo. Sobytiya i lyudi. Sb. Statey [Russian History of the 19™ — 20™ century: State and society.
Events and people. Digest of articles] (St. Petersburg: Liki Rossii, 2013), 58-77.

1040-45% of all prostitutes in Russia came from the circles of maids. 47.2% of the former domestic
servants were in accommodation houses, 43.2% of the “re-qualified” domestic servants were engaged in
“single-person business”. Statistika Rossiyskoy imperii. Prostituciya po obsledovaniyu na 1 avgusta 1889 g.
[Statistics of the Russian Empire. Prostitution on inspection on August 1, 1889] (St. Petersburg.: Centr. stat.
kom. M-va vn. Del, 1890), 33.

" AL Kuprin, Yama [Pit] (St. Petersburg: Interpoligrafcentr, 1992), 187.
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Russian society following the abolition of serfdom, this list only changed in its form,
remaining essentially unchanged in essence.

Here are a few excerpts from the pre-reform manual for masters, published in 1858:

“You have the right to demand: 1) that at any time, even on holidays, they do
not leave the house without your permission; 2) that they be modest, quiet, polite, and
that they do not allow themselves to quarrel, just like everyone else, that they do not
burden you with complaints about each other and do not let any arbitrariness happen;
3) that they do not tell anything related to family matters to strangers; 4) that they have
no acquaintance with people of bad behavior; 5) that they not only avoid indulging in
any vices, but also that they do not remain idle during rest; the best thing at this time is
forcing them to do something for themselves, or to do some light work; and 6) that they
fulfill the duties of a Christian, go to church, pray to God, and that, if they are literate,
they read prayers, or some moral book.”!?

This was followed by a more detailed elaboration on these items. E.g., the section
Guidelines regarding the exercise of daily service in the household contained, among
other things, the following provisions:

“If the master or mistress, or any member of the family, asks the servant [T.N. —
from this point on: Rus. cayorcumens, masc.] about something, he must never answer
simply yes or no, but always add: just so, sir; no way, madam.

When addressing persons having a princely or earl’s title, he is obliged to add
the name of the title; e.g., just so, your Excellency, etc.

When talking to the masters or to guests visiting them, he must address them in
the 2nd and 3rd person plural, e.g.: what would You [T.N. — 2nd person pl., the formal
you] like? would they like? etc. Only if necessary, the servant may be the first to start
speaking with the masters.

When talked to, the servant must stand and respond respectfully...

If reprimanded by the master, the servant must not respond rudely or impatiently...”"?

Surprisingly, the manual that came out 30 years later is somewhat less flowery,
but in essence, it LITERALLY! repeats the above-cited section from a housekeeping
book of the period of serfdom:

“If asked about something by the master or mistress, or by one of the family
members, the servant [T.N. — from this point on: Rus. npuciyea, fem.] must never an-
swer simply yes or no, but she must always add: sir; lady, young lady.

Addressing persons with a princely or earl’s title, the servant is obliged to add the
name of the title, e.g., just so, your Excellency, etc.

When talking to their masters or to guests visiting them, the servant must address
them in the 2nd or 3rd person plural, e.g. what would You [T.N. — 2nd person pl., the
formal you] like? would they like? etc.

When talked to, she must respond respectfully.

12 Nastavlenie dlya upravleniya domashneyu prislugoyu, s vernymi ukazaniyami dlya otopleniya i
osveshcheniya komnat [Instruction for the management of domestic servants, with the correct instructions
for heating and lighting rooms] (St. Petersburg: M.O. Vol’fa, 1858), 10.

B 1bid., 30-32.
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If reprimanded by the master, the servant must not respond to him rudely or im-
patiently.

The servant must never seat in the presence of her masters.”!*

Perhaps, the only fundamental difference between these two documents lies in
the common name for the person in service. Whereas the earlier text used the Russian
masculine form of the word servant and the pronoun /e, in the new reality the ge-
neralized name for servant was used, referred to as she. Such changes in the language
reflected the real situation — a huge imbalance in the number of women over men in
the domestic workforce, which was the result of attempts by the masters to reduce fa-
mily expenditures by abandoning the more expensive male labor force.!

Designed in 1910, but not yet turned into law, the draft Provisions on the Hiring
of Domestic Servants contained a simple list of measures assigned to domestic workers.
To have an idea of the level of the workload of a female servant, especially in the cases
where she worked alone in the masters’ home, it is enough to become familiar with the
list of her functions provided in this document. The list of chores for domestic servants
included the following: “all the work about the house, yard, garden, indicated in the
hirer’s household schedule, as well as work outside the household related to meeting
vital needs, and also looking after... domestic animals, and overseeing the safety of the
master’s property.” Household services also included taking care of the masters and
their family members, as well as their guests or visitors.!®

Attempts to charge one person with all this work led to quite obvious conse-
quences, the descriptions of which were abundant in the print media of the early
20" century. Below is a typical example of the duties of the only servant of a mistress
who lived off renting rooms in the suburbs of St. Petersburg (it should be noted that this
list fits well with the requirement of the draft law). The maid had to “turn the cow to
pasture at around 3 o’clock in the morning, clean the barn, go to the store for provisions,
clean the rooms, heat the samovar, clean the clothes of the masters and the tenants, make
breakfast and lunch and do laundry”. It is not surprising that after a summer of endless
labor, the 20-year-old maid asked to be dismissed and, “having rouged her cheeks”,
went out onto Nevsky Prospect.!’

The fact that such a working day seemed quite normal not only to the drafters of
the hiring project, but also to the masters, who assumed that all of the above was doable

1 Pravila svetskoy zhizni i ehtiketa. Horoshiy ton. Shornik sovetov na vsyakiy sluchay domashney
i obshchestvennoy zhizni [Rules of social life and etiquette. Good form. Collection of tips just in case of
home and social life] (St. Petersburg: tip. V.A. Tihonova, 1889), 322-323.

15 According to the 1897 All-Russian census, out of 1,556,987 people who indicated private service
work as their primary occupation, 1,288,797 were women, or there were 480.5 women for every 100 men
working in this field. See: N. Troynitskiy, V.V. Stepanova, Raspredeleniye rabochikh i prislugi po gruppam
zanyatiy i po mestu rozhdeniya na osnovanii dannykh pervoy vseobshchey perepisi naseleniya Rossiyskoy
Imperii 28 yanvarya 1897 goda [Distribution of workers and servants by groups of occupations and by
place of birth on the basis of data of the first General census of the population of the Russian Empire on
January 28, 1897] (St. Petersburg: [S.n.], 1905), 58-77.

16 Rossiyskiy gosudarstvennyy istoricheskiy arhiv [Russian state historical archive — RGIA],
f. 1286, op. 1, d. 921, 1. 20.

"N.A. Popov, Hozyaeva i prisluga [Hosts and servants] (St. Petersburg: Tip. SPb., 1907), 10-11.
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and that the maidservant’s shortcomings were only due to her laziness and lack of skill,
is reflected in masters’ diaries. E.g., it was only after one of the guests had drawn the
attention of the “best” daughter of Senator Zarudny to the fact that their poor servant
“simply could not endure all sorts of necessary and unnecessary errands, changeable
and capricious orders, shouts, displeasure, etc.” that the liberal maiden suddenly saw
what was quietly and imperceptibly going on in front of her every day. Ulyasha “goes
to bed after everyone else, because she must clean up after the teatime, wash the dish-
es, put the children and the young ladies to sleep, and in the morning, at 2-3 o’clock,
she must already be on the move to make coffee for dad, clean the rooms and make all
the necessary preparations for the young ladies before they wake up. Then she keeps
running all day making breakfasts and dinners... and she does not have a single minute
for a rest! And by the evening, everyone is still displeased with her: you did not come
when I called you! You did not sew on a button for me!”'®

Oftentimes, this was also accompanied by moral and physical harassment by the
masters and their children, as well as sexual harassment. The maid was harassed “both
at home and on the street. At home — by the master himself, by his grown-up son, by
the teacher, by the guests, and finally, by the likes of her — the lackey, the coachman,
and the janitor. They send her to the shop — the clerk harasses her; they send her to post
a letter — the passers-by do.”!® The early XX century press regularly published reports
about harmed female servants. Here is an example of such a report that was published
in the Russkoye Slovo newspaper in 1909: “Last night, the Novovileisk junior inspector
Sidorchuk tried to rape the 16-year-old girl Anna Vasilchuk living with him as a maid-
servant. The poor girl pulled away and ran off. When the next day she requested her
passport back, the master put the note unreliable on it. The case has been transferred to
the court investigator.”?°

Therefore, in the post-reform period, the masters tried to apply the covenants de-
veloped during the era of serfdom to their female domestic servants, seeking to see the
maid as a mute being ready to carry out a gigantic amount of work for a small reward,
while silently enduring insults and sexual slavery. At the same time, the masters’ dreams
were destroyed by the reality, which very often had nothing to do with the above-de-
scribed image of a “humiliated and insulted” maidservant.

“..the question of female servants has long been a ‘cursed’ one for us”

It is for diverse reasons that the significant and constantly growing category
of female servants, who, in the opinion of others, were notorious for their “rude and
foolish character”, allowed themselves to show an extremely familiar attitude not
only towards the masters, but also towards the guests of the latter, defiantly neglected
their duties, and constantly extorted and often simply stole money from their masters,
emerged in post-reform Russia. These reasons reflect the specifics of the Russian

13 Institut russkoy literatury Rossiyskoy akademii nauk [Institute of Russian literature of the Rus-
sian Academy of Sciences] (thereafter — IRLI RAN), f. 445, d. 7, 1. 118 ob. — 119.

Y LN. Lenskaya, O prisluge. Doklad, chitaemyy vo 2-om zhenskom klube v Moskve v fevrale 1908 g.
[The servants. Report, read in the 2nd women’s club in Moscow in February 1908] (Moscow: [S.n.], 1908), 16.

20“Neblagonadezhnaya,” [Unreliable] Russkoe slovo (July 1909).
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socio-economic structure, which fancifully combined features of traditionalism and
modernization.

To a certain extent, such characters (although not so odious and much less com-
mon) could be encountered even in the pre-reform period. No wonder that in the late
1850s, a public discussion of the relations between masters and their female domestic
workers was developed (but never ended in any way) on the pages of the periodical
press. The discussion was initiated by displeased hirers, angrily asking on the news-
paper pages: “Who are our hired servants?”” They then proceeded with answering their
own question by saying that the servants were “crowds of revelers (both men and wom-
en) who come to your household not to serve you, but to eat and drink at your expense,
to deceive and, finally, to rob you. Even this would not be a big trouble, but the trouble
is that they often get away with impunity... They are a pack of riffraff, who will drink
away somewhere else what they earned from you; who neither plow nor sow, but live
like fowls of the air, without thinking about tomorrow...”?!

However, such unequivocal judgements were met with a rebuff by “advocates
of domestic servants”, part of whom referred to the plight of the latter, while others
drew attention to the responsibility of the hirers themselves, linking the behavior of
servants with the legacy of the passing era. Thus, the author of the article, published
in Ekonomichesky Ukazatel on April 25, 1859, stated bluntly that “...those who hope
to improve one part of society without improving the other — to eradicate depravity in
hired servants, while hirers themselves often distract them from virtue by their own
example — are wrong... The masters, who are spoiled by serfdom, often forget that it is
not people that are hired, but their labor, and that labor is of a certain kind; and then a
coachman is required to perform the services of a stoker or a lackey, and a kitchen maid
is expected to work as a nanny, etc. This is not clearly set out during the hiring process,
and after that, the masters are surprised that their orders are not executed and that they
are treated rudely!”*

It was already after the peasant reform, in 1864, that an article about hiring ser-
vants was published in Izvestiya Sankt-Peterburgskoy Gorodskoy Dumy. It said that in
one of the reports by the Duma’s commissions, there were statements about unscrupu-
lous and vicious domestic servants. The author expressed the opinion that the social
group of domestic servants had been formed under circumstances unfavorable for its
moral development and material well-being. This group had been formed mainly from
the former “house serfs”. “Separated from their families and from their primitive condi-
tion of farmers, these people had come to serve as serfs, whose moral development was
not watched by anyone. The class of house serfs had lived through centuries in this state,
and since nothing had been prompting them to industriousness, and sober and honest
life, the consequence was the spread in their community of all kinds of vices that the
class of the former house serfs is now so rich in.”?

2IV.P, “O soslovii Peterburgskih naemnyh sluzhiteley,” [On the estates of St. Petersburg hired
servants| Sankt-Peterburgskie vedomosti, no. 2 (February 1859).

22«po povodu voprosa o naemnyh slugah,” [About the question of hired servants] Ukazatel’ poli-
tiko-ehkonomicheskij. Statist. i promyshl. zhurnal, no. 121 (1859): 377-379.

3 Izvestiya S.-Peterburgskoy gorodskoy obshchey dumy, no. 9 (1864): 514-517.
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Thus, it was assumed that the new Russia, which had given up slavery, would see
the prevalence of decent assessment of every honest work, the mutual interest of wor-
kers and hirers and, consequently, the establishment of completely normal relations be-
tween masters and domestic workers; along with the disappearance of the parasite-like
house serfs, on the one hand, and of the feudal psychology of the nobility, on the other
hand. In reality, even in the new conditions, having transferred mutual contacts to buy-
ing and selling, and hiring relations, the noble intelligentsia, at the same time, expected
personal devotion, love, and voluntary help from servants, and were very indignant that
they had to deal with the “hired man”.**

In this regard, one would think that there was really no “omnipotence” of the
female domestic servant. Simply demanding too much from the maid, and faced with
the inability to get what they wanted, the masters interpreted any attempt of excuse as
rudeness, and any work that remained unfulfilled for objective reasons as conscious
laziness and sabotage. Moreover, it is primarily on pages of the masters’ diaries and
memoirs that servants are portrayed in an extremely negative way.

It is quite possible that in some cases, this was exactly what happened ...

At the same time, it is impossible to overlook several tendencies in the organiza-
tion of domestic work which are, at first glance, mutually exclusive: significant supply
combined with constant unsatisfied demand and surprisingly high levels of personnel
turnover.

At the beginning of the 20™ century, large cities of Russia saw the emergence
of intermediary offices — private, public (charity), and those existing at the expense of
cities. The statistics of these institutions created a certain idea of the number of persons
who looked for housekeeping jobs only with the help of such offices.

In St. Petersburg, the city intermediary office began to operate on August 1,
1901.% It was already at the end of September that Sankt-Peterburgskie Vedomosti no-
ted its “visible development” and the constant increase in the number of clients.
“At least 100 hirers are recorded daily. The total number of deals made within two
months reaches 3,200. More than 7,500 applications from those seeking jobs and of-
fering them have been registered during this period. Female job-seekers prevail among
those hired; men (janitors and doorkeepers) make up 15%.”2° In Moscow, it was private
offices that had the greatest importance in the matter of domestic hired labor. During
the one-year period from November 1, 1902 to November 1, 1903, 12,666 domestic
servants sought jobs through these institutions, of whom 1,384 were men are men and
11,282 were women.?’

In 1905, the Warsaw Charitable Society published statistical data on the supply and
demand regarding domestic hired labor in Warsaw for the preceding year. It is notewor-
thy that the number of candidates who were looking for work as domestic servants —

24 V.A. Veremenko, “ “Dura v dome”— zhenskaya domashnyaya prisluga v dvoryanskikh sem’yakh
Rossii vtoroy poloviny XIX — nachala XX vv.,” 241-273.

% Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 6 (1901): 156.

26 S -Peterburgskie vedomosti (1901): 268.

27“Chastnye kontory po priiskaniyu raboty v Moskve,” [Private offices for seeking work in Mos-
cow] Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 1 (1904): 125.
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3,084 — turned out to be less than the number of jobs available for candidates — 4,550.
However, the number of jobs taken by suitable candidates — 1,514 — was twice as low
as the number of those who offered their services, and 2.5 times as low as the number
of available vacancies. The authors of the study themselves explained this phenomenon
by the fact that the majority of the “candidates were unprepared for the positions that
they wanted to get.””

Basically, the latter statement explains the main reason for the above-noted com-
bination of constantly unsatisfied demand against the background of gigantic supply.
The job of a domestic servant was considered uncomplicated, the majority of those who
were hired believed that it was possible to learn on the spot, therefore, a huge number
of peasant women who arrived in cities tried to get this kind of job. However, women
who were not adjusted to urban life and to servant duties were unable to satisfy even
the elementary demands of employers. Peasant women did not know how to behave
in the house and on the street, they did not know how to take care of household items
and clothes, often causing them irreparable damage®; finally, there were unable to cook
even the “simplest” urban dinner.*® It was these slouches who were ready to tolerate any
humiliation, as long as they were hired and kept in the service. However, a few years
later, the necessary skills were acquired, and those girls who had managed to endure
several years of torment, developed the ability to survive in the wildest conditions,
adapted to the scolding and sexual harassment, — in general, those who had “passed
that stage”, could already be considered “refined, claiming to be experienced.”' Thus,
experience in this field meant not only, and perhaps not so much, the actual necessary
knowledge in a particular area of domestic work, as the ability to “survive”,*> which im-
plied self-defense skills, at least in the form of rude response, ways of earning additional

28 «Otdelenie dlya priiskaniya zanyatiy Varshavskogo blagotvoritel'nogo obshchestva,” [Depart-
ment for finding sessions of the Warsaw charitable society] Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 3 (1905): 331-332.

29 “Po raznym voprosam,” [On different issues] Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 3 (1903): 268-281;
N.K., “Iz nablyudeniy sotrudnicy popechitel’stva,” [From the observations of the employee of guardian-
ship] Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 4 (1901): 472-478.

3% The fundamental distinction between urban and rural cuisine became one of the most difficult
trials for adolescents — members of agricultural squads, who had assisted families of the reserve during
the First World War. See: V.A. Karpova, “Povsednevnaya zhizn’ uchastnikov trudovyh uchenicheskih dru-
zhin v Rossii (1915-1916 gg.),” [The daily life of the student members of the labor brigades in Russia
(1915-1916)] Vestnik Leningradskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta im. A.S. Pushkina, no, 4, 3 (2015):
48-55; “Rabota trudovyh ogorodnicheskih uchenicheskih druzhin v 1916 g.,” [The work of labor vegetable
garden student squads in 1916] Istoriya povsednevnosti, no. 1 (2016): 105-116.

31<Ob uluchshenii byta i trudovoy podgotovki prislugi,” [About improvement of life and labor
training of servants] Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 1 (1902): 97-103.

32 More experienced companions could play a significant role in the training of new maidservants.
Thus, e.g., the feuilleton The War of the Kitchen Maid with the Mistress, or the Scythe Struck a Stone pre-
sents, as it appears, quite a typical story. The kitchen maid Marya, completely tormented by her mistress,
was instructed by her acquaintance Stepanida how to behave with the masters. Stepanida, who was often
jobless, because, although “she knew her business very well, and she really did not need any prescriptions
in it”, she “was not averse to drinking away the money sneaked after purchasing provisions, and often did
not hesitate to receive her acquaintances — whether her masters liked it or not; what was more, she was also
quite full-throated and rude”. See: Voyna kuharki s baryney, ili nashla kosa na kamen’ [The cook’s war with
the mistress, or found a scythe on a stone] (Moscow: univer. tip., 1866), 13.
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income (through extortion and/or petty theft), and, finally, the ability to “relax”, very
often manifested in the form of excessive drinking.

Therefore, the masters who made the decision to hire a servant were faced with
an almost insoluble problem: either to hire a quiet village girl, ready to do all the work
for the smallest payment, but completely incapable, or to hire an experienced specialist,
fitted with impudence, the ability to gain profit at the masters’ expense in different ways,
and, perhaps, also having immoral behavior, — for much more money. In the first case,
it was necessary to control every step of the unskillful servant, be ready to end up with
an inedible dinner, spoiled clothes, broken dishes, etc. In the second case, it was also
impossible to give up control, since otherwise, significant family funds could resurface
into the pocket of the experienced maid, and all unchecked work risked to remain un-
done. By any measure, maidservants caused families a lot of problems, inconveniences
and additional expenses.

This created a vicious circle: as a result of the search of another “good option”,
a new maid appeared in the household, who soon either turned out to be “completely
inappropriate” or left the masters herself due to being dissatisfied with the conditions.
The average tenure of maidservants in the same family, as a rule, did not exceed several
months,* and both participants of the hiring process were again faced with the need to
find a “good option”.

“And they will tell me that all people are equal!”

Numerous housekeeping manuals strongly recommended that the masters hire
unskillful, but “honest and decent” people, refusing experienced, but rude and thie-
ving drunkards. Authors of such publications constantly reminded their readers that they
should not expect “...to get a good servant, like a product from a store, with a guarantee,
completely ready — turn her on and there she goes”. After all, “servants are also people,
not machines”. And instead of relying on “certificates, bureaus and references”,
the masters themselves should take care of the education of their servants, above all,
their moral education.**

Some, indeed, preferred such an option. Moreover, an important factor here was not
only the “quietness” and “spiritual health” of peasant girls who moved to cities, but also
the cheapness of their services. The young girl Pronya, brought by the masters from the
village to the capital, caused a whole bunch of problems to the household of the General
staff officer I. Menitsky. In her memoirs, the officer’s wife, O. Menitskaya, devotes a few
pages to her and to the misadventures caused by her behavior: “She was a true illiterate
village girl, a sullen goose, but hard-working, uncomplaining, passive, like a windup doll.
I tried to teach her to read and write, but unsuccessfully. She would put together alphabet
blocks, and most of all she liked to spell “s k u r t” by pointing her finger into space. She

33 According to the analyses of household registers of St. Petersburg conducted by D.M. Demi-
dovich, “the average tenure of maids in service was 125 days, that is, maidservants changed jobs about once
every four months.” D.M. Demidovich, Dohodnye doma Peterburga, 153.

34 E. Spiridonova, “Otchego isportilas’ nasha prisluga,” [Why is our servant spoiled] in Sem 'ya pra-
voslavnogo hristianina. Sbornik propovedey, razmyshleniy, rasskazov i stihotvoreniy [Family Orthodox Chris-
tian. Collection of sermons, reflections, stories and poems] (St. Petersburg: tip. Montvida, 1906), 602—608.
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hesitated to get on the train, and kept jumping back all the time. I had to kick her in the
butt with my knee while holding a child in my arms so that she could finally get on. When
on the train, she was holding her things with both hands, afraid to put them on the bench.
We had a hard time teaching her to go outside and to the shop, since she was so scared of
everything and everyone. She was like the second child, barely flexible. She would take us
with her to the bath-house and wash us herself. A true primitive person. It was evident that
she missed the village and the people of her society... She was always dissatisfied, hungry,
because she did not like the master’s food...”. Despite all these shortcomings, the masters
were in no hurry to dismiss her. Apparently, the main incentive for this was the fact that
she received only 4 rubles per month,* while in the 1890s, the salary of a village slouch
in St. Petersburg was at least 6 rubles.

In general, attempts to teach their servants to read and write, or even engage them
in school curriculum, were frequent with the intellectual class. However, the reasons for
this sometimes had nothing to do with the desire to do a favor to the girl herself. Thus,
e.g., R. Sementkovsky, who in the early 1870s wrote his dissertation on the possibility
and importance of providing women with the same education as men, decided to check
its provisions on the 13-year-old illiterate girl who served as his maid. He began to
teach her in his spare time and covered a significant part of the men’s classical gymna-
sium curriculum with her. But apparently, the student was not particularly grateful to
the teacher for the unexpected knowledge that fell on her. At least, the author finished
this part of his recollections with the following rather obscure sentence: “But in the
end, she caused me a major disappointment, softened only by the awareness of the duty
performed, the pleasure that the search of truth can bring a person, and finally, the sym-
pathy of respected people.””¢

But not all the masters were ready to burden themselves with another child em-
bodied in a servant, preferring to have an experienced worker instead. As a rule, hirers
understood that, most likely, they would have to deal with a “person with an attitude”,
but hoped to “please” their servant with presents.

It was already in the pre-reform era that the custom of giving presents to servants
on big holidays “almost turned into a cast-iron rule.”*” And it was not only hired ser-
vants, but also serfs who were given presents, which could be both things and money.
Thus, e.g., in honor of the wedding of Prince Kropotkin’s eldest daughter Elena Alek-
seevna, the newlyweds had to bestow the house serfs with a considerable sum of money.
Moreover, on the eve of their departure, the spouses had a long discussion about how
much to give until they agreed that “the house serfs are... numerous; it was impossible
to give less than 15 rubles.”*®

In the post-reform time, there was no possibility of giving presents only to expe-
rienced servants on major holidays. Hoping for kindness in response, the masters inces-

35« “Ya vyshla zamuzh za lyubimogo...” memuary O.M. Menickoy-Zommar,” [“I married my be-
loved ...” memoirs by O.M. Menitskaya-Sommer] Istoriya povsednevnosti, no. 1 (2017): 109-150.

3¢ R.I. Sementkovskiy, “Sredi otoshedshih (Iz moih vospominaniy),” [Among the departed (from
my memories)] Istoricheskiy vestnik, no. 4 (1917): 115-144.

37 Nastavlenie dlya upravleniya domashneyu prislugoyu..., 22.

38 Otdel rukopisey Rossiyskoy natsional’noy biblioteki (OR RNB), f. 601, d. 1196, 1. 95.
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santly presented specialists who knew their worth with small gifts or gave them their old
dresses, underwear or shoes. Oftentimes, the maids not only failed to thank the masters,
but, as predicted by authors of housekeeping manuals, took “such presents for granted”
and began to demand them.* In turn, the masters, who had expected a completely diffe-
rent reaction, could not understand such impudence. This is how O. Bazankur described
her feelings in her diary:

“Problems with servants have begun! The better you treat them, the closer,
the tenderer you are to them, the worse it gets. Today, after I gave Annushka some chintz
when paying her salary, I sent her to the theater — she has completely lost her mind due
to stupidity and anger... Yesterday she literally started screaming at me. Tomorrow [
will give her an ultimatum: either she behaves herself decently, or gets the hell out of
here... It is not the facts themselves that are annoying, but the matter of having to deal
with them...

Such a young girl — and so much arrogance and anger! And they will tell me that
all people are equal! They will never be... And mine is also incredibly stupid, she does
everything without thinking at all and without knowing what she is doing, and therefore,
everything goes bad and rotten.” *°

It was not endless showering with presents that housekeeping books considered
a truly reliable means of maintaining home order, but properly organized communication
with servants. It was supposed to be, on the one hand, “amiable, however, at the same
time, not derogatory to one’s own dignity”. One was advised to avoid “all familiarity”
and to “never call the servant a diminutive name”. In particular, it was recommended
not to “initiate an argument with the maid” and noted that “it would be best to refuse her
the position without further trouble.” !

An analysis of diaries of the nobility shows that in real life, only “diminutive
names” were used to call a servant. The pages of these documents feature an endless
list of Nastyonas, Marusyas, Glashas, etc. Moreover, certain masters were willing
to put up with the familiarity of the maidservants and even to consider them “nice”,
if the maidservant had not been caught in any other serious crime. Thus, in her diary,
O. Yafa with obvious sympathy mentioned the “good-natured fat” maid Masha, who
was “on first-name terms with everyone”, and who publicly and without hesitation
called the student who came to their house as a guest the “groom-to-be” of the master’s
daughter, which obviously made the young lady feel embarrassed.*

And indeed, amid obvious cheating, even a slight familiarity on the part of the
housemaid could seem very pretty... After serving for several years, the maid came to
the conclusion that the size of her official salary could not, and should not, determine her
level of welfare. It is not without reason that many of the maidservants who were hired,
immediately stipulated the right to make certain purchases not using the “book™ from

39 Nastavlenie dlya upravleniya domashneyu prislugoyu. .., 22-23.

“IRLIRAN, f. 15,d. 2, 1. 61-62 ob.

4 Pravila svetskoy zhizni i ehtiketa. Horoshiy ton. Sbornik sovetov na vsyakiy sluchay domashney
i obshchestvennoy zhizni [Rules of social life and etiquette. Good form. Collection of tips just in case of
home and social life] (St. Petersburg: tip. V.A. Tihonova, 1889), 321-322.

“20R RNB, f. 163, d. 323, 1. 20 ob.
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the shop, but for “real” money. The owners, in turn, were also aware of the possibility
of cheating on the part of maids. In his feuilleton 4 Maid from the Office, N. Leykin in
a humorous form demonstrated the maids’ attempts to secure themselves an additional
income, and the masters’ efforts to deprive the servants of such an opportunity. E.g., this
is how he described the hiring of a kitchen maid:

“... = You must count on the salary. If you are willing to live on our salary, stay
with us, if not, you don’t have to.

... — But sir, it is impossible for a kitchen maid to live without side work. After
all, this is why we work at other people’s places. Otherwise, we would be living in
the country... Making twelve rubles in salary, one cannot save a lot. The butcher pays us
a little, the shopkeeper does, the fisherman does, the greengrocer does...

...One more thing, I forgot to ask the most important question. It is, of course, me,
who will be buying provisions, isn’t it?

— Yes, yes... We pay by book at the butcher’s, at the greengrocer’s, you will be
also paying by book at the junk shop.

— By bo-0k? the cook asked in disappointment and shook her head, — I don’t like
living in such places where I need to pay by book.

— Well, if you don’t like it, you don’t have to...

— You want to have a kitchen maid for a cook, and you will be paying twelve ru-
bles, you will be paying for provisions yourselves according to the book, and you have
also put scales in the kitchen to check on me. No, this is not the right place!”*

Thus, having hired an “experienced” maid, one option was to be prepared for
constant “home wars”, when “...either the kitchen maid had a fit of hard drinking, and
the laundress proved to be light-fingered and had to be dismissed; or the maid was rude
and left the house without asking...”* The other option was to entrust oneself “com-
pletely to a Masha, a Glasha, a Polya”, to let the “headstrong woman” do whatever she
wants, to accept the fact that she “is sometimes naughty, is constantly cheating, wears
the mistress’s underwear...”*

In the struggle for their rights...

The post-reform time was marked not only by the widespread “home wars” as
a way for the maidservants to create acceptable living conditions for themselves.
The growth of the education and awareness of peasant women, their increasing fami-
liarity with judicial institutions, and even certain skills of protecting their rights in vo-
lost courts*, and, finally, the experience of living in the city, contributed to the appea-

N.A. Leykin, “Prisluga iz kontory,” [Servants from the office] in Hlebnyy vopros. Yumoristiches-
kie rasskazy [Bread issue. Humorous stories] (St. Petersburg.: tip. S.P. Hudekova, 1896), 256-260.

“ORRNB, f. 163, d. 313, 1. 56.

4 V.V. Povarinskaya, “O priuchenii devochek k domashnemu hozyaystvu,” [On the domestication
of girls] in Enciklopediya vospitaniya i obucheniya [Encyclopedia of education and training] (St. Peters-
burg: Zahar’evskaya Tip., 1902), 9.

467.7. Muhina, Russkaya krest’yanka v poreformennyy period (vtoraya polovina XIX — nachala
XX veka) [Russian peasant woman in the post-reform period (the second half of 19" — early 20™ century)]
(St. Petersburg: Dmitriy Bulanin tip., 2018).
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rance of maids who were ready to carry their problems to court. Of course, cases where
the owners were found guilty by the court were rather an exception, but the fact that
such reports appeared in the press gave servants hope to win the trial or, at least, to get
money from the masters for the damage suffered.

Thus, a lot of noise was caused by the “great curiosity” that happened to a “very
respectable person” who had hired a kitchen maid who was always rude to her. One day,
the lady, holding an empty plate in her hands, made a remark to the maid, to which the
latter responded rudely. The mistress “lost patience, dropped the plate on the floor and
a broken off piece injured the kitchen maid’s face; the latter then started a lawsuit against
the mistress. The mistress was facing a scandalous process in the district court, and she
had to reconcile with the kitchen maid by paying her a sum of money.”*’

In February 1912, the newspaper Trudovaya Kopeika published an even more
surprising story, when a servant accused her mistress of theft. The young woman hired
by a “young and progressive family (a student couple) served properly” she was pre-
sented with gifts and praises. But after the neighbor’s maid had “enlightened” the mis-
tress by saying that the servant of the latter was allegedly gossiping and speaking badly
about the mistress, the relations in the household deteriorated. “In a tide of indignation,
the girl student broke the chest of her maid open, took the gifts and gave them to the
informer. And the magistrate charged the mistress with theft. This is how he addressed
her and the maid during the trial: ““You thieves, you both stand next to me!” The girl
student fainted with shame.”*

An important indicator of the growth of female domestic servants’ self-aware-
ness and their understanding of the need for special structures that could guarantee
the rights of maidservants and, at least partially, assist them in the absence of work,
was the appearance of the first professional organizations at the beginning of the new
century. It was already in the 1870s that artels uniting male servants began to emerge.*’
By the beginning of the 20™ century — the time of the emergence of the first women’s
associations — the number of male institutions of this kind was measured in dozens only
in the capital.”® This was largely due to the fact that while female servants continued to
do domestic work, male servants marked the beginning of the service sector by forming
a new branch of social production.

The main tasks of the associations were “improving the life of female domestic ser-
vants, seeking jobs for them”, as well as providing assistance in the event of illness or dis-

“TN.A. Popov, Hozyaeva i prisluga [Hosts and servants] (St. Petersburg: [S.n.], 1907), 10.

48 «“Tyazhkoe obvinenie,” [Heavy charge] Trudovaya kopeyka, no. 38, (1912).

4 Ustav obshchestva «domashnyaya obespechennaya prisluga» (proekt) [The company’s Charter “home
provided workers” (draft)] (Moscow: [S.n.], 1871); Ustav pervoy S-Peterburgskoy arteli posyl'nykh (Utverzhden
upravlyayushchim ministerstvom vnutrennikh del 6-go yanvarya 1879 g.) [Charter of the first St. Petersburg artel
of messengers (Approved by the Manager of the Ministry of internal Affairs on January 6, 1879)] (St. Petersburg:
[S.n.], 1904); Ustav Moskovskoy arteli poloterov (utv. 4 avgusta 1882 g.) (Moscow: [S.n.], 1882).

S0L.A. Samarina, “Artel’naya organizatsiya raboty prislugi v Rossii v kontse XIX — nachale XX vv.
(na primere ustavov arteley posyl’nykh, perevozchikov i perenoschikov),” [The artel organization of work
of servants in Russia at the end of 19" — early 20" century (on the example of charters of artels of messen-
gers, carriers and carriers)] in XIX Tsarskosel Skiye chteniya: materialy mezhdunarodnoy nauchnoy konfe-
rentsii, 21-22 aprelya 2015 g. (St. Petersburg: [S.n.], 2015), 62—69.
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ability. The funds of the society formed by contributions from members, who were mainly
maidservants themselves, were used to create shelters for sick and elderly members of the
society, to provide benefits for those who had lost their jobs, to opened classes for teaching
“various crafts”, the knowledge of which increased the chances of employment for women.*!

The availability of such organizations, as well as the activities of the Houses of
industriousness® and other charitable organizations which guaranteed shelter to jobless
maidservants, made them more self-confident, ready to boldly respond to the masters’
claims and to easily break workplace relationships, if the conditions seemed inappro-
priate.

Conclusions

Female domestic servants occupied, perhaps, one of the lowest levels in the coun-
try’s social hierarchy. The work of the maidservant was not standardized or limited,
there were no guarantees from the hirers, both in terms of working conditions and in
case of dismissal or disability. The situation of maidservants was seriously worsened
everywhere by sexual harassment and abuse, which the maids had very little opportu-
nity to resist.

Despite the extremely unfavorable living conditions in the masters’ house, thou-
sands of village girls seeking happiness came to work in the city each year. The over-
whelming majority of them considered themselves fully prepared to work as servants,
since, having done household chores since childhood, they did not think that they need-
ed any special skills to perform those duties. In reality, the whole old way of life of
village girls, starting from the way of communicating and having a sense of direction,
and ending with eating habits and attitudes towards cleanliness, contradicted the ex-
pectations of the masters. Making endless mistakes, the peasant slouch learned to live,
letting insults go by, enduring harassment, working to the point of exhaustion, only in
order not to be kicked out.

But it was far from always that the masters were ready to spend their effort on
training the maidservant and exercising constant control over her. It was a pity to put the
property at risk by committing it to inexperienced hands. And no matter how ready the
girl was to endure all the trials that fell to her lot, she often found herself on the street,
subjected to its influence and the help of more experienced companions. Many of those
who had lost their jobs, and never found another one, or no longer had the power to
carry on, acquired a “yellow ticket”. As for the masters, they started an endless search
for a skilled servant...

St Ustav obshchestva katolicheskoy zhenskoy prislugi imeni sv. Zity [Charter of the society of Cath-
olic female servants named after St. Zita] (Vilno: [S.n.], 1907).

52 On the activities of Houses of industriousness regarding the organization of training of servants,
and the activities of intermediary offices aimed at finding jobs for them see.: “Vitebskiy dom trudolyubiya,”
[Vitebsk house for the homeless] Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 11 (1898): 519; “Statisticheskie svedeniya o
prizrevaemyh v Nizhegorodskom dome trudolyubiya imeni Mihaila i Lyubovi Rukavishnikovyh za vremya
s 25 noyabrya 1897 po 25 maya 1898 gg.,” [Statistical information about the charity people in Nizhny
Novgorod home for the homeless named after Mikhail and Lyubov Rukavishnikova since 25 Nov 1897
25 may 1898] Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 1 (1899): 58; “Posrednicheskaya kontora pri Dome trudolyubiya v
Odesse,” [Intermediary office at the house of diligence in Odessa] Trudovaya pomoshch’, no. 3 (1899): 298.
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This formed the controversial realities of the labor market of female domestic
servants — a gigantic and continuously growing supply, a significant unsatisfied demand
and a constant turnover of personnel.

At the same time, those girls who had been able to endure several years of torment,
acquired not only professional skills, but got accustomed to living in the city, using their po-
sition to earn money, protecting themselves from encroachment, or using their attractiveness
as a weapon. And the more experienced, in all senses, the maid was, the less determined she
was to obey her masters, gradually becoming a “headstrong woman” in the master’s house.
Of course, the masters could kick her out, but who would they hire in return? In the end,
the choice was reduced to two options — a docile slouch and a foolish, thievish specialist.

As the consequences of the Great Reforms interweaved into the everyday life of rep-
resentatives of the most diverse social groups, there was a growing increase in the proportion
of female rural youth who, having learned to read and write only after their arrival in the
city, were not ready to silently put up with storms of abuse. Knowing, at least through the
grapevine, about the existence of judicial institutions, about some successful examples of
“victories” of maidservants over their masters in these institutions, they could, indeed, try to
appeal to them or at least threaten their masters with a lawsuit. The appearance of the first
professional organizations of female servants, as well as the expanding activities of various
charitable institutions that guaranteed the maids assistance in obtaining the necessary skills
and employment, further stimulated the maidservants to protect their rights, which forced
the owners to either take into account the interests of the former or try to do without them.

© Bepemenko B.A., 2019
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