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The�e a�e �iewe� Uk�ai�ia� philosophical �eflectio�s a�out Go�, hu�a� �ei�� a��’ �eli�io� 
as authe�ticall� �atio�al phe�o�e�o� o� philosoph� o� �eli�io�. Autho� a�al�zes its histo�ical 
co�te�t as u�it� o� u�i�e�sal �o��s o� philosoph� o� �eli�io� a�� �atio�al specifies co��ecte� with 
Uk�ai�ia� �e�talit� i� the a�ticle. Autho� states a�out o�i�i�al “hu�a���i�e�sio�” o� philosoph� 
o� �eli�io� i� Uk�ai�ia� philosophical t�a�itio�. I� co�clusio� the�e is �isco�e�e� that Uk�ai�ia� 
philosoph� is actuall� t�a�itio� o� �eflectio� a�out �ai� co�cepts: Go�, hu�a� �ei�� a�� �eli�io�.
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Philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io�, �� which we �ea� the philosoph� o� �eli�io� 
– a� i�te��al pa�t o� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� a�� the histo�� o� its cha�acte�istic t�a�itio�s o� 
philosophizi��. So fi�u�i�� out what is this Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophical thou�ht, �o �ou�t, 
co�t�i�utes to a���essi�� as �a�� �e�e�alizi�� Uk�ai�ia� histo�ical �esea�ch philosoph�, �e�i��i�� 
with D�it�� Chizhe�sk� [37], o� histo�� o� philosophical thou�ht i� Kie� as its ce�te� i� Uk�ai�e 
[14] as well as �u��a�e�tal stu�ies, which co�tai� cha�acte�istics o� �i��e�e�t pe�io�s o� histo�� 
Uk�ai�ia� philosophizi�� [8; 9], the p�e�aili�� �ates o� �etho�s, st�les, t�pes o� philosophical 
thi�ki�� pa�a�i��s [4; 12; 13; 19; 25], the �o�i�a�t issue i� its t�e��s [20; 34] o� the wo�k o� 
his outsta��i�� �ep�ese�tati�es [38].

It is also wo�th� o� atte�tio� is the la�o� �e�ote� to a���ess the issue o� “�atio�al” as a 
�isti�cti�e philosoph� that �a�i�ests itsel� i� the o�i�i�al �etho�, st�le, t�pe, whole pa�a�i�� 
o� philosophical thi�ki�� [21].

O� cou�se, the i�e�tit� o� a “�atio�al” o� a pa�ticula� philosoph� is �ot li�ite� to this. Su�fice 
it to �e�tio� the e��ect o� the wa� o� thi�ki�� o� societ� (eth�ic ��oup, �atio�) his speech that 
tho�ou�hl� explo�e� i� his “philosoph� o� la��ua�e” Alexa��e� Pote���a [33]. With the �eatu�es 
o� eth�ic cha�acte�istics o� �i��e�e�t �o�e�� histo�ia�s o� philosoph� as well as associate �i��e�e�t 
�ea�i��s that ca� ha�e the sa�e philosophical text �� ��essi�� up i� thei� �e��al �o�� p�e�e�e�ces 
i� choosi�� o�, co��e�sel�, the a�se�ce o� a specific issue i� the �atio�al philosophical t�a�itio� 
[11].

Howe�e�, as a pa�ticula� e�phasis o� o�e o� a�othe� issue, a�� specific to a ce�tai� t�a�itio� 
o� philosophical thi�ki��, �etho�, st�le, t�pe, pa�a�i��, la��el� �ete��i�e� �� such att�i�uti�e 
�eep, spi�itual a�� o�tolo�ical �asis o� “�atio�al” i� philosoph� as �e�talit�. This �oticea�le 
e��ect o� eth�o��atio�al �e�talit� o� the co��espo��i�� eth�ic a�� �atio�al philosophical t�a�itio� 
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a�e a�al�ze� i� �etail i� �o�e�� Uk�ai�ia� �e�talit� �u��a�e�tal stu�ies [19; 35], allowi�� 
�esea�che�s such as I�o� B�chko, equate the co�cept o� “�atio�al philosophical �e�talit�” o� 
�atio�al philosophical pa�a�i�� [4]. I� ou� �iew, the latte� �ese��es the �efi�itio� o� “i�eolo�ical�
�e�tal philosophical pa�a�i��” o� “i�eolo�ical��e�tal pa�a�i�� philosophizi��”.

Howe�e�, �espite a �ull a�� tho�ou�h i��esti�atio� o� �a�ious aspects o� the histo�� a�� 
philosoph� o� Uk�ai�ia� co�te�t a�aila�le p�ope�ties i�he�e�t t�a�itio� o� philosophical thi�ki�� 
i� �e�e�al, the p�o�le� o� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io� i� 
pa�ticula� �ee�, we �elie�e that a��itio�al, a� hoc a�al�sis, i� o�l� �ecause �i�tuall� co�plete 
lack the�eo� i� the �esea�ch lite�atu�e. So the pu�pose o� explo�atio� – fi�� out the �atu�e o� this 
phe�o�e�o�, exa�i�e its co�te�ts, to cha�acte�ize �eatu�es a�� �ete��i�e thei� �otto�.

Fi�st o� all, the expe�ie�ce o� Uk�ai�ia� histo�� �esea�ch philosoph�, it is �ecessa�� to co�si�e� 
ou� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io� as a �isti�cti�e �atio�al �a�i�estatio� 
o� the philosoph� o� �eli�io� i� the histo�� o� Uk�ai�ia� philosophical, �eli�ious, philosophical 
a�� theolo�ical a�� philosophical thou�ht that as a ki�� o� histo�ical�philosophical p�ocess, a� 
esse�tial a�ple o� the whole histo�� o� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph�, i�clu�i�� its histo�ical �ack��ou��. 
These �esea�che�s ha�e t�a�itio�all� �e�e��e� th�ee i�te�acti�� i� ou� past spi�itual sou�ces ��o� 
which ��ows the spi�itual cultu�e o� Kie�a� Rus – he� ow� pa�a� ��tholo��, a�tiquit� a�� 
Ch�istia�it� [4; 9; 12; 14; 30]. The last two a�e i��a�ia�t (co��o�, u�i�e�sal) �o� the whole �a��e 
o� Eu�opea� cultu�es [1; 2; 10; 17].

I� pa�ticula�, si�ce the classical a�cie�t philosoph� �e�i�s the �o��atio� o� a u�i�e�sal 
Eu�opea� philosoph� �o� �i��e�e�t ��a�ches o� philosoph�, i�clu�i�� such “�e�io�al philosoph�” 
as a philosoph� o� �atu�e (�atu�al philosoph�)a�� the philosoph� o� �eli�io� i� a ��oa� se�se 
[1; 2]. A�othe� u�i�e�sal �o�� o� existe�ce a�te� the latte� was the a�cie�t Ch�istia� �eli�ious 
philosoph� as a philosophical (theo�etical) �ou��atio�s o� Ch�istia� theolo��. That’s it, i�clu�i�� 
“oh��st��a�izo�a�o�u” it a�cie�t philosoph�, �ai�tai�i�� the u�i�e�sal st�uctu�e o� �a�ious 
��a�ches o� philosoph�, th�ou�h the Ch�istia�izatio� o� Eu�opea� �atio�s has �eco�e a u�i�e�sal 
sou�ce o� thei� Natio�al (Eth�ic) philosophe� [2; 10; 17].

Those Uk�ai�ia� �esea�che�s who sha�e this �iew, u�like D. Chizhe�sk� that �e�ie� 
the existe�ce o� his ow� philosoph� i� Uk�ai�e to H. Sko�o�o�a [37; 38] co�clu�e that 
leaka�e (sta�ts) the �o��atio� o� Uk�ai�ia� philosophical thou�ht o� the �a� a�e �eachi�� the 
Ch�istia�izatio� o� Kie�a� Rus �e�tu�i��, i� tu��, thei� i�eolo�ical a�� �e�tal �oots i� the 
�o�e �ista�t past histo�� p�otop�asla�s a�� Sla�s i� the �epths o� thei� pa�a� ��tholo�ical 
co�scious�ess [4; 9; 14].

A�� this is the o�i�i� a�� �e�elop�e�t o� philosophical thou�ht occu��e� withi� the �o�i�a�t 
�eli�ious �o��s o� social co�scious�ess e�a o� Kie�a� Rus, which si�ce it was the Ch�istia�izatio� 
o� Ch�istia�it� [36]. So it is quite �atu�al that the Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� a�ises a�� the�e is a lo�� 
t�a�itio� i� Uk�ai�ia� philosophizi�� is i� the �o�� o� �eli�ious, Ch�istia� i� co�te�t philosoph� 
(�eli�ious a�� philosophical thou�ht.) I�he�e�t i� Ch�istia�it� theoce�t�is� �eco�e o�e o� the 
co�e �ou��atio�s o� this philosoph� Uk�ai�ia� [8; 9; 12; 14; 16]. I�co�po�ate� i� the Uk�ai�ia� 
philosophical thou�ht si�ce the Ch�istia�izatio� o� Kie�a� Rus Ch�istia� �alues, the p�io�it� 
o� �eli�ious a�� philosophical e�phasis it p�o�pte� wi�esp�ea� �o�i�a�ce i� ou� t�a�itio� o� 
philosophizi�� �eli�ious �alue p�o�le�s. U��e�sta��i�� Ch�istia� �alues  , s���ols o� �i�lical 
i�a�e��, i�clu�i�� i�te�p�etatio� o� the i�a�e o� Ch�ist the Messiah as “the e��ecti�e wa� to Go�” 
was the �ai� topic o� [8; 9; 14; 18; 20; 22; 31; 38; 41].
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It shoul� also �e �ote� that i� Kie�a� Rus philosoph� e�e��e� si�ulta�eousl� with the 
�o��atio� o� Uk�ai�ia� Ch�istia� (��o� 1054 – o�tho�ox) theolo��. This le�, as e�phasize� 
Vilai�e Go�ski, �ot o�l� to its �u�ctio�i�� �ai�l� i� the �o�� o� �eli�ious a�� philosophical 
thou�ht, �ut also to its “teolohizatsi�i” theo�etical justificatio� �o� the use o� Uk�ai�ia� theolo�� 
as its philosophical �ou��atio�s – philosophical a�� theolo�ical thou�ht [8; 9; 14].

I� tu��, this �eli�ious a�� theolo�ical o�ie�tatio� o� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophical 
thi�ki�� �ack to the �a�s o� the Ch�istia�izatio� o� Kie�a� Rus a�� its �o�i�a�ce i� the se�se 
o� �eli�ious a�� theolo�ical pe�specti�e su��ests that it is a �eli�ious philosoph� (�eli�ious a�� 
philosophical thou�ht) a�� its philosophical �ou��atio�s o� Uk�ai�ia� Theolo�� (Philosoph� a�� 
Theolo�� opi�io�) was the fi�st u�i�e�sal �o�� o� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosoph� o� �eli�io�.

It shoul� �e a��e� that the existe�ce o� u�i�e�sal �o��s o� philosoph� o� �eli�io� i� the 
Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophical thou�ht, the fi�st o� who� was lo�� �o�opol� �eli�ious 
philosoph� (�eli�ious a�� philosophical thou�ht), i�clu�i�� its philosophical �ou��atio�s o� 
Ch�istia� theolo�� (philosophical a�� theolo�ical thou�ht), co�ple�e�te� �� such a u�ique 
�o�� o� philosophizi��, �efi�e� Uk�ai�ia� �e�talit� as Uk�ai�ia� philosophical l��ics, i�clu�i�� 
�eli�ious poet��. A�o�� its i�he�e�t �eatu�es, �esea�che�s o�te� �e�e� to the “e�otio�al” as a 
cha�acte�istic �eatu�e o� Uk�ai�ia�, She�che�ko’s philosophical l��ics a�� �u�i�oz�e (u�tol�) as 
the a�chet�pe a�� a�tistic phe�o�e�o� o� Uk�ai�ia� �eli�ious a�� philosophical poet�� [3; 26; 38].

The�, sta�ti�� with the Ch�istia�izatio� o� Kie�a� Rus histo�� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� 
philosophical thou�ht, i�clu�i�� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io�, co��i�es “u�i�e�sal” 
(co��o� to Eu�opea� histo�ical a�� philosophical p�ocess) a�� “eth�ical” (o�i�i�al, ��i�e� �� 
i�eolo�ical �e�talit� Uk�ai�ia�). So, fi��i�� out the �atu�e a�� �eatu�es o� the phe�o�e�o� o� 
philosoph� o� �eli�io� i� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophical thi�ki�� a�� taki�� i�to accou�t the 
expe�ie�ce o� �esea�ch i�to the histo�� o� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� �ecause o� its �e�tal co�text, we 
shoul� just lea�e the i�e�tit� o� co��itio�alit� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, 
�a� a�� �eli�io� pa�ticula� i�eolo�ical a�� philosophical �e�tal pa�a�i��. She is a s��o��� 
Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical a�� philosophical �e�talit� e�ol�e� o�e� a lo�� histo�ical ti�e u��e� 
the i�flue�ce o� the �atio�al cha�acte� a�� �e�talit� o� Uk�ai�ia� �a�ious specific histo�ical 
ci�cu�sta�ces o� li�e [19; 35; 41].

Its output, �efi�i�� �ui�eli�es that, i� the wo��s o� Aca�e�icia� Se��ei K�i�sk� is “existe�tial 
Uk�ai�ia� �a�”, the cha�acte�istics (�eatu�es)o� the �atio�al cha�acte� a�� �e�talit� o� Uk�ai�ia�, 
�oote� i� thei� co��o� histo�ical existe�ce, i�te��all� att�i�uti�e i�he�e�t, such as �e�e�ate� 
e�e� i� the eth�ic co�scious�ess o� Uk�ai�ia� a�chet�pe te�ple, s���olizi�� the sa�ctit� o� 
[19, p. 57–123, 291–300]. It co��espo��s to a �eep �eli�ious�ess (�eli�ious spi�itualit�), �� 
�efi�itio� M. Kosto�a�o�, Ya. Ya�e�a, W. Ya�i� O. Kulch�tsk�, o� i� acco��a�ce with co�cept 
M. Maks��o��ch “histo�ical �eli�io�” Uk�ai�ia� [18; 20; 22; 40; 41].

Mo�e�� schola�s also su��est that �eli�io� has alwa�s occupie� a special place i� the 
spi�itual li�e o� the Uk�ai�ia� people as his spi�itual suppo�t, a�� pla�e� a c�ucial �ole i� the 
eth�ic �e�elop�e�t o� Uk�ai�e, �ei�� a spi�itual su�sta�ce Uk�ai�ia� i�e�tit�. A�� the�e�o�e 
the �esulti�� �eep �eli�iosit� (�eli�ious spi�itualit�) Uk�ai�ia� �ot o�l� �eatu�e o� thei� �atio�al 
cha�acte� a�� �e�talit�, �ut the esse�tial �o�� o� sel���efi�itio� a�� the Uk�ai�ia� �atio� as a 
whole [7; 27]. It is lo�ical that as a �esult o� the i�te�actio� o� u�i�e�sal (Ch�istia�it�) that a�te� the 
Ch�istia�izatio� o� Kie�a� Rus as �e�o�e pa�a�is� was the spi�itual �ack�o�e o� the Uk�ai�ia� 
�atio�, with its o�i�i�al (i�eolo�ical �e�talit�) it c�eate� the �ollowi�� �ew �eatu�es like u�it� 
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“Uk�ai�ia�s” a�� “Ch�istia�it�” a�� the te�� “�ea� o� Go�” i� Uk�ai�ia� as i�eolo�ical t�a�itio� 
o� �e�e�e�ce �e�o�e Go� o� the Ch�istia� �eli�io� [28]. It is also quite �atu�al looks this is �ue to 
the i�te�actio� o� u�i�e�sal (Ch�istia�it�)with the o�i�i�al (especiall� �e�tal �eli�iosit� Uk�ai�ia�)
o�i�i� a�� co�ti�ue� existe�ce o� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph�, i�clu�i�� the philosoph� o� �eli�io�, it is 
i� the �o�� o� �eli�ious philosoph� (�eli�ious a�� philosophical thou�ht ), Uk�ai�ia� philosophical 
�ou��atio�s o� theolo�� (philosophical a�� theolo�ical thou�ht)a�� the �o�i�a�ce o� �eli�ious 
a�� theolo�ical �alue p�o�le�s i� the Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� [8; 9; 12; 14; 16; 31].

Alo�� with the �eepl� �eli�ious schola�s t�a�itio�all� co�si�e�e� to �e �ack�o�e �ice 
Uk�ai�ia� �e�talit� e�a�ati�� ��o� the Uk�ai�ia� �atio�al cha�acte�, thei� i�t�o�e�t�s�, i�c�ease� 
e�otio�al se�siti�it� a�� co��oce�t�is� �o�i�a�ce e�otio�al se�se o� will a�� i�tellect, a�� 
especiall� – �a�ical i��i�i�ualis� (which, acco��i�� to Ya. Ya�e�a, �e�i�es ��o� i�t�o�e�t�z�, 
co��i�e� with the �esi�e �o� i��epe��e�ce a�� sel��exp�essio�, the i�ea o�   equalit�, �espect �o� 
the i��i�i�ual, his ��ee�o� [4; 15; 19; 20; 41].

Actuall�, the a�o�e a�� othe� a�chet�pes, the cha�acte�istics o� the Uk�ai�ia� �e�talit� 
e�a�ati�� ��o� the Uk�ai�ia� �atio�al cha�acte�, a�� to �eco�e i�eolo�ical a�� �e�tal le�el 
as st�esse� S. K�i�sk�, “a�chet�pes Uk�ai�ia� cultu�e” [19, p. 301–318]. I� pa�ticula�, the� a�e 
those teachi��s – the lea�i�� �o�i�a�ts, t�e��s Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical a�� philosophical �e�talit� 
(outlook� �e�tal pa�a�i�� philosophizi��), which �ete��i�e� its specificit� a�� u�ique�ess 
�ue to its �ati�e philosophical t�a�itio�s, i�clu�i�� the philosoph� o� �eli�io�. Thus, i�he�e�t 
i� the �atio�al cha�acte� a�� �e�talit� o� Uk�ai�ia� co��oce�t�is�, i��i�i�ualis� a�� �o�al 
supe�io�it� o� �ei�� i�telli�e�t attitu�e to his ow� existe�ce at the i�eolo�ical a�� �e�tal le�el 
�a�i�est the�sel�es i� the �ui�eli�es acco��i��l� co��oce�t�is� (��o� Lat. Co��is – hea�t), 
�ei��, pe�so�alis� a�� ethics [4; 15; 19]. I� tu��, such co��oce�t�is� that S. K�i�sk� �esc�i�es 
as a �ui�e �o� co��oce�t�is� philosophizi��, “taki�� the hea�t to u��e�sta�� the �i��” [19,  
p. 291–346], has le� �ot o�l� co�pili�� histo�ical t�a�itio� “philosoph� o� the hea�t” i� Uk�ai�ia� 
�eli�ious�philosophical a�� philosophical a�� theolo�ical thou�ht, �ut its wo�l��iew �oote� i� 
Uk�ai�ia� �e�talit� as a cha�acte�istic �eatu�e o� the latte� [29; 35].

Also i� the Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� ca� �e see� existe�tial i�eas that i�plicitl� i�co�po�ate� 
i� its �eep la�e�s �ue to i�he�e�t �atio�al cha�acte� a�� �e�talit� o� Uk�ai�ia� i�t�o�e�t�s�, 
i��i�i�ualis� a�� pe�so�alis� co��itio�e� the� �ui�a�ce. O� the i�eolo�ical a�� �e�tal le�el 
o� these �eatu�es a�e �ou�� i� a pa�ticula� existe�tial o�ie�tatio� Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical a�� 
philosophical �e�talit�, a�� the�e�o�e – i� the supe�io�it� o� existe�tial a�� ethical �oti�s i� 
Uk�ai�ia� philosophical thou�ht. He�ce, as �o� exa�ple, �i�htl� sa�s N. Mikha�lo�ska, existe�tial 
cha�acte� o� Uk�ai�ia� philosophical thou�ht (i�clu�i�� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� 
�eli�io� – V.S.) – a �eflectio� o� the specific �atio�al �e�talit� [25]. She a�� �a�� othe� �esea�che�s 
a��ee that Uk�ai�ia� philosoph�, pa�ticula�l� �eli�ious, is existe�tial, that is, o�e to which, with 
cha�acte�istic S. K�i�sk�, att�i�uti�e i�he�e�t “i� the co�text o� u��e�sta��i�� existe�ce” [19, 
p. 98–109].

O� cou�se, the �ost �i�i� cha�acte�istic o� this ca� �e see� i� the “philosoph� o� the hea�t” 
i� �e�e�al “philosoph� o� �a�” H. Sko�o�o�a, whose e�cou�te� the �ost i�po�ta�t existe�tial 
hu�a� existe�ce – lo�e, ��ee�o�, lo�eli�ess, �espai�, a�� othe�s [38]. Such i�te�tio�s a�e 
cha�acte�istic o� P. Yu�ke��ch, a�th�opolo�is� “philosoph� o� the hea�t” which ste�s ��o� 
existe�tial philosophizi�� pe�so�alist� t�a�itio� o� �eo�ie�tatio� o� the u�ique – u�ique aspects 
o� hu�a� i�e�tit� [14, p. 150–179]. You ca� also call �alax� Uk�ai�ia� thi�ke�s o� the �i�etee�th 
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– ea�l� twe�tieth ce�tu��, the le�ac� o� which o�e wa� o� a�othe� t�ace li�e existe�tial (existe�tial 
philosophizi��). Fo� exa�ple, the �e�i��i�� o� the twe�tieth ce�tu��, �e�eale� to us existe�tiall� 
�o�a�tic wa�e philosophizi�� i� Uk�ai�ia� lite�atu�e: V. V����ce�ko his �etho� o� existe�tial 
ps�choa�al�sis, I. F�a�ko, positi�ist philosoph� which, howe�e�, is existe�tial a�� a�tistic colo�i�� 
the specifie� positio� is cha�acte�ize� as Les�a Uk�ai�ia�, M. Kots�u�i�sk� [26]. A�� I. B�chko 
i��icates a K�i� School o� existe�tial philosoph� (N. Be���ae�, L. Shesto�), which occu��e� withi� 
the “Russia� Spi�itual Re�aissa�ce” i� the O�tho�ox philosoph� i�flue�ce� Uk�ai�ia� existe�tial 
i�eolo�ical a�� philosophical �e�talit� [5, p. 29–52].

I� a��itio�, I. B�chko �otes that Uk�ai�ia� �atio�al cha�acte� i�he�e�t i��i�i�ualis� o� 
i�eolo�ical a�� �e�tal le�el �ou�� ���sel� �ot o�l� existe�tialit� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph�, �ut also 
i� its tole�a�ce a�� plu�alistic (“pol�pho�ic”) cha�acte�, �ialo�ical st�le o� philosophizi��. So 
i� �iew o� this it �efi�es existe�tial �ui�a�ce (existe�tial o�ie�tatio�) Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical a�� 
�e�tal philosophical pa�a�i�� as a whole “existe�tial�o�ie�te� pe�so�alit� pol�pho�� outlook” 
[5, p. 29–30].

Mo�eo�e�, as �esea�che�s e�phasizes sta�ti�� with M. Shle�ke��ch, lo�� sta� “o� the 
�e��e” hostile �ese�t �o�a�s p�o�uce� i� Uk�ai�ia� “the existe�tial attitu�e �ou��a��” [39]. It 
is, as �e�a�ke� I. �ulls, is such a hei�hte�e� e�otio�al �ow expe�ie�ce o� li�e a�� this attitu�e 
cause� o�tolo�ical opti�is� special �italit�, poetic, l��ical so�� pe�ceptio� o� �ealit�, the p�io�it� 
o� “hea�t” o�e� “hea�” (the p�e�o�i�a�ce o� e�otio�s a�� �eeli��s o�e� i�tellect, �i��), whe� 
the i�eolo�ical o�ie�tatio� o� the Uk�ai�ia� �e�talit� is �ot just existe�tial (�oote� i� hu�a� 
existe�ce – existe�ce), �a�el� “the existe�tial�co��oce�t�is�” [6, p. 201–209].

O� cou�se, i� a��itio� to the �o�i�a�t i�eolo�ical a�� philosophical Uk�ai�ia� �e�talit� 
existe�tial�co��oce�t�is� t�e��s, �ui�eli�es which �ete��i�e� its specificit� i� the histo�� o� 
Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� o� seei�� othe�, �i��e�e�t, e�e� alte��ati�e poi�ts a�ai�st the�. But the�, �o� 
exa�ple, �atio�alistic, �atu�alistic, �ealistic, �o�istic, �o�olo�ue, etc. aspects o� existe�tial��o��e� 
co��oce�t�is� co�text Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical a�� �e�tal pa�a�i�� philosophizi�� �isti�cti�e 
ha��o�� – �ialo�ical i�te��it� – Uk�ai�ia� philosophical thou�ht a�� its histo�ical t�a�itio� – 
Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� [4; 14; 37]. Last �ut �ot least is �ue to this �eatu�e o� Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical 
a�� philosophical �e�talit� (outlook��e�tal pa�a�i�� philosophizi��), tole�a�ce a�� plu�alis� 
is �ue to its Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophical thou�ht, o�l� with the philosoph� o� �eli�io�. At 
last the� �ou�� the�sel�es �ot o�l� co��i�e� “li�e o� Plato” a�� “A�istotle’s li�e” – i��atio�alist 
a�� �atio�alist t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� [13] o� its Easte�� a�� Weste�� co��o� pa�a�i��s, 
i�clu�i�� Easte��� a�� Weste���Ch�istia� [12; 37], �ut i� �eli�ious tole�a�ce – co��essio�al 
plu�alis� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io�.

Also �ote that the Uk�ai�ia� philosoph�, i�clu�i�� he� philosoph� o� �eli�io�, like a�� othe� 
eth�ic philosoph� is such a ���a�ic histo�ical i�te��it� that a�ises a�� �e�elops i� a co�sta�t 
c�eati�e �ialo�ue with othe� philosophies o� eth�ic co��u�ities (a�� the �ialo�ue is i�he�e�t 
�ot o�l� the philosophical sta�e, a�� e�e� u��e� its ��tholo�ical �ack��ou��) a�� ��o� all (�oth 
Weste�� a�� easte��) Eu�opea� a�� wo�l� histo�ical a�� philosophical p�ocess.

So histo�ical co�te�t Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io�, 
as a� i�te��al pa�t o� the histo�� o� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� shoul� �e see� as a co��i�atio� o� 
u�i�e�sal �o��s o� existe�ce philosoph� o� �eli�io� with the specific “�atio�al” (the o�i�i�al 
“Uk�ai�ia�”) i� it, cause� �� the cha�acte�istic �eatu�es o� Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical a�� philosophical 
�e�talit� (outlook��e�tal pa�a�i��). The �esult o� a lo�� histo�ical co��ectio� �ialo�ue – the 
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excha��e o� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� o� �eli�io� as a whole philosoph�, with othe� �atio�al (eth�o�
�atio�al) philosoph� a�� �e�e�al (u�i�e�sal) histo�ical a�� philosophical p�ocess �eca�e �oticea�le 
“pa�allelis�” o� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophical thou�ht, i�clu�i�� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, 
�a� a�� �eli�io�, as i� Easte�� Eu�opea�, B�za�ti�e, Easte�� Ch�istia� (O�tho�ox)a�� Weste�� 
Eu�ope, Weste���Ch�istia� (Catholic, P�otesta�t) philosophical a�� �eli�ious a�� philosophical 
opinion.

Thus, the �o��atio� o� i�te�co��ecte� XI. K�i� Rus philosophical �e�talit� a�� �eli�ious 
philosoph� o� Kie�a� Rus took place i� the specific co��itio�s o� c�eati�e �ialo�ue B�za�ti�e 
(O�tho�ox) Ch�istia�it�, �ichl� satu�ate� with ele�e�ts o� a�cie�t (G�eek) Plato�is� a�� Neo�
Plato�is�, a�� ��tholo�ical (pa�a�) Sla�ic �e�talit�. Acco��i�� �o�i�a�t i� the �u�the� 
�e�elop�e�t o� K�i� Rus philosophical thou�ht is Plato�ic philosoph� �oti� as “wis�o�”, i.e. 
“Sofi�e” (��o� the G�eek. Σοφία – wis�o�) u��e�sta��i�� o� philosoph� as such, that is �ot 
ai�e� at the outsi�e wo�l�, �ut th�ou�h it – to ��asp Go�’s t�uth i� which lies the sec�et �ea�i�� 
o� hu�a� existe�ce. Wis�o� i� this se�se acts a ki�� o� “sol�i��” the sec�ets o� its ow� “sel�” 
[4; 8; 9; 14, p. 10–32, 53–67]. As st�esse� S. K�i�sk�, co�cept Sophia� was i��ol�e� G�eco�
Sla�ic (Sla�o�ic B�za�ti�e) O�tho�ox ci�ilizatio� as the p�i�ciple o� wis�o�, li�e, sa�ctit� o� 
his �ati�e la��, “jo��ul a�ts”, c�eati�it�, �eco�i�� i�flue�ce� �� Ch�istia�it� with the a�chet�pe 
o� the Wo�� has o�e a�chet�pe (Sophia�) Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical �e�talit�, a��i�� it p�io� (pa�a�)
te�ple a�chet�pe [19, p. 21–30, 291–300].

Beco�i�� a p�o�essio�al (“aca�e�ic”) Uk�ai�ia� philosoph�, a�� with it, a�� this u�i�e�sal 
�o�� o� philosoph� o� �eli�io� i� a special se�se, as a philosophical theolo�� �e�i�s with the fi�st 
hal� o� the XVII ce�tu�� K�i� Moh�la Aca�e�� – the fi�st i�stitutio� o� hi�he� e�ucatio� i� Uk�ai�e. 
Rep�ese�tati�e o� this “aca�e�ic” achie�e�e�t o� co�te�po�a�� philosoph� s��thesize� Weste�� 
philosoph� Uk�ai�ia� achie�e�e�ts o� philosophical thou�ht as a �o�ificatio� o� the B�za�ti�e�
Sla�ic, O�tho�ox cultu�e. Si�ce the�, the �e�elop�e�t o� p�o�essio�al philosoph� (especiall� i� 
Kie�) is al�ea�� i� the co�text o� a Eu�opea� philosophical t�a�itio� (pa�a�i��s), which �elie� 
p�i�a�il� o� u��e�sta��i�� the a�cie�t philosophical he�ita�e (Plato�is�, A�istoteliz�), �aste�i�� 
c�eati�e achie�e�e�ts o� Weste�� philosoph� a�� scholasticis� fi�st �eoscholastic (“seco�� 
scholasticis�”), as the Re�aissa�ce philosophical thou�ht, the� – the achie�e�e�ts o� the New A�e 
philosoph� o� the e�a o� �atio�alis� (Ca�tesia�is�, pa�tl� Volfia�st�o), a�� i� the ea�l� �i�etee�th 
ce�tu�� a�� achie�e�e�ts o� Ge��a� classical philosoph� [12; 14, p. 74–179; 37]. F�o� the late 
�i�etee�th ce�tu�� the “philosoph� o� la��ua�e” O. Pote���a [33], a�� i� the late �i�etee�th 
ce�tu�� u��e� the i�flue�ce o� positi�is� k�ow� suppo�te� who was i� Uk�ai�e I. F�a�ko [23], 
a�� i�clu�es such u�i�e�sal �o�� o� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� o� �eli�io�, as a philosophical �eli�io�.

At the sa�e ti�e ext�e�el� �isti�cti�e exp�essio� o� �atio�al i�e�tit� philosophizi�� a�out 
Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io�, �ue to its li�k with the u�i�e�sal �o�� o� philosoph� o� �eli�io�, �eca�e 
a special “l�u���o�i��ist” i� Uk�ai�ia� philosophical t�a�itio�. She �e�a� to take shape si�ce the 
ti�e o� �o��atio� o�  “Sophia�” (U�i�e�sal) K�i� Rus Ch�istia�it�, which u�ite� i� itsel� as the 
Easte�� Ch�istia� t�a�itio� teoce�t�is� [16] a�� Weste���Ch�istia� t�a�itio� o� a�th�opoce�t�is� 
[24; 30]. Thei� coope�atio� le� to the ea�l� �o��atio� o� Uk�ai�ia� �eli�ious t�a�itio�s “philosoph� 
o� �a�” which put �o�wa�� the �o�e the p�o�le� o� �a�, his i��e�, spi�itual li�e, �elatio�ship with 
Go�, i�clu�i�� the sea�ch �o� Go� i� �ou�sel�, i� �ou� �i�� (“hea�t”) [4; 8; 9; 12–14; 32; 34].

Thus, si�ce the ti�es o� K�i� Rus �e�i� �aki�� special Uk�ai�ia� existe�tial�hu�a�istic 
cultu�e philosophizi��, ��i�ht �ispla�s which a�e “philosoph� o� the hea�t” a�� Uk�ai�ia� 
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pe�so�alis� cause� �� Uk�ai�ia� �e�tal i��i�i�ualis� a�� Ch�istia� a�th�opoce�t�is� [4; 8; 9; 
13–15; 20; 25; 29; 30; 32; 34; 35; 38]. Si��ifica�tl� i�flue�ce� the su�seque�t �e�elop�e�t o� 
thei� t�a�itio�s o� Uk�ai�ia� Ba�oque specificit� [19, p. 319–346]. U��e� the i�flue�ce o� Ba�oque 
pa�a�i�� �o��e� a special, cha�acte�istic �o� M. Shle�ke��ch “�ou��a��, existe�tial spi�itualit� 
Uk�ai�ia� Ba�oque t�pe” [ 39], which, i� tu��, �eflecte� i� the co�ceptual philosophical �oct�i�e 
(philosoph� o� �a� a�� the hea�t) H. Sko�o�o�a [20; 29; 30; 34; 35; 37; 38]. This t�a�itio� is also 
specificall� exp�esse� i� the �ollowi�� te��s i�te��elate� i�eolo�ical �e�talit� Uk�ai�ia� G�eek 
Catholics, the philosoph� o� the hea�t a�� the hea�t o� Ch�ist cult. [29]

So, �i�e� the a�o�e co�si�e�e�, it is �easo�a�le to co�clu�e that the Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� 
philosoph� o� �eli�io� – philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io� – se��es as the histo�ical 
e�olutio� o� the u��e�sta��i�� o� �eli�ious a�� theolo�ical issues i� Uk�ai�ia� �eli�ious� 
philosophical a�� philosophical thou�ht i� which u�i�e�sal, �e�e�al, �o� the wo�l� histo�ical 
a�� philosophical p�ocess co��i�e� with the “�atio�al” a�� o�i�i�al, special. The�e�o�e, this 
e�olutio� �ust co�e� plu�alis� o� �etho�s, st�les, t�pes o� philosophical thi�ki�� pa�a�i�� a�� 
co�ceptual app�oaches, a�� �eli�ious plu�alis� o�ie�tatio� that is t�pical �o� Uk�ai�ia� philosoph� 
i� u��e�sta��i�� the �eli�ious a�� theolo�ical issues.

O�e o� the �ost �isti�cti�e �eatu�es o� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� 
a�� �eli�io� is a �eflectio� o� Uk�ai�ia� �eli�ious a�� philosophical thou�ht a�� philosophical 
�eli�ious a�� theolo�ical issues especiall� i� its a�th�opolo�ical a�� ethical co�text. This �o�i�a�ce 
i� the histo�� o� philosoph�, �eli�io�, a�th�opolo��, �o�al a�� ethical issues, st�o�� i�te�est i� 
hu�a� pe�so�alit�, its �eep �eli�ious spi�itualit� a�� hi�h �o�alit�, whe�ei� the�e is a �oticea�le 
e��ect p�o�ou�ce� existe�tial o�ie�tatio� Uk�ai�ia� i�eolo�ical a�� philosophical �e�talit� o� 
its co�po�e�ts as Uk�ai�ia�s a�� Ch�istia�it�, the co��i�atio� o� Ch�istia� teoce�t�is� a�� 
a�th�opoce�t�is�, etc. – �e�e�al cha�acte�istic o� Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi��. She 
cause� hu�a�istic �ou��atio� o� philosophical a�� �eli�ious a�� philosophical �elie�s o� �a�� 
Uk�ai�ia� thi�ke�s si�ce the �a�s o�  Kie�a� Rus.

This – a special “l�u���o�i��ist” philosoph� o� �eli�io� a�� philosophical t�a�itio�s o� 
Uk�ai�ia�. These �ost st�iki�� exa�ples o� pa�a�i��atic �o�i�a�ce a�th�opolo�ical aspects 
i� the Uk�ai�ia� t�a�itio� o� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� �eli�io� we�e “philosoph� o� 
�a�” (“i��e�, t�ue hu�a�”, “hu�a� hea�t”) H. Sko�o�o�a i� Uk�ai�ia� �eli�ious philosoph� 
(philosophical a�� theolo�ical thou�ht), co��oce�t�is� “philosoph� hea�t” �� P. Yu�ke��ch 
aca�e�ic philosophical theolo��, “philosoph� o� la��ua�e” O. Pote���a a�� positi�is� I. F�a�ko 
i� philosophical �eli�ious stu�ies a�� �o�e.

I� �act, this special “l�u���o�i��ist” philosoph� o� �eli�io� i� Uk�ai�ia� philosophical 
t�a�itio�, its existe�tial o�ie�tatio�, co��oce�t�is� cha�acte�, especiall� i� the �eli�ious a�� 
philosophical, philosophical a�� theolo�ical co�text, �i�es �ise to �i�htl� i�te�p�eti�� Uk�ai�ia� 
t�a�itio� o� philosoph� o� �eli�io� just as the t�a�itio�s o� philosophizi�� a�out Go�, �a� a�� 
�eli�io�, �ot o�l� a�out Go� a�� �eli�io�.
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