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The problem of person inculturation during the period of 
transformational processes in modern culture 

The attention is paid to the transitional processes in modern culture and, as a 
result, to its crisis state. The emphasis is put on the complexity of making up of 
personality which is carried out today on the background of instability of social 
processes and collision of cultural paradigms that complicates considerably the 
cultural self–identification of an individual and characterizes the process of its 
inculturation as extremely difficult and internally contradictory. The philosophical 
analysis of the phenomenon of competence as a condition of human inculturation has 
been conducted. The attention is paid to the situational nature of competence and its 
correlation with temporal and spatial aspects of subjective reality. The existing 
schemes of acquisition and competence development are provided and analysed. The 
role of social and professional competence during the process of inculturation has 
been found out that as an acquired complete personal quality is called to become that 
carrier of mediation potential which will allow the person, who owns it, to find a 
“bridge” between professional, social and personal, and also to realize his cultural 
and personal meanings in the difficult period of culture transformation. 

Keywords: culture, inculturation, personality, competence, social and 
professional competence. 
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Existentiality as a paradigm of Ukrainian literature of XX century 

In this research, proposed to your attention, the author aims to make a complex 
philosophy analysis of Ukrainian literature through existentiallity as a main line of it. 
The research affirms that existential way of intellection, that pays much attention to 
human being, is the dominance in literature of Modernizme. Aspects of being 
conceptualize in works of poets–emigrants both in of literature reflections and in 
works consciously treating existentiallity as a main philosophy theme at the second 
part of XX century. The author admits common existential characteristics such as a 
fear, freedom, riot, tragedy of being and so on in Sixtiers ideology. Stating the 
existentiallity as a main line in literature of Postmodernizme, the author resumes that 
existential concepts are handling as a base paradigm of Ukrainian literature in XX 
century. 

Keywords: literature, existentialism, existentiality, modernism, being, worldview. 
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