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Tatiana Gaynal. Approaches to de  nition of the culture in 

philosophy
Variants of main scienti  c approaches to de  nition of the culture 

(axiological, activity approach, semiotic, sociological, philosophical–
anthropological, philosophical–historical) have considered. The concept 
«culture» has explicated through the correlation of «culture–nature», 
«natural–arti  cial», «culture–civilization».

Keywords: culture, nature, natural, arti  cial, civilization, philosophy.
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Dmitry Zhmundulyak. The architectural heritage of Chernivtsi in 

light of the problems of philosophy of culture
In the article is analysed the unique features panorama Chernivtsi 

architectural ensemble problems in the  eld of philosophy of culture.
Keywords: multiculturalism, architecture, art and architectural style, 

urban ensemble, the space of the city.
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