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Valentina Paterykina. The discourse of the sacred in a cultural 
space

Sacred is metacategory of culture which causes constant interest in 
scientists. Various approaches to this concept are caused by the most 
inexhaustible sacred nature, its many–sided re  ection of life. To its studying 
identi  cation of a srodnyonnost sacral and cultures as to aspiration to chaos 
overcoming is offered to one of approaches.

Keywords: sacred, profanny, hiyerofaniye, chaos, orderliness, culture.
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Andrew Potseluiko. The sacral basis of dumas’ heroical 

ethics
The article is devoted to the research of prephilosophical outlook 

of ancient Slavic tribes re  ected in Ukrainian spiritual tradition. This 
investigation is based on the methodologies of modern comparative Indo–
European mythology, namely on the theory of trifunctional Indo–European 
ideology structure (the Dumezil’s theory).

Keywords: archetype, paradigm, mythologem, mythological structure, 
pantheon.
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