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A n n o t a t i o n  
The article deals with the archetypal representations of identity and ethnicity of the initial forms of knowledge that 

are the basis of modern pedagogy, forming a highly intelligent person on the basis of the national culture of the people. 
Upbuilding significant impact on the development of the individual works of art have the lights of Ukrainian culture, 
combining philosophical approach and folk wisdom. 
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A n n o t a t i o n  
Ethical and axiological potential of the national philosophical and political thought was analyzed in religious and 

ethical terms on materials of the philosophical heritage of the following Kyiv thinkers: H. Skovoroda, T. Shevchenko, 
P. Yurkevych and M. Drahomanov. Worldview value of this aspect increases regularly at the present stage of construction 
of a just democratic and tolerant Ukrainian society; it is sufficiently relevant in valuation of the processes of secular 
intellectual culture and church life of the beginning of the second millennium. 


