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Abstract

Problem statement. The issue of freedom is one of the central in classical and modern philosophical science. By its
nature, it is a complex, heterogeneous phenomenon. Its qualitative characteristics have changed due to circumstances
dictated by the conditions of a particular period of human civilization’s development. This gave rise to a multitude
of views that only broadened the definition of freedom. Purpose of the study. Accordingly, the purpose of the article
is a study aimed at understanding the category of “Freedom” by representatives of philosophy of different historical
periods (from ancient times to modern philosophy) and to determine the place of freedom in the life of the individual.
The objectives of research: to conduct a retrospective analysis of the category “Freedom” and to demonstrate the positions
of representatives of philosophical science. The goal of the article is to determine the implementation of the following
research methods: analysis, induction, dialectical, hermeneutic, as well as methods of logical and historical analysis. Thus,
analyzing the views of philosophers who have studied the importance of freedom and determined its place in human life,
the most important point will be that each of the researchers was able to make a unique contribution to its understanding.
Undoubtedly, freedom is the basis of personal and social life, regardless of the sphere. It is multifaceted and fundamental,
because, firstly, it is quite difficult to clearly define it, and secondly, freedom comprehensively expresses the complex
dialectical processes of world development. Due to the cardinal globalization changes in the world, axiological orientations
of man, total digitalization, which are happening in the XXI century at a very fast pace, it is difficult to imagine what will
happen to freedom and what will be its real price. Predict how freedom will be understood during this century it is still
almost impossible, as time will dictate its demands, and the boundaries of freedom can both expand and shrink. The main
conclusion about this philosophical category will be the following: a person has, and sometimes is doomed to be free, but
for each of his actions and manifestations of freedom must be responsible.

Keywords: freedom; multidimensional nature; responsibility; «recognition of necessity»; positive and negative

freedom; existentialism; «Escape from freedomy.

Problem statement in general and its connection
with important scientific or practical tasks.

The philosophical category of “Freedom”
is distinguished by its fundamentality. Freedom is the
driving force of world development and is one of the
main postulates of harmonious human coexistence.
It is the absolute to which every individual aspires
throughout the history of mankind, regardless
of the sphere: political, social, economic, spiritual.
This category is multifaceted, including freedom
of will, freedom of speech, freedom of personality,
freedom of creativity, freedom of religion and more.
However, all these characteristics, unfortunately,
make it impossible to reduce to a single and universal
concept of freedom. Based on this, the topic of this
philosophical category remains open and requires
a comprehensive analysis. Freedom is one of the
central and most important issues, which has
been debated between representatives of various
scientific disciplines for millennia. Because this topic
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is relevant not only in philosophy but also in political
science, sociology, economics, numerous branches
of law and more. This is due to the fact that freedom
isinherently difficult, very controversial, unstable over
time. Despite the fact that the process of researching
this philosophical category takes quite a long time,
itis still difficult to give it a clear definition, especially
given the number of researchers who have worked
on this issue. In this regard, the study of freedom
in retrospect is relevant and necessary. This analysis
systematizes the views expressed by a number
of scholars from different historical periods and will
provide a clearer understanding of the path that
freedom has taken from ancient times to the present.

An analysis of recent research and publications
that have led to the solution of this problem
and on which the authors rely.

Due to its position in philosophical science,
the category of “Freedom” has been studied by many
scholars of different historical periods. Thus,
the ancient Greek philosophers Plato, Socrates,
Aristotle and Epicurus, as well as the ancient
Roman scholars and statesmen Seneca and Marcus
Aurelius, played an important role in mastering
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what is freedom in ancient times. Among others are
the scholars of the Middle Ages, Augustine Aurelius
and Thomas Aquinas, the Renaissance, Niccolo
Machiavelli, and the Enlightenment philosophers
Charles Montesquieu and John Locke. In the modern
history, Thomas Hobbes and Benedict Spinoza,
as well as such representatives of German classical
philosophy as Immanuel Kant, Georg Hegel, Johann
Fichte, Friedrich Schelling, and Arthur Schopenhauer,
addressed this philosophical category. In the days
of modern philosophy, representatives of the school
of existentialism Jean-Paul Sartre, Albert Camus,
and the philosopher of Ukrainian origin Mykola
Berdyaev expressed their vision of the concept
of freedom. Also important is the opinion of another
representative of the modern history of philosophy,
namely Erich Fromm, who in some ways contrasted
his positions on the category of “Freedom” with
the views of existentialists.

Purpose and formation of the goals of the
article (task setting).

The purpose of the study is research aimed
at understanding the category of “Freedom”
by representatives of philosophy of different
historical periods (from ancient times to modern
philosophy) and determining the place of freedom
in the life of the individual.

Objectives of the study:

— conducting a retrospective analysis of the
category “Freedom”;

— demonstrating the positions of representatives
of philosophical science.

The goal of the article is to determine the imple-
mentation of the following research methods:
analysis, induction, dialectical, hermeneutic, as well
as methods of logical and historical analysis.

Presentation of the main material of the
research with substantiation of the obtained
scientific results.

According to the above-mentioned statements,
freedom is driving force of world development.
In essence, it is a complex, multi-vector phenomenon,
is one of the central categories of a number of scientific
disciplines and is the basis of existence of everyone.
The history of the formation and development
of freedom is more than one millennium. This
category was formed under the influence of norms
and traditions that were typical for a particular time
and country.

Thus, the first mention of what is freedom appeared
in the XXIV BC. It was at this time that the Sumerian
monarch established freedom for his subjects through

sanctions against tax collectors. The monarch also
made efforts to protect widows and orphans from
the criminal actions of people in power.

Later, already in the period of ancient times,
the above-mentioned ancient Greek philosophers
understood the category of “Freedom” differently.
For example, Plato saw in freedom the responsibility
of man for his own behavior and the interests
of the state. That is, according to Plato, a person
should be responsible to the state in which he lives,
and should strive for a harmonious combination
of their own interests and society (SIpynis, 2018).

In the writings of Socrates, freedom was interpreted
as a free choice of universal reason. Under freedom,
the philosopher understood that the human will must
be subject to the general mind, so that the individual
can achieve true knowledge.

Another famous ancient Greek philosopher,
Aristotle, understood freedom as “the ability
to alternately participate in power with others,
to influence the formation of state will”. Undoubtedly,
in his opinion, influenced the then system
of government and social structure, namely slavery.
Also, the scientist stressed that freedom should
be limited in some way and based on conscious
choice. This confirms that Aristotle continued
the teachings of Plato and Socrates on freedom.

No less significant contribution to the study of the
category “Freedom” was made by Epicurus. Exploring
man as the main value, he used another category
to explain freedom, namely “chance”. Epicurus noted
that man is a microcosm that through its actions
and decisions is able to bring harmony into their lives.

The Stoics held a completely polar opinion,
among which are the positions of Seneca and Marcus
Aurelius. They did not recognize freedom as a human
value, and also tried to deny its existence. Their
doctrine of freedom was based on necessity.
In this regard, a quote from the thesis research
of O. 1. Shchadylo will be apt: “... man is not free
in anything but his attitude to the laws and forces that
determine it” ({axumno, 2018).

The Austro-American economist and philosopher
Ludwig von Mises very aptly noted the freedom
of the period of ancient times: “The idea of freedom,
of course, originated in the cities of ancient Greece.
From the works of Greek philosophers and historians,
it passed to the Romans, and then — to Europeans
and Americans. Freedom became the main point of all
ideas of the people of the West about a just society,
it gave birth to the philosophy of free initiative”
(Ocsmra, 2016).
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Thus, scholars of the ancient period laid
the foundations for the further development and study
of the philosophical category of “Freedom”. Given
the period of those studies, philosophers used different
tools to study freedom and used different terminology,
but this once again confirms the importance of their
student.

The vector of research in the philosophical
category of “Freedom” changed significantly during
the Middle Ages, when it was considered by Catholic
theologians, and in the late Middle Ages by Protestant
theologians. Medieval philosophy was mainly
based on the development of Christianity, which
is due to the emergence of divine law, as well as the
establishment of the ideas of the New Testament
and the leaders of the churches. These ideas require
the respect and freedom of all individuals, because
they are all equal, created by God and endowed
with a soul. Among the positions of figures of that
period are Augustine Aurelius (a.k.a Hipponensis)
and Thomas Aquinas (3andiposa, 2016).

In this way, Augustine sees in the individual not
merely a “servant of God”, but a “person connected
with God”. Regarding the freedom of the individual,
Augustine believes that there is an interdependence
of human freedom of will and God’s grace. There
is opposition between them, and in the end freedom
must rise. Also, Augustine Aurelius was convinced
that man is vulnerable because of original sin.
He recognized man as free, but it is through freedom
that man is sinful.

The opinion of another philosopher and theologian,
Thomas Aquinas, was more pragmatic and was based
on the factthat each person has the intellectual abilities
by which he chooses one or another variant of his own
behavior. And the basis of such behavior is a willful
decision. To make such decisions, the individual has
a certain intellectual process, because in the first place
a person must be responsible for their actions through
the possession of their own freedom (Spynis M. 1.,
2018).

Based on this, the philosophical doctrine
of freedom in the Middle Ages is based on the
idea of unity of God and personality, in which man
in turn finds the embodiment of his thoughts, life
positions, desires, and God completes his work only
by combining it with a living being.

It should also be noted that human existence
in the Middle Ages was limited not only by the
above connection with God, his influence on the
fate of the individual, but also by the peculiarities
of the feudal system, which was based on the

monarch. Rights and freedoms were considered
certain privileges granted to people with appropriate
status and significant influence. Because of these
dependencies, it was difficult to talk about human
freedom. Rather, it concerned a certain stratum of the
population (ILl{agumo, 2018).

After the Middle Ages, revolutionary steps were
taken in understanding the philosophical category
of “Freedom” and many definitions were proposed
in the era of the next historical period, namely
the modern history. It should be noted that it was
preceded by the Renaissance and it was at this time
that positive conditions were formed for a deep
understanding of freedom (3andiposa, 2016).

Thus, in the Renaissance, freedom was
understood as the disclosure of an individual’s
own abilities, regardless of obstacles and areas
of activity. A prominent representative of the above
period is Niccolo Machiavelli, who criticized
the Catholicism of the time for forming a free man.
Man of that time was understood as the creator
of himself, his destiny, the world around him. That is,
a person was responsible in a certain way for his own
life, and there wasn’t responsible of God (I'epman,

2015).
The post-Renaissance period is known as the
Enlightenment, = which  further  strengthened

the position of the previous historical period on the
knowledge of the category of “Freedom” and moved
more into the legal plane. For example, Charles
Montesquieu generally divided between natural
and political freedom. The first type he attributed
to the pre-social state of human existence, which
was based solely on customs. One way or another,
a person wants to live in a team, but in society,
individuals cease to be equal and lose their natural
freedom. Because of which wars began — for power,
for influence, for territory. In order to curb this
situation, it was necessary to make the laws that
could regulate the relations of people within states.
For their part, the laws restore freedom and ensure
equality between citizens, but the latter receive
the characteristics of the second type of freedom —
legal and political (Tep3i, 2012). The main point
in this regard will be the following: “Freedom is the
human right to do everything that is allowed by law”
(Ilamwumno, 2018).

The views of another Enlightenment scholar,
John Locke, once again complement the previous
proponent of the concept of natural and political
freedom. Locke noted that man is born with the right
to complete freedom, has the right to freely enjoy all
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the rights and privileges of the law of nature, just like
others (KoBanenko O. B., 2012). But it is worth noting
the following. Accordingly, the scientist defends
the maximum freedom of the individual and reduces
government intervention in the field of civil society
to a minimum. However, human freedom should
be realized through his personal desires only in such
a way as not to break the law (Ocsmma M. B., 2016).

The next historical period, known in history
as the modern history, was marked by a large
number of events aimed at establishing human
freedom. It is worth noting The French Revolution
(1789-1799) and the American Revolutionary War
(1775-1783). Undoubtedly, these events, along with
cultural ones, marked a new attitude towards man
and, accordingly, the emphasis was shifted towards
the assertion of his autonomy. The citation in the thesis
research of M. 1. Yaruniv is very successful in this
regard: «Man was recognized as free from birth. The
existence of freedom... philosophers of the modern
history interpreted through the category of human
responsibility primarily to himself (by personal
approval or disapproval of the consequences of their
actions)” (SIpywis, 2018).

Thus, among the philosophers of the modern
history, concepts were developed regarding freedom,
which in some ways became similar to the views
of scholars of the Enlightenment. A prominent
representative of modern philosophy is Thomas
Hobbes. He is just like D. Locke and S. Montesquieu
saw freedom from two points of view, namely natural
and legal. In the natural state, freedom is the ability
of man to use his own strength to save his life.
In his view, freedom is “an inalienable characteristic
of human existence, a quality of the human spirit”.
Accordingly, natural law absolutizes freedom,
and laws (legal freedom) restrict it in some way, but
only in order to prevent a state where human actions
can harm another (Ocsmna, 2016).

Another representative of modern philosophy,
Benedict Spinoza, saw freedom as a “recognition
of necessity”. That is, the philosopher understands
freedom as a “conscious, recognition of necessity,
the condition of which is the knowledge of the laws
of existence of the living world to reconcile human
actions with the objective laws of nature and society”
(ammmno, 2018).

Representatives of the German classical school,
which is considered the pinnacle of philosophical
development, made a significant contribution
to the consideration of the philosophical category
“Freedom”. It is a new approach to defining

the phenomenon of human freedom begins with
the philosophy of Kant. He made an interesting
analysis of freedom through the opposition of the
world of phenomena and the world of “things
in themselves”. The first is directly the experience
of man and is observed by him, while the second
world goes beyond his cognitive ability, is directly
related to the essence of man.

In addition, Kant divided freedom into positive
and negative, where the first one was the freedom of good,
based on a moral categorical imperative. Negative
freedom is based on arbitrariness, it is dangerous for
man and society. That is why it must be limited by laws
for the sake of positive freedom. I. Kant saw freedom
as the basis of human existence, the source of ideas
and creativity. In a way, in his opinion, this is the source
of its development (Ocsia, 2016).

The next representative of the German classical
school is G. Hegel, who saw freedom primarily
as a social category. He stressed that a person should
have the right to self-determination. According
to the philosopher, freedom is not a choice in favor
of something or between something or someone,
it is a conscious necessity (Spynis, 2018). In turn,
necessity becomes freedom not because it disappears,
but only because its inner identity reveals itself.
Hegel defines this identity by freedom (Ocrarers,
2014). Thanks to freedom, a person creates himself,
develops and improves.

J. Fichte’s position on the philosophical category
of “Freedom” is based on the views of the previously
mentioned B. Spinoza. That is, freedom is an action
based on the knowledge of necessity. Also, Fichte
introduced the concept of the degree of freedom,
access to which for people depends on the level
of historical development of society in which they
are, and not on personal wisdom. It is also worth
noting that Fichte saw freedom as the voluntary
consent of the individual to the laws and goals
of human development. And this agreement is based
on the recognition of necessity (Hamyuummun, 2017).

With regard to F. Schelling’s position, it should
be noted that freedom in his understanding was
viewed through the prism of the categories of “good”
and “evil”. The philosopher wrote about freedom
as follows: “One commits a negative act, the other
in the same situation does good one. And each of them
is personally responsible for their behavior. Can man,
respectively, freely choose both good and evil? Yes
and no”. This state of affairs prevents a person from
fully comprehending his own freedom and it pushes
him to internal contradictions (SIpyHis, 2018).

© Oleksandr, Obiedkov, 2022

62



ISSN 2708-0404 (Online), ISSN 2708-0390 (Print). Humanities Studies. 2022. Bumyck 11 (88)

Another representative of the above philosophical
school is A. Schopenhauer, according to whose
teachings there are three types of philosophy,
namely physical, moral and intellectual, where
physical implies the absence of material obstacles
to human life, moral freedom is the ability to act
freely, and intellectual means human ability to think
freely. These types of freedoms cover all spheres
of an individual’s life and make him responsible for
his actions (Apy#is, 2018).

Turning to the latest period of philosophy
from the XX century to present, the issue of the
philosophical category of “Freedom” has not lost
its relevance, which has given rise to many new
views and concepts. Despite the growth of political,
economic, and social freedom, the philosophical
literature of the time was imbued with a description
of the phenomena of “abandonment” and “escape
from freedom”. Also, there is a certain lack
of internal freedom, which led to irresponsibility
and permissiveness. The main achievements that
have been developed during the study of the category
“Freedom” are the positions of philosophers of the
school of existentialism (philosophy of existence),
which will be discussed below.

Thus, among the existentialists should be noted
French figures J.-P. Sartre and A. Camus, whose
positions are somewhat similar. They were convinced
that it was wrong to view freedom through the prism
of social reality. Sartre believed that man is free, and his
actions are not defined by anything, because freedom
is a way of being human consciousness. Thus, based
on the position of Camus and Sartre, everyone must
shape his personality and fill his life with meaning.
And that is why she must be endowed with freedom
and responsibility to others. The above-mentioned
philosophers noted that freedom is associated with the
necessity of human existence and the individual is
a slave to the necessary freedom (ILlamumo O. 1., 2018).
In addition, Sartre’s position in “Being and Nothingness:
An Essay on Phenomenological Ontology” is very
apt. “Man is doomed to be free, he owns his being,
and it only depends on him that he will do with
himself. “My freedom (...) is not an additional quality
or property of my nature. It is in the exact sense of the
word the meaning of my being” (Cminuk, 2016).

Among other existentialists should be mentioned
the philosopher M. Berdyaev, who viewed freedom
from the standpoint of humanism. In his opinion,
a person is sacred, should be independent of the state,
society and the environment, and his personality
is the highest value.

In his work “Slavery and Human Freedom”
Berdyaev showed different types of enslavement
of the individual, which are opposed to different
interpretations of freedom. Thus, he said that man
cannot be free from society, nature, God, his own
“I”’, money. The philosopher gave a broad definition
of slavery as the lack of freedom of the individual,
which can occur both forcibly and voluntarily.

In addition, M. Berdyaev said that freedom
exists in three forms: irrational, which is based
on feelings and experiences; rational, where the basis
is the mind; and transcendental, which is expressed
through the spirituality of the individual. Berdyaev
emphasized that freedom is the freedom of the spirit,
independence of the individual and his creative
power (LL{agmo, 2018).

Another philosopher of the modern history
of philosophy is a certain opposition of existentialists,
namely E. Fromm, who saw freedom as a choice
and criticized traditional views on freedom. Fromm
noted that not all representatives of the school
of existentialism in considering the philosophical
category of “Freedom” considered the unconscious
motivation. It was more about freedom of opinion
than freedom of the individual. Fromm saw freedom
in resolving the contradictions of human existence,
where he is in two worlds: natural and human.
Freedom is realized through human activity, in the
process of which free choice is made. On the other
hand, E. Fromm determines that making a choice
causes discomfort to a person and requires spiritual
and physical effort. It is not superfluous to mention
one of Fromm’s works “Escape from freedom”, i.e.,
a person tries to “escape from freedom”, although
he is always forced to make decisions and “doomed
to freedom” (Ocsya, 2016).

Finally, it should be noted that in the XXI century,
the issue of freedom will not lose its relevance.
Due to the emergence and active use of the global
Internet, continuous digitalization, cultural and social
change, freedom and attitudes towards it can change
dramatically. Its new qualities and limits may also
appear. However, it is almost impossible to predict
exactly how this will happen (Nikitenko, 2019).

Conclusions from the study and prospects for
further exploratin in this direction.. Therefore,
analyzing the views of philosophers who have studied
the importance of freedom and determined its place
in human life, the most important thesis will be that
each of the researchers was able to make a unique
contribution to its understanding. Undoubtedly,
freedom is the basis of personal and social
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life, regardless of the sphere. It is multifaceted
and fundamental, because, firstly, it is quite difficult
to clearly define its definition, and secondly,
freedom comprehensively expresses the complex
dialectical processes of world development. Due
to the cardinal globalization changes in the world,
axiological orientations of man, total digitalization,
which are happening in the XXI century at a very
fast pace, it is difficult to imagine what will happen

to freedom and what will be its real price. Predict
how freedom will be understood during this century
it is still almost impossible, as time will dictate its
demands, and the boundaries of freedom can both
expand and shrink. The main conclusion about this
philosophical category will be the following: man
has, and sometimes is doomed to be free, but for each
of his actions and manifestations of freedom must
be responsible.
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PETPOCIIEKTUBHHUMN AHAJII3 ®LIOCO®CHKOI KATETOPIi «CBOBO/IA»

AHoTanisa

IMocranoBka mpodaemu. [IpoGiemarika cBOOOIM € OJHIEIO 3 IEHTPAJIBHUX Y KJIIACHYHIN Ta cydacHiil dinocodebkiii
Haylli. 3a CBOET MPUPOJIOK0 BOHA € CKIIAJHUM, HEOTHODPITHUAM ABHUIIEM. [i AKiCHI XapaKTEpPUCTUKH 3MiHIOBAMCS B CHITY
00CTaBUH, SIKi JUKTYBAJIMCSl YMOBaMH{ TOT'O YH 1HIIIOTO MEPiOy PO3BUTKY JIFOJICHKOT IMBLII3aIil. Y 3B 53Ky 3 IIMM BUHHKJIIA
MHOXHHHICTh TOTVIAIB, SIKi JIMIIE POUIMPIIIA BH3HAYeHHS cBoOoam. MeTa mocainkeHns. BinmosinHo, MeToro cTarTi
€ JIOCITIJDKEHHS, HallpaBJIeHe Ha po3yMiHHA Kateropii «CBobomay mpeacraBHUKaMu ¢inocodii pi3HUX iICTOPHIHHX Tepi-
oniB (Bim AHTHYHUX YaciB 10 HoBiTHBOI (istocodii) 1 BU3HAUCHHsI MicCIs BIIaCHE CBOOOIM B JKUTTI 1HAMBIAA. 3aBIaHHS
JIOCITIJPKEHHSI: IPOBEICHHSI pETPOCHEKTUBHOTO aHallizy kareropii «CBoOoa» Ta IeMOHCTpALLis 3 LIbOTO IIPUBOJLY MO3MIIIH
IIpe/icTaBHUKIB (pitocopehkoi Hayku. MeTa cTaTTi BU3HAYMIIA 3aCTOCYBAHHS HACTYITHUX METO/IIB TOCII/DKCHHS: aHaJIi3Yy,
THAYKIIT, JialeKTHYHIA, TePMCHEBTHYHHM, a TAKOXK METOIH JIOT19HOTO i ICTOPUYHOTO aHami3y. TakuM YHHOM, aHATi3y-
FOUH IOTVISIIN itocodiB, sKi TOCHIIKYBaIN 3HAYSHHS CBOOOIM Ta BU3HAYANH 11 MicIle B KUTTI JIFOAWHH, HABaKIIMBIIIa
Te3a Oyae mpo Te, MO KOXKEH 3 JOCTITHUKIB 3MIr 3poOHUTH CBiil HEMMOBTOPHMI BHECOK B ii po3ymiHHs. beszamepedHo,
cB00OO/Ia — 11e 6Aa3KC 0COOUCTOTO 1 CYCMIIBHOTO KUTTS JIOAMHH He3alleKHO Bix cepu. Bona OararorpanHa ii ¢pyHIamMeH-
TaJbHa, OCKIJIBKH, MO-TIEpIe, JOBOJI CKIAJHO YiTKO BU3HAYMTH ii AediHilito, a mo-apyre, cBo0oaa BCEOIYHO BHPAKAE
CKJIaJIHI JIIaJIeKTHYHI MPOLIECH CBITOBOTO PO3BUTKY. Y 3B 53Ky 3 KapAWHAJIBHUMH II00OANi3allifHUMK 3MIHaMH y CBITI,
AKCIOJIOTIYHIMH OPIEHTUPAMU JIFOIUHH, TOTAIFHOIO II(POBIi3aIli€to, sKi BiOyBaroThes y X X1 cTopiudi 3 HaIIIBUIKAMHI
TEMIIaMH, JIOBOJI CKJIAJHO YSBHTH IO came Oyzne 3i cBo0omor0 i sikoro Oynae ii peampHa miHa. [IporHosyBary, sk Oyme
po3ymiTHcs cBoOOIa BIIPOAOBK IIHOTO CTOJITTS 1 Hafalli Maike HEMOXIINBO, OCKIUTBKY dac Oy/e AUKTYBaTH CBOi BUMOTH,
a KOPIOHH CBOOOIN MOXKYTh SIK PO3IIUPIOBATHCS, TaK 1 3MEHIIYBaTUCS. [ 0IOBHUM BHCHOBKOM 111010 JAaHO1 (itocodchkol
Kareropii OyJie HaCTyITHE: JIOJIMHA Ma€, a 1HOAI 1 mpupedeHa OyTH BUIBLHOIO, ITPOTE 3a KOXKHI CBOI Aii Ta MposiBu cBOOOIU
Ma€e HEeCTH BiJIOBIIAIBHICTB.

KuarwuoBi ciioBa: ¢cBo00/1a, 6araroacreKTHICTh, BIIOBIIAIbHICTh, «I113HAHA HEOOX1IHICThY, [IO3UTHBHA 1 HETaTUBHA
cB00OIa, EK3UCTEHIIIAII3M, «BTE€Ya BiJ CBOOOIMY.

© The Author(s) 2022 Received date 06.03.2022
This is an open access article under Accepted date 15.03.2022
the Creative Commons CC BY license Published date 05.04.2022

How to cite: O6’enkoB, Osexcanap. PerpocnextuBHmiA aHamiz ¢inocodcbkoi kKaTeropii «cBoOOmay.
HUMANITIES STUDIES: Collection of Scientific Papers / Ed. V. Voronkova. Zaporizhzhia : Publishing
house “Helvetica”, 2022. 11(88). P. 59-65.

doi: https://doi.org/10.26661/hst-2022-11-88-06

Retrospective analysis of the philosophical category “Freedom”

65



