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contemporary identity. However, the consistent implementation of this critical logic reveals a theoretical tension within postmodern
thought itself. The aim of the article is to outline the limits of postmodern reflection on identity and to reveal the internal tension between
the deconstruction of stable subjectivity and the observable continuity of the subject over time. The tasks include analyzing key
postmodern strategies of problematizing identity, identifying their explanatory limits, and clarifying the conditions under which identity
may persist without a fixed center. Research methods. The study is based on historical-philosophical and comparative analysis, as well
as conceptual reconstruction. Research results. It is shown that postmodern approaches to identity successfully reveal the historical
and conceptual limitations of the centered model of the subject, but do not fully explain the mechanisms of the subject’s temporal
coherence. The analysis demonstrates that identity does not disappear under conditions of decentration but acquires a different mode of
existence, characterized by continuity without a fixed center. In this way, the study identifies the internal analytical limit of postmodern
thought in addressing the problem of identity. Discussion. The article provides a critical analysis of postmodern concepts of identity and
interpretations of the subject’s continuity. It is shown that approaches focused on the deconstruction of the centered model of the “self’
convincingly demonstrate the historical limitations of metaphysical stability, yet do not fully explain the mechanisms of the subject’s
temporal coherence. This analysis allows for a refinement of the hypothesis that postmodernism does not abolish identity but rather
shifts it into a different mode of existence. Conclusions. It is concluded that identity in conditions of deconstruction should not be
understood as a return to metaphysical stability but as a mode of existence without a center. The problem shifts from restoring unity to
conceptualizing continuity and responsibility under conditions of radical decentration. Thus, the limits of postmodern thought open new
perspectives for reflection on identity.
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MDK CTAPOIO TA HOBOIO NMONITUYHOIO TEOJONIEID: MOPIBHANBHUA AHANI3 INEW KAPJIA
LUMITTA TA KAPJI1A PALLKE
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AHoTauUifa. Y cmammi 30ilcHeHO nopieHAnbHUU aHarnia KoHuenmyasnbHux modesieli «cmapoi» nonimuyHoi meonoeii Kapna
lImimma ma «Hog0i» (KpumuyHOi) nonimuyHoi meonoeii Kapna Pawke. [loka3aHa mpaekmopis eeontouyii nonimuko-
gbinocoghcbkoi OyMKU 8i0 Kriacu4yHO20 OepxKagHO-UeHmMpu4Ho20 niodxody ernoxu ModepHy 0o deueHmparnizogaHux, Mepexesux
modeneli dobu nocmmodepHy. [NpoaHanizogaHo mpaHcghopMayito KIIOHO8UX Kamezopill: cysepeHimemy, 8UHSIMKOBO20 CMaHy,
duxomomii «dpye-eopoz» i m.0. Axwo K. LLimimm eukopucmosyeae meorsnoziyHi KoHUenmu 05 neaimumisauii 0epxxasHoi enadu
ma ympumaHHsi npasonopsioky, mo K. Pawke OeKoHCmpyoe Ui iHecmumymu, ¢hOKyCylouucb Ha anobanbHuUX Kpu3ax,
pO3ropoWEHOMY Cy8epeHimemi ma MOBepHEHHI caKpallbHO20 4Yepe3 mpaHcHauioHanbHi ideonoeiyHi pyxu. O6rpyHmosaHo
rnomeHyian 06o0x meopemuyHuUx modeneli 0511 OCMUCIIEHHSI CyYaCHUX 2e0ronimuyHuUX KOHGikmie ma memaghi3udHUX eumipie
2r106anbHUX Kpu3.

Knroyoei cnoea: nonimuyHa meonoeis, Kapn LUmimm, Kapn Pawke, cysepeHimem, 8uHsimKoguli cmaH, MoCmmMOOEpH,

cekynsipusauisi, 2rnobarnbHa Kpu3a.
Betyn
AkagemiyHe  BU3HAYEHHSI  MOHATTA  MOJITUYHOI
Teornorii  CbOrogHi CyTTEBO BIiOPI3HAETbCS Big WMOro
BM3Ha4YeHb B MeXax CyTO KOHcpeciiHoro 6orocnos's,

KNacu4yHMX MpaBOBMX [HCTUTYTIB Ta  Nepexuno
MOBEPHEHHS  penirinHMX HapaTuBiB B  NyGnivyHUn
auckypc. Lle npusseno pgo 4yeprosoi akTyanisauii
deHoMeHy noniTu4Hoi Teonorii. [eBHMI Yac icHyBana

sIKe CMoBiAYITb CBSALLEHHUKM 1 BOrocnoBwm Tiei Yn iHLWOT
KOHcpecii. Cnuparoumcb Ha igei HiMeubKoro rpucrta
Kapna Lmitta, BYeHHA nNpo JAepXaBy MOXHa
po3rnsaaaTn sik cekynsipusoBaHy Teororito. CouiansbHo-
noniTUYHI  JOKTPMHM Ta dpinocodpid, nonpu CBIN
CBITCbKMA  XapakTep, MNPOL4OBXYKTb  CTPYKTYPHO
HacnigysaTu TeonoriyHi mMogeni. lcTtopyyHuUn npouec
HabyBae 3MiCTy nuile Yepes BiACWNaHHS OO0 KiHLEBOI
MeTn «Tenocy» («tenoc» (rpeu. TENOG - UWiNb), AKUA
nepebyBae no3a mexamu MOTOYHMX nogin. PeniriHa
iHTepnpeTauis cTae iHCTPYMEHTOM OCMUCIIEHHS iCTOPIT,
6e3 sikoro ManbyTHe BTpadae uiTki opieHTUpwu. Bigrak,
aHania noniTMYHOI Teonorii BuMMarae Mixgucumnni-
HapHOro nigxodgy Ha Mexi dinocodii, npasa,
penirieaHaBcTBa Ta couionorii.

B neBHOMYy MOMEHTI fOACTBO ONUHMIIOCA Mepesa
BMKITMKOM CYy4acHOi Kpu3u rnobanbHOro mnomitTuyHoro
nibepaniamy, ge 3ilUTOBXHyNocs 3 [eBarbBaLli€eto

OyMKa, WO CeKynspHe BUTICHUIO cakparbHe 3i cdepu
nonitukn. MNpoTte peanbHicTe XX| cToniTTa iHWa i BOHa
OEeMOHCTpye 3BOpPOTHe, a came Te, WO MOMiTUYHI
KOHniKTK Bce gani i Aani HabyeatoTb MeTadi3nyHoro,
a To i ecxatonoriyHoro 3abapereHHs. Came u4epes
NOPIBHANLHUA aHani3 igen [ABO X MpeacTaBHUKIB
nonitnyHoi Teonorii: Kapna LWmitTa Ta Kapna Pawwke €
MOXITMBICTb NPOCTEXNTH PO3BUTOK NoniTUKo-
TEONOriYHOI  AYMKW, MOYMHAKYKM Bif ii KIacuMyHoro,
OEPKABHO-LEHTPUYHOrO PO3YMIHHA [0 pagukanbHUX
iHTepnpeTauin 4O6u NoCTMOAEPHY.

OG’ekTOM JocnigXeHHs BUCTYNae noniTuyHa
Teornoris, AK iHTenekTyanbHa Tpaguuis, TeopeTuvHa
Mogernb Ta iHCTpYMeHT neritumadii Bnagu. NMpeametom
JOCMnigKeHHs € KoHuenTyanbHi  TpaHcdopmauii, a
TaKOX ChifbHi pUcKn Ta pagukarnbHi PO30iKHOCTI Mixk
«cTapoto» nonituyHoro  Teonorieto K. Wmitta Ta
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dinocodia

HOBOWY»  (KPUTUYHOIO/MOCTMOAEPHOI)  MOMITUYHO

Teonorieto K. Paluke.

MeTa Ta 3aBOaHHSA AocnimKeHHsA

Meta pobotn nonsrae B TOMy, WO6 Aocnigutu
npouec nepexogy Big KnacuM4HOI NONITUYHOI Teornoril
Jo il HOBITHIX iHTepnpeTauin 4epe3 npuamy
KoMmnapaTuBHoro aHanisy npaup K. LWmitta T2 K.
Pawke. OAns OOCArHEHHS Ui€Ei MeTUM MOCTaBMEHO Taki
3aBgaHHs: 1) gocniguTy knacuydny cdopmyny K. Wmitta
LWOAO CeKynapm3auii TeoNoriYHMX MOHATb Y PUOUYHI
KOHUEeNnT; 2) npoaHanisyBatM CYTHICTb KOHUENTy
«HoBOI noniTnyHoi Teonorii» K. Palwke B KOHTEKCTi
peniriitHoro Ta MOMITUYHOro nocTMoaepHy. Bussutn
nodibHocTi Ta BIOMIHHOCTI B pPO3yMiHHI npupoam
nonitnyHoro y K. Wmitta Ta K. Pawke.

MeToponorisi gocnigxeHHA

MeTogonoriyHy OCHOBY [OOCHIOXEHHS CTaHOBNATb
npuHUMNU  OB’€EKTMBHOCTI Ta ICTOPU3MYy, a TaKOX
KOMMNMeKC B3aEMOLOMOBHIOBaNbHMX METOAIB: KoMmnapa-
TUBHUI (Ansa nopiBHAHHS igen K. LmitTa Ta K. Pawke),
repMeHeBTUYHUI (ANs iHTepnpeTauii nepwoaxepen)
Ta CUCTEMHO-CTPYKTYPHWA (4N aHanidy noniTuko-
TeomnoriyHMx mogenen). HaykoBa HOBWM3Ha nonsrae y
cnpobi 3iCTaBUTK KIACUYHWUIA KOHCEPBATUBHUIN ONCKYPC
LWwmiTtTa i3 pagukanbHUM noctmodepHUm badeHHsm K.
Paluke, WO A03BONUTHL NO-HOBOMY MOFASHYTU Ha MeXi
Ta MOXIMBOCTI Cy4acHOI NONiTUYHOT hinocodir.

Pe3ynbTatn

Llen posagin gocnigxeHHs nobyaoBaHO HABKOMO ABOX
OCHOBHMX npobrnemHux OnokiB: aHanizy «crapoi»
nonitnyHoi Teornorii K. Lmitta Ta po3rnggy «HOBOi»
nonitnyHoi Teonorii K. Pawke. CnoyaTtky 3BepHemocs
no koHuenuii K. LWwmitta. CtaHOBNEHHS KOHUENTY
NONiTUYHOT Teonoril iICTOPUYHO MNOB’si3aHe 3 HayKOBUM

aopobkom  Himeubkoro couioriora M. Bebepa,
Hacamnepen i3 npobnemaTtukow  cekynapusauii,
pauioHanisauii Ta B3aeMO3B’A3KYy  penirivHuX i
couianbHO-eKOHOMIYHUX npoLeciB. MNoganbLunn

PO3BUTOK LS iHTenekTyanbHa Tpaguuisa oTpumana y
npaui Himeubkoro npasosHaBua K. LWmitta “Politische
Theologie” («MonituyHa Teonoris. YoTupu posginu oo
BUYEHHS NMPO CyBEPEHHICTb»), onybnikosaHi 1922 poky.
Monpn macwtab noctati K. Wmitta, 9k ogHoro 3
npoBiaHMX eBponencbknx topuctie 1920-x pokiB Ta
dinococpba ictopii, MOro koHcepBaTMBHA cnagwmHa
3anuwaeTbCa  HeAoCTaTHbO  apTMKYNbOBAHOK B
YKpaiHCbKOMY aKkageMiqyHOMY OUCKYPCi.

MixHapogHa peuenuia cnagwuHn K. Wwmitta, 6yna
[OBOSi TakM pO3ropHyTO BigoOpaxeHa y toBinenHomy
30ipHuKy 2023 poky «Political Theology Today. 100
Years after Carl Schmitt» (Dean, List, and Schwarzkopt
2023). Y oBinenHomy 36ipHUKY, MPUCBAYEHOMY
cToniTTio nonituyHoi Teonorii K. WWmitTa, noro nocrtatb
OKpecneHo 4yepes Kinbka NpOMOBUCTUX XapaKTepUCTUK:
K csoepigHoro M. ampgerrepa noniTuyHOI Teopii, i
iHTeneKkTyanbLHOro «xpeLeHoro 6aTtbka» Ta HiMeLbKoro
aHanora T. 'ob6ca y XX cronitTi. YnpogoBx 1921—
1945 pokis K. LLUMITT 06iimaB npodhecopckbki nocagun B
yHiBepcuTeTax [pandcanbga, boHHa, KenbHa n
BepniHa. K. WMiTT BM3HaHWA OOHWM i3 HaWBNNU-
BOBIlLMX Ta HaWbinbw ambiBaneHTHUX KMacukiB
noniTU4HoI oinocodii KOHCEPBATUBHOIO CNPSIMyBaHHS.
Moro TeopeTnuHuii fopobok HEPO3PUBHO NOB'S3aHUI i3
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paavkanbHOK  KPUTUKOK  nibepanbHUX  iHCTUTYTIB,
yneHctBoM Big 1 TpaBHa 1933 poky B HauioHan-
couianicTu4Hin pOGiTHWYIN naprii Himeu4nHu,
aHTMCEMITU3MOM  Ta  iAEONOrMYHOK  NIATPUMKOIO

ToTanitapuamy. Cnisnpausa 3 HauioHan-couianicTuyHum
pexumom nicna 1933 poky, 30Kpema puanyHe
BUMpaBAaHHA  OuKTaTypu, npussBena [O  MOro
iHTepHyBaHHS Ha TpubyHan po HiopHGepry, noBHOI
AeHaumdikauii, ekcrniponpiauii mavHa (B TOMy 4uchi i

KOHdpickaLii 6Gibniotekn) Ta piHany akagemiyHol
gisnbHocTi (Mehring 2009).
K. WmiTT, conigapusyto4ymcb i3 Takummn

npeacTtaBHMKaMM KOHCEpBATUBHOI peBontouiil, Sk [aHc
®paep, Ockap LUWneHrnep Ta EpHcTt HOHrep,
penpeseHTye aHTPOMOMOriYHO OPIEHTOBaHY MNOMITUYHY
dinocodito, y Mexax Kol NoniTMYHe NocTae AK OAWH i3
BM3HA4YanbHNX MOAYCIB MIOACBKOI €K3MCTEeHLU;. Moro
KnoyoBui aopobok oxonntoe npaui «Adukratypa» (Die
Diktatur, 1921), «Pumo-kaTonuumam i noniTM4Ha
dopma» (Rémischer Katholizismus und politische
Form, 1923), «[dyXOBHO-iICTOPUYHWUIA CTaH Cy4acHOro
napnameHTapuamy» (Die geistesgeschichtliche Lage
des heutigen Parlamentarismus, 1923), «JleBiacdhaH y
Teopii gepxasn Tomaca Nob66ca» (Der Leviathan in der
Staatslehre des Thomas Hobbes, 1938) ta «Homoc
3emni» (Der Nomos der Erde, 1950). Ha cborogHi B
YyKpaiHCbKOMY NpaBoBOMY Ta diflocoCbKOMY ANCKYPCi
nepeknagu tBopis WmiTTa BigcyTHi, Todi siKk 4OpobGoK
noro GaratopiyHoro copatHuka E. FOHr'epa BupaeTtbcs
3HAYHO aKTMBHILLE.

KopoTko 3ynuHumocs Ha peuendii inenn M. Bebepa y
tBopyocTi K. Wmitta. Y memopiansHomy 30ipHUKY
«OcHoBHi npobnemu couionorii. MNam’aTHa kHWra gns
Makca Bebepa» (Hauptprobleme der Soziologie.
Erinnerungsgabe fiir Max Weber), BngaHomy 1923
poky 3a pepgakuieto M. Manbi, K. WmiTT ony6nikysas
po3ain «Coujonorisa NOHATTA CyBepeHIiTeTy i nomniTu4Ha
Teornoria» (Soziologie des Souveranitatsbegriffs und
politische Theologie) (Palyi 1923). Po3gin K. LmitTa
BiOKpVBaE ApYyrMn TOM i M’ATY YacTuHY 36ipkn, Wo mMae
Ha3By «CTpyKTypHi npobrnemu cyyacHoi gepxasu» (V.
Strukturprobleme des modernen Staates). MaTtepian
pO3MilLleHO B MexaxX COLOMoriYHoro  Aguckypcy
MeMopianbHOro BuAaHHA, npucesaveHoro M. Bebepy,
BOOHOYAC BiH HanNexuTb GO OPUSUKO-NONITUYHOT

npobnematukn  30ipHuka.  Tekct K. WmitTa
CKrnagjaetbcs 3 TpbOX Migpo3dinis i Mae HasBy
«Couionorias  NOHATTA CcyBepeHiTeTy i noniTu4yHa

Teonorisi» (Soziologie des Souveréanitétsbegriffs und
politische Theologie) (Palyi 1923, 3—-36).

€spencbknin ginocod i gocnigHuk togaismy Akob
Taybec, 3a >XWUTTS £KOrO [ApPYyKOM BWALWINa Nuwe
aunceptauia «3axigHa ecxartonoris» (Abendldndische
Eschatologie, 1947), y npaui «[do Kapna Lwmitta» (Ad
Carl Schmitt, 1987) Haronowysas, wo LImiTT, 6ygyumn
IOPUCTOM, MWUCNUB SK MpaBO3HaBeLb, SKUA NepenHsB
iHTEeneKTyanbHy iHiuiaTUBY, Big sKOi BigmMoBWUNMCA
npodecinHi Teonorn (Taubes 1987, 7). Pasom i3 Tum,
LmIiTT 3anuwascs rMMboKO BKOPIHEHUM Yy KaTONMMUUbKY
iHTenekTyanbHy Tpaauuito. Taybec B 04HOMY 3 JINCTIB,
a came 18 eepecHa 1979 poky, nucaB Tak po K.
WmitTa: «mexa, sKy nNpoBOAATb MK OYXOBHUM i
CBITCbKMM, MOXe OyTu AMCKyCiiHOW, Ta 1i 3aBxau
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Tpeba npoBOAMTM 3aHOBO (Hag UMM MOMITUYHA
Teornoris i npautoe NocTinHo) (Taubes 1987, 42).

B CBOEMY HeBenuMkoMy  3a obcsrom, i
NPOBOKaTMBHOMY 3a XapakTepom, TpaktaTi «[lonitnyHa

Teonoriay K. LmiTT oBrpyHTOBYE KOHUENTyanbHYy
CMOPIAHEHICTb  MDK  MONITUYHOK Ta  penirinHow
cthepamun. ABTOp bopmyntoe ABi  (pyHAaAMeHTanbHi

Te3u, WO CTanun KNacuyHUMn Ans CydacHol NOsiTUYHOI
dinococpii Ta noniTMYHOT Teonorii: no-nepLue, «yci
KMOYOBi NOHATTA Cy4aCHOro BYEHHS NPO AepXkaBy — Le
cekynsapusoBaHi TeonorivHi noHaTTa» (Alle prdgnanten
Begriffe der modernen Staatslehre sind sékularisierte
theologische Begriffe) (Schmitt 2021, 43); no-gpyre,
«CyBepeH — Le TOW, XTO YXBaltoe pilleHHs npo
HagsBuYanHuUMm ctaH» (Souverdn ist, wer (liber den
Ausnahmezustand entscheidet) (Schmitt 2021, 13).
Peuenuia TeopetudHoi cnagwmhn K. LWmitta B
NONITUYHIM HayLi BiA3HAYaETLCS NEBHOK MOABOEHICTIO.
Himeupkuit pocnighvk . Mauke Yy  Hekponosi,
npucesdyeHomy K. LUmiTTy, BKasyBae Ha napa-
JOKcanbHe NoegHaHHSA «MNPOHUKNMBOI paLioHanbHOCTI»
Ta «anoKaninTM4yHOi CXBUITbOBAHOCTI» B MOr0 MUCIIEHHI
(Maschke 1987). Csoeto ueproto, fA. Taybec
MPOMOHYyBaB iHTepnpeTyBaTn iHTenekTyanbHy noctaTb
K. WmiTTa y TpbOX BUMipax: K opucTa, anokanintuka
Ta  KoHTppeBontuioHepa (Taubes 1987). LUa
ecxaTonoriyHa  CNpsAMOBaHICTb  MWUCIEHHS, AKY
OOCRIOHNKN 03Hayunm K «anokanincmc
KOHTppEBOMOLii», 3anuwanaca Bu3Ha4vanbHOW i And
Ni3HbOro Mepiogy TBOPYOCTI BYEHOro. Y CBOIX npausix
KiHua 1970-x pokiB, HanncaHux y noxuromy Biui LLUMITT
NpoAoBXyBaB KPUTKKYBaTH iHCTUTYLiOHani3aLito
«fneranbHoi cBiToBOI noniTukm». MNonpu TpaHcdhopma-
Lil0 TOroyacHOro reonosliTUMHOrO KOHTEKCTY, BiH
HanonsraB Ha IiCHyBaHHi CUCTEMHMX 3arpo3 Aangd
KOHCTUTYUinHOro nagy 3axoay, 3okpema 3 6oky
€BPOKOMYHICTIB, SKi Ha4ebTO 3MOBUMMCA NEPEBEPHYTU
KOHCTUTYLINHMI Nopsigok 3axoay.

KoHuenTyanisauis cdepn noniTMYHOro Yepes npuamy
npobnemyn  Hag3BMYAMHOrO  CTaHy, CyBEpPEeHHOro
PilLEHHA Ta IHCTUTYLiAHOI BpasnMBOCTI NibepanbHOT
napnaMeHTCbKOi OeMOKpaTii NMPOCTEXYETbCA BXe Yy
paHHin npaui Wmitta «Ouktatypa» (1921). BogHoyac

cnpoLleHni nornsag Ha Mucnutens AK
GesanbTepHaTVBHOrO anonoreta ToTanitapusmy, siKUn
nparHyBs BUKITHOYHO OecTpyKuii Banmapcbkoi

pecny6niku, a came, pynHyBaHHSA NigBanuH HiIMELbKOro
napnameHTapusmMy, € MeTOAOMNOMYHO HEKOPEKTHUM.
LWUmIiTT noctae Hacamneped TEOPETUKOM AepaBHOT
cTabinbHOCTI, AKWMA neriTumisye npumaTt LepXXaBHOro
npaBa, WO peanidyetbca 6e3nocepegHb0 B Mexax
AepXaBHOro iHCTMTYTy. [lomiTuyHa HecTabinbHICTb,
JeTepMiHOBaHa MixnapTinHo GopoTbboto, posrnaga-
nacsi HAM SIK KNio4voBa 3arposa Ans npasonopsagky. Y
MeXax LUMITTiaHCbKOI KOoHLUenUii «Haa3BuyanHum ctaH»
BUCTYNae NoNiTMKO-NPaBOBUM eKBiBaneHToMm
penirinHoro vyna. Ak 3asHadvae K. LUMITT, «BUHATKOBUI
CTaH Mae [Ana lopucnpygeHuii Take X adanoriyHe
3Ha4yeHHs, 9K 4ygo — gna  Teonorii»  (Der
Ausnahmezustand hat fiir die Jurisprudenz eine
analoge Bedeutung wie das Wunder fiir die Theologie)
(Schmitt 2021, 23), To6T0 NocTae AK TpaHCrpecuBHa
noadis, wWo npu3ynuHae abo nopywye fito cranux
NpaBOBMX HOPM. 3a TaKoK FIOriKOK aHarorin, kateropis

BCEMOryTHbOIo
BCEMOIyTHbOIo

Bora TpaHcdoOpMyeTbCA Yy KOHUENT
3akoHogaBus. Hacnpaegi  nopgibHa
MEeTOAOorNYHa napanenb MK OpUCMpYAeHUielo Ta
TEOMOrieto He € YHikanbHOow. ABTOp akTyanisye
Tpaguuito, SIKy NoB’A3yoThb e 3 I'. B. Nai6Hiuem i noro
npaueto «Hoeun metog» (Nova Methodus), ae penirivHi
Ta MNpaBoOBi CTPYKTYPW MUCMEHHS POo3rnsagarTbcs SK
i3oMOpdoHi, TO6TO NoaibHi 3a hopmoto.

JocnigxeHHa reHe3n €BpPONENCHLKOro pauioHaniamy
HeMuHy4ye anentoe o Te3n M. Bebepa npo 1oro
BMKIIOYHO 3axiAHOEBPONENCHKY Jlokanisauito. CBoepigHy
icTOprKO-PiNocodCbKy iHTeprpeTauilo Lboro eHOMeHy
K. WmiTT nogae y noBoeHHNX pedunekciax 1945-1947
pokiB, ony6rnikoBaHux y 36ipHUKY «MOPSATYHOK 3 HEBONI.
MepexuTte» (Ex Captivitate Salus, 1950). Ha gymky
MUCNUTENS, 3axigHWA pauioHanisam Mae AyanicTudHe
MOXOMKEHHS: MOro OCHOBY CKMamo BigpogXeHe
pUMCbKe npaBO, a IHCTUTYUINHUM Ta i4eonoriyHuMm
nigrpyHtam  Buctynuna Pumo-katonvubka —UepkBa.
YHacnigok TpuBanux peniriivHMx Ta rpomMagsaHCbKMX
BOEH pPaHHbOrO MOAEPHY MpaBOBMW paLioHarni3m
3a3HaB emaHcunauii Big UepKOBHWX gormaTtiB. HoBum
NpoCcTOpoOM Ans WOro nerituMauii Ta iHCTUTYUIMHOTO
odhopMIeHHs cTana cyBepeHHa gepxasa Hosoro yacy.
OutuHa gobwu lMpocsiTHMUTBA Wykana ansa cebe HoBwi
JiM i 3Hanwna noro B TakoMmy ABWLLI, SK AepxaBa. Ak
3a3Havae K. LUmiTT, ToroyacHa kopnopaLisi HpuCTIB,
y3ypryBaBLLK DyHKUjiT KOJULLIHIX Teornoris,
nporoniocMna npumar pauioHaniCTU4HONO MUCHEHHS
Haj penirinHo AormMaThKo, WO OCTaTOYHO 3aKpinumo
npouecu cekynspusauii €BpOnencbKoro noniTMYHOro
npoctopy (Schmitt 2015, 69).

Csoeto npaueto K. LWMITT nocTynoe HacTynHe:
KaTeropisi cekynspusauii € Krno4oBUM METOLO0SIOMNYHNM
iHCTPYMEHTOM Ans PO3YMiHHA €BPONEenchLKOol icTopil
OCTaHHIX [ABOX CTOniTb. 3rogomM U Te3a 3Hauwna
BigobpaxeHHA B couiorymaHiTapHin gymui  CLIA.
3okpema, npodpecop [apBapACbKOro YyHiBepcuTeTy
Mapei Kokc y wmoHorpaddii «CekyngpHe MicToO:
cekynspusauia Ta ypbaHisauis B TEONOriyHin
nepcnektuBi» (The Secular City: Secularization and
Urbanization in Theological Perspective, 1965)
KOHCTaTyBaB, WO B CEeKYMNspHOMY CYCnifbCTBi came
nonituka nepebupae Ha cebe  yHKUiOHaMNbHE
HaBaHTaXXEHHS, sIKe paHie Hanexano metadisumui: «in
secular society politics does what metaphysics once
did» (Cox 1978, 222).

Monpwu Te, WO reHesa MoAepHOI MOMITUYHOI Teonorii
TpaguuiiHo aatyetbeca 1922 pokom i MOB'A3yeTbCHA 3
TeopeTnyHoto cnagwumHoto K. WmiTTa, cyvyacHun etan
po3BUTKY  Uiei aucumnniHm  noTpebye  cyTTeBOI
KPUTMYHOI  peBi3ii Ta OHOBNeHHs. AkTyanisauis
NOMITUKO-TEONOrNYHOro AMCKYpCYy 3yMOBMeHa HeobXia-
HICTIO TEOPETUYHOrO OCMMUCIIEHHSI HOBUX TroBanbHUX
MapkepiB, TakuMX K pacoBa Ta reHaepHa iAeHTUYHICTb,
MirpauiviHi npouecu Ta eKonoriyHMn imnepatue. Y
KOHTEKCTI 04YeBUOHOI Kpnau nibepanbHo-
OeMOKpaTU4HOro HapaTtuBy Ta Aderpagauii KOMuLLHiX
coljanbHUX iHCTUTYTIB, MOACTBO 3HOBY NOCTae nepen
deHoMeHOM HeobmexeHoro piweHHa CyBepeHy Ha
MiKHapoHin apeHi. Lle, CBO€E Yeprot, BUpaxaeTbes y
nosiBi AeueHTpanizoBaHMX rpOMagsaHCLKNX KOHQMIKTIB,
ribpnaHoro Tepopy, NnokanbHUX Ta rnobanbHUX BOEH,
WO pobWTb LIMITTIAHCBbKY aHaniTuKy Hag3BWYanHOro
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CTaHy KPUTUYHO BaKIIMBOK ANs PO3YMiHHSA apXiTeKTo-
HiK1 cyyacHol Brnagu.

Onsa rmubworo po3ymiHHA cydacHux TpaHcdopmalin
peniriiHo-NoMITUYHOrO AMCKYPCY OOUINbHO 3BEPHYTUCA
00 TeopeTnYHOro 4opobKy Cy4acHOro aMepuKaHCbKOro
dinocopa K. Pawke (Carl Raschke, Hap. 1944).
K. Pawke € npodecopom  dinocodii  penirii
YHiBepcutety [eHBepa Ta TrONOBHUM peaakTopoMm
HaykoBoro 4vaconucy The New Polis. BiH Bigomuin sk
DOCNIAHVK KOHTUHEHTanbHOI cpinocodii, enictemonorii
Ta Teopii peniri. [icna 3800yTTa  OOKTOPCLKOro
cTyneHs B ['apBapacbkii 60rocnoBcebkiv wkoni y 1972
poui Pawke posnoyaB TpuBany BWKIagaubKy W
JocnigHvubKy fisnbHiCTb B YHiBepcuteTi [leHBepa.
Moro  paHHiii  HaykoBWIA  MOWYK  MapKOBaHWIA
npeseHTauield KoHUenTyanbHoi AonoBigi «3HavyeHHs i
BMUCINOBMIOBAHHS B peniriiy Ha perioHanbHMx 36opax
AmMepukaHcbkoi akagemii  penirii  (1973), a Takox
nybnikauieto ancepTtauinHoro gocnigxeHHs «MopanbHi
nii, bor Ta icTopia y TBOpax ImMmaHyina KaHTa» B
Scholar's  Press, 1975 poky. Ekctpanontoioum
akageMmiyHi 3HaHHa y nybniyHun npocTip, Pawke
TpMBanuih Yac BWUCTYMaB $K MeAiaiHTenekTyan,
KOMEHTYIOUN  penirinHo-KynNbTYypHi npouecu Ha
TenebadeHHi Ta pagio. CnekTp WMOro HayKoBWMX
iHTepeciB oxonntoe heHOMEHOMOri0 MOCTMOAEPHI3MY,
KPUTUYHY TeOopito, COUIOKYNbTYPHI Hacnigkm umndposoil

pEeBONMIOLiT, €BOMIOLi0 Cy4yacHOro rHoCTUUM3MYy Ta
OEKOHCTPYKLiI0  aMepuKaHCbKOl  UMBINBbHOT  peniril
(Richard 2018, 323-341). Y KOHTEKCTi Cy4aCHWUX

AVCKYCil i3 MmoniTU4HOI Teororii ocobnmee 3HaYeHHSA
matoTb npaui K. Pawke «Cuna boxa: nonitvyHa
Teonoris Ta Kpu3a nibepanbHoi gemokpartii» (Force of
God: Political Theology and the Crisis of Liberal
Democracy) (Raschke 2015), «HeoniGepaniam i
nonituyHa Teonoria: Big KaHta [go  noniTuku
ineHTnyHocTi» (Neoliberalism and Political Theology:
From Kant to Identity Politics) (Raschke 2019) Ta
«CyBepeHHicTb y XXI cToniTTi: nonitTmyHa Teonoris B
enoxy Heonibepaniamy Ta nonyniamy» (Sovereignty in
the 21st Century: Political Theology in an Age of
Neoliberalism and Populism) (Raschke 2024). Y uux
npausax [OOCNiOHUK — aHanidye kpudy nibepanbHol
JemokparTii, reHe3dy HeonibepanbHOi Napagurmu,
noniTUKY iAeHTUYHOCTI Ta TpaHcdopmadliio cysepe-
HITETY B yMOBaxX Nnonyniamy.

Pednekcytoun Hag knacudHow igeeto LWmitta npo
TEonoriyHy reHesy Ta «DOXeCTBEHHi»  KoHoTauii
KOHUEeNTy cyBepeHiTeTy, Paluke npocnigkoBye iHTepguc-
UMNMiHApHWUIA 3B'A30K MiDK peniriiHoo Ta MOMiTUYHO
napagurmamm MucneHHs. Lli iHTenekTyaneHi nepenne-
TEHHS  eKCTPanomniolTbCs  Ha  akTyanbHi  AWUCKYCIT
HaBKOMO KNacoBOi CTPYKTYpW CycChinbCTBa, pPacoBoi
iAEHTUYHOCTI Ta MeXaHi3MiB JOMiHYBaHHS, LLO JO3BOMSE
aBTopy iHTepnpeTyBaTtu kateropito CyBepeHa He nuile y
BY3bKOMOMITUYHOMY, @ W Y LUMPLIOMY - coLuiarnbHo-
E€KOHOMIYHOMY KOHTekcTi. Kntoyosa Tesa Paluke nonsirae
B MEPEOCMUCIIEHHI NPUMPOAM CyYacHWUX rnobanbHUX
NpOTUPIY: OOCNIOHUK OOBOAUTL, WO MarictparnbHa niHig
TpaHCHauioHanbHMX KoHANIKkTIB XXI cToniTTa nponsrae
He 3a NiHiel0 ANXOTOMIi «aBTOpUTapM3M - JeMOKpaTisy,
a B TMMOWMHI  CUCTEMHOIO MPOTUCTOSHHA  MiX
HeonibepanbHum  rnobaniaMom Ta  MOMNYNICTCHKUMM
pyxamn (Raschke 2024, 86). Takvun nigxig possonse
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CYTTEBO AEKOHCTPYIOBaTU KNacu4He PO3yMiHHS Cy4acHoT
Jemokpartii, Habnmkatoum OOoCnigHWKIB OO NepeocMuc-
NEHHS1 CYTHOCTi (peHOMEHY «CYBEPEHHOro PilLEHHS» B

YyMOBax HOBMX MAaKpPOEKOHOMIYHUX Ta iaeonoriyHux
BUKIUKIB.
Mpotarom  pecaTuniTTs, Wwo Hacrtano nicns

rnobanbHoi hiHaHCOBO-ekOHOMIYHOI Kpnan 2007-2008
pokiB, Pallke 3ocepeavB CBii HaykoBWUW iHTepec Ha
npobrnemartuui MoniTUYHOI Teonoril. Moro
IHCTUTYLIMHUA BHECOK Y PO3BUTOK L€l AUCUUNSIIHN
noB’sisaHni i3 pepgaryBaHHsaMm nnatgopmm Political
Theology Today — Big MOMEHTY ii CTBOpPEHHs [0
noyatky 2018 poky, — a 3rogom i3 3aCHyBaHHSAM
€IeKTPOHHOro peLeH3oBaHoro 4aconucy The New
Polis, opieHTOBaHOro Ha KynbTypHWUIA aHani3, NoniTU4Hy
Teopito Ta noniTuko-TeonoriyHi cTygii. Y kHusi «Cuna
Boxa» (Force of God) K. Pawuke obrpyHTOBYE Teay, L0
cucteMHa gerpagauis  nibepanbHoOi  gemokparTii €
NpsIMAM  Hacnigkom «Kpuau penpeseHTtauii» (crisis of
representation) (Raschke 2015, 3-20). Ekctpano-
MoKYM CBOI MonepefHi HanpautoBaHHS Ha MOMITUYHY
nnowwmHy, K. Palwwke nokasye, sk LA Kpu3a noB’dA3aHa 3
penirieto. MeTtogonoriyHnii 6a3uc 1oro aprymeHTauji
OPMYETBCA  LWIMAAXOM  KPUTMYHOI  peuenuii  igen
dpaHUy3bKOro CTPyKTypaniamy, NocTCTpyKTypaniamy Ta
Cy4YacHOI  KOHTMHeHTanbHOi  cpinocoduii, 30Kkpema
KoHLenLiit YKaH-XKosecba Ty, Xuns [enbosa, XawHa
Bogpispa Ta AneHa bagbto. BogHouac dyHoameHT-
anbHVMKU TEOPETUYHMMM OMOPaMU AN KOHLeNTyarnbHMX
nobynos Pawke BucTynawTb @iflocodCbki cuctemm
®puagpux Hiywe Ta XKaka deppiga.

Y wmexax cyyacHoi nibepanbHO-geMOoKpaTUYHOT
napagurmm CYBEPEHHNM cyb’exTom nocrae
aBTOHOMHUWM  iHAMBIA, [OETEePMiHOBAHUA SK  HOCIN

pauioHanbHOro nisHaHHs, SIK TOW, XTO Ni3HaE, OLHIOE 1
Habyeae «Hentoacbkoro». OgHak 3asHayeHa Moaerb
aHTPOMOLEHTPUYHOIrO CyBepeHiTeTy Hapasi BTpaTuna
CBi MNOTeHUian Ta MeritTuMylouMn  aBTOpUTET.
Hacnigkom uiei gerpagauii € oopmyBaHHs Toro, wo K.
Pawke, pednekcytoun Hag cnagwmHow . Hiywe,
03Ha4yye sIK «EeKOHOMiKy peceHTUMeHTy» (economy of
resentment) (Raschke 2015, 82-86). ®dinocodcbka
cuTyauia «cmepTi Bora», npocTexxyBaHa B MOBOEHHOMY
€BPOMNENCbKOMY AUCKYPCi, iHTepnpeTyeTbCs Aocnia-
HUKOM He sik CyB’eKTMBHA Kpwu3a peniriiHoi Bipu, a siK
dyHOaMeHTanbHUN 36i Yy NPOAYKYBaHHI LiHHOCTEN Yy
3axigHMX  MakpOeKOHOMIYHMX  cuctemax. lgetbcs
pagwe npo BTpaTty Oyab-AKOro OPTOro-HarbHOrO,
TO6TO NMepneHanKynspHOro, BUMIPY Y (PYHKLiOHYBaHHI
3aranbHOro eKkBiBaneHTa, HixX Npo HeBipy B GOXecTBO
(Raschke 2015, 36).

CyyacHi @iHaHCOBi puWHKM TpaHcopmyBanuca y
cumyngakpuTuBHI  npoctopu 3a K. bopgpispom, ae
OOMiHHI 3HakM 0e3nepepBHO TFEHEpYTLCS anropuT-
MaMM aBTOMaTM30BaHOI KoMMN'toTepHoi Toprieni. Lla
BipTyanisoBaHa cuctema 36epirae nue HoMiHanbHUM
3B'A30K i3 peanbHNM CEKTOPOM BUPOBHULITBA, OCKiNbKM
il BiAHOCHa aBTOHOMISl HiBeroBara opToroHanbHy cuny
CYBEpPEHHOro KOHTponto. 3axia noTpanue y «EKOHOMIKY
6e3 cnaBu», gka € eKOHOMIKOK HenpusasHi (economy of
resentment). Cy4acHe npunucyBaHHA «Heobuucro-
BanbHOI wWedpocTi» (noncalculative generosity), ske
I'PYHTYBanocss Ha ni3HbONPOCBITHULL-KOMY MOCTynari
NpO  CyBEPEeHHy  iMAMIUMTHY  pauioHanbHICTL Y,
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3gaBanocs 6, ippauioHanbHOMY, 3aHenano e nig yac
Mepwoi ceiToBoi BiiHN (Raschke 2015, 98). 3 ornagy
Ha ue, npauto «Cuna Bboxa» (Force of God) moxHa
iHTeprnpeTyBaTM SK CBOEPIAHMA MNOMITUKO-TEONOrYHUN
TEeKCT, Wo HabyB ocobnuBoi akTyanbHOCTI nicns
obpaHHa [oHanbaa Tpamna npe3ngeHtom CLIA.
Hanncaha we [o noyaTky  Woro  nepLioro
NPe3naeHTCbKOro TepMiHy, KHWra yHKUIOHYe y OBOX
BUMipax: K  [HCTPYMEHT  OCMWUCINEHHS  KPWU3M
nibepanbHOi gemokpartii Ta sk MadipecT noniTuyHOT
Teororii onopy, ocobnmMBo B 0CTaHHLOMY po3aini «bor,
HepxaBa i Pesontouisa» (God, State, and Revolution)
(Raschke 2015, 153-170).

Y kHu3i «Cuna Boxa» Pawke anenioe go Tteope-
TMYHOI cnagwuHu . ApeHar, 3okpema po i
He3aBeplleHoro pykonucy «lo Take noniTnka?»
(«Was ist Politik?»), pe pocnigHuua nopywye
dyHAaMeHTanbHe nNUTaHHS NPoO 3MICTOBHY BanifHiCTb
Ta ICTOpMYHY MepcrnekTMBy  CamMoOro  KOHUenTy
«MOMNITUYHOrO» B YMOBax 3arpo3n  TOTaslbHOro
SLEePHOro 3HuLWeHHs. 3rigHo 3 . ApeHaT, maclTabHe
Ta iHCTWUTYyLiOHani3oBaHe HacWNbCTBO, WO MapKyBaro
CBITOBI BifiHW Ta PEBOMNOLINHI NOTPACIHHA XX CTOMITTS,
YHEMOXIVBNIOE MNoAanblue BUKOPUCTAHHSA KIaCUYHUX
MoOenen noniTUKW, 3aknageHuMx LWe B aHTUYHIN
rpeubkin Tpaguuii. HoBiTHS icTopia nmoctae He nuwe
XPOHiKO Oe3npeLeaeHTHOT AeCTPyKLii, a 11 nicns 1945
POKy — BHacCnigok po3pobku Ta nowwupeHHs 36poi
MacoBOro YypaXeHH — IKCye OHTOMOrMYHY Kpu3y
nACcTBa, WO OMMHUIIOCA Mg MNOCTIMHOK 3arpo3oro
rno6anbHoi aHirinauii (Raschke 2015, 139).

e ogHa npaus K. Pawke «Heonibepaniam i
nonitudHa  Teonoria: Big KaHta 0o nonitukm
ineHTu4HocTi»  (2019) penpe3eHTYe KOMMMEKCHUN
KPUTUYHWIA aHani3 apXiTeKTypu cy4acHOro rnobansHoro
HeonibepanesHoro nopsagky. Ocobnmey yBary 4OCRigHMK
npuainse KOHUENTY «NpPOrpecuBHOro Heonibepaniamy»,
ChopMyrbOBaHOMY NoniTUYHOI TEOpeTUKNHED
H. ®penizep. Pawke o6rpyHTOBye Te3dy npo Te, Lo
Heonibepaniam, OYOMKBaHWA  HOBOK  MaHiBHOMW
CTPaTo - «KMNACcoM iHTeneKkTyanbHuUX npodecioHaniBy»
(knowledge class), skuii 3amiHUB «KaniTaHiB iHOQYCTPIii»
XIX cToniTTaA, NOCTae He NpPOCTO EKOHOMIYHOK 4K
noniTu4yHol cpopmauieto, a cneumdiyHo LiHHICHO
KOHQirypauieto, WO Hapasi BUKIWKAE CUCTEMHUNIA
cnpoTmB y rmobanbHoMy macLuTabi.

OpuriHanbHicTe MeTogonoriyHoro nigxogy K. Paluke
BUSIBMSIETECA Y PEKOHCTPYIOBAHHI FEHETUYHOrO 3B'A3KY
MK  HeomnibepanbHOK  OOKTPUHOK Ta  Cy4acCHUM
NporpecuMBHUM OUCKYpcOM. ABTOp [OBOAUTb, LWO
aHaniTMyHi BucHoBkn H. dperisep 6ynun nepeanbadyei
KoHuenuieto M. ®yko wopo BuUTOKIB Nibepaniamy B
JetepuTopianiaoBaHin  nacTopcbkii  (nacToparibHin)
Bnapi  (pastoral power), neriTMMoBaHin  Yepe3
iMnepatne TypboTM npo 6Gnarononyyys «nacTeu»
(Raschke 2019, 119). Okpim Toro, K. Pawke iHTerpye y
CBOE [JOCnifpKeHHA Teopito B. bpayH («ogHiei 3
HaMBUOATHILWMX  NONITUYHMX TEOPETUKUHb  Ccyyac-
HOCTi»), Npo Te, WO HeonibepanbHa KoHUeMNLis
BINIbHOrO PWHKY MOB’si3aHa 3 BUKPUBIIEHUM MOYYTTAM
rpoMagsaHcbkoro o6OB’A3Ky, $ke BOHa HasuBae
«OKEPTOBHUM rpoMagsiHCTBOM» («sacrificial
citizenship»), ge iHOuBIQ 3MyLIeHU NigNOpPsAKOBYBATU

BMacHi iHTepecu Ta ©Ge3neky iMnepaTMBam PUHKOBOI
pauioHanbHocTi (Raschke 2019, 41-43).

HaykoBuii iHTepec Pawke cxoguTb OO0 CychinbHO-
NOMNITUYHUX Ta KyNbTYpHMX 3pylleHb KiHua 1960-x
poKiB, SIKi BiH MpPOXMBaB Yy CTaTyCi XypHanicta Ta
CTyQeHTa ceMiHapii i MipkyBaB Hag HWUMUW, SK Hag
YUMOCb Ha 3pasoK penirinHoro oaKpoBeHHs. Llen
iHTEHCUBHWIA iHTeneKkTyanbHUn goceig 36irca B vaci 3
peuenuielo  pagukanbHOI  TEONorivyHOi  napagurmm
«cmepTi bora» (Tak 3BaHOI pagukanbHoi Teonorii), Wwo
Habyna 3Ha4yHOro MOLUMPEHHST Y HayKOBOMY OMCKYPCi.
PesynbTaTtomM LbOro CMHTE3Y cTana iHHoBaLiiHa Teopis
penirii, AKa iHTepnpeTye 1i AK K4oBy MOOinisauinHy
Ta CTPYKTYpyludy cCuny B JIHOACBKMX  CEMIOTUYHMX
cuctemax. [poTarom MOHag CcOpoKa POKIB aKTUBHOI
akageMidHol fisneHocTi Palke nocnigoBHO po3BMBaB
Ta peTanidyBaB Ui dyHOAMEHTanbHi  NOMOXEHHS
3HayHa vacTuHa uiei poboTu nonsrana y BUSIBNEHHI
Hacnigkis po3puBiB abo pynHyBaHb Yy MOBEPXHEBIN
rpamaTuui KynbTypu, ocobnuBocTen, ki BiabneaoTbes
Ha BCil couianbHin cucTeMi W 3MiHIOOTb i OCHOBHI
npasuna.

OGroBopeHHs

Y 3akntoyHin YacTuHi pobOTWN MOPIBHAMBLHMIA aHani3
noniTuko-teonoriyHMx  koHuenuin K. LWmitta Ta
K. Pawwke gae 3mMory npocTexxuTi eBOosIoLit0 NOMITUYHOT
TEOonorii Bif KIAacWMYHOI AepXXaBHO-LEeHTPUYHOI mMogeni
XX~ cromiTtTda A0 MOCTCTPyKTypanicTcbkol  Ta
ceMioTuyHoi aHanitnkn XXI ctonitta. Hessaxawun Ha
Te, WO aBTOPM MalTb ChiNbHY iHTENeKTyanbHy
nnatcopmMy, a came, UiKaBnATbCSA  MNOMITUYHO
TEOrOorielo, BOHW, BCE X Taku, NPaUlolTb Y Pi3HUX
iCTOPUYHMX Ta METOLOSOrYHNX KOOPANHATAX.

Ak 6yno nokasaHo, K. LWUMITT po3srnagae nonitmyHy
TEONorito  4Yepe3 npuamy iCTOPUYHOI CeKynsapuaauii.
Moro dyHOaMeHTanbHa Tesa nonsrae B TOMY, WO BCi
KMOYoBi MOHATTA MOAEPHOro AepXaBO3HaBCTBa €
CEKynaAp13oBaHMMM TEONOrYHNMHU KoHuenTamu
(Hanpuknag, ycemoryTHin bBor TpaHcgopmyBaBcs B
YCEMOryTHBOro 3akoHogasus) (Schmitt 2015, 43).
Teonoria gna K. Wwmitta — ue Ttaka cobi matpuusa ans
po30yqoBM  HOPUAMYHOT  Hayku Ta  [AepXKaBHULILKOT
nonitukn. 3 iHWoi cTtopoHun, K. Pawke nepeBoauTb
NOMITUYHY TEOomnorilo Yy NMOWMHY NiHrBICTUYHOIO Ta
CEeMIOTUYHOro aHanidy. [ns HbOoro penirinHe — LUe He
npocto Habip JdormaTiB, $Ki cekynsipudyBanucs, a
nepBuHHa MobinisauiiHa cvuna B MIOACBKNX cMcTeMax
nisHaHHA Ta o03HavyBanbHUX nadutorax. K. Paike
aHanisye He CTiflbKM iHCTUTYTKU, CKINbKN «NOBEPXHEBY
rpaMaTuKy KynbTypu», po3pvBU B SKi NPU3BOAATbL A0
nonitTniyHux kpn3 (Raschke 2015, 135).

K. LUMITT, nepLu 3a Bce, POKYCYETLCSA Ha AepXXaBHOMY
CyBEpEHITETi Ta iIHCTUTYUIHIN cTabinbHocTi. CyBepeH y
K. LUmiTTa ue KOHKpPEeTHUM MNONITUYHMI CYB'eKT, SKUN
BOMOAIiE MOHOMOMIED Ha YXBaneHHS pIlWEeHHA npo
Haas3BM4YarHuM cTaH. Kpusa ansa Heoro — ue cnabkicTb
nibepanbHoro napnameHTy nepeq, 06nMYYsaMm
BHYTPILUHBOrO Xaocy 4u napTinHoi 6opoTbbn (Schmitt
2015, 11-21). K. Pawke @OKyCyeTbCA Ha Kpusi
penpeseHTadii (crisis of representation).

Y XXI croniTTi cyBepeHHun cyO'ekT nibepaniamy
(aBTOHOMHMI iHOUBIO) BTpadae cBi aBTopuTeT. Paluke
nepeHocuTb BuM3HayveHHs CysepeHa (3a K. LUmiTTOM,
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TOro, XTO MNPUAMAE OCTaTOYHE PpilUEHHA) 3 4UCTO
NpaBoOBOro nons B coulianbHO-ekoHoMibHe. Cy4yacHa
KpMsa — ue cutyauia «cmepTi bora» gk nposan
NPOAyKYBaHHA UIHHOCTEW, KOnu iHaHCOBI PUHKK
nepeTBOpMnUCA Ha aBTOHOMHI CUMYMSIKPU  3HaKiB,
BidipBaHi Big peanbHOCTIi W CYBEPEHHOro KOHTPOro
(Raschke 2015, 3-21). | came ronosHe, WO Bigpi3HSE
asox mucnutenen. K. WmiTT Gyaye cBoto Teopito Ha
KNacu4Hi ek3ncTeHUinHin amxotomii «dpyr — Bopor»
Ta NPOTUCTaBMEHHi CTabinbHOI AepXaBu MpPaBOBOMY
xaocy. [lonitTuyHe icHye Tam, Oe € TOTOBHICTb
3axuwiaT CBi cnocib KUTTA NPOTU  KOHKPETHOrO
Bopora (Schmitt 2015, 65). K. Pawke ctBepaxye, LWo B
CydacHy ernoxy rorfioBHiI TpaHCHaUuioHanbHi KOHMMIKTH
BigOyBalOTbCA HE MK aBTOPUTAPM3MOM i AeMOKpaTiEto
(4n gpyrom i BOPOroM Yy KMaCU4HOMY CEHCi), a Mix
HeonibepaniaMoM (SKMA OYOMIE «KMac BCE3HANOK»
abo iHTenekTyanbHUX npodpecioHanis) Ta nonyniamMom
(Raschke 2019, 109). | Ha cam kiHeub, K. LUmiTT
BUCTYMNaE 5K KOHCEpBATOp Ta KOHTppeBonouioHep. BiH
KpuTukye nibepanbHy gemokpaTtito  Bammapcbkoi
pecnybnikn 3a i HepiwyyicTb, ©e3kiHeYHi guckycii Ta
He3daTHICTb  OiAaTm B yMOBax KpusW, LUyKawun
MOPATYHOK Yy CunbHin aepxasBHin Bnagi. K. Pawke
BUCTYNae K NpeAcTaBHUK KOHTUHEHTanbHoI dinocodii
noctmogepHy (cnupatouncb Ha ®. Hiywe, XK. Odeppiga,
XK. Boppigpa). BiH aHanizye «eKkoHOMiKy peceHTu-
MeHTy» 3axody, WO BUHMKNA 4epe3 HeonibepanbHy
mMogenb ynpasniHHA. Ha sigminy Big K. WwmitTta, K.
Pawke 3aBepllye CBOi nMpaui BUXOOOM Ha «MOMiTUYHY
Teororito  onopy»  (koHuent «bor, [epxasa i
PeBontouig»), Hamaraioumcb NepeocMUCIIUTA, YUM €
AeMOoKpaTis B enoxy nomnymniamy.

BucHoBku
B pesynbTati npoBedeHoOro AOCAISKEHHS 34iNCHEHO
KOMNapaTMBHUA aHania KoHuenTyanbHUX Moaernen

K. Wwmitta Ta K. Pawke, Wo [03BONWUAO MPOCTEXUTU
TPAEKTOPIO €BONIOLii MOMITUYHOT TEOosorii Big €noxu
MogepHy o pobu [lloctmogepHy. OTpumaHi B xogi
poboTn pe3ynbTaTh A03BONSATL CHOPMYMIOBATM TaKki
TEOPETUYHi BMCHOBKKM, a came: Byrno OrnsHYTO K4oBi
npuHUMNU «ctapoi» nonitnyHoi Teonorii K. Wwmitta. Ha
OCHOBi 1Moro cpyHgameHTanbHOI npaui  «[loniTndHa
Teororis» [OBeAEeHO, WO KracuyHa dopMmyna «yci
KMOYOBI  MOHATTS  Cy4acHOi MOMITUYHOI  Hayku €
CEKYNAPU30BaHNMM TEOSOMYHUMM MOHATTAMUY» CMPSIMO-
BaHa Ha OOrpyHTYBaHHS OepXXaBHOI CyBEpeHHOCTI Ta
neritumizauii  npasonopsaky. K. WmiTT BMBOAUTL
nonituyHe 4epes pguxotomito «Opyr — Bopor», ge
CyBepeH BONodie MOHOMOMIE Ha MPUNHATTS pilleHb Y
CTaHi, SIKMN B OPUCNPUAEHLIT Mae Ha3BY «BUHSATKOBUNY.
Woro mMomens € AepXaBHO-LEHTPUYHOI, KOHCepBaTyB-
HOIO Ta CMPSIMOBAHOK Ha YTPMMaHHS MOSITUYHOrO
NopsiAKY Big xaocy 4vepes dirypy 3eMHOro cyBepeHa (B
TEKCTi  MOr0  KHUMM,  BUKOPUCTOBYETLCH  TEPMiH
«KaTexoHH» — TOR, XTO yTPUMYE).

OkpecrneHo cneumdiky «HOBOI» MONITUYHOIT Teonorii
K. Pawke. 3'scoBaHo, wo K. Pawke [eKOHCTpyroe
KIacuyHum LWMITTiaHCbKUIA nigxia, agjanTyo4m
noniTM4Hy Teonorito Ao peanii rnobanisoBaHoro,
MepexeBoro Ta MOCTMOAEPHOro CBiTy. Moro «Hosa»
abo KpuTMYHa noniTM4Ha Teornorid OKYCyeTbCA He Ha
3axuCTi IHCTUTYTY AepXaBW, a Ha aHanisi pagukanbHUX
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penirinHnx Ta NoniTUYHUX TpaHcdopMaLill, penirinHoro
dyHOamMeHTanisMy Ta  AdeueHTpanisoBaHuX  Kpus.
K. Pawke pgemoHCTpye, $§K y Cy4acHOMYy CBiTi
cakpanbHe MnoBepTaeTbCs B CYCNiNbHUA AUCKYPC He
yepes AepXKaBHi iIHCTUTYTU, a Yepe3 TpaHCHaLioHarnbHi
iAeonoriyHi Ta MeTadi3nyHi pyxu.

MopiBHANBHMIA aHani3 nokasas, WO SKWO Ans
K. Wmitta CyBEPEHOM € KOHKPETHUM IHCTUTYLINHWN
aKkTop (mepxaBa, NnpaBuTENb), SKUN BCTAHOBMOE MEXi
npaea, 1o ana K. Pawke B p[g0by nocTtmoaepHy
CyBEpeHiTeT CTae  pPO3MOPOLUEHUM,  TeKyuum i
KpunsoBuM. «BuHaTkoBuIi ctany K. LLUmiTTa, SkmiA konnch
OyB aHomanieto (NOHATTAM 4Yyda B NONITULi, TUM, LIO
BMXOOUTb 3a cTani mexi), y noni 3opy K. Pawke
NepeTBOPIETLCH Ha NepMaHEeHTHY HopMY rnobansHoro
cBiTy. Cyb'ekT noniTukM  TpaHCcOPMYyeETbCA  Bif
KITaCWMYHOI Haujii-gepXxaByM OO0 MepexeBux CMiNbHOT Ta
iAeonorisoBaHnx rpyn, KepoBaHux HOBUMM
MeTadi3nyHNMKN HapaTuBaMm.

OuiHeHO noTeHujan obox mopenew Ana adanisy
cyyacHocTi. KoHcTaToBaHoO, WO nepexig Big «CTapoi»
00 «HOBOi» MOniTUYHOI Teonorii Bigobpaxae 3MmiHy
camoi npupoaun rnobanbHMX KOHQMIKTIB. IHCTPYMEH-
Tapin K. WwmitTa 3anuwaetbcs edekTmBHUM Ons
aHanisy peHauioHanisaujii NoniTMKM Ta aBTOPUTAPHUX
TeHOeHuin, Toai sk onTudHmh dokyc K. Pawke €
He3aMiHHUM A8 PO3YMIHHS «HEBUOANUMUX» PenirinHuX
BillH, KPM30BOI iJEHTUYHOCTI Ta MeTadi3nyHUX BUMIpIB
cyyacHoro rnobanbHoro Tepopuamy 1 iHpopmauinHmx
nNpoTMCcTOsAHb. 3aranom, aktyanisauis Teopin K. lmitTta
Ta K. Pawke geMoHCTpye, WO MOMiTUYHA Teonoria He
3HMKNA i3 3aBEepLUEHHSIM CeKynapuaauii i nepexogom
00 MOCTCEKYNSPHOrO CycninbCcTBa, a TpaHcdopMmy-
Banacd. Big penirii npaBoBoi dopmn Ta aAepxaBHOI
CTabinbHOCTI BOHa €BOMWOLiOHyBana [0 Teonorii
rnobanbHOI Kpu3u, AeueHTpanisauii Ta pagukanbHoi
KPUTWKN Cy4acHOCTi.
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FROM OLD TO NEW POLITICAL THEOLOGY: A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE IDEAS OF CARL SCHMITT AND CARL
RASCHKE

Introduction. Contemporary political philosophy increasingly demonstrates that secular political institutions continue to reproduce
theological structures in transformed forms. In the context of the crisis of liberal democracy, the erosion of traditional institutions, and the
return of religious narratives into the public sphere, political theology once again becomes an important analytical framework for
understanding sovereignty, power, and global conflict. The aim and tasks. The purpose of the article is to investigate the transformation
of political theology from Carl Schmitt’s classical state-centered model to Karl Raschke’s postmodern and critical reinterpretation. The
objectives of the study are to analyze Schmitt’s concept of the secularization of theological categories, to examine Raschke’s “new
political theology” in the context of neoliberalism and postmodernity, and to compare their interpretations of sovereignty, political conflict,
and the crisis of liberal order. Research methods. The methodological basis of the research combines comparative, hermeneutic, and
structural approaches. The comparative method is used to identify conceptual similarities and differences between Schmitt's and
Raschke’s models of political theology. Hermeneutic analysis is applied to the interpretation of primary philosophical and theological
texts, while the structural approach allows the reconstruction of the transformation of political-theological concepts in different historical
contexts. Research results. The article demonstrates that Carl Schmitt interprets political theology as a system of secularized
theological concepts legitimizing state sovereignty and legal order. His theory is grounded in the concepts of the sovereign decision, the
state of exception, and the “friend-enemy” distinction. Carl Raschke, by contrast, reformulates political theology within the framework of
postmodern critical theory and cultural semiotics. He shifts attention from institutional sovereignty toward dispersed forms of power,
crisis of representation, identity conflicts, neoliberal governance, and the return of the sacred through transnational ideological
movements. The study establishes that Schmitt's model remains closely connected with the logic of the nation-state and conservative
legal order, whereas Raschke’s approach reflects the fragmented and networked realities of the contemporary global world.
Discussion. The comparative analysis reveals both continuity and rupture between “old” and “new” political theology. While Schmitt
conceptualizes political order through centralized sovereignty and exceptional decision-making, Raschke emphasizes the instability of
contemporary political identities and the transformation of political conflict under neoliberalism and postmodernity. Conclusions. It is
concluded that political theology has not disappeared under conditions of secularization but has undergone substantial transformation.
The transition from Schmitt to Raschke reflects the broader shift from state-centered political modernity to decentralized and crisis-
oriented forms of political and ideological organization characteristic of the contemporary global order.

Keywords: political theology, Carl Schmitt, Carl Raschke, sovereignty, state of exception, secularization, postmodernity, neoliberalism,
global crisis.
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AHomayis. Y cmammi 30ilicCHeHO cucmemamuyHy PEeKOHCMPYKUit0 CMaHOoBIIeHHS nofimuyHoi enicmemornoaii sk ¢hinocoghchKoi
cyb0ucuyunniHu Ha mexi XX—XXI cmornimb. MemodornoaiyHy ocHogy 00C/iOKeHHS cmaHo8UMb MOEOHAHHST HOPMamUueBHOI, KPUMUKO-
aHanimu4Hoi ma nocmHopMamueHoi cmpameaiti ¢hiriocoghCbKoi peuenuii KOMyHikamueHUX rpouecie. BuokpemneHo mpu 2eHepauil
docnidxeHb: nepwa (2000-2010) ueHmposaHa HasKosIo KoHuenmy enicmemidHoi Hecripagednusocmi (M. ®pikep); dpyea (2010-
2020) — Ha iHcmumyuiliHuUx ymosax OeMOoKpamu4Ho20 ni3HaHHs;, mpems (2020—00HuUHi) rnocmae sik «0bOPOHHa MosimuYHa
enicmemorioeisi», cgpopmosaHa nid 8nnueom iHghopmauiliHux 8iliH, Kpu3du Aosipu ma aneopummidHO ornocepedKo8aHol KOMyHiKauji.
O6rpyHmosaHo OoyinbHicmb iHMezpauii nonimu4Hoi KoMmyHikauii 8 enicmemornoeidHull aHaniz. Ha mamepiani ykpaiHcbKoi
inocogpcbkoi  OymKku  (KOHUenmu  «ericmemiyHoi  apximekmypu  6e3neKku»,  «KOMYHIKamueHO20  cysepeHimemy»)
poO0eMoHCMpPO8aHO MomeHyjan mak 38aHux nepugepitiHux meopemuyHux Mioxodie 0o 36azadyeHHsi 2r06anbHUX OucKycil.



