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KEHOCHUC U CO®UOJIOTI'UsI CMEPTH B ®PNJTOCOPCKOM TBOPYECTBE
ITPOT. C. BYJIT'AKOBA

B.b. Posckoeckuit

OO0un u3 Kno4esvix 860NPocos pycckoll Qurocouu Kacaemes dK3UCMEHYUATbHOU CUMyayult KeHOMu4ecKo2o
ocmasnenus wenosexa. B unocogpckom meopuecmee npom. C. Byneaxosa amom 8onpoc cmasuics 8 yHu8epcaibHo-
Qunocodpckom OHMONOSUUECKOM CMbICIE U pewancs 8 Koumekcme coguonozuu cmepmu. [lannoe pewienue,
HOCAwjee NAHEeHMeUCMUYeCcKUll Xapakmep, e MO210 6 NOJHOU Mepe pazpeuiums npodaemvl KeHOMU4eckou c600600bl
yenogexa.

Kniouegvie cnosa: cogpuonocus cmepmu, co-ymupanue, KeHOMUIECKOe 0CMAGIEHUE Ye08eKd, OHMON0UYECKUTL
CMbICT, NAHEHMEU3M.

V.B. Rozhkovskiy
Kenosis and death sophiology in S. Bulgakov's philosophic creative work
One of the key issues of Russian philosophy is existential situation of kenotic man leaving. In S. Bulgakov's
philosophic creative work this issue was discussed through universal-and-philosophic ontological viewpoint and
was considered within the context of death sophiology. This decision, obtaining panentheism character, could not
solve all the problems of kenotic human freedom.
Key words: death sophiology, co-dieing, kenotic man leaving, ontological sense, panentheism.
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