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Hlebosolov Igor, PhD-candidate of National Academy of Managerial Staff of Culture and Arts 
Historiographical review of theoretical and methodological principles of state regulation 

of national cultural space 
Purpose of Article. The purpose of the research is to implement cultural analysis of 

theoretical and methodological foundations of the modern state cultural policy of Ukraine, which is 
aimed at building a national cultural space. On the one hand, it is determined by the recent domination 
of the traditions of the Soviet unitary policy on the other – by the introduction of innovations in the 
field of state regulation in the field of culture. Methodology. The author used comparative, 
sociocultural, integrative methods. In the study of the problem, it was also taken into account 
postmodern paradigm and synergistic research in the field of culture, general philosophical 
methodology, based on the principles of determinism and dialectics. Using these research methods 
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helped the author to systematize empirical and theoretical results. Scientific Novelty. The scientific 
novelty of the results is the conceptualization the term «national cultural space». The cultural space is 
a certain concentration of meaning (value-content, temporal, spatial and geographical) and contains in 
itself the type of culture that is the mentality of the space, its spiritual content. The cultural space is 
not only an area where cultural activities implement and meet the cultural needs of citizens. 
Conclusions. Analysed theoretical basis of the research topic, we have concluded that in the context 
of world culture, national cultural space acts as a holistic phenomenon in an indivisible unite, despite 
the complex and contradictory nature of historical development. 

Keywords: culture, government regulation, cultural space, Ukraine. 
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