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Abstract: The paper presents the review of previously made schemes of sacral (religious, confessional)
regionalization of the territory of Ukraine, presented in the works of human geographers. Taking into account
these elaborations, their advantages and deficiencies, the author proposes own methodology of confessional
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proposed to be the units of confessional regionalization of the territory of Ukraine. The developed methodology
allowed identifying 6 confessional regions in Ukraine, with 2 of them further divided into sub-regions. This approach
to regionalization allowed better trace regional patterns of confessional structure, including dominant confessions
and their relationships. The necessity of this study is dictated by the need to develop a state strategy for the
development of inter-confessional and state relationships, as well as the implementation of the state regional policy
in the field of religion in certain regions of Ukraine. The proposed methodology of confessional regionalization
can be adopted for other countries or their parts.
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METOAUYHI MiAXoau Ao NPOBEAEHHA KOHOECIMHOIO PAMOHYBAHHA
TEPUTOPII YKPATHU

IsaH KOCTALLYK
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ivan_kostaschuk@ukr.net

AHoTauia: PeniriiHe pailoHyBaHHA TepuTOpii 6yAb-AKOT fep>KaBu UM i1 YaCTUHW € [OCUTb Ba)KJIMBUM 3aBAAHHAM
cyuyacHoi cycninbHoi reorpadii, Tak AK A03BONAE Kpalle NPOCTEXWUTW CMNiNbHi KOHeCiHi pucu Ha oKpemux
TepuUTopiAX Ta Po3pobNATY Aep)KaBHY CTpaTerilo PO3BUTKY MiXKKOHbeCiNHNX Ta Aep’KaBHO-KOHpeCinHUX BiAHOCUH
Ta B3AaEMMWH, @ TaKOX 3anobiraHHA BUHUKHEHHIO PeNnirinHMX KOHONIKTIB pPi3HMX BUAiB, NigTPMMLUI couianbHOro
CNYXiHHA LepKOB Pi3HUX KOHPeCin, HaNnpPAMIB Ta Teuin.

MeToto HanucaHHA faHoT cTaTTi 6yno nepeabayeHo aHani3 iCHYOUNX CXEM PenirilHOro paoHyBaHHA TepuTopii
YKpaiHu, a TakoX YyJOCKOHaleHHA MeTOAUKW MNOro npoBefeHHA Ta 3aCTOCyBaHHA Ha npaktuui. Y gaHin ctaTtTi
npoaHani3oBaHO MonepeAHbO NPOBEAEHI CXeMU cakpanbHOro (penirinHoro) panoHyBaHHA TepuTopii YKpaiHu, Wwo
npencTaBieHi B npayax cycninbHUX reorpadis; o6rpyHTOBaHO MeTOANKY NpoBefeHHA KOHECINHOTO palioHyBaHHA
TepuTtopii YKpaiHn, BUAINEHO OCHOBHI NOTro MPUHLUNK Ta KpUTepii.

MeToavKa npoBefeHHA penirinHoro paioHyBaHHA 6a3yBanacsA Ha CMiBCTaBNEHHI KOHbeCINHOT CTPYKTYypu Ta
NMOKa3HWKIB PenirinHoi akTUBHOCTI HaceNeHHsA, a Came iHAeKCYy penirinHoi Mo3aiyHOCTi, NOKa3HUKIB 3abe3neyeHoCTi
HaceneHHA i moceneHb rpomMagamMn pisHUX KOHPeCin, HaNPAMIB Ta Teuil.

Hamu ob6rpyHTOBaHO nopin Teputopii YKpaiHn Ha KOHbecinHi paioHn Ta nigpaoHn. BHacnifok npoBefeHHA
HayKOBUX [OCNiAKeHb 3rifHO po3pob6neHOi MeToAWKM, HaM BAanocs BuAINUTM B YKpaiHi 6 KOHpeciHux
paioHiB, a came: 3axiiHOYKpaiHCbKU (BonuHcbknuin, Fanunubkuin, Mopinbcbko-byKOBUHCbKUI Ta 3akapnaTCbKui
nigpaoHun), BonuHo-Mopinbcbkuin, MpupaHinposcbko-CtonnuHuin, LlenTpanbHo-MpuyopHOoMopcbKo-KpumcbKkuia
(Kpumcbkuin nigpanoH), CxigHuit Ta MiBHiYHO-CxigHui. Came Take paliloOHyBaHHA [O3BOJIAE Kpalle MPOCTEXUTU
nepesaxatoui KoHdecii Ta iX CNiBBiAHOWEHHA 3 MeTOl BpaxyBaHHA 0COGMMBOCTElN ynpaB/iHHA Ha MicLeBOMY Ta
[epXaBHOMY PiBHi.

KniouoBi cnoBa: peniritHe paioHyBaHHA, KOHpecCiliHe paioHyBaHHA, KOHdeciA, palloHyBaHHA, MPUHUUMKX Ta
KpuTtepii paioHyBaHHA, penirinHa akTUBHICTb HaceneHHA.
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Introduction

Modern society, being at the informational stage
of development, has faced many inter-ethnic and inter-
confessional conflicts that have exacerbated the problem
of confessional peace, both in the world as a whole and
in Ukraine in particular. Scientific research of religious
and, eminently, confessional space today is inevitable and
much in demand by the society. Geographical researches,
studying the confessional space and its regionalization,
are of particular relevance, as only they allow clear
identification and tracing the spatial divisions in the
confessional space, understanding the causes of the origin
of religious conflicts and making appropriate forecasts,
as well as developing ways of their alleviation.

Such studies are especially important for modern
Ukraine, where the relationships between two Orthodox
confessions, namely the Ukrainian Orthodox Church and
the Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Kyiv Patriarchate,
as well as between the Ukrainian Orthodox Church and
the Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church, have worsened.
In our opinion, confessional regionalization should be
carried out in compliance with numerous principles and
criteria meeting the methodological requirements of
human geography.

Therefore, the research represented in this paper
seems to be relevant and promising, as it contributes to
the development of the theoretical and methodological
base of human geography in general and the geography
of religion in particular, which in turn provides a
better understanding and generates new approaches
to geographical research of confessional and religious
spaces.

Theoretical and methodological background

The following scholars have focused on confessional
space and spatial patterns of the religious sphere in Ukraine
and its separate oblasts: F. Zastavnyi, O. Liubitseva,
K. Mezentsev, I. Rovenchak, M. Dnistryansky, S. Pavlov,
L. Shevchuk, A. Kovalchuk (the whole territory of
Ukraine), L. Nemets, K. Nemets, L. Kluchko (Kharkiv
oblast), O. Kuchabsky (Lviv oblast), V. Patiychuk (Volhyn
oblast), Yu. Kogatko (Chernihiv oblast), I. Kostaschuk
(Chernivtsi oblast), L. Ataman (Podolian region,
including Vinnytsia, Khmelnytsky and Ternopil oblasts),
and others. Such scholars as O. Topchiev, O. Shabliy,
A. Golikov, Ya. Oliynyk, M. Pistun and others (Ukraine),
H. Park, L. Kong and others (Great Britain), P. Zukerman,
V. Lowell, R. Horace, J. Esposito, S. Hitchcock and many
others (USA), K. Matsui (Japan), S. Gorokhov, T. Khristov
and others (Russia) and many other scholars from around
the world devoted their scientific works to the theoretical
and methodological substantiation of the geography of
religion as an important human geography branch.

Almost every of these scholars studied the issue of
religious-geographical regionalization from the standpoint
of human geography. Their works substantiate the criteria,
principles and grounds of making regionalization based
on religion patterns. However, the existing methods of
religious confessional regionalization practically do not
take into account the religious activity of the population
as a factor in the development and formation of the
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confessional space, being an integral part of the religious
and sacred spaces.

Study goals and objectives

The purpose of this paperistoanalyze and generalize
the existing criteria, principles, approaches and methods
of confessional regionalization with the subsequent the
elaboration of the own regionalization methodology
and its approbation carrying out the confessional
regionalization of Ukraine. In accordance with the
goal we set the following tasks: to analyze the previous
methods and schemes of religious regionalization of
Ukraine; to offer one’s own methodology of confessional
regionalization generalizing the previous experience,
including various criteria, principles, approaches and
methods; to perform confessional regionalization of
Ukraine; to determine the further significance and
prospects of geographical research of religious and
confessional spaces.

Review of existing
regionalization of Ukraine

It should be noted that all existing schemes of
religious regionalization were developed by the authors
using various approaches and methods, as well as
using different criteria for the identification of religious
or confessional regions. Therefore, to improve the
methodology of confessional regionalization, we have
analyzed already existing schemes.

The first religious regionalization of the territory
of Ukraine was conducted in 1994 by O. Shabliy, who
distinguished 4 religious regions: Western (Volhyn,
Zhytomyr, Rivne, Vinnytsia, Khmelnytsky, Ternopil,
Ivano-Frankivsk, Lviv, Chernivtsi and Transcarpathian
oblasts); Central (Kyiv, Chernihiv, Sumy, Cherkasy,
Kirovohrad and Poltava oblasts); Eastern (Donetsk,
Luhansk, Kharkiv and Dnipropetrovsk oblasts); Southern
(Crimea, Odessa, Zaporizhia, Mykolaiv and Kherson
oblasts) [18]. It is worth noting that due to the confessional
heterogeneity, the Western region was further divided
into several more zones, namely: Transcarpathian,
Western Volhynian, Bukovinian, Galician and Podolian-
Volhynian [18]. L. Shevchuk follows this scheme of
regionalization in his scientific works [19]. The main
criterion that underlies such regionalization is the religious
activity of the population, which is characterized by the
number of existing religious communities, as well as their
religious affiliation.

In the scientific work “Geography of religions:
the main tasks and prospects of development” [13],
V. Patiychuk presented a scheme of religious
regionalization with five religious regions: Western
(Chernivtsi,  Volhyn,  Transcarpathian, Ivano-
Frankivsk, Khmelnytsky, Ternopil, Rivne and Lviv
oblasts); Northern (Chernihiv, Kyiv, Zhytomyr,
Cherkasy, Poltava, Sumy, Kharkiv and Vinnytsia
oblasts); Eastern (Kirovohrad, Dnipropetrovsk,
Zaporizhia, Donetsk and Luhansk oblasts); Southern
(Odessa, Kherson and Mykolaiv oblasts); Crimean
(Autonomous Republic of Crimea). The basis of such
regionalization was the number of denominations and
their relative weight in the religious sphere, as well as
factors influencing the process of the religious space
formation and their manifestation.

schemes of religious
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Religious regionalization, proposed by S. Pavlov,
K. Mezentsev and O. Lyubitseva [12], reflects primarily
the confessional structure of the population, the number
of religious communities of different denominations, and
existing trends. This scheme provided for seven religious
regions: Volhynian (Rivne, north of Ternopil and Volhyn
oblast); Halychyna (Ivano-Frankivsk, Lviv, and the
southern part of the Ternopil oblast); Transcarpathian
(Transcarpathian oblast); Central (Kyiv, Poltava,
Chernihiv, Zhytomyr, Sumy, Kirovohrad and Cherkasy
oblasts); Podolian-Bukovynian (Chernivtsi, Khmelnytsky
and Vinnytsia oblasts); Southeastern (Donetsk, Luhansk,
Zaporizhia, Kharkiv and Dnipropetrovsk oblasts) and
Southern (Kherson, Odessa, Mykolaiv oblasts and the
Autonomous Republic of Crimea). It should be noted that
this scheme took into account not only the boundaries of
administrative oblasts, but also historical regions, which
we consider to be certainly a correct and scientifically
grounded approach.

The religious regionalization of Ukraine, done by
A. Kovalchuk [5], deserves a special attention. The main
criteria that underlie this regionalization scheme are
confessional structure, ethno-cultural aspects, as well as
historical peculiarities of the formation of the territory of
each administrative oblast. With this approach, the author
identified 9 religious regions: Galician (Lviv, Ivano-
Frankivsk and almost all Ternopil oblast, except for the
northern part); West Volhynian (Volhyn, Rivne and north
of the Ternopil oblast); Transcarpathian (Transcarpathian
oblast); Bukovynian (Chernivtsi oblast); Volhynian-
Podolian (Vinnytsia, Zhytomyr and Khmelnytsky
oblasts); Central-North (Sumy, Chernihiv, Kyiv, Poltava
and Cherkasy oblasts); Central-Southern (Odessa,
Kirovohrad, Mykolaiv and Kherson oblasts); Crimean
(Crimea) and Eastern (Dnipropetrovsk, Zaporizhia,
Donetsk, Luhansk and Kharkiv oblasts) [5].

In addition to the schemes of religious regionalization
of Ukraine, we analyzed also the relevant schemes at
the regional level, identifying main approaches and
principles used. Particular attention deserves the religious
regionalization of Kharkiv (L. Kliuchko), Chernihiv
(Yu. Kogatko) oblasts and Podolia (L. Ataman).

Proposed  methodology for  confessional
regionalization

The confessional regionalization we understand as a
scientifically substantiated division of a certain territory
into separate parts (regions, sub-regions, areas, etc.), which
are distinguished by the peculiarities of the confessional
structure formed under the influence of various factors,
primarily the historical and geographical features, as well
as religious activity of the population.

It should be noted that in our study we differentiate
between the religious (sacral) and confessional
regionalization that arise from the human-geographical
essence of the religious space and its proposed structure.
Religious space we consider as a part of the sacred
space, which in turn we divide into confessional space,
atheists, agnostics and akirchs. The confessional space
reflects the distribution of individual denominations
and is divided into subspaces (Orthodox, Catholic,
Protestant, Jewish, Muslim, pagan, etc.). Atheists are
people who believe that God, like any other kind of high

powers, do not exist. Agnostics are people who do not
recognize the existence of God and other high powers,
and argue that religion is created only to form moral
and ethical norms in society. Akirchs are people who
believe in God, but do not attribute themselves to any
denomination, direction or course, believing that they
are not needed by society.

Doing the confessional regionalization, which covers
only the confessional figures and does not take into
account the number of atheists, agnostics and akirchs, we
propose to determine the rating place of a certain territory
among others using the following indicators: the index of
religious mosaics, the number of religious communities per
population for each denomination separately; the number
of clerics, presbyters and missionaries per population
for each denomination separately; the number of clerics,
presbyters and missionaries for separate settlements that
is also calculated for each denomination separately.

To study the religious mosaic, we have interpreted the
Ekkel’s index of ethnic mosaicand and got the following
mathematical model:

]
. 2
Ri=1- E (fim~.
iml
where Rj stands for index of ethnic mosaic, and
[Ir is a share of religious communities of a certain
denomination in confessional structure of the region.
The higher values of Rj corresponds to more variegated
confessional structure of the region.
We suggest the four following indices to determine
the availability of religious services in certain regions:
1) Availability of religious communities for
population, which can be calculated using the formula:

P =R/N,

where P_is the index of availability of religious
communities for population, R stands for the number of
religious communities in the region, and N signifies the
population of the given region, in thousands of people.

2) Availability of religious communities for
settlements:

R =R/P,

where R is the index of availability of religious
communities in settlements, R stands for the number of
religious communities in the region, while P signifies the
number of settlements in the region.

3) Availability of clergy for settlements:

Ps=S/N,

where Ps is the index of availability of clergy in
settlements, S is the number of clergy of the region, and
N stands for the population of the region.

4) Availability of clergy for religious communities:

Rs =S/R,

where Rs stands for the index of availability of clergy
of a certain denomination for religious communities, S is
the number of clergy of the region and R is the number of
religious communities of the region.
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Thus, having conducted the appropriate calculations
for the denominations submitted in the report of the
Ministry of Culture of Ukraine and the reports of the
relevant regional state administrations (Form 1), we
will receive 221 indicators, which certainly allows us
to accurately determine the similarity of administrative
regions by the confessional structure and religious
activity of the population, which manifests itself
in the number of religious communities and clergy
in reference to the population.

To increase the role of the relative weight of the
main confession and other denominations, we propose
to make 5 rating ranks: the first one is the index of
religious mosaics, the second is the average indicator of
the density of religious communities per 1000 people,
the third is the average indicator of the availability
of religious communities for settlements, the fourth
is the average indicator of the availability of clergy
for settlements and the fifth is the average indicator of
the availability of clergy for religious communities.
The second, third, fourth and fifth rows reflect the
rating of the region as the average value calculated for
55denominations. Thus, theindicatorofthereligiousmosaic
index is not lost among the 221 indicators, but is one of
the five important criteria.

After making appropriate calculations and creating
the rating of Ukrainian regions by the indicators of
availability of religious communities for the population
and settlements, as well as by the indicator of the religious
mosaic index, we received an average indicator reflecting
the religious activity and the confessional structure
of the region.

In our opinion, the territorial structure of
confessional space represents a quantitative and
qualitative combination of all existing denominations
and trends, in particular relevant religious communities.
We propose to use the following elements of the
territorial structure:

Confessional region covers an area having specific
features of the manifestation and the course of inter-
confessional relations, as well as historical, geographical
and religious prerequisites for religious commonalities.

Confessional sub-region includes a part of the
confessional region that slightly differs in some aspects
of confessional structure.

Confessional province is a part of the confessional
region with clear expressed peculiarities of confessional
structure, which itself may include some local territorial
units — confessional localities.

Proposed scheme of confessional regionalization
of Ukraine

As a result of the corresponding calculations,
we found that the high indices of religious mosaic in
Kherson, Kirovohrad and Zaporizhia oblasts (Table 1)
is achieved due to the rather high proportion of certain
Protestant denominations, in particular Christians of the
Evangelical Faith — Pentecostals (CCEP) and Evangelical
Christians — Baptists (ECB), and in Kherson oblast
there is also a significant proportion of the Ukrainian
Autocephalous Church (UAOC) communities. For the
city of Kyiv, as an important administrative, spiritual and
cultural center of Ukraine, the share of all denominations

is significant — Orthodoxy (41.1%), Catholicism (4.3%),
Protestantism (38.1%), the other (16.5%). The high
religious mosaic in the Chernivtsi oblast is achieved due
to a high proportion of different confessions, including not
only the dominating Ukrainian Orthodox Church (UOC),
but also various Protestant denominations (25.0%), the
Ukrainian Orthodox Church of the Kyiv Patriarchate
(UOC-KP, 14.2%), the Ukrainian Greek Catholic Church
(UGCC) and the Roman Catholic Church (RCC, 5.0%).

Low indices of religious mosaic are typical for
Galicia (Lviv, Ivano-Frankivsk and Ternopil oblasts),
where the confessions of the UGCC, the UOC-KP,
and the UAOC remain dominant, which significantly
suppresses the influence of other denominations, as well
as for Novgorod-Sivershchyna and Slobozhanschyna
(Chernihiv, Sumy and Luhansk oblasts), where the UOC
remains the dominant confession, and the population
is not religiously active, as evidenced by the numerous
temples that are closed today.

Such regions as Volhynia (Volhyn and Rivne oblasts),
Podolia (Khmelnytsky and Vinnytsia oblasts), Central
Dnipro (Dnipropetrovsk oblast), where Orthodoxy is
dominant and traditional, are at the stage of transition
to a high religious diversity of denominations and
communities; the same refers to Transcarpathian oblast,
where Orthodoxy and Greek-Catholicism are widespread,
and the Crimea, where the communities of Orthodox and
Muslims are almost equal.

The conducted calculations allowed us to reveal the
following spatial patterns:

1) Regions of the Western Ukraine are the
most active in religious life, which, in our opinion,
can be explained by the fact that these areas were
least influenced by the atheistic power of the Soviet
Union, and they managed to preserve the spiritual
culture and, accordingly, quickly restored the religious
communities of different denominations. In addition,
in the late 1980s, representatives of the UGCC and the
UAOC returned there from exile, which significantly
affected the number of religious communities;

2) Kirovohrad, Zaporizhia and Kherson oblasts
are leaders by the indicator of religious mosaics,
but they are significantly inferior by the other two
indicators. This is due to the fact that in these regions
have small total number of religious communities,
but of different denominations, among which there
is a significant proportion of Protestant trends.
This indicates that in these regions, the Ukrainian
Orthodoxy may lose the prevailing influence in
religious life in some time;

3) Eastern regions of Ukraine, where the UOC is
the dominant confession, remain the least religiously
active, including visiting temples or other prayer houses.

Based on the rating results, we managed to hold
confessional regionalization of the territory of Ukraine
and identify the following confessional regions and sub-
regions (Figure 1):

Western Ukrainian confessional region,
which includes Chernivtsi, Ivano-Frankivsk, Lviv,
Transcarpathian, Ternopil, Khmelnytsky, Volhyn and
Rivne oblasts. It can be divided into four sub-regions:
I) Volhinian sub-region, including Volhyn and Rivne
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Table 1
Religious mosaic of Ukrainian regions (as for January 1, 2017)
Administrative territorial units Index of Religious Mosaic (IRM) Rating by IRM
UKRAINE 0.802016 -
Autonomous Republic of Crimea (with Sevastopol) 0.729246 16
Vinnytsia 0.703249 19
Volhyn 0.72945 15
Dnipropetrovsk 0.71426 18
Donetsk 0.747208 10
Zhytomyr 0.74201 12
Transcarpathian 0.732736 14
Zaporizhia 0.780788 4
Ivano-Frankivsk 0.64807 24
Kyiv 0.753638 7
Kirovohrad 0.784184 3
Luhansk 0.688322 21
Lviv 0.616752 25
Mykolaiv 0.76177 6
Odessa 0.749152 8
Poltava 0.744432 11
Rivne 0.722948 17
Sumy 0.661972 23
Ternopil 0.68009 22
Kharkiv 0.747574 9
Kherson 0.784554 2
Khmelnytsky 0.692264 20
Cherkasy 0.735506 13
Chernivtsi 0.77824 5
Chernihiv 0.575278 26
City of Kyiv 0.842272 1

oblasts, as well as Kremenets, Shumsk and Lanivtsi
districts of Ternopil oblast, where the Orthodoxy
of both directions (UOC and UOC-KP) dominates;
2) Galician sub-region, including Lviv, Ternopil (without
Kremenets, Shumsk and Lanivtsi districts) and Ivano-
Frankivsk oblasts with predominance of the UGCC,
UAOC, UOC-KP and RCC comunities; 3) Podolian-
Bukovynian sub-region, including Khmelnytsky and
Chernivtsi oblasts, where the UOC-MPs dominates in
the confessional structure, while the communities of the
UOC-KP and Protestant movements are also noticeable;
4) Transcarpathian sub-region, which includes the single
respective oblast and is characterized by the significant
share of the UOC, RCC and UGCC communities.

Volhynian-Podolian confessional region, which
includes Zhytomyr and Vinnytsia oblasts. It is
characterized by the domination of Orthodox trends, the
UOC and the UOC-KP, with a significant proportion of
the RCC and the Protestant trends.

Capital Dnieper confessional region, including
Kyiv and Cherkasy oblasts, as well as the city of Kyiv.
This region, due to the powerful gravity effect of Kyiv, is
characterized by an active religious life, the prevalence of
Orthodoxy and the presence of all religious organizations

registered in Ukraine, including a significant proportion
of new religious trends.

Central, Black Sea and Crimean confessional-
geographical region, which includes Odessa, Kirovohrad,
Mpykolaiv, Kherson, Zaporizhia and Autonomous
Republic of Crimea. The Orthodox faith (UOC) is
prevailing, but at the same time there is a considerable
proportion of Protestant communities; however, the
total number of religious communities is quite low.
The Crimean sub-region stands out with a significant
proportion of Muslim population.

Eastern confessional region is represented by
Dnipropetrovsk, Kharkiv, Donetsk and Luhansk oblasts.
It is characterized by low religious activity, the prevalence
of Orthodoxy (UOC) with a significant proportion
of Protestant communities.

North-Eastern  confessional — region  includes
Chernihiv, Sumy and Poltava oblasts, where Orthodoxy
is dominant, but the level of religious activity is rather
low, as evidenced by the rather small number of
registered religious communities.

Thus, by means of the confessional regionalization
of the territory of Ukraine, performed in accordance
with the elaborated methodology, we managed to
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identify 6 regions, two of which have additionally
separate sub-regions.

It should be emphasizes that such a scheme of
confessional regionalization of Ukraine substantially
differs from the previous -elaborations. Firstly, it
takes into account not only the boundaries of modern
administrative territorial units, but also the limits of
historical geographical regions. Secondly, this scheme
is based not only on the ratio of individual confessions
and denominations, but also takes into account a number
of indicators of religious activity — the aspect practically
not covered in the previous analysis. Our approach to
confessional regionalization is based on the following
key basic principles of confessional regionalization:
confessional mosaicism, religious activity, territorial
proximity, as well as specificity of inter-confessional
relations manifested by the level of conflict.

Conclusions

Investigation of the confessional space as an
integral part of the religious and sacred spaces
is relevant scientific task having both theoretical
and practical significance. It solves important
issues concerning inter-faith and inter-ethnic,
cultural, moral, ecthical social relations etc.
The confessional regionalization is quite an
advisable and sometimes necessary instrument
for the development of policy relating to church-
state and inter-confessional relations in separate
regions and the state as a whole. Therefore, the
results of this research can be used by the relevant
departments of regional state administrations, as
well as by the Department of Religious Affairs
and Nationalities of the Ministry of Culture
of Ukraine.
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