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Summary 
Vasyurina Alla. The art of rhetoric in the writings of Plato and Aristotle. 
The article traces the evolution of attitudes of Greek thinkers from Plato to 

Aristotle to the place and purpose of rhetoric. Analysis of the main provisions of 
the rhetoric of prominent Greek philosophers opens new perspectives for rethinking 
and further study of classical theories. 

Keywords: rhetoric, speaker, thinking, judicial speech, beliefs, sophistry. 
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Summary 
Gavryliuk Tetiana. The concept of man in the twentieth century Protes-

tantism. 
The article analyzes the major provisions of the Protestant anthropology 

of the twentieth century. It is shown that the characteristic feature of Protestant 
anthropology of this period is an attempt to reveal the divine nature of man in its 
relationship with the world of fact. The specified vector of representations about 
the man was a reflection of the general socio-cultural anthropological crisis. 

Keywords: Anthropology, Protestantism, God, transcendence, Christology. 


