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Abstract: The purpose of the article is to highlight the axiological case in modern philosophical 

thought. Values can be positioned in the picture of the world in the conceptual (philosophical and 

worldview) sense and in the functional (cultural and practical) aspect. Values and ideals are a dynamic 

constant in the socio-cultural dimension, so their interpretation is constantly being rethought and 

transformed. The tasks of scientific research are focused on identifying methodological approaches to 

building a value system in modern society at the global (civilisational values) and local (human or 

community values) levels. The scientific and philosophical discourse responds to the changes that cause 

a crisis or instability of the value paradigm by defining ideas that reflect individual and social needs for 

value ideals. The methodological arsenal of the current review article is represented by the analysis of 

philosophical works since 2020 (the period of fundamental shifts in the global value matrix), which 

identify the problems of the existing value paradigm and identify ways to overcome these problems. The 

results of the study indicate that modern society, in the axiological sense, is at a transitional stage of 

civilisational progress: between the paradigm of sustainable development and socio-cultural 

turbulence. Therefore, value principles are becoming a kind of factor in determining society's existential 

development. The analysis of the sources of the last five years indicates that the balance between the 

functionality and conceptuality of axiology in contemporary philosophy is virtually equal. The prospects 

of the study are aimed at differentiating philosophical views on the actualisation of axiological topics in 

the modern scientific and worldview picture of the world. Thus, values and ideals, which are integral 

characteristics of social development, in modern philosophical thought balance between a dialectical 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9028-9538
mailto:skakun.igor@bsmu.edu.ua


 

76 
 

©Copyright 2023 by the author(s) This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. 

and synergistic approach, defining contradictions and interaction as key factors of the axiological 

paradigm. Philosophy offers ways to develop principles and ideals, stating the choice of society at the 

global and local levels regarding the system of material and spiritual values. According to the analysis 

of modern philosophical ideas or interpretations of the classics, the value paradigm is a dynamic 

structure that requires both fundamental factors of sustainability (law, morality, welfare) for its 

existence and innovative dimensions (progress, transformation) for further development.  

Keywords: axiology, value paradigm, philosophy, synergetics, dichotomy, socio-cultural 

development, standard. 

 

Introduction 

Since the early 20s of the twenty-first century, scientific and philosophical discourse has been 

preparing a new value paradigm that will correlate with the turbulence of civilisational development. 

The COVID-19 pandemic and the military and political crisis associated with the war in Ukraine are 

global events that not only exacerbate the current practical issues of the global community's 

development, but also disrupt the strategic value system. The turn of the twentieth and twenty-first 

centuries was marked by the actualisation of the trend of integration for sustainable development in the 

socio-cultural development of mankind. The creation of sustainable international institutions, a 

pragmatic focus on socio-economic progress based on interaction - all this gradually established 

synergistic values in the public consciousness.  

In line with the trends in the development of society, a value paradigm was established, in which 

the following constants were set as the benchmark: pragmatism, efficiency, innovation, and 

sustainability. Based on these concepts, a system of normative and value principles was built, which 

became a guideline for social development. Confidence in the right system of value principles was 

boosted by the overcoming of the global financial crisis of 2008. International cooperation helped to 

avoid potentially critical consequences for the global economy. 

However, since the events of the COVID-19 pandemic, the global value system based on the 

synergistic model has begun to collapse. The trend of interaction has gradually shifted to confrontation. 

In philosophy, the trend towards synergistic value orientations has been replaced by dialectical and 

dichotomous principles of coexistence.  

While the general existential understanding of values in the philosophical community remains, the 

specifics of axiological issues are changing. The current philosophical thought is on the verge of a new 

problem of demarcation in the axiological sphere (Holman & Wilholt, 2022). The usual algorithms of 

value identification have proved to be unable to adjust the real problems of man and society to a certain 

matrix of ideals and standards (Fazelpour & Danks, 2021). The post-philosophical period has been 

deepened by the post-scientific understanding of values in the modern world (Rudenko & Kharkov, 

2023) and the rapidity of post-digital innovations that are destroying established value standards 

(Johnson, 2023). All of this has led to the need for a new interpretation of axiology in the context of the 

demand for the value paradigm in conceptual and functional contexts. 

Research Problem 

The research problem of the article is focused on identifying the socio-cultural factors that have 

determined changes in the philosophical approach to the formation of value constants of global 

development. Drivers of transformation of value beliefs at the planetary level have a powerful force that 

is guided by the existential dimensions of social and individual existence. These dimensions in the 
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modern world are: the contradiction between democracy and authoritarianism, globalisation and 

identity, fundamentalism and innovation. The problem of modern philosophical axiology is the 

incompatibility of existing value standards with the capabilities and willingness of society to comply 

with them.  

In the axiological philosophical discourse, unjustifiably little attention is paid to the issue of the 

dynamism of value transformations. Usually, philosophical works focus on value constants or on the 

statement of changes in axiological paradigms. In the current research, it is proposed to fill the gap 

related to the expediency of considering value orientations in the context of the dynamics of socio-

cultural development.  

Research Focus 

The focus of the research is on the problem of the demand for value constants in modern society, 

in which the principles of moral and legal nihilism and the general blurring of the standards of material 

and spiritual culture are gaining popularity. Although the destructive postmodernist ideas of the late 

twentieth century did not take root in the global worldview, they did lead to the actualisation of the 

concepts of social disobedience and protest. Values, on the other hand, require an appropriate level of 

perception and adherence to their foundations.  

Research Aim and Research Questions 

The purpose of the article is to provide a philosophical understanding of the formation of a short-

term (situational) and long-term (strategic) system of values and ideals at the global civilisation level 

and in the context of the local and everyday dimension. The objectives of the article are to reflect the 

philosophical discourse on the axiological cluster based on the balance of conceptual and functional 

meanings.  

The key research question of the article is to determine the priority of the concepts of strategic 

expediency and practical relevance of value orientations in the modern world. Philosophy has always 

defined these priorities through the prism of the balance between critical and heuristic thinking, 

providing a guide for the development of ideas, principles and worldview and mental dimensions for 

individuals and society. 

Literature Review 

The problem of values and ideals occupies one of the key positions in philosophy. Historically, 

philosophical discourse has established a certain balance in the study of existential and human 

problems. Axiological topics are specific, as they serve as a kind of common denominator for all 

philosophical clusters. Therefore, in the philosophical tradition, the problem of values was taken out of 

the framework of the general trends of the worldview paradigm. 

A new stage of the axiological dimension of research in contemporary philosophy began in the 20s 

of the twenty-first century. As it turned out, neither postmodern trends towards the blurring of value 

foundations nor the principles of global sustainable development had a decisive impact on the value 

system. Instead, the global events associated with the threats of a pandemic and a military-political crisis 

have defined new value orientations for today's society. 

Axiological topics are one of the important clusters of the philosophical tradition in the cultural 

and historical context (Bhat & Kandasamy, 2023). Axiological topics are considered in modern 

conditions in the context of the method of philosophy, which involves the actualisation of a synergistic 

approach to the formation of a value model (Tesar, 2021). The interpretation of values in the format of 
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the first “contemplative” philosophy, which defines the simplest constants of ideals and standards, 

remains in demand (Wardle, 2023). Axiology is often used as an educational guide for philosophy 

(Edelheim et al., 2022). The future of value standards is described in the concept of axiological futurism 

as an algorithm for actualising the necessary values (Danaher, 2021). 

The conceptual characteristics of ideals have been studied in various interpretations of key value 

aspects, in particular: 

• dogmatic mission of the value paradigm (St. Pierre, 2021); 

• post-philosophical understanding of the concept of values (Fontanella-Nothom & Newfield, 

2023); 

• prospects of posthumanist ideals in contemporary philosophy (Pratt & Rosiek, 2023); 

• rationalist interpretation of modern values through the prism of Enlightenment ideas 

(Francis Badley, 2023); 

• the intellectual aspect of the level of perception of values in society (Hannon & Nguyen, 

2022); 

• preserving the position of analytical philosophy in interpreting the value dimension as 

normative and legal supremacy (Leś, 2020); 

• value system within the centralised (state, international) social order (Pourvand, 2021); 

• actualisation of trust in the existing system of values and ideals (Branch, 2022). 

The functional cluster of axiology in modern philosophical thought is studied in the context of 

various dimensions, among which are: 

• the creative nature of values (Glăveanu & de Miranda, 2022); 

• the emergent nature of the value dimension (Harris & Holman Jones, 2022); 

• the household materialistic dominance of the ideals of the current society (Henriksen et al., 

2022); 

• axiological issues in the context of “field” practical philosophy (Frodeman, 2020); 

• the correlation of the value system with the intensity (as opposed to dogmatism) of modern 

social development (Kuntz & St. Pierre, 2021); 

• extrapolation of the potential of the individual (Clack, 2020) and interpersonal relationships 

(Jackson & Park, 2022) to value statements; 

• rethinking the systematic nature of the value paradigm in a dynamic environment in favour 

of flexibility (Clay & Boeker, 2023). 

The supporters of ideas in which axiology appears in the format of uncertainty and is characterised 

by vagueness, doubt, criticism, etc. retain a minor position in philosophical discourse. Axiological 

neutrality (Heinich, 2020) reduces the topic of values to the maintenance of the socio-cultural order. A 

separate cluster of axiological research is the work of supporters of the postmodernist trend. Kien 

(2021) emphasises the displacement of values by individual and social demand. Such a strategy of value 

perspectives threatens to marginalise axiology in general (Stewart et al., 2021). 

The value priorities of experimental philosophy (“x-phi”), which are reduced to the meta-

philosophical synergistic understanding of the ideal, can be considered an innovative approach to the 

interpretation of axiological topics (Symons, 2020). The influence of the philosophical understanding of 

value in the new bioethical realities of today is becoming more relevant (Blumenthal-Barby et al., 2021) 

with the introduction of such elements as AI, VR and the need to introduce them into the existing value 

paradigm. 
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In general, the contemporary philosophical and axiological discourse is at the stage of actualising 

new thematic clusters of value constants. The drivers of the new value positioning of ideals and 

standards are the rapid transformations of the current socio-cultural space. Therefore, the correlation 

of dogmatic and innovative value dimensions is a crucial problem for axiology. At the same time, the 

issue of value standards is becoming more relevant, as they are changing in the context of the emergence 

of new individual, social and civilisational priorities. The consideration of values and ideals in modern 

philosophy is permeated with conceptual transformations and functional changes in the world picture. 

Research Methodology  

The methodology of scientific research is based on a bibliometric study of the problem of 

axiological realities in the modern scientific and worldview picture of the world. The current 

philosophical tradition offers a diverse approach to the problem of values and ideals. On the one hand, 

the dialectical method is being updated, according to which the problem of values should acquire a 

traditional fundamental certainty with a clear distinction between positive and negative experience. On 

the other hand, the author proposes a synergistic methodological approach, thanks to which the value 

field acquires a flexible dynamic character, according to which the concept of a standard is constantly 

transformed, depending on socio-cultural realities.  

The article offers a qualitative study in the form of a review article, which focuses on the analysis 

of ideas and concepts of an axiological nature inherent in modern philosophical thought. The analysis of 

scientific sources was carried out taking into account the specifics of the formation of axiological ideas 

in society.  

Given that the COVID-19 pandemic has become a kind of milestone that has determined the value 

guidelines before (the end of the cycle of a stable value paradigm) and after (the beginning of value 

transformations in a period of instability) this socio-cultural event, we have selected philosophical 

works from 2020 (the specified cultural and historical milestone).  

The search criteria were reduced to the keywords: modern philosophy, axiology, value paradigm. 

In the process of selecting sources, we used scientific and metric databases: GoogleScholar, Springer, 

Taylor & Francis and SageJournals. The restrictions in the search for sources concerned only the time 

period (from 2020), but did not have geographical or regional features.  

The study analyses 53 sources that cover axiological issues in the context of the development of 

modern philosophy. The generalised conclusions allow us to divide the problem of values into two key 

clusters: functional and conceptual.  

Among the main general scientific research methods used in the current article, the analytical 

cluster (analysis, comparison) and the prognostic dimension of philosophical ideas (modelling and 

forecasting) were used. Among the purely philosophical methodological approaches, dialectics and 

synergetics have become relevant.  

Research Results  

Cultural and historical experience shows that value orientations have been a factor in stabilising 

the socio-cultural situation in times of turbulence and a factor that has led to innovative progress in 

times of stagnation. Value constants have two ways of formation in the public consciousness: 

• active, according to which values determine the type of new social order; 

• passive, as a result of which values become an accompaniment to the social order. 
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An active model of value assertion in the social paradigm allows for the formation of a holistic 

society with ideals that are perceived by the community and determine the regulatory framework of 

life. Values are the unshakable foundation of social processes and form the institutional understanding 

of the state, nation, society, family, etc. The active model of value positioning forms the conceptual 

essence of axiology. 

The realities of the passive formation of values determine the accompanying nature of their status 

in civilisational development. Such a model of values creates contradictions at the horizontal level, since 

at the vertical level (between the state and the individual, society and the individual) these 

contradictions are reconciled by conceptual imperative norms that have no alternative. 

To solve the problem of prompt and comprehensive involvement of the value paradigm in socio-

cultural development, a new methodology of value design is proposed (Stone, 2021). The task of the 

new value structure is to overcome stereotypes associated with outdated and irrelevant value 

statements (Begby, 2023). The “field” philosophy is designed to provide dynamics and flexibility to the 

value priorities of society (Lu, 2020). 

As a result of the constant confrontation between the conceptuality and functionality of the value 

system, two formats of value identification have emerged (Figure 1). 

Figure 1 

The Format of the Value Paradigm in Modern Society 

 

Source: author’s development. 

On the one hand, a fundamental change in the value dimensions at the global civilisation level leads 

to radical transformations of the existing world order. Another option is the transformation of value 

constants - fluctuations in the level of perception and adherence to the ideals and standards of spiritual 

and material culture.  

There is a false stereotype in the public consciousness about the task of philosophy in the 

axiological dimension. It is usually believed that philosophy is called upon to justify the choice made in 

favour of one of the formats of the value system. Instead, philosophical and axiological activity is 

intended to determine the best way to establish value constants. Philosophy is guided by concepts, not 

socio-cultural realities 

In this context, it is relevant to analyse the philosophical sources of the last five years, which focus 

on the changing status of axiology in the modern philosophical and worldview paradigm (Figure 2).  

 

radical - change of value 
constants

liberal - transformation of 
value constants
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Figure 2 

Thematic Orientation of the Axiological Problem in Contemporary Philosophical Discourse  

 

Source: compiled by the author based on the analysis of 53 works on axiological topics published 

in 2020-2024. 

From this diagram, we can draw an obvious conclusion about the alignment of axiological topics 

in the context of the dichotomy: conceptuality-functionality. The growing instability of the socio-cultural 

space actualises the need for the functional potential of the value system. Therefore, the positioning of 

values as an instrument of normative and regulatory is increasingly established in contemporary 

philosophy. 

In general, values are usually studied in two fundamental clusters: 

• strategic, which defines the civilisational aspects of the functioning and institutional 

development of society; 

• practical, which refers to the system of existence and development of material and 

spiritual culture. 

If we consider the conceptual dimension of the value paradigm, it implies the positioning of values 

in a potential sense. In other words, value constants are a kind of safety margin of society, which is used 

only in case of urgent need.  Socially constructed expectations become an expression of society's 

aspirations for ideals (Tsirogianni et al., 2021). However, everyday processes are regulated at the 

regulatory level and do not require constant appeal to value parameters. In fact, the value system is an 

existential dimension that is perceived by individuals and society at a globally conscious level.   

The philosophical interpretation of ideals and standards is used in various spheres of social 

activity. In particular, in socio-political life, the system of values is quite controversial and is interpreted 

differently by both political actors and the society that evaluates them (de Shalit, 2020). The conceptual 

and functional characterisation of values is important in socio-economic life when allocating resources 

(Lovett, 2023). 

Discussion 

A key axiological issue is the distinction between the socio-cultural and philosophical 

understanding of value and ideal. For the cultural and historical dimension, a value has an already 

formed character, which is presented to a person or society as an imperative. In other words, a value or 

ideal has clear characteristics that are understandable to a person and can be identified as a standard. 

The results of the study of philosophical works of the last five years indicate that parity in the 

axiological question of the relationship between functionality and conceptuality has been achieved. The 

postmodernist thesis that “philosophy is dead” in the modern world is partially confirmed in the 
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scientific discourse. However, the situation is not so clear in the worldview realities of today. The 

emphasis on social institutionality and functionality has not stood the test of time. As cultural and 

historical experience shows, no social model has been able to manage society within the existing system 

of values. There has always been a need to change the levers of influence in accordance with the situation 

and processes that have developed.  

Today, a number of philosophical concepts actualise the functional nature of values in modern 

society, which correlates with the trends found in the current study. The “philosophy of affairs”, 

although rather superficial, determines the pragmatism of the value model (Carleo & Liangjian, 2021). 

The processes of socio-cultural identification also contribute to the functional dimension of axiology, in 

particular: the dominance of the material context of the worldview forms a clear structure of values 

(Karakas & Tuboly, (2024); the moral niche traditionally separates value standards in favour of the 

spiritual dimension (Elster & Holst, 2024); the national character of the social order requires specific 

value categories (Angus, 2021). 

The results obtained regarding the thematic focus of axiological research in contemporary 

philosophy are consistent with the idea of Hanna and Paans (2020), who argue that the cycle of value 

constants characteristic of the last century has come to an end and identifies the need for a new 

axiological paradigm. The synergy between human and social potential should become a new value 

orientation in this system (Nerubasska et al., 2020). The focus on humanistic and socially-oriented 

systems has revealed significant contradictions in the system of values and ideals, which ultimately 

proved to be false and led to crisis phenomena.  

A new methodological approach in axiology is the path of synergy of value potential. In particular, 

it is proposed to choose the concept of universal values (Abdullaeva et al., 2021), but given the imperfect 

influence of these values on dynamic crises, they should be supplemented by functional innovative 

axiological dimensions (Gabriel, 2020). Innovative manifestations in modern society generally require 

the transformation of the value system through the introduction of qualitatively new forms of activity - 

artificial intelligence, virtual activity, bioengineered products, etc. 

At the same time, modern philosophy retains traditional views that axiology, along with ontology, 

should retain dogmatism in their guidelines. In particular, the results of the current study on the 

alignment of the positions of conceptuality and functionality in axiology contradict the views of Wardle 

(2023), who identifies existential and value dimensions, determining their inviolability in the context of 

“first, contemplative, true” philosophy. Important are the warnings against the superficiality of 

interpreting values exclusively in functional terms (Cooper, 2023), which can lead to global chaos in the 

absence of a moral and legal standard. The sustainability of values correlates with the principles of the 

cultural spirit of the era (Rajan, 2023) and the scientific paradigm (Nagatsu et al., 2020). 

Verharen (2020) emphasises that civilisation is facing an existential crisis of values. On the one 

hand, scientific innovations are destroying opportunities for philosophical reflection; on the other hand, 

socio-cultural cataclysms at the level of public consciousness confirm the ineffectiveness of the value 

system. Therefore, philosophy should respond to such pressure on axiological perspectives by forming 

new formats of demand for values and ideals in society. 

The strategy of intercultural development (Chimakonam & Ofana, 2022), in which values are 

unified and universalised, can be considered a promising model for building axiological constants, 

making them in demand at the global level without provoking contradictions in the context of 

identification (individual, social, national or state). The humanistic reorientation of modern society will 

also contribute to a new understanding of value factors (Melnyk et al., 2022). The new humanist 

paradigm reinterprets not only human rights and freedom, but also human potential, which certainly 
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transforms value constants. Grünberg (2021) even proposes the concept of the axiocentricity of human 

existence as a new basis for the value paradigm of the future.  

It should be noted that the data obtained will continue to change in line with socio-cultural 

changes. In general, the tendency to transform philosophical views on axiology is common in scientific 

discourse. A study conducted by Bourget and Chalmers (2023) notes that under stable conditions, 

axiological philosophical trends change within a decade. Given the instability of the socio-cultural 

situation in the world, changes in axiological interpretations will occur even faster, which creates the 

need for further research of this type. 

Conclusions and Implications 

The conceptual nature of axiology prevails in scientific and philosophical works in periods of 

stability of socio-cultural development. It is clear that in the period of steady progress and the absence 

of crisis conditions in society, the theoretical cluster of value characteristics is actualised. During this 

period, ideas for improving the existing system of values are formed and innovative views on axiological 

transformation are actualised. At the same time, as soon as society finds itself in crisis conditions, 

philosophical interpretations of the axiological cluster change towards a socio-cultural character and 

acquire functional features. This is understandable, since in periods of cultural and historical turbulence, 

the value system operates within clearly defined functional parameters to prevent chaos on a global or 

local scale. Values become an element of control over the situation, so they play the role of accompanying 

social activity rather than its ideal dimensions.  

According to the analysis of philosophical sources of the last five years, the current manifestations 

of social instability (the COVID-19 pandemic, the military-political crisis in Europe) have influenced the 

thematic focus of axiology. While the turn of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries was dominated by 

the theoretical and ideological dispute between the postmodern and traditional interpretation of value 

as a conceptual element, the 20s of the twenty-first century actually levelled the indicators of 

conceptuality and functionality of axiology. This indicates that society is in a state of uncertainty and can 

either continue its sustainable development (with certain value constants) or begin the process of 

fundamental changes in the global social order (with the transformation of the value paradigm). 
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