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Abstract: The importance of ancient philosophical culture for modern Western civilization is 

extremely tangible since the foundations of social functioning and its reception were laid in Greece and 

Ancient Rome. The aim of the article is to examine the influence of ancient philosophical culture on the 

development of national cultures of our time, to identify certain philosophical categories that are rooted 

in contemporary thought and influence social and political life. Study design: the main theoretical 

works of scholars were studied using the method of content analysis of contemporary literature: a total 

of 50 positions of professional literature were considered. Methodology: authors of the paper used 

primarily the methods of theoretical cognition: analysis and synthesis. To draw conclusions, the authors 

also used the method of comparison, which helped to identify contradictions in the interpretations of 

the ancient philosophical heritage. The results focus on the formation of the ancient concept of ethics 

and its development in the reception of subsequent philosophers, the impact of ethics on the present, 

the characteristics of cosmopolitanism in the modern cultural definition and the philosophical culture 

of the Greco-Roman period, and the definition of the ancient heritage in the resolution of intercultural 

conflicts used in the modern world. It is proved that the relevance of ethical issues, intercultural 

coexistence, and cosmopolitanism is growing in modern processes of globalization. The importance of 

the ancient cultural heritage, which permeates many aspects of modernity, is also emphasized. The 

scientific novelty consists in a comprehensive study of the influence of ancient culture on the 

development of European identity. The conclusions emphasize that the ideas that were formed in the 

period of antiquity have a great influence on the sociology, politics, and philosophical thinking of 

subsequent generations. Thus, ancient ideas played a significant role in the formation of European 

civilization. 

Keywords: ancient philosophy, culture, ethics, cosmopolitanism, conflicts.  

Introduction 

The role and significance of the ancient period in the development of Europe in particular has been 

studied for a long time. Thanks to the legal, philosophical, and artistic achievements of Greek and Roman 

civilization, the modern countries of the continent have achieved that great development. Under the 

current conditions of digitalization, globalization, and hybrid threats, these achievements have not 

disappeared or been eliminated. On the contrary, they are closely integrated into the current society and 

still remain the ideals in the policy-making of the European Union (EU), albeit in a certain modified form. 

Similarly, the cultural influences of antiquity are felt across the ocean in the United States of America 

(USA), Canada, and Australia (through colonization by European immigrants). We should also note the 

significant spread of cultural influences in Asia and parts of Africa. In fact, since the time of Alexander 

the Great and Hellenistic politics, certain elements of ancient ideas and artistic manifestations have been 

borrowed by remote Indian and Chinese civilizations. Due to such geographical spread, we can talk 

about the global influence of antiquity on the modern world, although it should also be borne in mind 

that the lessons learned from Greco-Roman civilization were significantly modified and acquired new 

qualities. The study of such natural processes will require further elaboration, given the relevance of 

understanding the origins of modern Europeanness and predicting the possible consequences of its 

development (based on the ancient experience of the Commonwealth). 

Research Problem 

The issue of the influence of ancient culture on the development of autonomous European cultural 

traditions is important in view of modern integration processes, the development of democratic 

institutions, and the search for a balance of power between representatives of different branches of the 

European government, the coexistence of representatives of many nations and the search for an 

appropriate cultural dialogue between them, etc. The experience of the Greco-Romans in this regard can 
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be useful because of the significant achievements in the settlement of interethnic issues, ideas of 

equality, and equity. some elements are also important for the Ukrainian side, which plans to join the 

single European family and adopt the rules of the corresponding “coexistence”. Issues related to the 

assimilation of ancient achievements in national cultures and ways to use them in the modern world are 

relevant from the point of view that the globalized world requires an analysis of the experience of 

previous generations in the field of coexistence. In such circumstances, further research on this issue is 

quite obvious and important. 

It is also important to study the influence of ancient philosophy on the modern autonomy of 

cultures. Cultural autonomy refers to the autonomy or independence of cultural manifestations from 

external influences or control. This concept describes the ability of a cultural expression, group, or 

community to preserve and develop its unique values, traditions, language, rituals, and other aspects of 

culture without interference or domination by other cultures or external forces. Cultural autonomy is 

an important aspect of the diversity of the cultural world. Each culture has a unique set of values, beliefs, 

norms, and traditions that define its identity. Cultural autonomy allows these unique aspects to unfold 

and advance, unrestricted by the influence or assimilation of external factors. Cultural autonomy also 

means the right of cultural communities to recognize, protect and preserve their heritage. This may 

include legal protection of language, traditions, religious beliefs, art, and other cultural expressions. In 

the context of globalization and cultural diversity, cultural autonomy becomes especially important, as 

there is a risk of losing unique cultural identities due to the dominance of global cultural trends. 

Ensuring the autonomy of cultures requires efforts to preserve and support the diversity of cultural 

expressions and to stimulate interaction and mutual influence between cultures on equal terms. 

Research Focus 

The article focuses on ancient cultural practices and their reception in the modern world - in fact, 

it is about the ways and results of assimilating the Greco-Roman heritage at the level of national cultural 

environments. Such a study will have certain branches, i.e., it will not only focus on cultural and artistic 

manifestations but also on the traditions of socio-political culture that are important for modern Europe, 

including the EU as a political multinational mechanism. The culturedness of modern Europeans is also 

manifested in the cross-cultural elements that are inherent in today's society and imitated by many 

other countries through Westernization. These processes are based on philosophical ideas that 

appeared in ancient times and still have a huge impact on mentality and ideology, daily practices, 

legislation, etc. For this reason, understanding the philosophical heritage of antiquity through the prism 

of modern cultural processes is necessary for understanding the current society in general. 

Research Aim and Research Questions 

The purpose of the study is to analyze the significance of philosophical ancient culture through the 

prism of modern national cultures and the processes in which they develop. This will allow us to 

consider the autonomy of cultural development and a certain evolution of the states of European culture, 

which are inextricably linked by a long common development. Also, the realization of the research goal 

involves the disclosure of the following issues: 

1. To consider the ancient concept of ethics and its development in the present. 

2. Describe the significance of cosmopolitanism in modern culture and the philosophical culture 

of the Greco-Roman period. 

3. Identify the basics of ancient approaches to resolving intercultural conflicts that are used in the 

modern world. 
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Literature Review 

The study of the influence of ancient philosophy on modern cultural processes and 

transformations has been of interest to more than one generation of scholars. Kahteran (2022) has 

studied the peculiarities of the formation of philosophy in Southern Europe on the basis of comparative 

studies. Seeking to become a part of transcultural discourses, Kahteran (2022) provides evidence in 

favor of using transcultural approaches to replace traditional approaches to comparing philosophy in 

Southern Europe. In this territorial framework, forms of philosophizing emerge in the triangle between 

the Balkans, Greece, and Italy as an intercultural exchange of knowledge and ideas. According to 

Apostolopoulou (2016), through history, culture, and politics, European identity has its original 

archetypal components in ancient Greek culture. According to Amsler et al. (1985), ancient Greek 

thinkers brought the concept of the Logos to the forefront and identified it as a key problem of the 

human postulate. As noted by Apostolopoulou (2016), “we translate the term Logos into English as 

reason or rationality. However, these terms do not cover the semantic field of Logos, as it includes, 

among other things, order of being, ground, language, argument, etc.” (p. 118).  

At the same time, Denyer (2016) believes that the opposition of Logos (reason) to myth forms the 

concept of rationalism. Thus, although ancient Greek culture was a culture of reason, myth occupies an 

important place in it: gods and heroes play a key role here (Long, 2022b). It is worth noting that 

Apostolopoulou (2016) also emphasizes the differences between ancient Greek culture and modern 

European culture: while ancient Greek culture follows the logic of forms, European culture follows the 

logic of things (p. 118). Long (2022a) believes that certain revisions of accepted notions of gods and 

Reason can be combined into the postulate that human reason is a divine capacity and can improve life. 

According to Long (2022a), the morality of ancient philosophy is “a kind of mathematics by which we 

make what is good for us balance what is good for others” (p. 25). On the other hand, the interpretation 

of ancient Greek culture was made by Fagan and Russon (1997).  

Hillar (2012) characterized the role of Logos in the formation of ancient civilization. Chaudhri et 

al. (2022) characterized the transformation of knowledge in terms of the representation of the universe. 

Mosyakova (2021) identified the problem of actualizing the heritage of ancient philosophers for the 

development of a culture of autonomy. The researcher noted that in the ancient period, when the free 

life of a person was formed within the law, the phenomenon of individuality had not yet been defined. 

For this reason, the mind of the individual was the basis for his or her exploration of the world (Amsler 

et al., 1985). At the same time, the philosophy of Ancient Greece formed key aspects of the formation of 

human freedom and autonomy, where the order of coexistence was interpreted as a benefit to culture, 

which was considered a norm of coexistence. These categories were opposed to evil, anomaly, and chaos 

(Mosyakova, 2021). The meaning of Medieval Christian ideology is described in the work by Özgün 

(2022). Carelli (2016) characterizes the main aspects of the study of ancient Greek philosophical 

thought. Slabouz et al. (2021) analyzed the features of linguistic philosophy in the context of the 

anthropological turn in culture.  

For this study, it is also important to examine the peculiarities of the development of European 

culture. Today, there are many views on the formation of European identity, offering different 

classifications, implicitly or explicitly assessing the prospects for its future. Not all of them are concerned 

with current developments as the core of this identity (Sassatelli, 2009). As Słomski (2003) argues, the 

problem of European identity is not a direct scientific and philosophical problem, but rather an object 

of discussion in contemporary scientific journals. According to his concept, the basis of modern 

European unity is “the idea of a Christian community, culture, and European civilization” (Słomski, 2003, 

p. 13). The concept of multiculturalism formation is presented in Parshyn and Mereniuk, (2022). These 

authors described the importance of multiculturalism for the medieval city of that time. Horyna (2020) 
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presents the origins of modern European culture and identity. At the same time, Donnikova (2018) 

substantiated the moral foundations of modern intercultural communication based on the analysis of 

contemporary European works. On the other hand, Johansson (2022) formed the idea of the impact of 

multiculturalism on the development of modern social sectors based on a thorough analysis of current 

opportunities and challenges. Kettani (2016) also identifies the peculiarities of implementing 

multiculturalism. Kryvyzyuk et al. (2021) characterized the significance of multiculturalism in the 

postmodern world. Theoretical foundations of multiculturalism are presented in the work by Bergquist 

(1992). Also, the issue of transforming the concept of knowledge (Logos) in the context of global changes 

and challenges has been of interest to many contemporary scholars (Joas et al. 2019; Dovhan & 

Mikhailina, 2021). For example, Renn (2020) believes that the key today is to “reconfigure scientific 

thought to meet the challenges of humanity” (p. 408). However, although this idea is not entirely new, 

he sees his position as a revival of the civilizational alliance between science and the desire to transform 

humanity's relationship to the world. Renn (2020) also characterizes the concept of the evolution of 

knowledge and mind through the prism of the analysis of historical epochs. Denning and Lewis (2020) 

described the impact of technology on the development of the modern globalized world. Karimov et al. 

(2022) characterized the role of knowledge in the context of studying an intercultural philosophical 

approach. However, the issue of differences in the perception of ancient philosophers is controversial 

and requires a more thorough study.  

Research Methodology  

General background 

The study was conducted in several stages. At the first stage, the authors analyzed the current 

literature base of the study. At the second stage, the role of ethics in the philosophy of culture was 

determined through the prism of the influence of ancient philosophical thought on modernity. At the 

third stage, the authors characterize the phenomenon of cosmopolitanism of cultures in the meaning of 

the philosophical concept of Antiquity and analyze the ancient basis of modern European politics. The 

fourth stage summarizes the conclusions obtained. 

Data analysis 

To achieve the research goal, the authors used general theoretical methods of cognition, in 

particular analysis and synthesis. The article applies the analytical principle to determine the current 

state of understanding of the influence of ancient culture on the formation of European civilization and 

to describe the content of the main concepts. Based on the content analysis of modern literature, were 

reviewed recent research and characterizes important issues for further study. The study also used the 

comparative method, which made it possible to identify controversial points in modern ideas about the 

influence of ancient culture on modernity.  

Research Results  

Ethics in the Philosophy of Cultures: Ancient Influence and Modernity 

A number of heuristic concepts and ideas created in Antiquity based on religious and theological 

thinking influenced the formation of the basic attitudes of technogenic civilization and its science 

through the mediation of mythological and later religious and theological aspects (Long, 2022b). In 

particular, among the values of technogenic civilization, which emerged as a development of the 

synthesis of the achievements of ancient and Christian cultural traditions and scientific progress of the 

modern world, the perception of nature as a naturally ordered field of objects is important (which, from 

the point of view of antiquity, is the most important manifestation of the divine action in the world) 
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(Plato, 2016). Using Socrates' ideas as an example, we can see that the concept of a rational 

understanding of the world in Western culture is a factor of direct action that has been embodied in the 

ideal and practice of scientific rationality. In this framework, the idea of the human mind as a small copy 

of the divine mind, capable of comprehending the plan and law of the divine creation, formed in the 

concept of the universe, was formed (a similar understanding is also present in pre-Socratic thinkers) 

(Denyer, 2016). Directly based on this assessment, a special type of rationality gradually emerged, which 

was later realized in the development of New European science, which took an important position in the 

development of technogenic culture.  

One of the typical examples of how philosophical and theological theories created in the Antiquity 

period are received, processed, and absorbed is the problem of moral values. The famous dispute 

between Socrates and the sophist Callicles over the nature of good and justice - whether they are human 

institutions or have a superhuman status - is historically the first example of an eloquent and reasoned 

argument on this topic (Apostolopoulou, 2016). 

The concept of the behavior of a free person played an important role in ancient Greek philosophy, 

which is still considered one of the important sources of modern humanism because it was Greek culture 

that discovered and revealed a person in the mainstream of the ideology of a free and independent 

individual (Mosyakova, 2021). Ancient philosophers are characterized by the concept of the human 

spirit as an expression of freedom, reflections on cultural norms of activity, and the behavior of equal 

people among themselves. It should be noted that ensuring individual freedom was one of the important 

factors in the proper functioning of the Greek polis.  

The cultural norms of antiquity existed in the form of a system of moral and legal norms that 

regulated social relations. The concept of an individual responsible for his or her behavior and actions 

is supported by the works of Homer (Mosyakova, 2021). In particular, his works contain the idea of 

morality, which his heroes follow in the struggle for the well-being of the people. Another explanation 

of the responsible and free person's behavior takes on a new meaning in the reflections of the Sophists. 

In particular, such thinkers as Antiphon, Protagoras, and Alcidamus are supporters of the equality of all 

people by nature (both Greeks and barbarians). In their view, inequality only exists in the law of the 

polis, which does not depend on birth. The law of politics, which rules over people, forces them to do 

things that are repugnant to nature itself. This interpretation of individualism forced a different view of 

the idea of a person's dependence on his or her origin. The concepts of law-abidingness and the 

responsibility of an individual before the law are found in the works of Pythagoras. According to him, 

powerlessness is evil, and an individual cannot exist without both education and guidance (Mosyakova, 

2021). For Heraclitus, a person must also obey the laws, realize his or her place and role in accordance 

with the laws of logos, since “it is worth imitating the universal.” According to Heraclitus, the Logos is 

the main source of laws and all citizens must follow it. At the same time, this thinker reflected on the 

relationship of individuals to each other and believed that lawlessness violates the Universal Law. 

The concept of human behavioral choice is also continued in the works of Democritus, who 

believed that the rational individual is the “measure of things” (Kedar & Hon, 2020). Democritus was 

one of the first philosophers to distinguish between the motives and behavior of a person, which formed 

certain foundations of his cultural existence: “...to be a good person means not only not to do injustice, 

but also not to want to do it...” (Mosyakova, 2021). “An honest and dishonest person is recognized not 

only by what he or she does but also by what he or she desires.” The sophists' reasoning is opposed to 

the ideas of Plato, Aristotle, and Socrates. Aristotle believed that the best condition for the formation of 

social life is a democratic system in which every individual has the right to choose and freedom, but he 

emphasized the dependence of some people on other people. In Aristotle's idea, the concept of virtue, 

which is an acquired trait of the soul, rather than a natural one, occupies an important place (Djijian & 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

37 
 

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

Hovhannisyan, 2020). At the same time, according to Socrates, knowledge is the basis for the formation 

of moral behavior, while ignorance is the basis for committing a crime. According to Socrates, an 

individual gains power over himself and thus freedom only through the use of knowledge (Mosyakova, 

2021; Dashchenko, 2022). Plato was looking for a universal way to combine justice and the virtue of the 

individual through dialogues. He believed that for the development of society, it is important to sacrifice 

one's own interests and it is necessary to formulate laws that would help improve both personal and 

social life (Plato, 2021). 

The reception of ancient views in philosophical thought was an important element of cognition for 

European researchers. For example, the German philosopher Karl Jaspers in his work “The Axial Age” 

reflected on the prominent role of Christianity for Europeans. At the same time, he emphasized that this 

historical path is relevant primarily for Christians, while other religions and beliefs have different ways 

of perception. Based on an analysis of historical and cultural manifestations, he defined the period of the 

“axial epoch” (“axial age”), the time in human history when modern man was formed. Chronologically, 

this period was 800-200 BC (Jaspers, 2021). It is characterized by several important features. First of 

all, during this period, the greatest sages and philosophers lived and worked in both Europe and Asia: 

Confucius, Mo Di, Zhuangzi, Li Tzu, representatives of the Chinese schools; the Upanishads were formed 

in the Indian lands; the Buddha appeared; Zarathustra (the opposition of good and evil) developed his 

views in Iran, Christianity is born in Palestine (the first prophets Elijah, Isaiah, and Jeremiah), in Greece, 

the works of Homer and the tragedians, philosophers Parmenides, Heraclitus, Plato, historian 

Thucydides, and the outstanding mechanic Archimedes are outstanding (Horyna, 2020; Jaspers, 2021). 

The emergence of reflection at this time raised important cultural and ethical questions that would 

determine the fate of humanity in the coming centuries. Thanks to reflection, schools are formed, whose 

representatives analyze the spiritual, oppositions, etc., which leads to a certain spiritual chaos, and 

therefore, according to the philosopher, to an active movement (See Figure 1).  

Figure 1.  

Schematic model of axial time  

 

Source: compiled by the authors based on Jaspers (2021). 
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The movement led to the emergence of basic categories that are still popular in art, shaped modern 

world religions, and laid the foundations for the universality of humanity. Under the pressure of these 

categories, the mythological view of the world collapsed, and philosophers and philosophical schools 

dealt them a decisive blow (Jaspers, 2021). 

The “Axial Age” led to the emergence of history, which the scientist interpreted as a representation 

of the result of the formation of the world. Although it was seen differently by different nations, its 

universal essence became obvious to everyone (Shpachynskyi & Huliamova, 2021). Ethical and moral 

norms were also universally understood. Thanks to this, humanity has acquired common features of 

development, in particular, the concept of statehood has been redefined. According to K. Jaspers, before 

modernity, humanity lived by the same beliefs that existed at that time. The “Axial Age” originated in 

small territories, but its achievements are now felt all over the world, although many civilizations have 

perished since then and been replaced by others. 

The cosmopolitanism of cultures as a philosophical concept since antiquity 

Modern society is characterized by multiculturalism. In particular, the EU countries are home to 

many representatives of other nations, and Europeans themselves are also culturally and mentally 

diverse. The current European slogan (“Unity in Diversity!”) demonstrates an attempt to simultaneously 

develop a plurality of cultures, emphasize differences, and tolerate these differences (within reason). 

However, as this process unfolds, Europe is increasingly being perceived as a kind of single homeland, 

whose residents outside its borders can freely identify themselves as EU citizens. In the United States, 

where the American nation is formed as a “cauldron of nations,” the sense of a common homeland for 

representatives of different cultures is even more tangible. However, it is precisely the westernization 

(Americanization) of culture that is associated with modern globalization - the great offensive of the 

“American way of life” on the identity of other national cultures (Jung, 2020). The definition of 

cosmopolitanism is also most often associated with the United States, although it is based on ancient 

philosophical views that also developed among other European thinkers. For example, ancient 

philosophers such as Socrates, Marcus Aurelius, and Epicurus put forward the idea of cosmopolitanism 

(Mosyakova, 2021; Sellars, 2022), a concept of world citizenship where all people are considered 

members of the global community. This concept emphasizes the universality of human values and moral 

principles, regardless of cultural or national differences. Similarly, the importance of what is now known 

as tolerance was emphasized: ancient philosophers promoted tolerance and respect for other opinions 

and cultures (Stankiewicz, 2018). They emphasized the importance of open dialogue and 

understanding, rather than violence or coercion, to resolve conflicts and achieve coexistence between 

different cultures. 

In fact, the idea of cosmopolitanism comes from ancient Greece, where the philosopher Diogenes 

of Sinope declared himself a “citizen of the world”. He rejected the idea of limiting human beings to 

national or cultural boundaries, arguing that all people are part of a single global community. In ancient 

Greek and Roman philosophy, especially in Stoicism, cosmopolitanism embodied an understanding of 

natural laws and the indissoluble unity of humanity (López-Astorga, 2022). Famous Stoics such as 

Seneca and Marcus Aurelius emphasized universal values and moral responsibility (Stankiewicz, 2018; 

Karimov & Bekbaev, 2022). During the Enlightenment, the idea of cosmopolitanism was further 

developed by philosophers who promoted the ideas of tolerance, freedom, and equality. Voltaire, Kant, 

and Rousseau dealt with issues of global unity and moral order, considering the possibilities of 

international cooperation and interaction. In the twentieth century, cosmopolitan ideas continued to 

develop, and philosophers such as Hannah Arendt and Jürgen Habermas proposed new approaches to 

understanding cosmopolitanism. Arendt analyzed the issues of human rights and citizenship, exploring 

the possibilities of creating conditions for global solidarity and international law and order. J. Habermas 
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focused on communicative dialogue and put forward the idea of the “public sphere” - a sphere of public 

life that shapes public opinion, an arena of public discourse on socio-political problems of life, and the 

future development of society in general (See Figure 2).  

In fact, we are talking about the development of an ancient philosophical idea that was even 

partially realized in Hellenistic times: the spread of Greek influence and philosophy changed (had an 

impact on) the cultural ideas of the inhabitants of the ancient East and for a long time were transformed 

alongside local cultural patterns. 

Coexistence and Resolution of Modern Conflicts of Cultures: Ancient Foundations of European 

Politics 

The world is full of conflicts arising from cultural differences, which in turn leads to extensive 

discussions about how to resolve them. In fact, the way we conceptualize culture is important for the 

current dialog on multicultural conflict resolution. Approaches that advocate the preservation of 

cultural diversity face significant challenges if they do not recognize cultures as distinct entities. 

Conversely, the notion that cultures cannot have any distinctive characteristics hinders further research. 

From the outset, this perspective rejects the idea of protecting culture, effectively ending the dialogue 

prematurely. To adhere to the ancient Roman principle of audi ad alteram partem (“let us also hear the 

other side”), which requires listening to both sides, approaches to multicultural conflicts should 

embrace an alternative model, provided that such a model is logically viable.  

Figure 2.  

The Evolution of the Concept of “Cosmopolitanism” in European Philosophical Thought 

 

Source: article authors' development  

Such a model could provide the dialog with a crucial moment of common understanding from 

which to move forward. Therefore, researchers propose cultural models that allow for the delineation 

of cultures, defining them in the same way as individuals do (Evink, 2020). Their structure implies a 

dual structure, where the trivial boundary encompasses the internal conflict within a person (Waseem, 

2022). Within individuals, this conflict arises from the interaction between the self and the surrounding 

conditions and repressed meanings (Oancea & Bridges, 2009). These relationships must be 
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is an integral part of our definition of personal autonomy. In the context of cultures, similar processes 

are outlined: multicultural conflicts create the necessary conditions for the notion of trivializing 

boundaries within cultures in terms of communicative relationships between members of a particular 

culture. Multicultural conflicts encourage people to classify themselves, and these self-classifications are 

based on group membership (Štědroň & Štědroň, 2018). Although not all members may agree on who 

belongs to a particular culture and who does not, membership claims help to distinguish communication 

dynamics within a culture from those outside it. Furthermore, within these trivial boundaries, cultures 

can demonstrate a unity of conflict similar to that observed in personal autonomy. 

Intercultural dialog is extremely relevant today. Interaction in conflictual cultural situations can 

be defined through the prism of the achievements of ancient philosophy. In particular, ancient 

philosophers such as Plato and Aristotle developed the concept of civil discourse, in which citizens could 

exchange ideas and arguments to reach a common understanding and make decisions. This approach 

emphasizes the importance of openness to understanding other beliefs and the ability to engage in 

dialogue in a multicultural context.  

Discussion 

The issues of ethics, intercultural coexistence, and cosmopolitanism are important in terms of 

modern processes that are brought to life by globalization and other structural transformations that are 

taking place today. Researchers rightly point to the ancient cultural basis of many processes that are 

inherent in modernity (Slabouz et al., 2021; Chaika et al., 2021). However, we should also recognize 

certain layers of other eras and other cultures that allow us to undermine certain ideals of ancient 

philosophical culture for the study and understanding of the current socio-political situation (Pae, 

2020). 

In particular, the importance of ethical foundations as a legacy of ancient philosophy is rightly 

noted by researchers as an important element of modern society. However, there are certain 

discrepancies and different understandings of the importance of ethics for modernity. We should also 

agree with researchers who recognize the influence of Christianity on the formation of ethical principles 

(Edwards, 2022). As a religion and a philosophical and religious way of understanding the world, 

Christianity also originated in ancient times. However, important in this regard are the reflections of 

medieval and early modern philosophers (including Protestant ethics) who not only developed and 

rethought the concept of ethics but also offered their own views that differed from those of the Greco-

Roman era. This synthesis indicates the validity of the concepts of the universality of humanity (Jaspers, 

2021). At the same time, the analyzed views of K. Jaspers, according to researchers, are one of the last 

attempts of European thinkers to imagine the commonality of all mankind (Baruchello, 2021; 

Frances, 2021). Moreover, the philosopher identified cultural and religious factors of development as 

decisive when trying to explain universality above political development. K. Jaspers's philosophical 

view, however, did not leave room to explain the formation of the “Axial Age”. It is not known why such 

fundamental changes in worldviews around the world took place at this time. It is also impossible to 

determine whether a “new axial age” will come and how to distinguish it. The point is that K. Jaspers's 

views are quite retrospective - from the point of view of a twentieth-century man, he looked back at 

history and realized the importance of transformations in this period. Their distinctive feature is the 

emphasis on the ethical development of the individual and the established philosophical ideas about the 

world (Bondar, 2022). In addition, it is about the interaction of philosophical cultures, in which ancient 

thought is only a separate element of the overall picture. 

The definition of cosmopolitanism also contains some debatable elements (Carelli, 2016). In 

particular, the idea of the world and people in it in ancient times was different: peoples were divided 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

41 
 

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

into Greeks, Romans, and barbarians. Although the barbarians were also included in general public life 

during the development of antiquity, the cosmopolitanism of the ancient world was primarily reserved 

for those who could communicate in Greek or Latin. In the modern world, the primacy of 

cosmopolitanism belongs to the English language, which is not perceived equally in the world. A striking 

example is the current Russian aggression against Ukraine. The ideas of the “Russian world” are 

chauvinistic, but they are based on the notion that the countries of the former socialist camp should 

have Russian as the official language, which will allow “liberal” Russians to feel “free” in an alien 

environment. Violations and manipulations with the ideas of cosmopolitanism also belong to the 

present: the concept of mutual respect and honoring traditions in the modern separate political thought 

of dictatorial regimes is being turned into an instrument of enslavement and destruction of cultures. 

There are also some cautious interpretations among researchers regarding the concept of 

coexistence and multiculturalism. Legislative regulation mechanisms are in place in European and 

American democratic countries. However, already at the level of global international organizations (e.g., 

the UN), the principles of dialogue are becoming more difficult, especially in terms of developing 

effective, binding decisions (Colvin, 2013). The Russian-Ukrainian war has demonstrated that the right 

of the strong continues to operate, and the Russian regime, for example, may consider war an effective 

way to conduct foreign policy. In such circumstances, the ideas of the coexistence of cultures and 

peaceful dialogue can be broken through the regimes of countries that were not part of European 

civilization and opposed to it. In such circumstances, respect for the achievements of philosophical 

culture will also be minimal. 

Conclusions and Implications 

Thus, the philosophical culture of antiquity had a significant impact on the formation of a 

philosophical understanding of modern national cultures and the processes in which they develop. First 

of all, it is important to recognize that the ideas that were formed in the period of antiquity had a 

significant impact on the sociological, political, and philosophical thought of subsequent generations. 

Accordingly, the ancient ideas of thinkers played an important role in the formation of European 

civilization in general. At the same time, the culturedness of modern Europeans is also manifested in the 

cross-cultural elements that are inherent in today's society and imitated by many other countries 

through Westernization.  

The concept of ethics, which emerged in Greco-Roman times and evolved significantly in 

subsequent times, is important. Equally relevant for the present is the concept of cosmopolitanism, 

which has become a reality for cultural life as a result of globalization: national cultures have been 

significantly influenced by other cultures, resulting in certain ideas about the community of people and 

“world citizenship.” The first ideas of this kind began to take shape in ancient Greece and, as a result of 

evolution, turned into modern philosophical views that are somewhat in tune with ancient ideals. 

Similarly, the views of ancient philosophers on conflicts and their resolution remain relevant: methods 

of dialogue and discussion are generally used in contemporary political practice and public culture. At 

the same time, it should be recognized that the ancient experience is primarily relevant to European 

countries and individual states that were settled by Europeans and were their colonies. Undoubtedly, 

ancient ideas have undergone certain transformations caused by the emergence of fundamentally new 

forms of states, administrative apparatus, technologies, etc. At the same time, people's thinking and 

behavior have not changed that much from that of the ancient period. The mechanisms of functioning of 

the European Parliament, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe, and other 

administrative institutions allow resolving and discussing disputes without using direct force. 

Obviously, this was a consequence of the globalization process, as well as the peaceful coexistence of 

peoples after the bloody Second World War. Obviously, the influence of philosophical ideas on the 
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modern culture of the coexistence of nationalities is extremely significant and profound. For this reason, 

the philosophical views of ancient thinkers can be used to analyze the present. Despite globalization 

influences, not all the views of ancient philosophers have been assimilated in other countries, which 

partly have their own thought traditions that may differ from ancient visions. 

 Therefore, the prospect for further research is to try to determine the synergy and mutual 

influence of cultures based on the impact of digital technologies and the exchange of information 

(traditions) within modern social and political institutions. In addition, a future promising direction of 

research is the comparison of the concepts of ancient thinkers with their partial implementation in 

today's modern world. Accordingly, this will require further research analysis, and this paper will 

provide an important scientific basis for further extended research. 
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