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Abstract 

 
The history of ideas is a relatively new concept, which has not only the theoretical inherent in it but 

also in the spirit of modernity is able to reveal its own applied potential. The article shows the role of the 
history of ideas in the search for answers to the crises of the modern world, which makes it possible to es-
tablish some regularities in the functioning of intellectual constructs and their social embodiment. The au-
thor examines the basic provisions of the research concepts of the adherents of the history of ideas A. 
Lovejoy and I. Berlin. Using the conceptual foundations of their theories, the author applies them to a 
deeper understanding of the specifics of such megatrends as the COVID-19 pandemic, armed conflicts 
and information wars. It was revealed that the specificity of the global world transforms the content of 
events that traditionally affect one sphere and now spread to various spheres of the nonlinear and fragile 
world. In conclusion, the author sums up the research results and notes the methodological possibilities of 
the history of ideas for further study of the logic of social processes. 
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Introduction 
 

Of course, we can agree with those who be-
lieve that philosophy is concerned with the study 
of thinking and its evolution. Therefore, she can-
not lose sight of the very results of the activities 
of various intellectuals, the limiting content of 
which about something is fixed in the category 
of “idea”. As a rule, in the process of compre-
hending various objects, new ideas arise that are 
most directly related to the comprehension of the 
essence and ways of realizing these objects. Ab-
solutely all great ideas always have their own 
destiny: some quickly find universal responses, 
while some have to struggle to make their way. 
We believe that each of the researchers of the 
social at least once wondered why people recog-
nize the a priori correctness of some seemingly 

hopeless ideas and at the same time show scepti-
cism about the content of other intellectual con-
structs that have become the result of longer re-
flections. The applied nature of modern social 
philosophy seems to be a significant understand-
ing of how intellectual ideas can be interpreted 
and applied in practice in social, political, cultur-
al and other reality. Thus, a critical analysis of 
research concepts to determine the vectors of 
using their provisions in order to solve certain 
social problems explains the relevance and sig-
nificance of this study. 

 
History of Ideas:  

Theoretical and Applied Aspect 
 

Determination of opportunities for the ap-
plied use of the provisions of certain concepts 
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predetermines some initial theory, which places 
intellectual constructs at the centre of its re-
search. One of these is Arthur Onken Lovejoy‟s 
“history of ideas” project, for which ideas have 
not only broad but sometimes extended content. 
In his book “The Great Chain of Being”, Love-
joy (1936) forms the idea of the intellectual his-
tory of mankind as a set of separate teachings 
and systems, each of which has its own historical 
and cultural significance. The rationale for this 
thesis lies on the surface: the ideological inspir-
ers and mentors of the American philosopher 
were pragmatists and evolutionists, whose re-
search methodology was largely reflected in the 
demands made to modern philosophy. 

Indeed, today it is pragmatic foundations, as 
opposed to abstraction and abstractness, that are 
becoming the determining principle of the viabil-
ity of concrete ideas. As forms of human intel-
lectual activity in the contexts of certain histori-
cal periods and societies, ideas, in their own way, 
depending on understanding, interpretation and 
application, set the principles of explaining and 
constructing the world: “Behind any private in-
tellectual and philosophical ideas, there is a phe-
nomenon or several phenomena that are elemen-
tary, basic and deeper than any general idea” 
(Hludneva, 2003). From the presented logic, it 
follows that any established conceptual system is 
a consequence of the development of a common 
ongoing and socio-culturally predetermined his-
tory, significantly affecting the development of 
social processes. In this regard, as Lovejoy him-
self rightly asserts, along with the variety of ide-
as existing at a certain interval, the search for 
common foundations acquires value, allowing 
theoretical concepts to form and, after that, to 
solve urgent social problems at a practical level. 
According to the history of ideas, all theoretical 
concepts can be interpreted as events that oc-

curred in the intellectual life of a particular socie-
ty or all of humanity.  

In this case, the category “event” is inter-
preted in a postmodern sense since its content ex-
presses a certain essence of specific social phe-
nomena. Since the modern social system is de-
veloping at a rather rapid pace, the events them-
selves, as forms of preserving the content of the 
meanings prescribed to social phenomena, are 
transformed along with the nonlinearity of the 
processes taking place. Postmodernity makes it 
possible to identify events and concepts that re-
veal “real events of social life, identical to this 
concept” (Pilyugina, 2014). It is along this trajec-
tory that the so-called “philosophy of the event” 
takes shape, where the world and society are 
considered as a set of actions and should be un-
derstood exclusively as the end result of concrete 
development in certain existing conditions. Alain 
Badiou is a prominent representative of this 
search. In his philosophy, the world is thought of 
as a plurality, in which thought exists in condi-
tions of polymorphism and pluralism, and it is 
for this reason that it is difficult to find any uni-
versal foundation in society (Badiou, 2014). 

We dare to assume that from now on, an 
unambiguous definition of an event with the help 
of reason and clear cause-and-effect relationships 
is losing its relevance because now other ways of 
denoting social facts are being implemented. E. 
V. Pilyugina (2014) summarizes that in Badiou‟s 
reasoning about the ways of comprehending an 
event, the following forms can be distinguished: 

1. Mathema (direct rational naming, naming 
an event); 

2. Poem (contextual name, reduction to com-
mon images); 

3. “Invented policy” (the name of an event 
that is exploited by the authorities); 

4. Thoughts about love (exploitation of the 
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basic sexual instinct). 
As a result of the breakdown of the relation-

ship between these options, it becomes possible 
to provide descriptions of any event with almost 
any meaning. For example, the event of power 
can be portrayed as thoughts of love (scandals 
around the private life of the political establish-
ment) or through poetics through the glorifica-
tion of specific heads of state (Badiou, 2014). 

We see that the philosophy of events opens 
up a wide range of possibilities for describing 
modern society and the interactions taking place 
in it. In a similar way, Lovejoy proposed analyz-
ing the formation of the history of intellectual 
ideas. In this case, it is always necessary to pay 
attention not only to the totality of rational ways 
of signifying but mainly to analyze the condi-
tions due to which specific phenomena received 
certain meanings (Hludneva, 2005). So there are 
options for explaining topical social processes 
and identifying the reasons that contribute to 
their emergence, and understanding the principle 
of functioning. In this sense, any intellectual 
scheme, regardless of the coordinates of the his-
torical era and the conditions of its emergence, 
becomes applicable to the modern world. 

When forming the conceptual foundations 
of any worldview, the so-called “ideas-units” be-
come basic, to which Lovejoy (1936) refers: 

1. Implicit preferences as more or less uncon-
scious habits that determine the mental ac-
tivity of entire generations; 

2. Nodal intellectual constructions of a specif-
ic community or individual subjects; 

3. Thoughts expressing an emotional attitude; 
4. Historically defined teachings formed on 

specific historical periods; 
5. Hypotheses reflecting hope for a definite fu-

ture. 
The presented concepts underpin the ideo-

logical foundations of the individual, networks of 
intellectuals, and in potency can reach the level 
of the whole society and the world, setting the 
basic principles of action for a relatively long 
period. Indeed, today in various intellectual sys-
tems, one can find a huge number of confirming 
examples: philosophy, religion, ideology, the 
humanities and social sciences, where unit ideas 
can migrate an infinite number of times from one 
phenomenon to another, transforming its content 
in a natural way. A separate example of the im-
plementation of the presented concept is the the-
sis that Plato‟s basic ideas about abundance, hav-
ing passed through the centuries, significantly 
influenced not only the history of philosophy of 
the Western world but also largely predeter-
mined its modern appearance (Zhuravleva, 
2013). And such examples of ideas can be found 
in absolutely any cultural era and philosophical 
tradition: G. V. Leibniz predetermined phenom-
enology from E. Husserl to the present day. For 
this reason, the leading meaning of activities for 
the study and practical application of ideas (but 
not in their pure form, but only, as follows from 
the theory of interpretation, their modifications) 
can be formulated as follows: search and selec-
tion of basic intellectual products with the subse-
quent highlighting of provisions and testing of 
their applications in a specific area depending on 
the degree of congruence. 

Close in spirit to Lovejoy are the views of 
the British thinker I. Berlin, for whom the basic 
position of intellectual history is ideological plu-
ralism, in accordance with which people choose 
the priority principles for implementing actions 
from the “menu of intellectual constructs” strict-
ly based on the current context. On the basis of 
this, a subjectivist understanding is formed not 
only of the value world but also of the historical 
process, which allows one to fully express and 
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take into account all the wealth of ideas available 
and associated with certain spheres of human 
existence (Berlin, 2001). 

According to Berlin, this principle allows 
activism to be manifested as the main essence of 
a person, determining the ability of each individ-
ual to form his own unique living world. Un-
doubtedly, this approach is largely close to the 
maxims of existential philosophy, but Berlin 
manages to translate the idea of activism further 
and wider mainly through statements about the 
competitive nature of intellectual history, which 
is a space of confrontation of ideas, the nature of 
which is rooted in the very essence and function-
ing of mental activity. The so-called “radical 
choice”, that is, “carried out without rational gui-
delines that guarantee the “right” choice, or justi-
fy the wrong one, is of paramount importance 
here” (Granovskaya, 2015). 

Berlin‟s (2001) thesis of radical pluralism is 
extrapolated to the levels of ethics, values and 
cultural forms, which highlights the applied pos-
sibilities of using ideas in relation to any social. 
And if the ethical and value levels of radical plu-
ralism find a predominantly individual manifes-
tation, thereby allowing each person to express 
themselves and come to the most comfortable 
form of their existence, then the cultural level is 
able to lay conceptual foundations that determine 
the possibilities for the deployment of transfor-
mation processes. The presented provisions ap-
ply not only to individuals who actively produce 
ideas or are active in a specific area but also to 
entire groups, communities and civilizations, de-
fining the institutionalization of the main charac-
teristics of social interactions. 

 
Ongoing Debate about COVID-19 
 

The analysis of the views of prominent the-

oreticians of the considered direction of intellec-
tual searches provides a rich toolkit for consider-
ing the ideological content of current social pro-
cesses. Considering that intelligence is becoming 
the most demanded resource that determines the 
general evolutionary scenario of development, 
we believe that in moments of crisis for the ex-
istence of the world society, ideas acquire deci-
sive importance for relevant and timely respons-
es to the challenges and threats facing states. It is 
important to take into account the unequal nature 
of the manifestation of these negative markers, 
depending on socio-cultural and historical condi-
tions, and even with reference to specific geo-
graphic coordinates in which the (macro) regions 
are localized. 

Let‟s consider several topical megatrends of 
the modern world, which have really become 
large-scale in their coverage of the global society 
and require timely and unique responses to re-
solve current difficulties and minimize destruc-
tive consequences. One of these manifestations, 
which seemed at the very beginning of its mani-
festation to be an insignificant event, is the 
Covid-19 (SARS-COV-2) coronavirus pandem-
ic, which has swept the whole world to this day. 
In the special medical literature, it is noted that 
the aetiology and epidemiology of this virus are 
associated with a group of coronaviruses, among 
which by the end of 2019, there were already 
four varieties that led to the emergence of acute 
respiratory viral infections, damaged the upper 
respiratory tract and did not differ clinically from 
other acute respiratory viral infections. Numer-
ous studies have shown that SARS-COV-2 orig-
inated from the bat coronavirus, but its “interme-
diate host” has not yet been identified (Sham-
sheva, 2020). During the pandemic, the corona-
virus has demonstrated that it can quickly trans-
mit from person to person and spread between 
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states, regardless of the preventive measures tak-
en. It was the speed at which the new corona-
virus spread, as well as the suddenness of its sce-
narios, that led the World Health Organization to 
declare a public health emergency of internation-
al concern. 

The SARS-COV-2 virus is new and turns 
out to be quite dangerous for human life in con-
junction with concomitant diseases: “The catego-
ry of high mortality risk from COVID-2019 
should include elderly patients with concomitant 
diseases, especially with damage to the cardio-
vascular system” (Romanov, 2020). However, 
this one does not at all contribute to calm and ba-
lanced reactions in the search for answers. In the 
context of the transparency of the world, it is not 
only and not so much about SARS-COV-2 itself, 
but about its informational and political descrip-
tions, as well as in connection with the number 
and polarity of its assessments in conjunction 
with the rapid transformations of the worldview. 

The essence of the political and information 
megatrend called COVID-2019 is that, from the 
point of view of the medical expert community, 
the virus is far from the most dangerous among 
others, both in historical retrospect and in mod-
ern society. A. Gromyko notes that in the history 
of the 20th century, not to mention earlier peri-
ods, there were viruses that were much more 
dangerous to human health and life. In particular, 
he cites statistics that by 2019 HIV alone had 
claimed more than 30 million lives, but at the 
same time, the world community is relatively 
calm, having come to terms with the idea of its 
incurability (Gromyko, 2020). 

The most significant in the discussions 
around COVID-2019 is the presence of contro-
versial and mutually exclusive points of view 
about its origin, distribution and consequences. It 
seems problematic that such controversies have 

an extremely difficult impact on the popular 
mindset. It can be seen with the naked eye that in 
terms of the effect of its multidirectional impact, 
the new coronavirus has actually left behind the 
scale of the global world. The main reasons are 
the instantaneous spread of the disease and the 
ideological struggle of various political structures 
that unfolded in the transformed media space. 

Today, mass media technologies make it 
possible to spread information extremely quick-
ly, changing the plastic and very sensitive con-
sciousness of a modern person. We agree with 
Gromyko that the COVID-2019 pandemic “de-
monstrates the vulnerability, if not the illusion of 
freedom of movement as a given. Having got 
used to it, people were not prepared for the side 
effects of this freedom. The question arises 
whether the realization will come that freedom to 
live in a world without major wars and freedom 
of movement, like all other freedoms, are not 
absolute and not guaranteed to us from birth, but 
are conditioned by the behaviour and actions of 
each new generation of people” (Gromyko, 
2020). Indeed, one might wonder if this state of 
affairs might not change relations between states, 
not to mention the status of human rights and 
freedom of movement? 

We observe how rapidly the role of national 
states is changing, which has conditioned the 
vital nature of the need to establish partnerships 
with supranational institutions, not only not al-
lowing but also not suggesting an antagonistic 
scenario for the development of events in the 
near future. The issue of the need to mobilize 
resources to combat the pandemic is quite acute 
in the world. It is reflected in the functions as-
signed to the executive authorities and special 
services, which in the vast majority of countries 
have already acquired additional powers and 
formed additional instruments of coercion. In 
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this regard, it is important to note the sceptical 
sentiments of researchers and citizens, who are 
directed to the fact that the powers and instru-
ments of coercion obtained in a state of emer-
gency will remain with the relevant services for-
ever. Such ideas of critical political realism re-
flect the facts that if at the medical level the pan-
demic can recede, then at the political level, it 
will not go anywhere, which will manifest itself 
in maintaining a high degree of control over so-
ciety. 

Based on the above, the essence of the 
COVID-2019 megatrend can be formulated in 
several positions: 
x Inversion of the “balance of power” prevail-

ing in the global world, contributing to an 
increase in the role of national states and 
executive authorities; 

x The multivariate nature of achieving the de-
sired goals as a natural reaction to a single 
threat: the political establishment seeks to 
simultaneously reformat the economy, re-
gional politics, law, culture, demography. 

x Practical implementation of a new phase of 
the information war: the pandemic is be-
coming a propaganda tool and reveals the 
essential characteristics of ideology, first of 
all, double standards and discrediting oppo-
nents. 
The megatrends of the modern world, 

which include COVID-2019, tend to go beyond 
the only sphere of their objectification (in this 
case, medicine), producing complex fluctuations 
and requiring multidimensional planning of re-
sponses. A distinctive feature of such events is 
the instability of the still unformed world-sys-
tem, in which the usual institutions are de-
stroyed, and there is simply no time left for ef-
fective transformations and adjustments of me-
chanisms since the conditions of new challenges 

and threats are imposed on the resolved prob-
lems (Shumilin, 2020). Global informatization 
leads to the fact that rumours and the Internet as 
the most accessible and understandable tools of 
mass use fall into the category of reliable 
sources, along with official information (Sady-
kov & Ahmetyanova, 2020). It is thanks to the 
intersections of technological innovation and the 
intellectual culture of the mass consumer, pre-
vailing in many countries, that uncritical anchor-
age of information labelled as “true”, and “relia-
ble” is provided, which interferes with the selec-
tion and transmission of important data. 

 
War Faces in the 21st Century 

 
Another megatrend is associated with trans-

formations in the nature and methods of warfare. 
First of all, the formation of this megatrend is 
associated with the reluctance of modern states 
to wage regional or world wars. An indicative 
illustration of what has been said is the following 
opinion: “The prevailing idea of the modern 
military policy of the American state is the tran-
sition from the idea of mutually assured destruc-
tion in the course of a war with available nuclear 
weapons to the idea of guaranteed destruction of 
the enemy” (Radikov, 2015). The interconnect-
edness and nonlinearity with the simultaneous 
fragility of modern realities make it possible to 
assert that modern states are no longer guided by 
the war of global destruction of mankind as the 
crudest form of political influence on other states 
and entire regions since their political establish-
ment itself realizes the riskiness of its own exist-
ence. Today countries form their offensive and 
defensive policies based on the desire to narrow 
their interests, as a result of which “local wars” 
are spreading.  

So, if in the modern world it is possible to 
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talk about the conduct of hostilities, then they 
acquire the framework of very limited territory, 
making the war insignificant in terms of informa-
tional effect, but a rather promising event in 
terms of benefits and results from the standpoint 
of the participants. The factors influencing the 
formation of local wars include minor internal 
troubles over the uneven distribution of mone-
tary resources or legislative initiatives of subjects 
seeking to retain power for as long as possible 
through new legal norms. By the way, this also 
includes the importance of intellectual influence 
from the outside, perceived by influential actors 
as an advanced experience of state-building, as a 
result of which war is seen as a necessary condi-
tion for achieving social success. The analysis of 
the events of modern events is rich in examples 
of the so-called “asymmetric” wars when one of 
the parties (most often the attacking one) of a 
military conflict turns out to be much stronger in 
terms of numbers and technological equipment 
than the other side of the conflict (the defenders).  

One of the forms of manifestation of this 
type of military clashes is the use by the aggres-
sor countries of the entire arsenal of technologi-
cal capabilities to accelerate hostilities. These 
changes in the nature of armed conflicts are man-
ifested in the formation of two asymmetries (1) 
strength and (2) weakness (Myunkleg, 2003). In 
practice, stronger states seek to end the war as 
soon as possible in order to minimize their own 
costs, while a weaker participant seeks to drag 
out hostilities for a longer period to voice any 
territorial or other preferences that are the per-
sonal interests of specific actors than the entire 
state. 

In addition, the status of national states as 
participants in military conflicts is changing. If 
earlier the war was seen as a matter exclusively 
of the state, since it was it who could afford to 

quickly mobilize resources to protect or conquer 
resources, then in the 21st-century, conflicts are 
waged with the involvement of other actors, one 
of which is private military companies. Some 
researchers rightly show that in the modern 
world, states have lost their monopoly on the 
conduct of hostilities, and in their place have 
come ethnic or religious communities and even 
entire national organizations. A significant re-
duction in the cost of weapons itself, as well as 
the actual absence of costs for training the army, 
are mentioned as the reasons. As a result, the war 
is not only a confrontation between the state 
against the state but, to a greater extent, a com-
mercial project (Afanasyev, 2014). It is self-
evident that the ideas underlying the megatrend 
of the transformation of the essence and forms of 
warfare are rooted in the already mentioned mul-
tidimensionality, when “local” political claims 
correspond to the economy, culture and the 
sphere of spiritual production. 

A correlate to military action is information 
warfare as another megatrend of our time. As a 
form of interaction between various subjects, 
information warfare has acquired a special scope 
and specific value in the modern world. Refusal 
to wage global wars in favour of local states, in 
the event of an initiative to unleash wars, are 
forced to somehow explain and substantiate the 
motives of their aggressive behaviour and the 
need for the presence of a contingent of troops in 
a particular region or state. 

Various scientific developments note that 
information warfare as a form of influence on the 
enemy is an ancient invention, but the modern 
format of this type of war is that they become a 
kind of replacement for the usual “hot” wars. 
The transformation of information wars took 
place mainly due to the use of modern technical 
and electronic means to solve the assigned tasks 
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related to inflicting damage in order to weaken 
opponents or destroy them (Kibardin, Denisen-
ko, & Saruhanyan, 2015). 

The particular importance of waging infor-
mation wars is that in the modern world commu-
nity, they allow not only supplementing but also 
consolidating the success of military operations. 
The victory in the information war makes the in-
fluence of one state on another more effective. 
We can say that the paradigm of modern infor-
mation warfare by developed countries is to op-
pose scientific and technological revolutions to 
socio-political ones. It is in this logic that the 
strengthening of the countries of the world 
“core” takes place, receiving the best resources 
from the states of the semi-periphery and periph-
ery (Sinchuk, 2018). 

In this regard, one cannot but mention the 
transformations of the technologies of conduct-
ing and the direction of information wars. By and 
large, weak countries have nothing to oppose due 
to the backwardness of technical and technologi-
cal equipment, which predetermines the unidi-
rectional nature of the spread of information 
flows. The method of “colour” revolutions, im-
plemented in the countries of the former Soviet 
Union and a number of other states, is becoming 
a new method of influence. This technology of-
fers numerous (from successful to failure) op-
tions for adapting liberal-democratic ideas to the 
national context with the replacement of the gov-
ernment regime (Sinchuk, 2017). For the most 
part, modern information wars are associated 
with ideological collisions between states. 

Thus, the ideological foundations of this 
megatrend are the possibilities of using the tech-
nical and technological level of modern culture 
and civilization used to deliver the necessary in-
formation and apply a set of methods of intellec-
tual influence on certain groups. The result of 

this use of the technical side of modern society is 
the consolidation of the success of practical ac-
tions in the worldview, ideology and public opin-
ion of a particular society. Part of the idea of 
information warfare is that it is a means of re-
placing classical warfare in order to achieve the 
desired results. 

 
Conclusion 

 
Absolutely all great ideas always have their 

own destiny: some quickly find universal re-
sponses, while some have to struggle to make 
their way. We believe that each of the research-
ers of the social philosophy at least once won-
dered why people recognize the a priori correct-
ness of some seemingly hopeless ideas and at the 
same time show scepticism about the content of 
other intellectual constructs that have become the 
result of longer reflections. 

In general, we see that the history of ideas, 
within the framework of which the significance 
of historically determined grounds for the for-
mation of specific concepts and actions based on 
them, is recognized is quite effective in describ-
ing modern processes. In many ways, Lovejoy 
was right in noting that great ideas are possible 
not only in philosophy. We see the main differ-
ence in the ideas produced by representatives of 
various research directions in the connections 
established in these intellectual constructs from 
the appropriate angle of view and the scope of 
application of these results. Representatives of 
the history of ideas pay attention to the im-
portance of intellectual constructs for the reason 
that in their social embodiment, their individual 
elements can be adapted to realities, allowing 
them to obtain qualitatively new phenomena. 

It can be argued that the concept of the his-
tory of ideas becomes a kind of methodological 
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basis for the interpretation of the causes and 
methods of formation of specific social phenom-
ena that are relevant for each historical era. This 
approach makes it possible to form a methodolo-
gy of actions and counteractions, which greatly 
facilitates the system of interaction between var-
ious actors in the modern world. 
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