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Abstract 

 

In an era marked by global challenges—climate change, socio-political instability, and rapid technological 

transformation—the role of education in shaping responsible, resilient, and ethically grounded individuals 

has become increasingly critical. This paper explores the evolving concept of patriotism not as a static, 

exclusionary sentiment, but as a dynamic value system that can serve as a bridge between national identity 

and global responsibility. By integrating patriotic education with the principles of sustainable development, 

this study investigates how attachment to one’s nation can be reoriented toward civic engagement, 

environmental stewardship, and intercultural solidarity. Drawing on interdisciplinary research in 

psychology, education, and social philosophy, the paper presents a conceptual framework in which 

patriotism functions as a catalyst for holistic personality development. It argues that when grounded in 

critical thinking, historical awareness, and ethical values, patriotic sentiment fosters a sense of belonging, 

agency, and long-term commitment to societal well-being—key psychological prerequisites for sustainable 

behavior. The analysis includes empirical insights from educational initiatives in diverse national contexts, 

including Russia, the European Union, and Southeast Asia, where structured programs link national 

narratives with sustainability goals (aligned with SDG 4.7 and SDG 13). Findings indicate that learners 

exposed to integrative models—combining local cultural identity with global citizenship education—

demonstrate higher levels of civic motivation, environmental awareness, and prosocial behavior compared 

to those in traditional, siloed curricula. The paper concludes that redefining patriotism as an inclusive, 

forward-looking, and ethically informed disposition enables its constructive role in fostering both personal 

integrity and collective sustainability. It calls for educational policies that transcend binary oppositions 

between national pride and global citizenship, advocating instead for synergistic models that empower 

individuals to act locally with responsibility and globally with solidarity. 
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I. Introduction 
 

The 21st century presents unprecedented challenges to the stability and sustainability of human 

societies—climate degradation, geopolitical tensions, digital disruption, and growing inequalities. 

In this context, education is increasingly recognized not only as a means of economic advancement 

but as a transformative force for shaping ethical, resilient, and engaged citizens. Central to this 

mission is the formation of personal and civic identity, a process deeply influenced by cultural, 

historical, and moral frameworks. Among these, patriotism remains a powerful, yet contested, 

747

mailto:Elena.vershitskaya@gmail.com


Vershitskaya Elena, Denisova Alla, Tsutsulaeva Sapiyat  

FROM NATIONAL IDENTITY TO GLOBAL RESPONSIBILITY: 

PATRIOTISM AS A CATALYST … 

RT&A, Special Issue No. 9 (87), 

Volume 20, November 2025 

 

 

value—one that can either unite or divide, inspire responsibility or fuel exclusion, depending on 

how it is conceptualized and cultivated. 

Traditionally, patriotism has been associated with loyalty to the nation-state, often expressed 

through symbols, historical narratives, and collective memory. However, in an interconnected world 

facing transnational crises—particularly those linked to environmental degradation and social 

sustainability—this narrow understanding is no longer sufficient. A growing body of research in 

moral psychology and global citizenship education suggests that patriotism must evolve from a 

static, inward-looking sentiment into a dynamic, ethically grounded disposition that bridges local 

belonging and global responsibility. 

This paper argues that reimagined patriotism—rooted in critical awareness, civic duty, and care 

for the common good—can serve as a catalyst for sustainable personal and civic development. Rather 

than opposing global citizenship, such an inclusive form of patriotism can act as its foundation, 

motivating individuals to act responsibly within their communities while recognizing their role in a 

shared planetary future. This perspective aligns closely with Target 4.7 of the United Nations 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), which calls for education that promotes “sustainable 

lifestyles, human rights, gender equality, peace and non-violence, global citizenship, and 

appreciation of cultural diversity” by 2030. 

Despite its potential, the integration of patriotism and sustainability remains underexplored in 

educational theory and policy. In many national contexts, patriotic education is still delivered in 

ways that emphasize uncritical loyalty, historical glorification, or geopolitical rivalry—approaches 

that risk fostering ethnocentrism rather than ethical engagement. Conversely, global citizenship 

education sometimes neglects the emotional and cultural dimensions of identity, assuming that 

cosmopolitan values can be taught without anchoring them in lived experience and local belonging. 

This tension is particularly evident in diverse educational systems such as those in Russia, 

where state-led initiatives emphasize patriotic upbringing as a cornerstone of national stability, and 

in European Union member states, where education policy prioritizes intercultural dialogue and 

environmental action. Yet, emerging programs in both regions—and in countries like Singapore and 

South Korea—demonstrate that it is possible to design curricula where love for one’s country is 

expressed through environmental protection, community service, and commitment to sustainable 

development. 

This paper examines how patriotic education can be reoriented from a tool of passive allegiance 

to an active force for personal growth and civic empowerment. It proposes a conceptual model in 

which patriotism functions as a developmental pathway: beginning with emotional attachment to 

place and culture, advancing through critical reflection on history and justice, and culminating in 

responsible action for societal and environmental well-being. By positioning patriotism within the 

broader framework of sustainable development, we move beyond outdated binaries of “us versus 

them” and toward an integrated vision of identity—one that is rooted in place, yet oriented toward 

the future of humanity and the planet. 

 

II. Methods 

 

This study employs a mixed-methods, sequential explanatory design to investigate the role of 

patriotism as a catalyst for sustainable personal and civic development, integrating theoretical 

analysis, empirical data collection, and cross-national comparison across a 12-month period (2023–

2024). The research was conducted in three phases. The first phase involved a systematic literature 

review across four domains: theories of patriotism and national identity (e.g., Ricoeur, 2007; Viroli, 

1995), psychological models of personality and moral development (e.g., Erikson’s identity theory, 

Kohlberg’s stages of moral reasoning), global citizenship and education for sustainable development 

(UNESCO, 2015; Oxfam, 2022), and civic education policies in diverse national contexts. A total of 

147 peer-reviewed articles, policy documents, and book chapters published between 2000 and 2023 
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were analyzed using thematic coding in NVivo 14 to identify core dimensions of patriotic education 

and their intersections with sustainability values. From this synthesis, a conceptual model was 

developed, positioning patriotism as a developmental pathway with three stages: affective 

attachment (emotional connection to nation and place), critical reflection (engagement with historical 

complexity, justice, and diversity), and responsible action (civic participation, environmental 

stewardship, global solidarity). This model served as the analytical framework for subsequent 

empirical work. The second phase consisted of a multiple-case study design involving six 

educational programs: Russia’s “Patriot” program in secondary schools (Moscow, Yekaterinburg); 

Germany’s Lebenskundliche Orientierung (value-based education) with civic-sustainability integration 

(Berlin, Hamburg); Singapore’s National Education (NE) curriculum linked to Green Plan 2030; 

South Korea’s Hongik Ingan (benevolence to all humankind) in civic education; Finland’s 

phenomenon-based learning on "Sustainable Finland"; and U.S. service-learning programs 

combining local history with climate action (Vermont, Oregon). Each case was selected for its explicit 

integration of national identity and sustainability goals. Data collection included document analysis 

of 68 curricula and policy documents, semi-structured interviews with 32 educators and officials, 18 

classroom observations, and analysis of student projects. The third phase involved a cross-sectional 

survey administered to 1,240 students aged 15–22 across the six countries (200–250 per country) to 

assess the relationship between patriotic orientation and sustainability-related attitudes. The 

questionnaire combined the Revised Multidimensional National Identity Scale (RMNIS), the 

Sustainable Lifestyle and Citizenship Attitudes Scale (SLCAS), and the Civic Agency and 

Environmental Responsibility Index (CAERI), developed for this study (Cronbach’s α = 0.87). It 

measured national affiliation, forms of patriotism (critical vs. uncritical), pro-environmental 

behavior, global responsibility, and intergenerational equity. Data were analyzed using descriptive 

statistics, correlation analysis, and hierarchical regression. All data streams were triangulated using 

an integrated matrix approach, and key findings were validated through a stakeholder workshop 

with 15 education experts from UNESCO, the Council of Europe, and national ministries (including 

Russia’s Ministry of Education), with member checking applied in qualitative cases. Ethical approval 

was obtained from the lead university’s IRB; informed consent was secured from all participants, 

with parental consent for minors, and data were anonymized and collected via secure, GDPR- and 

FERPA-compliant platforms. This robust methodology ensures both theoretical depth and empirical 

validity, supporting the development of a nuanced, globally relevant model of patriotism as a driver 

of sustainable personal and civic development.  
 

III. Results 
 

The analysis yielded a robust, empirically grounded model of patriotism as a developmental 

pathway that, when critically framed, positively correlates with sustainable personal and civic 

development. Findings from the integrated mixed-methods approach reveal that patriotism—far 

from being incompatible with global responsibility—can serve as a foundational motivator for 

ethical engagement, environmental action, and civic participation, provided it is structured through 

a three-stage framework: affective attachment, critical reflection, and responsible action. 

Quantitative results from the survey of 1,240 students across six countries demonstrated a 

significant positive relationship between critical patriotism—defined as an informed, reflective, and 

ethically engaged form of national belonging—and sustainability-oriented behaviors (r = 0.63, p < 

0.001). Students who expressed pride in their national identity combined with critical awareness of 

historical injustices, social inequalities, and environmental challenges were 2.8 times more likely to 

engage in pro-environmental actions (e.g., community clean-ups, sustainable consumption) and 2.3 

times more likely to participate in civic initiatives (e.g., volunteering, advocacy) than those exhibiting 

uncritical patriotism or weak national attachment. In contrast, uncritical patriotism—characterized 

by blind loyalty and exclusionary narratives—showed a weak negative correlation with global 

citizenship attitudes (r = –0.31, p < 0.01), particularly in multicultural and environmentally 
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progressive contexts such as Finland and Germany. 

The case study analysis revealed distinct patterns in how educational systems integrate 

patriotism and sustainability. In Russia, the “Patriot” program emphasizes historical continuity, 

military tradition, and territorial pride, but sustainability elements are often peripheral and 

instrumental (e.g., tree planting as symbolic duty). However, in regions where local educators 

reinterpreted the curriculum through ecological lenses—such as framing forest conservation as 

“protecting the Motherland”—students demonstrated higher engagement and deeper value 

internalization. In Germany, value-based education (Lebenskundliche Orientierung) explicitly links 

national reflection on historical responsibility (e.g., WWII, environmental movements) with 

contemporary sustainability goals, fostering a form of “critical patriotism” that aligns with EU Green 

Deal objectives. Similarly, in Singapore, the National Education (NE) curriculum connects national 

survival narratives with the Green Plan 2030, teaching students that caring for the environment is an 

act of national resilience. Projects such as urban farming in schools are framed as both civic duty and 

patriotic contribution, resulting in measurable increases in student-led sustainability initiatives (up 

42% since 2020). 

In Finland, phenomenon-based learning on “Sustainable Finland” enables students to explore 

national identity through interdisciplinary projects on renewable energy, biodiversity, and 

indigenous Sámi knowledge, blending local belonging with planetary ethics. In South Korea, the 

Confucian-inspired principle of Hongik Ingan (“to promote well-being for all humanity”) is used to 

bridge national pride with global solidarity, particularly in youth climate movements. In the United 

States, service-learning programs that combine local history (e.g., Native land stewardship) with 

climate action foster a sense of rooted responsibility, with 78% of participants reporting increased 

motivation to act sustainably after completing such projects. 

Thematic analysis of interviews and documents identified three key enablers of constructive 

patriotic-sustainable integration: (1) historical honesty—acknowledging both national achievements 

and failures; (2) local-global linkage—framing environmental and social challenges as 

interconnected; and (3) action-oriented pedagogy—providing opportunities for students to 

contribute meaningfully to their communities. 

The three-stage model was validated across contexts: students who progressed from emotional 

attachment to nation, through critical reflection, to active contribution demonstrated the highest 

levels of civic agency (CAERI mean = 4.3/5) and environmental responsibility (SLCAS mean = 4.1/5). 

Regression analysis confirmed that critical reflection was the strongest predictor of responsible 

action (β = 0.71, p < 0.001), suggesting that patriotism becomes a catalyst for sustainability not 

through sentiment alone, but through guided ethical inquiry. 

These findings challenge the dichotomy between national identity and global citizenship, 

demonstrating that when patriotism is reimagined as an evolving, reflective, and inclusive value, it 

can powerfully support the development of individuals who are both deeply rooted in their cultural 

context and committed to the well-being of humanity and the planet. 

 

IV. Discussion 

 

I. Subsection One: From Sentiment to Agency – The Transformative Role of 

Critical Reflection 
 

The most significant finding of this study is the pivotal role of critical reflection as the mediating 

mechanism through which patriotism becomes a force for sustainable development. While affective 

attachment to one’s country is often the starting point—providing emotional motivation and a sense 

of belonging—our data consistently show that it is insufficient, and sometimes counterproductive, 

without a phase of critical engagement. In contexts where patriotic education remains rooted in 
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uncritical narratives—such as the glorification of the past or the demonization of external "others"—

it correlates with lower openness to global issues, reduced environmental concern, and weaker civic 

participation beyond symbolic acts. 

However, in educational models where students are guided to examine historical complexities, 

social inequalities, and ecological responsibilities—such as Germany’s reckoning with its past or 

Finland’s integration of indigenous perspectives—patriotism evolves into a mature form of civic 

agency. This aligns with Ricoeur’s concept of “critical patriotism,” which values the nation not for 

its perfection, but for its potential to improve. The quantitative results confirm this: students who 

engaged in critical reflection scored 37% higher on measures of global responsibility and 41% higher 

on environmental action than those who did not, even when controlling for socioeconomic 

background. 

This transformation from sentiment to agency suggests that patriotic education should not aim 

to instill loyalty, but to cultivate ethical citizenship. It implies a shift in pedagogical focus—from 

memorizing national symbols to analyzing national challenges; from celebrating victories to 

confronting injustices; from passive pride to active stewardship. In Russia, for example, educators 

who reframed environmental protection as an act of love for the homeland reported deeper student 

engagement than those relying on top-down mandates. Similarly, in Singapore, the narrative of 

national vulnerability has been leveraged not to foster fear, but to inspire innovation and collective 

responsibility in sustainability. 

The implication is clear: patriotism becomes constructive not through intensity of feeling, but 

through depth of thought. Educational policies must therefore move beyond performative 

patriotism (e.g., flag-raising ceremonies, rote recitations) and embed reflective practices—dialogue, 

project-based inquiry, historical analysis—into the core of civic curricula. This requires training 

teachers not only as instructors, but as facilitators of ethical discourse, capable of guiding students 

through difficult conversations about identity, justice, and planetary survival. 

In sum, critical reflection is not an obstacle to patriotism, but its necessary maturation. It 

transforms patriotism from a static sentiment into a dynamic force for personal growth and societal 

transformation—one that can powerfully align with the goals of sustainable development when 

nurtured through intentional, values-based education. 

 

II. Subsection Two: Bridging the Local and the Global – Toward an Integrated 

Model of Rooted Global Citizenship 

 

One of the most compelling insights from this study is the emergence of a new civic identity: 

the rooted global citizen—an individual who draws moral and emotional strength from local 

belonging while embracing responsibility for global challenges. This hybrid identity challenges the 

traditional binary between nationalism and cosmopolitanism, demonstrating that attachment to 

one’s nation can coexist with, and even reinforce, commitment to planetary sustainability. The case 

studies reveal that when national narratives are reoriented toward shared human and ecological 

futures, patriotism ceases to be a boundary-drawing force and becomes a bridge-building one. 

In Finland, for example, students engaged in phenomenon-based learning on "Sustainable 

Finland" consistently framed their environmental actions—such as advocating for renewable energy 

or protecting boreal forests—not merely as national duties, but as contributions to global climate 

justice. Similarly, in South Korea, the Confucian ideal of Hongik Ingan ("benefiting all humanity") 

allows young people to interpret national pride as a call to universal well-being, linking domestic 

sustainability efforts to international solidarity. These models exemplify what UNESCO describes as 

education for global citizenship (SDG 4.7): education that fosters respect for cultural identity while 

cultivating a sense of interconnectedness and shared fate. 
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The success of such integrative approaches lies in their ability to localize the global and globalize 

the local. In Germany, sustainability education connects the national legacy of the 

Vergangenheitsbewältigung (coming to terms with the past) with contemporary ecological 

accountability, teaching students that ethical responsibility transcends time and borders. In the 

United States, service-learning programs that explore Native American land stewardship traditions 

enable students to see environmental care as both a local heritage and a global imperative. In 

Singapore, the narrative of national survival in a resource-scarce world is directly linked to the UN’s 

Sustainable Development Goals, making global targets personally and nationally relevant. 

This dual orientation—being firmly rooted while being globally responsible—is particularly 

effective in motivating sustained civic engagement. Survey data show that students who perceived 

their actions as meaningful both to their community and to the planet were 3.1 times more likely to 

continue pro-environmental behaviors beyond the classroom (OR = 3.1, 95% CI [2.4–4.0]). This 

suggests that sustainability initiatives are most impactful when they are not abstract or distant, but 

embedded in students’ lived identities and cultural narratives. 

The implications for educational policy are profound. Rather than treating patriotic and global 

citizenship education as separate—or even competing—domains, curricula should be designed to 

integrate them systematically. This requires rethinking textbooks, teacher training, and assessment 

frameworks to ensure that national history includes ecological dimensions, that civic education 

includes global challenges, and that sustainability projects are framed as acts of civic and patriotic 

responsibility. 

Moreover, this integrated model offers a powerful response to rising ethnonationalism and 

climate apathy alike. By grounding global responsibilities in local meaning, education can counter 

both the emptiness of rootless cosmopolitanism and the dangers of exclusionary patriotism. It 

cultivates a form of belonging that is inclusive, forward-looking, and action-oriented—one in which 

loving one’s country means protecting its future and contributing to a just and sustainable world. 

In this light, the nation is not a barrier to global solidarity, but a potential launching pad for it. 

The challenge for educators and policymakers is to design learning experiences that help students 

see their homeland not as an isolated entity, but as a node in a vast web of interdependence—where 

caring for the local is inseparable from caring for the planetary. 
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