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Philosophical Senses of Patriotism in the Conditions of Contemporary World
Development: Perspective and Retrospective Dimensions

The purpose of the article is to clarify the most relevant philosophical dimensions of modern patriotism
against the background of defending the processes of national identity. The theoretical basis of the study consist-
ed of institutional analysis, synergetic and philosophical-anthropological approaches, as well as existential philos-
ophy and philosophy of applied ethics. Patriotism is seen as a path to self-expression, the world of life, mental self-
limitation and self-aggrandizement of modern man. The peculiarities of modern considerations about the philo-
sophical content of patriotism within the framework of its comparison with other value structures, such as cosmo-
politanism, liberalism, nationalism, etc., are established. Originality. The scientific novelty is that the article for
the first time reveals the correlations of patriotism with other ideological and ideological doctrines and systems of
political and social worldview, which fix the identity of individuals and groups in the context of ethnic, social or
political community. Conclusions. The existential dimension of patriotism is based on worldviews of involvement
in the local community. Trends in globalization are forcing modern people to “seek refuge” in small communities,
or even in a family or other small group. "Local™ or "neighborhood" patriotism acquires the character of an expres-
sion of involvement in a friend and relative. It almost completely "crosses out" the constitutional and ideological
patriotism inherent in the states of the twentieth century. The reorientation of significant philosophical justifica-
tions of patriotism in modern conditions provokes a discussion about the spirituality and societal nature of patriotic
meanings. In the struggle for the independence of modern Ukraine, we are all witnessing the process of overcom-
ing "state" patriotism "local". This process is very important in the face of opposition to the totalitarian ideology of
the Russian aggressor.
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Introduction

Modern patriotism is a multidisciplinary problem that requires study in the context of so-
cial, cultural and information and communication contexts. The state and political content of
the age of modern patriotism largely loses its semantic components. It’s appropriate to talk
about the validity lose of classical ideologies and the justification of the content of patriotic
ideas and beliefs in the service of the state and the political nation. At the same time, since the
beginning of the 21st century, there could be seen a new wave of philosophical interpretations
of patriotism based on environmental, gender, and anti-globalization principles. Contemporary
Ukraine is experiencing a painful stage of rupture with colonial mythology and monolingual
Russian indoctrination. In this regard, the Ukrainian patriotic worldview in the conditions of
war needs comprehension. It is appropriate to clarify the most relevant aspects of the existen-
tial justification of patriotism and its prospects in post-industrial society. Overcoming the two-
dimensional left and right worldview dichotomy provides an opportunity to extend patriotism
to a new set of meanings and senses. It is necessary to identify the correlation of patriotism
with other ideological and worldview doctrines and political and social worldview systems,
which fix the identity of individuals and groups in the context of the existence of ethnic, social
or political community. The ethnic renaissance of the globalization era forces us to look at pat-
riotism from the point of view of justifying the individual’s belonging to historical time, the
dimension of national and social being. Patriotism as a way of the living world self-expression,
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mental self-limitation and self-glorification raises before humanity the question of the adequa-
cy of partitions within the human race and the universality of the basic categories of being, the
universe and civilization.

Philosophical principles of patriotism are considered by a number of modern scientists in an
interdisciplinary perspective. In particular, D. Archard (2016) researched the ethics of patriotism,
C. Blattberg (2009) revealed patriotic elaborations in practical philosophy context, M. Cerrato
(2020) observed topology and tropology heidegger’s philosophical nationalism, S. Hudson
(2017) recovered the rational content of patriotism in the philosophy of right, J. Kleinig,
S. Keller, and 1. Primoratz (2015) considered debates on the ethics of patriotism, T. Slipko
(2020) had paid attention to the boundaries and practical tasks of patriotism, M. Suniewicka
(2011) revealed the meaning of patriotism and justice in the global dimension. Despite the pres-
ence of these important works, the philosophical foundations of contemporary patriotism under-
standing require study in the context of retrospective and promising ideological doctrines and
political and philosophical currents.

Purpose

The purpose of the article is to clarify the most relevant philosophical dimensions of contem-
porary patriotism on the background of defending the processes of national identity. The task of
the article is to identify the focus of philosophical interpretations of patriotism in context of hu-
mankind global problems.

Statement of basic materials

Philosophical grounds of patriotism are considered by modern scholars in the context of its
revival as the ideological basis of political activity and a factor in shaping political behavior. The
particular feature of modern considerations about the philosophical content of patriotism is its
comparison with other generalized value structures, such as cosmopolitanism, liberalism, nation-
alism and more. The diversity of the values palette leads to different conceptual ideas about the
future of patriotism in the field of philosophical meanings. As I. Primoratz and A. Pavkovic con-
vincingly believed,

Economic and cultural globalization and the worldwide threat of terror-
ism have contributed to the resurgence of patriotic loyalty in many parts
of the world and made the issues it raises highly topical. This collection
of new essays by philosophers and political theorists engages with a wide
range of conceptual, moral and political questions raised by the current
revival of patriotism. It displays both similarities and differences between
patriotism and nationalism, and considers the proposal of Habermas and

others to disconnect the two. Ideal as a supplementary reader for under-
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graduate and postgraduate courses in politics/political science especially
in political theory, contemporary political ideologies and nationalism and
in philosophy for courses on applied ethics and political philosophy.
(Primoratz & Pavkovic, 2008, p. 5)

In this regard, changing the importance of political and power values of modernism in con-
temporary times encourages the rethinking of old approaches to the philosophical content of pat-
riotism. The question is legitimate to what extent patriotic concepts and "narratives” can moti-
vate the actions or inaction of a modern citizen. American scholar Jill Hernandez rightly outlines
the landscape of global terror and the necessity of philosophical dialogue about the ethics and
scope of just war. She convincingly proves the difficulty of the memorization that many real-
world people across the globe believe they have a patriotic duty to take up arms for their country.
But according to researcher’s position, providing a useful definition of patriotism and a moral
defense of it can prove to be just as difficult (Hernandez, 2015).

It is the motivating potential of patriotism as an ideological system and the basis of the
worldview of contemporary man is one of the main subjects in the context of research in applied
ethics. Patriotic considerations about the "acceptable™ or "unacceptable” in the actions of people
are reflected in the formation of mass rational or irrational perception of social life. J. Hernandez
while reviewing the "The Ethics of Patriotism: A Debate” (Kleinig, Keller, & Primoratz, 2015)
book, argues on excellent and timely reminder as to some of the moral questions that weigh on
how we identify with our country (of origin or residence), and a background knowledge of the
authors’ antecedent work is not required to follow the argument trajectories from the beginning.
The researcher satisfyingly demonstrates that dabblers in applied ethics will be disappointed by
some obvious constraints of the book, including its diminutive size and its argumentation’s cor-
relatively thin scope. She also gives an example, that moral arguments are solely framed by ei-
ther a virtue ethical or deontological background, and the authors do not really consider the
question from consequentialist or intuitionist perspectives, which (to me) seem oddly excluded
(Hernandez, 2015).

Awareness of the value background of patriotism ambiguity causes conceptual inconsisten-
cies in individual and collective consciousness. Loyalty to the state or political community,
based on ethnic principles, is called into question due to human and humanitarian obligations.
The human rights dilemma in inter-ethnic conflicts is even more complex. The dynamism of the
philosophical foundations of patriotism and hermeneutic techniques of its contextual understand-
ing is actualized. Canadian professor A. Habib, commenting Blattberg’s (2009) "Patriotic Elabo-
rations..." truly notes, that patriotism posits a civil polity with a common good, one that patri-
ots strive to achieve together via the political process. According to A. Habib, the theory rests
on hermeneutical principles, such as a radical version of linguistic and conceptual holism that
makes the meaning and nature of things like moral values and political goods entirely context-
dependent. On this picture we understand values and goods in the context of our shared social
practices. However, researcher points out, although this universe is whole, it is also 'cracked’;
there are gaps or holes between the values underlying the practices. These cracks, when they
result in conflict, stop the normal social flow and 'throw up' the conflicting values to us, values
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that are normally invisible due to their smooth functioning in the web of practices. Hermeneutic
conflict resolution is an interpretive affair, in which one seeks to reconcile the apparently con-
flicting values by making alterations either in them, in some other parts of the web, or in both
(Habib, 2009).

Classical schemes that underlie the existence of contemporary Western society, in particular,
the market capitalism of Adam Smith, the political democracy of Alexis de Tocqueville etc, were
gradually replaced by globalist scenarios of world development. Economic determinism in the
conditions of environmental crisis can no longer be considered as the basis of adequate behavior
of an intelligent person, the state or ethnic-national community. In this regard, there is a need to
update the philosophical foundations of patriotism. As Y. Elazar correctly states, scholars have
emphasized Adam Smith’s critique of the dangers of patriotism, but have not paid close attention
to its potential value. Y. Elazar recovers from Smith’s work an attractive model of patriotism
without nationalism. The potential value of patriotism lies in inspiring individuals to realize an
ideal of impartial beneficence, which consists in overcoming selfishness and other subpolity par-
tialities and in promoting the greater happiness of all fellow citizens. Smith defends virtuous pat-
riotism against strong cosmopolitanism by arguing that a global division of labor, which directs
individuals to benefit their compatriots, more effectively serves the interests of humanity than
directly trying to promote global happiness. Y. Elazar’s article illuminates aspects of Smith’s
work that contrast with the "invisible hand" argument and favor the conscious pursuit of public
interest in some contexts. It contributes to recent discussions of patriotism a distinctive way of
understanding its relation to impartiality (Elazar, 2021, p. 329).

The sustainable democracies’ realities of socio-political development show that the political
content of patriotism can change in favor specific personalities’s image perception or admiration.
In particular, in the contemporary United States, American patriotism sometimes takes the form
of so-called "Trumpism" or the unconditional support of former President D. Trump and his ide-
ological positions. We are dealing with a conglomeration of values that have been voiced by a
popular opinion leader. Over time, these meanings became entrenched in the media and became
the acquisition of millions of Americans. M. Sable and A. Torres profoundly evaluated contem-
porary American politics through the works of many of the greatest political thinkers. According
to their position, researches focused on the socio-political context surrounding Trump. As Amer-
ican scholars point out, prominent are three contemporary questions: Why did voters support
Trump? Is there a Trumpian ideology, and if so, what is it? And how do the motivations of
Trump supporters connect with his agenda? Other themes discussed here are: What does patriot-
ism mean in a globalized world? To what extent does Trump’s rise force us to question the rela-
tionship between one’s own and universal values? And finally, does the support of Trump’s vot-
ers indicate civic health or political decay? M. Sable and A. Torres’ essays connect explanations
of Trumpism to debates about the ends of the state and human nature. On the one side M. Sable
and A. Torres analyzed rational motives explaining the rise of Trump. On the other side, there
are focusing on subrational features behind Trump’s support (Sable & Torres, 2018).

The philosophical basis of contemporary patriotism is embodied in the modern education sys-
tem, which transmits, above all, democratic and liberal values. At the same time, in conditions of
sustainable democracy in the EU and the US, it is becoming increasingly clear that national pat-
riotism contradicts with multiculturalism and universalism. Some scholars outline the controver-
sy between the identification of a citizen and his/her educational environment, as well as events
in the surrounding "big world". M. Nussbaum correctly claims that one of the greatest barriers to
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rational deliberation in politics is the unexamined feeling that one’s own current preferences and
ways are neutral and natural. An education that takes national boundaries as morally salient too
often reinforces this kind of irrationality, by lending to what is an accident of history a false air
of moral weight and glory. By looking at ourselves in the lens of the other, we come to see what
in our practices is local and non-necessary, what more broadly or deeply shared. American na-
tion is appallingly ignorant of most of the rest of the world. M. Nussbaum (2021) think that this
means that it is also, in many crucial ways, ignorant of itself.

The philosophical foundations of contemporary patriotism are being tested by critics of the
major religious traditions of the East. In particular, the Hindu tradition denies the primacy of
values and responsibilities to someone’s ethnic community. Instead, tradition emphasizes uni-
versal values. This contradiction requires further clarification and a balanced approach.
M. Nussbaum revealed, that Americans have frequently supported the principle of Bande
Mataram, giving the fact of being American a special salience in moral and political delibera-
tion, and pride in a specifically American identity and a specifically American citizenship a
special power among the motivations to political action. As M. Nussbaum believe, with Tagore
and his character Nikhil, that this emphasis on patriotic pride is both morally dangerous and,
ultimately, subversive of some of the worthy goals patriotism sets out to serve — for example,
the goal of national unity in devotion to worthy moral ideals of justice and equality. These
goals, as American thinker argued, would be better served by an ideal that is in any case more
adequate to our situation in the contemporary world, namely the very old ideal of the cosmo-
politan, the person whose primary allegiance is to the community of human beings in the entire
world (Nussbaum, 2021).

Contemporary philosophical justifications of patriotism are under pressure from the semantic
field of moral theology. The secular vision of divine requirements and transcendent arguments
regarding moral behavior determine the universal regulatory actions of man as an individual. The
challenge of moral theology is that, given the universal justification of human behavior and
worldview, the need for patriotism seems to disappear. J. Hare very thoroughly examines the
question of the moral justification of patriotism, given a Kantian view of morality as requiring an
equal respect for every human being. His essay considers the background in Kant’s moral theol-
ogy for his cosmopolitanism. It then considers an extreme version of cosmopolitanism that de-
nies a proper place for love of one’s country, and it engages with a contemporary atheist cosmo-
politan, Seyla Benhabib, suggesting that there are resources in Kant’s moral theology to ground
the hope that she expresses but does not succeed in grounding. Finally, it considers patriotism as
a perfection of cosmopolitanism, in the same way that love of an individual can be a perfection
of love of humanity. The J. Hare’s essay suggests that defensible versions of cosmopolitanism
put constraints on what kind of love of one’s own country is morally permissible. But these con-
straints require the background in a Kantian moral theology (Hare, 2020).

The search and selection of philosophical arguments in favor of patriotic political behavior
encourages the development of the position of the elite and local communities. "Local™" patriot-
ism is considered as nonsense in the context of liberal and cosmopolitan discourse. At the same
time, the long hegemony of cosmopolitanism in the global dimension is coming to an end.
J. Hare identifies, that global agenda itself tends to undermine, in certain circumstances, the suc-
cess of the regimes that are trying to implement it; in other words, the strong cosmopolitan agen-
da can be self-defeating. The philosophical and ideological differences here are likely to be
meshed with all sorts of other causal factors, but they are important all the same. J. Hare (2020)
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sees in the United States and in Europe swings toward a kind of anticosmopolitan agenda that is
a response, in part, to the same kind of neglect of the value of local attachment by the liberal
elite.

Democratic norms of political debate are interpreted as a kind of safeguard for extreme politi-
cal positions, which are called extremism. Under the condition of mutual respect and reasoned
communicative interaction, the question of the ethnic group rights’ violation cannot be avoided.
At the same time, the war in Ukraine shows that the philosophical justifications of humanism
and liberal cosmopolitanism have not become dominant either for the Russian elite nor for the
broad strata of the Russian state.

Perspective interpretations of citizenship and democratic expression of nation’s will are ab-
sorbed by the existing political and legal tradition. Constitutional obligations are considered de-
cisive for the citizen’s personal patriotic choice. However, it should be understood that in the
digital era, patriotic preferences are highly individualized (Formosa, 2009). They are based more
on pragmatic needs rather than on liberal (modern) constitutionalism’s abstractions. In this re-
gard P. Linden-Retek details the consequences of this shift for the work of the contemporary Eu-
ropean judiciary and its constitutional discourse. In the first instance, he analyses constitutional
imaginaries and reveals the extent to which civic attachment to constitutional law is oriented not
merely to a legal principle simpliciter but also to the historical settlement of political conflict the
principle reflects (Linden-Retek, 2021).

In the conditions of existence of the national European statehood the question of national in-
terests’ protection loses the value, significance and imperativeness. The situation of "postnation”
needs further study. At the same time, it can already be argued that the "post-national™ doctrine
of multiculturalism has undergone significant crises and trials. It cannot be the semantic main-
stream that defines the latest philosophical foundations of patriotism. P. Linden-Retek rightly
suggests that the plurality of constitutional imaginaries in the European legal space creates addi-
tional difficulties for inspiring civic attachments post-nationally, a problem to which European
judiciaries have heretofore been unresponsive. He also justly claims, that an understanding of
Habermas’s work in light of constitutional imaginaries opens new avenues for rethinking the in-
terpretive and structural tasks to which Europe’s juridical institutions should be directed. In par-
ticular, P. Linden-Retek (2021) highlights new forms of proceduralism to be recovered in consti-
tutional discourse in order to establish a reflexivity of constitutional imagination adequate to
post-national politics.

Thus, prospective and innovative trends in the philosophical justification of the patriotic
worldview lead to the existence of this phenomenon as a phenomenon that is on the verge of
denying and the neophytes’ enthusiasm. The philosophical culture of Europe and the world as a
whole seeks to eliminate patriotism from the leading role or limit it to archaic guidelines of con-
stitutional law. At the same time, global change and digital technologies reveal the appeal of the
concept of patriotism to explain many phenomena that are outside the semantic field of tradition-
al ideological doctrines.

Originality

The article for the first time reveals the correlations of patriotism with other ideological and
ideological doctrines and systems of political and social worldview, which fix the identity of in-
dividuals and groups in the context of ethnic, social or political community.

Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International
doi: https://doi.org/10.15802/ampr.v0i21.260468 © B. A. Filatov, 2022

68



ISSN 2227-7242 (Print), ISSN 2304-9685 (Online)
AmnTponosoriydi BUMipu ¢inocodcbkux gociipkens, 2022, Bum. 21

Anthropological Measurements of Philosophical Research, 2022, NO. 21

SOCIAL ASPECT OF HUMAN BEING

Conclusions

Thus, the focus of interpretation of the philosophical significance of patriotism has changed
significantly. Over the last few decades, the liberal normative interpretation of patriotism has lost
its significance due to the inability to fully explain the expediency of collective identity main-
taining. In democracy conditions, the digital communication era reduces the importance of liber-
al rights and freedoms. As a result, patriotism ceases to be an instrument of modern / industrial
values protection. The profound wisdom of the pragmatic interpretation of the patriotism of An-
glo-Saxon philosophy is also called into question by the intrusion into the realm of private tools
of psychological suggestion and marketing means of behavioral control. The existential dimen-
sion of patriotism is based on worldviews of involvement in the local community. The globaliza-
tion trends are forcing contemporary people to "seek asylum™ in small communities, or even in a
family or other small group. "Local” or "neighborhood™” patriotism acquires the nature of in-
volvement to a friendly and relative surroundings expression. It almost completely "crosses out"
the constitutional and ideological patriotism inherent in the states of the twentieth century. The
refocusing of significant philosophical justifications of patriotism in contemporary conditions
provokes a discussion about the spirituality and societal nature of patriotic senses. In the struggle
for the contemporary Ukraine’s independence, we are all witnessing the process of "state" patri-
otism overcoming with "local” patriotism. This process is very important in the face of opposi-
tion to the Russian aggressor totalitarian ideology. "Local™ or "neighborhood" patriotism fills the
mentality of the individual with local and family senses, which open a new perspective for its
philosophical justification.
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®dinocoPpcbki cMUCAN MATPIOTU3MY B YMOBAX Cy4aCHOIO CBIiTOBOI0 PO3BHUTKY:
NePCNEeKTUBHI Ta PeTPOCNIEKTUBHI BUMipH

MerTor0 cTaTTi € 3’sCyBaHHS HAWOIIBII aKTyanbHHX (DiTOCO(CHKUX BHMIpIB CY4acCHOTO MATPiOTHU3MY Ha T
BiJICTOIOBaHHS MPOIIECiB HAIIOHATHHOI ifeHTHYHOCTI. TeopeTnyHuii 6a3uc JOCTIIKEHHS CKIIAH IHCTUTYLIHHAHA
aHaJli3, CHHEPreTHYHUH 1 Pi10coPChKO-aHTPONOJIOTYHMHN MIZAXO0/IH, @ TAKOXK eK3uCTeHIilHa ¢inocodis Ta ¢ino-
codis mpukIaaHOi eTHKHU. [1aTpioTH3M PO3TIISAAETHCS SK IUIAX O CAMOBHPA3Y, )KUTTEBOTO CBITY, MEHTAJIbHOTO
caMOOOMEXEHHSI Ta CaMO3BEIMYYBaHHs Cy4acHOT JIOIMHHU. BCTaHOBIIOIOTHCS 0COOIMBOCTI Cy4acHUX MIpKYyBaHb
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npo ¢hizocodchbKuil 3MICT MATPIOTU3MY B MeXKax HOro 3iCTaBJICHHS 3 IHIIUMH I[IHHICHUMH CTPYKTypamH, TAKUMHU
SIK KOCMOIIOJIITU3M, J1i0epaiti3M, HarioHai3M Toiio. HaykoBa HOBU3HA MOJsirac B TOMY, 110 B CTaTTi BIIEpIIE BH-
SIBJICHI KOpeJslii naTpioTU3My 3 IHIIMMH iIeWHO-CBITOTVISIIHUMY JIOKTPHHAMHM Ta CUCTEMaMH IOJIITHYHOTO | collia-
JILHOTO CBITOCTIPHUHHSTTS, SKi (DIKCYIOTh 1I€HTHYHICTD IHIMBI/IIB Ta IPyT B KOHTEKCTI iICHYBaHHS €THIUHOI, COIliab-
HOi a0 mousiTHYHOI cHinbHOTH. BucHoBKHM. Ex3ucreHniiinnii BuMip matpioTusmMy OYyIye€ThCS Ha CBITOBIAUYTTAX
MPUYETHOCTI JI0 JIOKAIBHOI CHUTBHOTH. TeHaeHIil riobanizarii 3MyIIyloTh CydacHy JIIOAMHY ''IIyKaTH HPUXUCTKY"
B HEBEINMKUX TpoMaaax, 0a HaBiTh B poAuHi abo iHmmmi Heenmwkiii rpymi. "JlokampHuit" abo “cycimcekumit'”
MaTpioTH3M HaOyBa€ XapaKTepy BUpa3y MPUIETHOCTI J0 3HAHOMOTO Ta OMM3bKOTo. BiH Maibke TOBHOIO Miporo "me-
peKpeciroe’ KOHCTUTYIIHHANA Ta 11e0OTIYHII maTpioTH3M, BIacTUBUH s nepxka XX ctomitrs. [lepeopienTartis
3Hauynwx (piocochbkux oOTpyHTYBaHb NATPIOTU3MY B CyJaCHHX yMOBaX BHKJIMKA€E IHCKYCIiIO PO TyXOBHICTH Ta
COIIETANFHICTh MATPIOTHYHUX CMHUCIHIB. B yMoBax OOpoThOM 3a HE3aIeXKHICTH CydacHOI YKpailHM MH BCi CIHO-
cTepiraeMo mpoIiec MoJoIaHHs "'aepKaBHOTO" maTpioTusmy "nmokamsHuM''. L{eit mporec € ay»ke BayKITUBHUM B YMOBaX
MPOTHCTOSIHHS TOTAJITAPHIH 1/1€0J10T11 POCICHKOTr0 arpecopa.

Kniouosi cnosa: marpioTHsM; KOHCTPYKTHBI3M; €K3HCTEHINAI3M; 1IEHTHYHICTh, TPOMAASHCTBO; HAIlOHAII3M;
CBITOIJISI; 171€0I0T s
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