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According to Pablo Calais, “The love of one’s country is a splendid thing. but why should love stop at the border? The popular thing to do in many countries of the world to stress patriotism as the highest form of loyalty. The problem with patriotism (love of country) is that it easily turns into nationalism (belief in the superiority of one’s country). In World War II, for example, the citizens of Japan, Germany, England, and the United States all loved their countries and believed their countries were right. Of course, the winners in any war are the ones who end up being “right”. That’s why there is never a war crimes tribunal for the winners despite their having committed heinous war crimes in pursuit of victory.  The leaders of Germany stressed God and country to rally the people into war fever. For example, Hermann Goering, Reichsmarschall and Lufwaffe-Chief, and President of the Reichstag during the reign of Hitler said "...of course the people don't want war....Why should some poor slob on a farm want to risk his life in a war when the best he can get out of it is to come back to his farm in one   piece. Naturally the common people don't want war; neither in  Russia nor in England nor in America, nor for that matter in Germany. That is understood. But, after all, it is the leaders of the country who determine the policy and it is always a simple matter to drag the people along, whether it is a democracy or a fascist dictatorship or a Parliament or a Communist dictatorship...the people can always be brought to the bidding of the leaders. That is easy. All you have to do is to tell them they are being attacked and denounce the pacifists for lack of patriotism and exposing the country to danger. It works the same way in any country...Education is dangerous...Every educated person is a future enemy". 

If the highest authority is the country but all those countries are located on the same planet, the potential for perpetual war is evident. When the earth is viewed from outer space, one cannot see any borders. It is a seamless wonder that only men put lines on. Sixty million people died in World War II to protect those boundaries. Was it worth it? It depends on whom you ask. However, anything can be justified, especially if you are the winner. We have to remember that Hitler just didn’t spring up from nowhere. There were cultural forces at work and no international control

over his gargantuan military buildup.  No country in the world should be allowed to develop that level of force because it will ultimately use it to enhance its own national interests. We need to to develop upstream thinking and action to prevent such an occurrence.

If the spasms of violence continue unchecked in the world, there may be no more winners. A nuclear winter could occur and basically end life on earth. Barash & Webel (2002), authors of Peace and Conflict Studies  stated that, "nationalist passions and the jockeyings of states literally threaten an end to the entire human experience". 

Schools serve a role as a major agent of socialization of children. Strongly integrated into the curricula of schools in most, if not all, countries are the notions of character education and citizenship. These curricular foci are integrally entwined with the concepts of patriotism and political ideology. The result, all too often, is an historical perspective that is generally favorable toward the nation state  As such, students are given a view that highlights the virtues of their own country’s past and present while de-emphasizing the positive aspects and/or emphasizing the vices of other countries. For example, the Holocaust is discussed frequently in U.S. schools but there is little mention of the American genocide of Native American Indians. Other examples of countries paying selective attention to historical events include the relative silence regarding the mass killings perpetrated by the Japanese in Nanking, China, and by the Turks against the Armenians. The problem, therefore, occurs when this socialization process involves the indoctrination of students into myopic views of citizenship. This poses a significant obstacle towards reaching the goal of a more peaceful world. The development of such citizens has profound implications for a world that could be on the verge of World War III brought to this point by the world’s annual military expenditures which exceed $1 trillion dollars per year.  

Given the need for an expanded world view, it is imperative for educators to ensure that students have the skills and opportunities to critically analyze the phenomenon of patriotism and how it is defined at different points in history. One outcome of such analysis would be to create consciousness of our greater role as human beings in the world rather than just members of countries.  Thus, education for democracy would involve a “pedagogy of discomfort” and "burst bubbles and plant seeds" as it 

advances moral development, the imagination, creativity, critical thinking, relationships, and a global perspective. This kind of educational experience would be very different than that which maintains the current system and prevents the development of a more just and peaceful world. This new education is in stark contrast to the kind of education that continues to stress obedience, rote learning, testing, competition, sorting, classifying, and hierarchical structures. The traditional approach to education that encourages concrete and stereotypical views of people must be transformed into one that helps students to recognize and identify with common aspects of humanity. According to Nell Noddings, author of The Challenge to Care in Schools, “part of what children need to learn is that groups need not be accepted or rejected wholly. Something in the way we now educate induces our children to suppose that persons and groups must be either right or wrong - good guys or bad guys. Along with this simplistic notion of human moral status, they often come to believe that loyalty requires total acceptance or rejection...We learn party lines and begin to divide the world into we and they, us and them. One of the school’s most serious shortcomings is that it consistently induces and maintains the creation of rivals and enemies”. 

We must not be content to have attained a level of human development that stops at national borders. In order to be fully developed, we must examine the practices that currently limit us so that we can appreciate and extend our love and care to the human and nonhuman family of which we are a vital part. We have much work to do.  We must look to the kind of education for teachers and parents that will focus less on techniques and formulas and more on relationships so that everyone can see themselves in others. Only the full development of human beings will bring us to a love of humanity. To do this, there has to be a critical examination of how we raise and teach children. From that, we can establish a system of ends and means that relate to each other in a consistent and substantive manner. Also, we can use as models those fully developed people like “goyim” - nonJews who rescued Jews from the Nazis and whites in this country who taught slaves how to read - who put themselves at great personal risk. They not only loved and cared for those close to them but extended this love to strangers and distant others.

When the day comes for people to love humanity as well as those close to them, there will be earth flags, U. N. flags, or other world unifying symbols flying above every national flag all over the world, and all children will be reciting the World Pledge which educators everywhere should now institute into their schools as a small step toward loyalty to humanity: 

 

             I pledge allegiance to the world 

             To cherish every living thing 

             To care for earth and sea and air 

             With peace and freedom everywhere  

  

  

 
