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Abstract

Introduction. The article presents an adolescent version of the constructive patriotism questionnaire.
The theoretical and methodological basis of the study was the approach by R. Schatz et al. based on the
social identity theory by G. Tajfel and J. Turner.

Materials and Methods. The tested adolescent version of the constructive patriotism questionnaire included
12 items. The content validity and obvious validity of the items were assessed using focus group methods
and cognitive interviews. We also tested the construct validity, internal consistency of the scales, concurrent
validity, criterion validity and retest reliability. The study involved 17 expert teachers with higher pedagogical
education and experience of working with adolescents, and 510 adolescents aged 14—18 years, of which
28 participated in a cognitive interview, and 482 were involved in a written survey to test the psychometric
characteristics of the questionnaire.

Results. We developed the adolescent version of the constructive patriotism questionnaire which includes
12 items making up two scales: “constructive patriotism” and “blind patriotism” The content validity and
obvious validity of the items were substantiated using the methods of focus groups and cognitive interviews.
The items showed satisfactory indicators of construct validity (confirmatory factor analysis: x*/df = 1.41,
p < 0.01, CFI = 0.951, RMSEA = 0.046), concurrent validity (correlation analysis: r = 0.53 for both scales
of the questionnaire and the indicator “civic identity’; 0.34 < r < 0.48 for the constructive patriotism scale
and assessments of various forms of prosocial behavior as elements of patriotism), internal consistency of the
scales (a = 0.794 for the constructive patriotism scale and a = 0.816 for the blind patriotism scale) and their
retest reliability (r = 0.47 for the constructive patriotism scale and r = 0.51 for the blind patriotism scale).
Conclusion. To conclude, the article discusses the possibilities of using the questionnaire in psychological
and pedagogical work and the prospects for further research of its characteristics.

Keywords: patriotism, adolescents, constructive patriotism, blind patriotism, questionnaire, psychometric
characteristics
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AnHomayus

Bgedenue. B craTbe peACTaBAEHBI PE3yABTATHI ICCAEAOBAHNIS, HAIPABAEHHOTO Ha Pa3paboTKy TOAPOCTKOBOI
BepCUM ONIPOCHMKA KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO MAaTPUOTU3MA. TeopeTnKo-MeTOAOAOTIeCKY e OCHOBAHMUA UCCAEAOBAHM
COCTABUA MTOAXOA K TPaKTOBKe marpuortmsma u ero ¢popm P. lllaTiia u coaBT., paspabOTaHHBI C OMOPOI
Ha OAOXeHUs Teopun colnasbHou upeHTuaHocty I. Tapxdeaa n Ax. TepHepa.

Mamepuarvi u Memoobi. AipoOyupyemMasi Bepcuist OIPOCHMKA KOHCTPYKTMBHOT'O IIATPMOTU3MA, IIPeAHa3HAYEeHHAS
AASI TIOAPOCTKOB, BKAIOYaAa 12 IMTyHKTOB, OLieHMBaeMbIX 110 7-0aAAbHOI IiKaAe Aaiikepta. CopeprkaTeAbHast
Y OUEBMAHASI BAAMAHOCTB IIYHKTOB OTIPOCHMKA OLIEHMBAAKCH C TIOMOLIBIO METOAOB (OKYC-TPYIII ¥ KOTHUTUBHOTO
MHTEPBbI0, KOHCTPYKTHASI BAAMAHOCTD — C IIOMOIIbI0 SKCIIAOPATOPHOT'O ¥ KOHPUPMATOPHOTO (hpaKTOPHOTr0
aHaAM3a, BHYTPEHHSISI COTAACOBAHHOCTD LIKaA — C MOMoIbio Koadduimenta Kponbaxa, KOHKypeHTHasI
BaAMAHOCTD (Ha OCHOBE COITIOCTABAEHUS C Pe3yAbTaTaMM AMarHOCTMKMU IO MeToAuKaM «[laTpuorpammar
1 «BaAeHTHOCTb IPaskAQHCKOI MAEHTUYHOCTI») M PETECTOBAs HAAEKHOCTh — C IOMOILbI0 KoadduleHTa
Koppeasuuu I TupcoHa. B nccaepoBaHuy mpuHsAAM yyactye 17 meparoroB-sKCIepToB B Bo3pacTe oT 24 A0 56 aer,
B TOM 41CA€ 12 KeHIUH 1 5 My>K4MH, UMEIUX BbICIIee IPO(eCcCOHaAbHOE ITeAArOrnYecKoe 0bpasoBaHme
M OIIBIT PabOTHI C IOAPOCTKAMM OT 3 A0 24 AeT, a Takke 510 cTapiumx MOAPOCTKOB B Bo3pacte 14—18 aer,
13 KOTOPBIX 28 y4aCTBOBAAU B KOTHUTMBHOM MHTEPBBIO, a 482 ObIAM IPUBAEYEHBI K IIICBMEHHOMY OIIPOCY
AASI IPOBEPKY TICUXOMEeTPUYECKMX XapaKTepPUCTUK ONPOCHMKA.

Pesyrvmampt. PazpaboTaH ONPOCHUK KOHCTPYKTMBHOTO IATPUOTU3MA, IIPEAHA3HAYEHHDBI AASL pabOThI
C IOAPOCTKaMU, BKAIOYAIOIUI 10 IyHKTOB, COCTaBASIOIIMX AB€ LIKAABL: «KOHCTPYKTMBHBIN MAaTPUOTU3M»
U «cAeroit maTpuoTuam». Copep)kaTeAbHast U OUEBUAHAS BAAUAHOCTD ITYHKTOB OMPOCHMUKA 0OOCHOBAHbI
C TIOMOIL]bIO METOAOB (DOKYC-TPYIII ¥ KOTHUTVBHOT'O MHTEPBBIO. [IOAyUeHBI yAOBAETBOPUTEABHBIE TIOKA3ATEAU
KOHCTPYKTHOIT BaAUAHOCTH (KOHGUPMATOpHbIN (akTophbilt aHaaus: X /df = 1,41, p < 0,01, CFI = 0,951,
RMSEA = 0,046), KOHKypeHTHO! BaaMAHOCTU (r = 0,53 AAsT 00euX LIKaA ONMPOCHMKA U MTOKa3aTEeAs
TPa’KAQHCKOM MAEHTUYHOCTH, 0,34 < 1 < 0,48 AAS IKAABI KOHCTPYKTMBHOTO MAaTPMOTHU3Ma U OLIEHOK Pa3AMIHbIX
($bOopM MPOCOLMAABHOTO TIOBEAEHUS KAK SAEMEHTOB MMAaTPUOTU3MA), BHYTPEHHE COrAACOBAHHOCTH IIKAA
(a = 0,794 AAst MIKAABI KOHCTPYKTUBHOIO MaTpuotuama u o = 0,816 AASL LIKAABI CAEIIOTO MATPUOTU3MA)
M MIX PETECTOBOI HaAEXKHOCTH (r = 0,47 AASI IIKAABI KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO IaTpuotmsma u r = 0,51 AAS mKaAs
CAEIIOr0 MaTPUOTU3MA).

3akarwuerue. OOCY>KAQIOTCS BO3MOXXHOCTY MCIIOAB30BAHMS OMPOCHUKA B IICMXOAOIO-TIEAATOTUYECKO]
MpaKTUKe, a TAKXKe NMepCHeKTUBbI AAAbHENIINX UCCACAOBAHUI €T0 XapaKTepUCTUK.

Karoueswbie cr0B8a: TaTpNOTHU3M, TOAPOCTKY, KOHCTPYKTUBHBII ATPUOTN3M, CAEIION TaTPUOTHU3M, OIIPOCHMUK,
IICUXOMETPUYECKYIE XaPAKTEPUCTUKY
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Counstructive patriotism questionnaire (adolescent version): Psychometric characteristics

Introduction

While the research on adolescent patriotism
is proliferating, there is an obvious dearth of rele-
vant diagnostic research tools. This is, primarily,
due to the absence of a single theoretical and
methodological approach to understanding pa-
triotism, which is especially true for psychological
research. Some of the possible interpretations
include: patriotism as a personality trait (Potemkin
2009); a voluntary desire to follow the accepted
rules of social behavior (Ippolitova et al. 2022);
emotional attachment to the nation or its people
(Huddy, Khatib 2007); a form of social identity
based on national / civic identity (Kravchenko
2015; Schatz 2020). All these examples indicate
a lack of a single theoretical and methodological
framework of psychological research on patriotism.
Numerous approaches to patriotism create a per-
spective where patriotism is seen as a multi-face-
ted phenomenon which integrates a range of com-
ponents. Among them are affective (love for one’s
country); conative (readiness to put public interest
ahead of personal ones); behavioral (showing rele-
vant behavior); and identity-related (identification
with one’s country) (Zhuravlev, Yurevich 2016).
Importantly, the primary focus is in on the affective
nature of patriotism as a social feeling and its
manifestation through different forms of social
behavior (Lebedev, Gordyakova 2016). Along with
that, studies approach patriotism as a heterogeneous
phenomenon that can take different forms, e. g.,
national (“parochial”) or critical (Zhuravlev, Yure-
vich 2016); ideological, problem-based or confor-
mal (Gordyakova, Lebedev 2017); blind or con-
structive (Schatz et al. 1999), etc.

The lack of a single theoretical and methodo-
logical framework in research on patriotism chal-
lenges overall research methodology as valid and
reliable research methods are limited. Most em-
pirical studies use questionnaires (Gogiberidze
2022; Lebedev 2014; Svinareva et al. 2014; etc), with
some questionnaires being quite popular in psy-
chological and pedagogical research, e. g., “My
Motherland is Russia” (Grigorev, Stepanov 2011)
and “What Is Patriotism?” (Osnovin 2016). Among
other popular methods are those based on psy-
chosemantics. These include associative experiments
and different modifications of a semantic differen-
tial (Kostrigin, Vigand 2019; Tarasov 2020; etc.).
Despite being popular, these methods are prima-
rily used to obtain data on the respondents’ ideas
about and attitudes to patriotism. However, no mat-
ter which approach to patriotism a particular
study supports, these data are not reliable enough
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to analyze the psychological core of patriotism.
At the same time, questionnaires that focus on in-
dividual aspects of patriotism within the structure
of personality traits are much less popular. Among
them are the “Patriogram” (Potemkin 2009) and
“Diagnosis of Patriotism Types” (Gordyakova,
Lebedev 2017). However, the open-access literature
on these methods does not provide detailed enough
psychometric rationale in their support. Besides,
when it comes to exploring the psychology of pa-
triotism, both questionnaires follow the logic
of their authors, which limits the possibilities
of interpretation.

Modern social psychology is a system of catego-
ries. From this perspective, of all the psychological
interpretations of patriotism listed above, patrio-
tism seen as social identification seems to be the
most all-encompassing. For more on the difference
between the approaches see (Miklyaeva, Ru-
myantseva 2008; 2011). In this light, we view the
theory of social identity as the most rational theo-
retical and methodological framework for psycho-
logical research on patriotism. So far, we have not
found any Russian questionnaires that could ef-
fectively accommodate the social identity theory
in psychological research on patriotism. An effec-
tive methodology, as we see it, would balance
different aspects of social identity (national and
civic) and embrace affective, conative, and beha-
vioral components of patriotism. These characte-
ristics are found in “Blind and Constructive Pa-
triotism Scale” (Schatz et al. 1999). The scale takes
into account the leading modality of identification
(national and civic for blind and constructive pa-
triotism, respectively), the level of emotional at-
tachment to one’s country (correlates positively
with both blind and constructive patriotism), and
readiness to act for the benefit of one’s country
(through the juxtaposition of one’s country and
other countries in case of blind patriotism; through
the improvement of life in one’s country without
looking back at other countries in case of construc-
tive patriotism). Empirical studies have shown that
constructive patriotism prioritizes development
based on constructive / action-based criticism,
while blind patriotism is underpinned by national
conservatism (Sekerdej, Roccas 2016). The studies
also indicate links between constructive patriotism
and different forms of pro-social behavior (Rupar
et al. 2021).

To our knowledge, the “Blind and Constructive
Patriotism Scale” has no Russian version. In this
regard, the reported study primarily aimed to adapt
the scale for the Russian sample, not only adult
(like the original version), but also adolescent.

https://www.doi.org/10.33910/2686-9527-2023-5-3-458-472
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However, expert evaluation of the scale showed
that its original version was no longer applicable
to current forms of constructive patriotism showed
by Russian adolescents. See more in (Vasileva,
Miklyaeva 2023). This entailed a change in the aim
of the study which now focused on the develop-
ment of adolescent version of the constructive
patriotism questionnaire based on the theoretical
and methodological provisions of the original scale
designed by R. Schatz et al.

Materials and methods

The reported questionnaire is based on the
“Blind and Constructive Patriotism Scale” (Schatz
et al. 1999). To begin with, we used double trans-
lation to render the 18 items of the original ques-
tionnaire into Russian. The initial testing of the
translated questionnaire involved 17 experts
in education aged from 24 to 56, including 12 fe-
male and 5 male experts with a degree in teaching
and a track record of 3 to 24 years in patriotic
education of adolescents. The experts evaluated
the content validity of the questionnaire that was
originally developed for adults and found that
more than 50% of its items were irrelevant to the
types of activity that reveal patriotic beliefs
of adolescents. The experts were encouraged
to reword the items to accommodate a range
of social and civic activities relevant to adolescents,
including educational, career-related, environ-
mental, volunteer and socially-relevant activity.
See more in (Vasileva, Miklyaeva 2023). This ap-
proach is in line with new promising psychologi-
cal research on patriotism with its substantive
focus on the behavioral components of patriotism
(Korzh, Karimova 2022).

The new adolescent version of the patriotism
questionnaire is based on the consolidated opinion
of the experts. It includes 12 items assessed
on a 7-point Likert scale. Items 1 to 6 describe
blind patriotism, while items 7 to 12 constructive
patriotism:

1) Russia can only be inhabited by those who
love this country wholeheartedly.

2) Those who are critical of Russia’s historical
past cannot be considered true patriots.

3) We should not try to change the way of life
established in Russia.

4) Russians must not break Russian laws be-
cause these are the laws of their country.

5) There is so much criticism of Russia in the
world that we, Russian citizens, should not
criticize our country.

Icuxoroeus yeroseka B 06paszosanuu, 2023, m. 5, Ne 3

6) Itis not patriotic to criticize the country you
live in.

7) It is necessary to study hard to get an in-
demand profession and contribute to the
development of Russia.

8) Those who truly love Russia are striving
to become professionals capable of resolving
the country’s challenges.

9) Love for Russia, among other things, is
taking care about its environment.

10) Patriotism is about volunteering and helping
those compatriots who need it most.

11) Those who take part in pro-Russian govern-
ment rallies are Russia’s patriots.

12) The progress of Russia is down to people
and their readiness to engage in events and
activities that improve everyday life (celebra-
tions, community clean-ups, etc.).

Face validity of the questionnaire items was
evaluated through a cognitive interview (Latcheva
2011) followed by content analysis of the results
and calculation of statistical stability of content
analysis units (Eremeev 1996). The interview in-
volved 28 adolescents aged 14—18 (17 females and
11 males).

The discriminating power of the questionnaire
items as well as the range of mean values on the
scales were characterized using descriptive statistics
(M + S). The construct validity was assessed using
exploratory and confirmatory factor analysis. The
internal consistency of the scales was assessed
using the Cronbach’s coefficient, while the concur-
rent validity and retest reliability were assessed
using the Pearson correlation coefficient (r).
To assess the criterion validity of the questionnaire,
the battery of tests was supplemented with A. N. Ta-
tarko’s “Valence of Civic Identity” method and the
“Patriogram” questionnaire developed by S. I. Kudi-
nov and A. V. Potemkin. As regards the latter, we
only used primary assessment scales that describe
the content of patriotic behavior rather than per-
sonal traits. Quantitative psychometric characte-
ristics of the questionnaire were tested on 482 ado-
lescents aged 14—18 (16.33 + 0.77), including 62.4%
females and 37.6% males studying at general milita-
ry schools, vocational schools and universities
of Saint Petersburg and Leningrad Oblast, Russia.
The empirical data were obtained through an online
survey. The respondents aged 16 or older provided
their informed consent, while parents’ / guardians’
informed consent was obtained from those aged
below 16. The calculations were performed using
applied statistical software IBM SPSS Statistics
Ver. 23 with the AMOS module.
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Results and discussion

Obvious validity
of the questionnaire items

The obvious validity of the questionnaire items
was assessed through the content analysis of cogni-
tive interviews. The content analysis revealed rele-
vant and irrelevant interpretations of questions that

the adolescents answered during the interview. The
results (Table 1) indicate that the majority of items
were interpreted correctly: 6 items out of 12 were
interpreted correctly, while 4 more items were
interpreted correctly in over 90% of cases.
Irrelevant interpretations in item 1 and item 8
were considered random as the calculated statis-
tical significance for their occurrence was low.

Table 1. The results of the content analysis of the interpretation of the questionnaire items by adolescents

who participated in the cognitive interview

Item

Examples of relevant interpretations of items

Number
of irrelevant
interpretations

+ “For a country to develop, people who live in it must love it”.

— “If a person does not love his or her country, should he or she be deported
to another country by force? I believe that this is wrong”.

+ “If you love the country, then you love its past”.

— “Patriotism is love for the Motherland, not for its history. It seems to me it is
enough to love the current period, not history, to be a patriot”.

+ “I support the order that now exists in our country”.
— “You always need to strive for the best and you need to change something”

+ “If you do not comply, it means you do not respect your country, you do not respect
the place where you were born, where you are growing up”.

— “You must obey all laws, even if you are not on the territory of your country”.

+ “Why criticize the country in which you were born and live? There are bad times,
but you just need to strive for the best”

— “People abroad hardly know what life in this country is like, citizens know more and
criticism from them is more appropriate”.

+ “By criticizing, you are just betraying the Motherland”
— “This criticism can help quite a lot in the development of the country”.

+ “If you get admitted, learn a profession and then work, you will be useful”

— “In our country, many have studied well, but now they are not working in the
profession, but they still benefit the country”.

+ “It is good if there is a specialist who can solve difficult issues, because there are few
specialists right now who solve something, there is a need for more of them, and they
should come to an agreement, helping the country”.

— “You can help the Motherland without learning a profession”.

+ “We must start with ourselves and our country in order to improve the ecology
in the world as a whole. There are many countries that improve the environment,
and if you love Russia, you should also support its ecology for the benefit of the
country’s development”.

— No example.

10

+ “Now we have a difficult moment, and there are a lot of volunteers, but we still do
not have enough volunteers, and volunteering is also a manifestation of patriotism”.

— “For me, volunteering and patriotism are not connected”.

11

+ “These events are intended to help Russia, to give them additional strength”

— “It is not necessary to go to such events to support the country; patriots can sit
quietly at home and relax — it does not affect the love for the country in any way”.

12

+ “The opportunity to be actively involved in any such activity indicates that you are
not indifferent, and you can do something good for the state. This is an active position”

— “Volunteer community clean-ups will not affect people’s lives in any way”.

Note: “+” — an example of a comment on the answers expressing agreement with the questionnaire item, “~” — an example
of a comment on the answers expressing disagreement with the questionnaire item; the number of irrelevant interpretations
is given in absolute units (max = 28).
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Taba. 1. Pe3yApTaTsl KOHTEHT-QHAAM3A MHTEPIIPETALMY TYHKTOB OIPOCHMKA IOAPOCTKaMI,

y4aCcTBOBAaBIIMMM B KOTHUTVIBHOM MHTEPBbIO

Ne o/m

HPMMepr COAEPIKATEABHO PEA€BAHTHBIX TPAKTOBOK

KoanuectBo
HepeAeBaHTHBIX
TPaKTOBOK

+ «YT00bI CTpaHa pa3BuBaAach, B Hel AOAKHBI )KUTh AIOGH].LU/IE €ee AIOAU».

— «EcAM 4eAOBeK He AIOOUT CBOIO CTPaHY, TO €r0 HAAO AETIOPTHPOBATh B APYIYIO
CTpaHy HaCMABbHO? fI cuMTAal0, YTO TAK HEAb3S».

+ «EcAM TbI AIOOMIIb CTPaHY, 3HAYUT, ThI AIOOMILD €€ IPOIIAOE.

— «ITaTpnoTnamM — 310 AI000Bb K POAMHE, a He K ee ICTOPUM, MHE KKeTCs
AOCTAaTOYHO AIOOUTb AQHHBII TIEPUOA, & HE UCTOPUIO, YTOODI OBITh ITATPUOTOM».

+ «fl moppepXuBalo NOpsAAOK, KOTOPBIN cefyac eCThb B Hallleil CTPaHe».
— «Bcerpa Hy)KHO CTPEMUTDBCA K AYYLIEMY X HY>KHO UTO-TO MEHATb».

+ «Ecau TBI HE 6yAeLHb BBITIOAHATD, 3HAYUT, Thl HE YBa’Kae€lllb CBOIO CTPaHY,
H€ YyBa’kaellb TO MECTO, T'A€ Thl POANACH, TA€ paCTEIIb».

— « Bce 3aKOHBI HY)KHO COOAIOAQTD, AQXKe €CAY Thl HAXOAUIIBCS He Ha TEPPUTOPUN
CBO€ CTPAHbI».

+ «3a4eM CTpaHy, B KOTOPOI Thl POAVIACS U JKUBEIb, KpUTUKOBATb. BBIBAIOT IAOXME
BpeMeHa, HO HY>)KHO IIPOCTO CTPEMUTDHCS K AydLIeMY».

— «3a py0e>xoM BpsIA AU 3HAIOT, KaK B 9TOII CTPaHe KUBETCs, TPayKAAQHe 3HAIOT
OOABILIE 1 KPUTHUKA OT HUX DOA€e YMECTHa».

+ «Kputunkys, ToI npocTo nsMeHsemb PoauHe».
— «39Ta KPUTHUKA MOKET AOBOABHO CHABHO IIOMOTaTh B PAa3BUTUM CTPaHbI».

+ «EcAM TBI OCTYNMILD HA KaKyI0-TO Ipodeccuio, 00yuniibes u 6yaeis paborars,
TO OyA€LIb [T0Ab3Y IIPUHOCUTD.

— «B Halllei1 cTpaHe MHOT'M€ XOPOILO YYMANUCH, HO PAOOTAIOT celtyac He 1o
npodeccui, 1 Bce paBHO IPUHOCST ITOAb3Y CTPAHE».

+ «3ITO XOpo1uo, eCAM eCThb ClieMaAunCT, KOTOprﬁI MOJXKET PELINTDb TPYAHDBIE
BOIIPpOCHI, BEAD ceityac MaAo CIIEIMAAVICTOB IIPABMABHO pelarnumnx 4To-To,
HY>XHO 4TOOBI UX OBIAO 60AbH.[e, U OHUM NIPUXOAUAN K 06meMy MHEHUIO,
moMoras CTpaHe».

— «He BeIyuuBIINCh Ha TIPO]ECCHIO TOKE MOXKHO ITOMOTaTh PoanHe».

+ «Hap0 cHayaAa HaYaTh ceOsl U CBOEI CTPaHbI, YTOOBI B LIEAOM B MUPE IOTOM
YAYYLINTD 9KOAOIMIO. ECTh MHOXXECTBO CTPaH, KOTOPbIE YAYYILAIOT SKOAOTUIO,
U €CAY ThI AI0OUIIL POCCHIO, THI AOAKEH Ha OAAro ee pasBUTHUS TAKXKe
MOAAEPKUBATD €€ SKOAOTUO».

— Het mpumepa BbICKa3bIBaHMSL.

10

+ «Ceif4ac y HaC TPyAHbBI1 MOMEHT, 1 BOAOHTEPOB MHOTO, HO HaM BCe PaBHO
He XBaTaeT BOAOHTEPOB, M B 3TOM MaTPMOTU3M TOXKE MPOABASLTC».

- «BOAOHTepCTBO M MMaTPpNOTU3M AAS MEHS HE CBs3aHbI».

11

+ «3ITHU MEPONPUATUS CAEAAHDBI AASL TOTO, 4TOOBI TOMOYb POCCI/II/I, YTOOBI AQTb UM
AOIIOAHUTEAbHBIE€ CUABI».

— «He 00513aT€APHO XOAUTD Ha TaKMe MEPOTIPUSITYS, YTOOBI TOAAEPXKATD CTPAHY,
IMaTpUoOThI MOTY CIIOKOVIHO CUAETb AOMQA, OTABIXaTb, 3TO HMKAK HE BAUAET Ha AI000Bb
K CTpaHe».

12

+ «BO3MOKHOCTh aKTMBHO BKAIOYATHCS B AIO6Y}O AEATEAPHOCTb TaKOI'o poAa

TOBOPUT O HEPABHOAYLINH, 1 Thl MOXKELIb YTO-TO CA€AATb XOPOIIEe AASL TOCYAAPCTBa.

DTO aKTUBHas IIO3ULIUS».
- «CY66OTHI/IKI/I HUMKaK HE ITOBAUAIT HA COCTOAHME )KU3HU AIOAG];I».

Ipumenanue: «+» — NpuMep KOMMEHTApMsI K OTBETAM, BBIPKAIOIIVM COTAACHE C IIYHKTOM OIPOCHUKA, «—» — IIPUMED
KOMMEHTApUsI K OTBETaM, BBIPAKAIOLIMM HECOI'AACHE C TYHKTOM OIIPOCHUKA; KOAMYECTBO HEPEAEBAHTHBIX TPAKTOBOK IPUBEAEHO
B aDCOAIOTHBIX eAMHMIIAX (max = 28).
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Irrelevant interpretations in item 4 are due to the
shift in the respondents’ focus and their attempt
to evaluate laws on the grounds of fairness. Hence,
such answers as, e. g., “It is only just that some laws
are constantly broken”; “None of our laws are one
hundred percent fair. I think that it is ok to break
some of such laws’. Irrelevant interpretations in item 7
are related to an idea that education does not
guarantee success in life, e. g., “To get an in-demand
profession means having a relevant education,
however, you can succeed in life without any education.
Singing, dancing or playing a musical instrument
can bring you to fame in your country or worldwide’.
Irrelevant interpretations in item 10 are due to
personal attitudes to volunteering, e. g., “We have
to help anyone who needs it and, actually, help
everyone — it won’t hurt anyone” Some irrelevant
interpretations in item 11 were caused by the
misunderstanding of the word combination “pro-
Russian government rallies” Here, the answers could
go along the lines of “I'm not a big expert in such
things. I've never taken part in such initiatives’ etc.
These results were taken into account during

the quantitative assessment of the questionnaire
characteristics.

Descriptive statistics
of the questionnaire items

The descriptive statistics indicate high differen-
tiating power of all the 12 items of the questionnaire
(Table 2). Accordingly, the questionnaire structure
accommodated the data on all the items offered
to respondents for evaluation.

Construct validity and internal
constituency of the questionnaire

The questionnaire structure was determined
by the exploratory factor analysis using the princi-
pal component method with Varimax rotation
(Kaiser normalization). This approach allowed
to identify two factors explaining 53.3% of the total
variance based on the Kaiser and Cattell criteria
(Table 3). The first factor (F1) embraces 5 question-
naire items with factor loadings varying from 0.65
to 0.81. Based on their content, the 5 items in ques-
tion were referred to as “constructive patriotism”.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics for questionnaire items

Item Average Median Minimum Maximum Standard Deviation
1 3.37 3.00 1.00 7.00 1.77
2 2.80 2.00 1.00 7.00 1.63
3 2.97 3.00 1.00 7.00 1.63
4 523 6.00 1.00 7.00 1.73
5 3.70 4.00 1.00 7.00 1.83
6 3.54 4.00 1.00 7.00 1.97
7 5.09 5.00 1.00 7.00 1.62
8 4.61 5.00 1.00 7.00 1.73
9 5.89 6.00 1.00 7.00 1.30
10 4.94 5.00 1.00 7.00 1.65
11 4.58 5.00 1.00 7.00 1.66
12 513 5.00 1.00 7.00 1.55
Taba. 2. OnucareAbHble CTATUCTUKY AASI ITYHKTOB OIPOCHMKA
Ne n/m Cpepnee Mepnana Munumym Makcumym Cozi};ﬁk:fel:;?:
1 3,37 3,00 1,00 7,00 1,77
2 2,80 2,00 1,00 7,00 1,63
3 2,97 3,00 1,00 7,00 1,63
464 https://www.doi.org/10.33910/2686-9527-2023-5-3-458-472



https://www.doi.org/10.33910/2686-9527-2023-5-3-458-472

S. V. Vasileva, A. V. Miklyaeva

Tabruya 2. IIpodorwerue

4 5,23 6,00 1,00 7,00 1,73
5 3,70 4,00 1,00 7,00 1,83
6 3,54 4,00 1,00 7,00 1,97
7 5,09 5,00 1,00 7,00 1,62
8 4,61 5,00 1,00 7,00 1,73
9 5,89 6,00 1,00 7,00 1,30
10 4,94 5,00 1,00 7,00 1,65
11 4,58 5,00 1,00 7,00 1,66
12 513 5,00 1,00 7,00 1,55
Table 3. Results of exploratory factor analysis
Item Factor1 Factor2

1 0.26 0.55

2 0.08 0.73

3 0.02 0.65

4 0.51 0.40

5 0.17 0.84

6 0.10 0.80

0.73 0.12

8 0.67 0.21

9 0.81 -0.10

10 0.65 0.19

11 0.58 0.39

12 0.74 0.24

Expl.Var 3.31 3.08

Prp.Totl 27.6% 25.7%

Note: fragments of the factor matrix reflecting the composition of factors are marked in bold; variables that are not included
in any factor are marked in italics.

TabA. 3. Pe3yApTaThl 9KCIIAOPATOPHOTO (PAaKTOPHOIO aHAAM3A

Nerr/m ®akrop 1 ®akrop 2
1 0,26 0,55
2 0,08 0,73
3 0,02 0,65
4 0,51 0,40
5 0,17 0,84
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Tabauya 3. [Tpodorwerue

6 0,10 0,80

7 0,73 0,12

8 0,67 0,21
9 0,81 -0,10

10 0,65 0,19

11 0,58 0,39

12 0,74 0,24

O61as aucnepcust 3,31 3,08
Aoast ob1iteit Aucriepcun 27,6% 25,7%

Tpumeyarue: TOAY>XMPHBIM LIPUGTOM OTMEYEHDI PparMeHThl MATPULIbI GPAKTOPHBIX HATPY30K, OTpakatolye COCTaB GaKTOpPOB;
KYPCUBOM OTMeYeHbI TepeMeHHbIE, He BOLIEALIe HII B OAMH 13 (paKTOpOB.

The second factor (F2) of 5 variables with factor
loadings varying from 0.55 to 0.84 was labeled “blind
patriotism”. Items 4 and 11 were not included in any
of the factors as the difference between F1 and F2
for them was less than 0.2 (Nasledov 2004). Impor-
tantly, items 4 and 11 produced the biggest number
of irrelevant interpretations (see Table 1 for the results
of the cognitive interview), hence, their exclusion
increased the content validity of the questionnaire.

As aresult of the exploratory factor analysis, the
questionnaire items were grouped into two scales:
“constructive patriotism” (5 items, range of scores
from 5 to 35) and “blind patriotism” (5 items, range
of scores from 5 to 35). To test the correspondence

of empirical data to the questionnaire structure, we
conducted the confirmatory factor analysis. It showed
that, provided that the covariance between the
residual items 7—10 and 12 (Table 4) is taken into
account, the two factor solution that covers 10 ques-
tionnaire items is more effective than the similar
initial solution with 12 items.

The Cronbach’s alpha coefficient was 0.794 for
the constructive patriotism scale and 0.816 for the
blind patriotism scale. These results indicate sufficient
consistency of the items on both scales. The scales
are moderately positively correlated with each other
(r = 0.38), which corresponds to the data obtained
with the original questionnaire (Schatz 2020).

Table 4. Adequacy indicators of the analyzed models

Model X /df P CFI RMSEA
0.110
Two-factor, 12 items 2.87 >0.05 0.863 (0.087-0.120)
0.091
Two-factor, 10 items 2.06 <0.05 0.876 (0.074-0.113)
Two-factor, 10 items with covariances (final) 1.41 <0.01 0.951 0.046
’ ’ ’ ' (0.032-0.068)

Ta0A. 4. IToxasaTeAr IPUTOAHOCTY IPOAHAAMBMPOBAHHBIX MOAEAEN

Mopaeab X°/df p CFI RMSEA
AByxdakropHast Ha OCHOBe 12 MyHKTOB 2,87 >0,05 0,863 0,110
Y P Y ’ ’ ’ (0,087-0,120)
AByxdakropHast Ha ocHOBe 10 MyHKTOB 2,06 <0,05 0,876 0.091
yXPAKTOP Y ’ ’ ’ (0,074-0,113)
AByxdaxTopHas Ha ocHoBe 10 IYHKTOB C yu4eToMm 0,046
KOBapuauuii (MTOroBast) 1,41 <0,01 0,951 (0,032-0,068)
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Concurrent validity and retest reliability

The analysis of concurrent validity (Table 5) showed
that the indicators of blind and constructive patrio-
tism correlate positively with such indicators as civic
identity, protection of one’s country and enhancement
of patriotism in others. These results match the avail-
able literature data on the interrelations between

both forms of patriotism and components of civic
identity based on the sense of belonging to one’s
country and actions aimed at maintaining positive
identity through the differentiation of in- and out-
groups and ingroup favoritism (in our case, the scales
“protection of one’s country” and “enhancement
of patriotism in others’, respectively).

Table 5. Correlations between the scales of blind and constructive patriotism,
the scale of civic identity and the “Patriogram”

Significant correlations (r < 0.30 at p < 0.01)
with the scales of:
Scales of questionnaires for criteria validity testing
blind patriotism constructive
patriotism
civic identity 0.54 0.53
protecting the country 0.39 0.36
& | solving important problems for the country and society — 0.48
S
% enhancing patriotism in others 0.41 0.34
2
= raising the country’s profile by any available means — 0.37
a
E improving the standard of living — 0.42
=
é arranging public life — 0.46
<]
= acquiring new knowledge and life experience — 0.36
striving to be useful to others — 0.42

Taba. 5. B3auMOCB#31 ILIKaA CAETIOTO ¥ KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO TATPUOTHU3MA C TIOKA3aTEASIMH LIKAABI
IPaKAQHCKON MAEHTUYHOCTHU U «IlaTpuorpaMMbi»

3nauyumble Koppeasimyu (r < 0,30 mpu p < 0,01)
IIIKaAbI METOAUK, IIOCPEACTBOM KOTOPBIX IIPOBEPSIAACH €O HiKananu
KpHUTepraAbHasg BAAMAHOCTD
KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO
CA€EIOro NaTpUoTH3Ma
NMaTpPUOTU3MA

I'paskpaHCKasI MAEHTUIHOCTD 0,54 0,53

3alMTy CBOEI CTpaHbl 0,39 0,36
5
S

I pelLieHye 3aAa4, HY>KHBIX AASI CTPaHbI 1 001ecTBa — 0,48
2

= TIOBbILIEHVEe TATPUOTHU3MA Y OKPYKAIOLIUX AIOAEN 0,41 0,34
o
2

& MTOBBIILIEHME CTATYyCA CBOEV CTPAHbI AIOOBIMU . 037

E AOCTYIIHBIMU CITIOCOOaMMU ’

g

S YAY4YIIEHME YPOBHs XU3HM OKPY KAIOLIMX AIOAEN — 0,42
I
[}

s 00yCTPOIICTBO 0OIIECTBEHHOI XU3HU — 0,46
s~}
o,

5 npuobpeTeHre HOBBIX 3HAHUI U KU3HEHHOTO OITbITa — 0,36
T

CTPEMAEHIE OBITH TOAE3HBIM AASI OKPY>KAIOIUX AKOAEN — 0,42
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Besides, the indicator of constructive patriotism
correlates substantially with the “Patriogram” scales
that describe community-centered activity of indi-
viduals that we see as lacking in case of blind pa-
triotism. Theoretical expectancy and explainability
of the identified correlations indicate satisfactory
concurrent validity.

Retest reliability was assessed at the interval of five
weeks between the initial and follow-up interviews
(n =42, 69.0% females). The correlation coefficients
were r = 0.51 for the blind patriotism scale and
r = 0.47 for the constructive patriotism scale. The
results suggest satisfactory retest reliability.

Conclusion

The study resulted in the development of the
adolescent version of the constructive patriotism
questionnaire. The questionnaire includes two
scales: constructive patriotism scale and blind
patriotism scale. The content validity and obvious
validity of the questionnaire items were assessed
using focus group methods and cognitive interviews.
Construct and concurrent validity as well as inter-

nal consistency of the scales and their retest reli-
ability were determined by statistical methods. The
questionnaire can be recommended for use among
adolescents to test the content of their patriotic
ideas and encourage the development of construc-
tive patriotism.

The limitations of our study include a relatively
small methodological toolset used to assess the
concurrent validity of the questionnaire. Another
limitation is the heterogeneous sample that in-
cluded older adolescents from different levels of edu-
cation and different types of educational institutions
(general education schools, general military schools,
vocational schools, and universities). In this respect,
follow-up research will focus, primarily, on the as-
sessment of differential validity of the questionnaire.
This will provide data on sociodemographic and
context-dependent variables. Another avenue of fu-
ture research is continuous assessment of correla-
tions between constructive and blind patriotism
scales using a broader range of relevant methods,
e. g., those that identify different components of so-
cial identity more precisely or provide data on per-
sonal traits of respondents.

Appendix

Constructive patriotism questionnaire (adolescent version)

Please, rate how much you agree with each of the following statements on a seven point scale, where
1 — Completely disagree; 2 — Disagree; 3 — Rather disagree than agree; 4 — Neither agree nor disagree;
5 — Rather agree than disagree; 6 — Agree; 7 — Completely agree

1. Russia can only be inhabited by those who love this country wholeheartedly | 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 | 5 | 6 | 7

should not criticize our country

2. Those who are critical of Russia’s historical past cannot be considered true

. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
patriots
3. We should not try to change the way of life established in Russia 1123 |4 |5]6]|7
4. There is so much criticism of Russia in the world that we, Russian citizens, 11 213lals!le6l7

5. It not patriotic to criticize the country you live in

to the development of Russia

6. It is necessary to study hard to get an in-demand profession and contribute 11 21031als5]6]l7

7. Those who truly love Russia are striving to become professionals capable

. , 12|34 ]|5 |67
of resolving the country’s challenges
8. Love for Russia, among other things, is taking care about its environment 1 12|34 |5]6]|7
9. Patriotism is about volunteering and helping those compatriots who need
it most 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

clean-ups, etc.)

10. The progress of Russia is down to people and their readiness to engage
in events and activities that improve everyday life (celebrations, community 1123 |4 |5]|6]|7
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Calculating the score:

No Scale Items
1 Blind patriotism 14, 2+, 3+, 4+, 5+
2 Constructive patriotism 6+, 7+, 8+, 9+, 10+
Range of mean values:
No Scale Min Max M+S
1 Blind patriotism 5 35 16.39 £ 16.50
2 Constructive patriotism 5 35 25.66 + 26.00
Ilpuroxcenue

OnpoCcHUK KOHCTPYKTUBHOTO MaTPHOTH3Ma (IIOAPOCTKOBAs BepCHsl)

Vucrpykuums. TToxaAyiicTa, MpoYnTaiTe YTBEP)KAEHUS U BbIOEpUTE OTBET, HanboAee TOYHO OTpa-
KaIoIUI CTeleHb Balrero coraacusi AU HECOTAACUSI C HUMU IO IIKaAe OT 1 A0 7: 1 — coBepuieHHO
He coeAdaceH; 2 — He co2AaceH; 3 — cKopee He CO2AACeH, YeM CO2AdceH; 4 — HellmpaireH / He Mo2y onpe-
0eAUmbCsE; 5 — CKopee CO2AACeH, YeM He Co2AdceH; 6 — co2AdceH; 7 — NOAHOCHIbIO CO2AACeH

1. Ha Teppurtopuu Poccun AOAYKHBI )KUTb TOABKO Te TPa’KAaHe, KOTOpbIe 112 4156l 7
AIOOSIT ee BCEM CEpALIEM
2. AFoAM, KpUTMYECKM O1]€HMBAaOIIIMEe UICTOpUUecKoe poliaoe Poccuy, 1 9 4 5 6 7
He MOTYT CYMTaTbCA UCTUHHBIMU ITATPUOTAMU
3. He cTout cTpeMuThCs MEHATH chopMupoBaBLIMIiCs B Poccun ykaap >XusHu 1 2 4 | 5 6 | 7
4. B Mype Tak MHOTO KpUTUKM B appec Poccunt, 4To MbI — ee rpaskpaHe — 1 9 4|5 6 | 7
He AOAKHBI KpUTUKOBATb CBOIO CTPAHy
5. HematpnoTn4HO KpUTUKOBATH CTPAHY, B KOTOPO ThI )K/BEIlb 1 2 4 | 5 6 | 7
6. Hy>KHO yIOpHO y4MTBCs, YTOOBI, IOAYYMB BOCTpeOOBaHHYI0 Mpodeccuro, 11 9 41516l 7
[IOMOraTh Halllell CTPaHe ABUIATbCS MO ITYTY ITO3UTHUBHBIX M3MEHEeHUI
7. ToT,KTO MO-HaCTOosI1eMy AFOUT POCCHIO, CTPEMUTCSI CTATh CIIELMAANCTOM, 11 2 4156l 7
KOTOPBI MOXKET pa3pellaTb BO3HMKAOIINE B CTPaHe TPYAHOCTHU
8. A1060Bb K Poccun BeIpaXkaeTcsi, B TOM YUCAE€, B 32a00Te O ee 9KOAOTMIECKOM 1|9 415 6|7
OAArOMmoOAyYUM
9. I1aTpMOTHU3M NPOABASETCS B TOTOBHOCTY BKAIOYATHCSl B BOAOHTEPCKYIO
paboTy, HalIpaBAEHHYIO Ha TOMOIL[b TEM COOTeYeCTBEHHKAM, KOTOpble BHelT | 1 2 4 | 5 6 | 7
HY>KAQIOTCS
10. ITosutuBHOE pa3BuTue Poccum 3aBUCUT OT TOTOBHOCTU AIOAE aKTMBHO
BKAIOYATbCs B MEPONPUATHSA, KOTOPbIE YAYYIIAIOT ITOBCEAHEBHYIO KU3Hb 1] 2 4 | 516 |7
(mpaspHUKY, CYOOOTHUKM U T. A.)
«Karou» pAast mopcueTa OAAAOB:
Nem/m IIxaAb1 ITyHKTBI
1 Caeroit MaTpuoTU3M 1+, 2+, 3+, 4+, 5+
2 KOHCTPYKTMBHBIN MaTPUOTU3M 6+, 7+, 84, 9+, 10+
AuanasoH cpeAHUX 3HAYEHUIL:
Nem/m IIxaAbx Munumym Makcumym Aunanazon M+ S
1 CAeroi maTpuoTusm 5 35 16,39 £ 16,50
2 KOHCTPYKTHMBHBINIATPUOTU3M 5 35 25,66 + 26,00
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