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The “Global Village” is upon us, if  anybody is still in doubt!  

	 The recent pandemic of  the novel corona virus (Cov-
id-19) drives home this realization quite powerfully. The na-
tion-state-centric view of  the world originated by the treaty of  
Westphalia in 1648 after the Thirty-year war no longer accurately 
and adequately describes the workings of  an increasingly interde-
pendent and interconnected global system.1-4	

	 According to Boulding5 globalization is a total system 
composed of  physical, biological, social, economic, political and 
communication system.Lifton6 envisioned it as a technologically 
imposed and fostered unity of  humankind, and Mackay7 saw it as 
the growing worldwide interconnections between societies.

	 The globalizing forces of  the interdependence of  na-
tions, countries and states have been around for some time.8,9 Just 
to name a few: (a) The global spread of  scientific-intellectual cul-
ture; (b) The emergence of  English as an international language 
of  commerce and communication; (c) An increasingly sophisti-
cated worldwide communication networks like social media; (d) 
Increasing means and opportunities for travel for business and 
leisure across national boundaries; (e) The establishment of  highly 
integrated global system of  finance and exchange; (f) Growing 
trend in resource interdependence such as oil and rare elements; 
(g) and, a growing number of  international governmental and 
non-governmental organizations addressing global issues such as 
poverty, climate change and environmental degradation.10-17

	 The possible positive and negative impact of  globaliza-
tion around the world continues to be a topic of  scholarly and 
popular discourse.18-22 Regardless of  the controversies and depth 
of  analysis surrounding the globalization phenomenon its poten-

tial psychosocial impact is inevitable. One of  the key manifest 
associations of  globalization relates to the enhanced sense of  
belonging to the larger global community, and the accompany-
ing shift in value orientation that shapes the way people view the 
world and treat each other as individuals and as groups. 

	 In a seminal work titled, “The Psychology of  Global Citi-
zenship: A Review of  Theory and Research” Reysen et al23 layout how 
globalization is reflected in an enlarged sense of  belonging to an 
inclusive global community, and its links to pro-social values such 
as diversity, empathy, altruism and environmental sustainability. In 
a similar vein, McFarland et al24 review and expand on the research 
and theory of  the notion of  global-human identity. They identify 
its negative links to anti-social views and behaviors such as eth-
nocentrism, social dominance and self-centeredness, and positive 
links to pro-social values of  universalism, care, and justice. Also, 
they addressed how child reading and educational practices can 
foster and nurture global-human identity and accompanying val-
ues. Additionally, the authors present and review different empir-
ical measures and instruments to promote further research and 
theory development. 

	 There is growing empirical evidence to suggest that 
global-human identity does not have to be polarized with national 
identity. They could be co-extensive in the sphere of  ones social 
identity.25-29	

	 A notion that encompasses both the sense of  global be-
longing and pro-social values is the concept of  world-mindedness. 
It is conceptualized as a value orientation that allows someone to 
go beyond local, regional and national concerns to perceive the 
world as a total interdependent system as well as feel a sense of  
affiliation with the whole of  humanity.30-32
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	 Early empirical studies dealing with the concept of  
world-mindedness have been reported by Fisher33 and Statten34. 
Mead35 and Bogardus36 have explored the sociological significance 
in international-mindedness and world-mindedness, respectively. 
Ideas consistent with the notion of  world-mindedness may be seen 
in Whitehead’s37 process philosophy and his concept of  the relat-
edness of  all entities in the universe. Similarly, Cobb et al38 indicate 
in process theology the notion of  God as the unifying experience 
of  all things that could incorporate world-mindedness as one man-
ifestation of  the experiencing of  God. de Chardin’s39 notion of  the 
“noosphere” that reflects the planetary consciousness emerging 
from the interpenetration of  culture further reinforces the concept 
of  world-mindedness. World-mindedness as a value orientation is 
also consistent with the conceptual underpinnings and fundamen-
tal values of  peace, economic welfare, social justice and ecological 
balance espoused by the World Order Models Project.40

	 Continuing study of  the relationships between globali-
zation, identity and world-minded values and behaviors, using in-
terdisciplinary, global and cross-cultural methods and perspectives, 
provides fertile ground for the development and advancement of  
knowledge that may do some good.  		

	 The “Global Village” is upon us. Let us work to under-
stand the workings of  the “Village” more, and make it a better 
place to thrive.41,42

	 I call upon scholars, researchers and their students in the 
social, behavioral and pedagogical sciences around the world to 
engage in collaborative scholarship examining such a vital area of  
inquiry. Moreover, I would like to invite my colleagues and their 
students around the globe to share their opinions as well as re-
search on the open-access- cyber-pages of  this journal.
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