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Introduction

The significance of the research

The topic of my researchiscurrently quite relevant insuch developingcountries as Georgia—
stateswherethe civilsociety,thepoliticalestablishment,and ordinarypeoplehaveagreataspirationtoseetheir
homelandmodernizedandfittedwiththe standardsof
modernEuropeanstates.Accordingtomygeneralsurveyof both social and conventional media,I cansayfor
certainthat the
reformsandmodernizationofGeorgiaisamatterofeverydayconversation.Politicalandcivildiscussion
streamsdemonstrate the importancetobe modernizedandtohavedevelopedeconomic,legal,political,
culturaland civilfields.AsitseemsGeorgia’sfinaldestinationismembershipoftheEU,andtheideaof
Europeisjustificationforallreformsand ~ changes.Apparently,eachnewlaworreformhasitsoutcomes,  and
discussionsabout them can last forever.

The approximation of Georgia with the EU increases modernization and harmonization of its
structures and laws with European organizations. The achievement of the Association of European Union
makes this event even more tangible, which results in not only the modernization of material
infrastructure but also the value changes in people’s life. However, the review of scientific literature gives
me the reason to say that there has not been an academic understanding of modernization and the idea of
Europe in Georgia. Georgian politicians or active members of civil sectors who can influence society and
support the democratic modernization, should not be proud yet as they haven’t fully achieved their goals.
Georgia on its path to independence is influenced by many internal and external factors that impair both
modernization and democratization.The idea of Europe is not acceptable to all political actors. They often
manipulate with the concepts of modernization or the idea of Europe portraying it as a threat to Georgia.
That is why it is important to understand the values of the idea of Europe at the scientific level and see
the concrete results thatmodernization promises to give.

Georgia’s GDPranks49™out ofthefiftyEuropeancountries,and ofcourse,authorsofvarious reforms
claimthatthecountrywillimproveitspositioninthisrank. However, ~nowadaysGeorgiais going through
notonly tough economicchallenges but also reformsandmodernizationinpoliticaland
culturallife.Civilianstryand struggleto changetheirlivesinways suchthathumanrightsandother

democraticvalues—thathavebeenspreadfrom WesternEuropetoGeorgia—arebecomingpriortoold,pseudo-

nationalandreligiousvalues.Modernizationofculturallifeisoften a quitesensitivecase—whichis
alsojustifiedbytheideaofEurope-where there is apprehension towardsinnovationandto
everythingthatisnew.

It is interesting that the idea of europe and modernization is often perceived as a 21* century
phenomenon intervening in the Georgian society with rigid methods, threatening to undermine national
values and  traditions, and resulting into the feeling of resistence  against
it.Iseeresistancetomodernizationduetothefollowingdoubt-whydoweneedEuropeifit
damagesGeorgiansidentity? However,resultsofpublicsurveysshowsthataspirationsforEuropeanintegrationist

hechoiceofthevastmajorityofGeorgians,astheyexpectintegration tomodernize theircountryand
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theirabilitytodefendnationalidentityand sovereignty, all underthe coveroftheidea ofEurope.But I think it
should be realized that the desire for modernization and the desire to implement the idea of Europe is the
natural continuation of the history of Georgia and the legacy of the ancestors, who were the initiators
and organizers of the very first steps into the modernization of Georgian society towards the European
values. Therefore, these two notions should be understood not as a strange phenomenon for Georgian
reality, but rather its intrinsic calling. Accordingly, it is imperative to formulate academically what the
idea of Europe and modernization means, both in general and in regards to Georgia.

Having said all these, I think the presented theme is quite relevant and it is directly related to
investigating the modernization of Georgia and the implementation of the idea of Europe. Based on

thatwe formulate the research aims, goals and objectives of this dissertation

The research aims and objectives

Thegeneraltargetof myresearch is toidentify whatisthe modernization of Georgia and
howGeorgiansseeit,whatistheconceptofEuropefromthe Georgianperspectiveandhowitoverlapswiththeidea
ofmodernizationinGeorgiainthepastandpresent.Consequently, my thesis will be dedicated to
helpingmeunderstand the modernization projects implemented in Georgia and the idea of Europe in the
scientific perspective.

More specifically, the tasks of the thesis can be summarized in the following way:

1. Defining and determining concepts of the idea of Europe and modernization -Without defining
these concepts we cannot judge specific individuals or specific projects implemented in Georgia. It is
necessary to fully understand those two main concepts in order to accurately consider the importance of
the Georgian public and political figures. And we cannot do this if we do not have their exact definitions.
Only after this will be possible to see the significance they have given to the idea of Europefrom the
prospect of Georgians, and answer the questions such aswhat significance did the modernization concept
have for themand why? The idea of Europe and modernization is the main line of my thesis, so the goal
of the research is to examine all of its aspects, which will assist us in determining subsequent issues. I will
also elaborate on defining further these and other goals, and providerelevant explanations.

2. Exploring the emergence of the idea of Europe and the first modernization processes in Georgia
-The determination of this issue should be the first task of the first historical part of my research because
the materials studied in this period will allow us to see the first steps of the idea of Europe and
modernization in Georgia. I will see how and where the idea of Europe has emerged in Georgia and what
kind of modernization has begun. I believe the determination of this issue and answering on it will give
me possibility to see the irreversible process that has led to such modernization of the Georgian society
that formed a modern nation-state on the basis of the idea of Europe. At the end of the research, I will see
how consistently the process of modernization of Georgian society has continued and how it changed in
relation to the first steps. Hence our task is to see the way of the idea of Europe and modernization in

Georgia in time and space, their significance and understanding.



3. Identifying who were the first authors of the idea of Europe and modernization in Georgia and
what specific projects they have been implementing to achieve this goal -There are many works on those
public figureswho are considered to be the first authors of the idea of Europe and modernization in
Georgia. Hence, one might ask if there is anything left still to be studied and researched. However, my
task is to understand the merits of these people again and from the new perspective. The context of the
idea of Europe and modernization will give us an opportunity to understand the importance of those
projects that contributed to the creation of bonding elements of Georgian society. Consequently,
determining this objective and achieving the relevant goal will show me the concrete results not only
during the time when implementation took place, but their future importance, as well.

4. Studying social-democratic changes of the idea of Europe and modernization in Georgia- I
think beside Social Democrats there have been many political and public actors who has contributed to
the modernization of Georgia on the values of the idea of Europe. However, my goal is to see this process
from the perspective of the Social Democrats. This is a political force that has declared Georgia's
independence and created a modern state based on the idea of Europe and not just on those ideals but also
on the European legal basis. Since they were the leaders of state management, this is why the goal of the
research is to see the changes and the modernization that the Georgian Social Democracy brought to the
Georgian nation. At the same time, we will be able to see the constitutional, legal and cultural grounds
that have become the basis for the formation of modern Georgia. This task will give us an opportunity to
see the way Georgia has passed from the emergence of the idea of Europe to Social Democratic changes.
We will see how contradictory or compatible they are with each other and what effect they have brought
to the Georgian state.

5. Identifying who were the authors of social-democratic modernization in Georgia and what
specific projects they implemented-One of my goals is to study the worldviews and works of specific
individuals. Not only to study and analyze social-democratic processes but also to see and analyze the
visions and actions of their authors. The processes that create and change the history of the people are
not implemented without specific people. Hence, it's interesting to know what these people were doing,
what were their motives and goals at that time. Their philosophical beliefs and performances are
important because they were no ordinary people, but their decisions and steps have influenced other
people's fate and future. They also influenced the country's policy and the future, which did not lose
significance even after a century. That is why I think that my goal is not only to study the pattern of
biography, but also to help understand the main issues of research that will endure a consistent path of
the idea of Europe and modernization.

6. Studying the process of returning the idea of Europe in the post-Soviet Georgia and analyzing
the modernization processes and its consequences implemented in Georgia after its independence- The
next goal of my research is an attempt to analyze scientifically modern social and political events. I will
try to impartially analyze the modernization projects that started after 2003 and led the country to the
associated EU membership. I am going to evaluate the idea of Europe and modernization in the past
when it has begun and the modern time in what conditions they are now. After this studyl will see an
entire picture of how the processes of our research have started and how it is actually going on today.

Moreover, after the collapse of the Soviet Union and the announcement of independence of Georgia
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many unexpected political and social processes developed, and for our research the interesting task is to
study the most active modernization process accompanied by unmatched assessments. Unlike the
previous historical stages, I will not study the authors and leaders of these events, as they are still active
actors and there is a risk to bias the scientific standards.

7. Determining the type of correlation between the modernization and the idea of Europe in the
above mentioned historical stages and evaluating cases in which they were in accord or in contrast -The
last goal of my dissertation is to analyze and evaluate all the historical phases. I will try to picture all
different time periods together and analyze in one spectrum. During the entire process of research Iwill
see the correlation between the idea of Europe and modernization. I willsee where they were matched
and how they dismissed each other. How much they were relatedor not. This will help me to see the
difference between the idea of Europe and modernization, both in general and in regard of Georgia. Iwill
see how Georgian public and political figures managed to match the modernization projects to the idea of
Europe and, on the contrary, the idea of Europe to the implementation modernist projects in political,
social, cultural, economic and state level. Accomplishment of this task will give me a cohesive and

completed look of the thesis that will provideme to analyze and conclude the research.

The main research question and questions

In order to achieve my thesis goals and objectives, below I have a formulated question and a few
sub questions.Myresearch mainquestionisasfollows: Have various historical visions and modernization
projects in Georgia been informed and justified by invoking then-dominant “ideas of Europe™?

The idea behinde of those question and sub-questions is that they do help me to achieve my
research aims and goals. I believe the formulation of the question should include all actors and aspects
mentioned in aims and goals of the research. They are different historical periods - a time of research, a
place of research - Georgia, modernization projects and the idea of Europe, which could show us mutual
correlation. Such formulation of the question will help me to analyze the three historical period of
Georgia as a subject of research and see how modernist projects were implemented and how they were
related to the idea of Europe. And on the contrary, I will see the implementation of modernization
projects justified by the idea of Europe in the economic, social, and political spheres. I will be able to see
the motives and actions of politicians and public figures.

Asthe topicalludes,Iwillanswerotherrelevantquestionsaswell. Therefore, I will answer questions as
well as explain why they have formulated on such way. For example, the following question can be:
What does Europe mean? What does Europeanization mean? What is European identity? These questions
are needed because the answers given to them help me to logically answer the question in which I will
understand the idea of Europe means. And after this I will need to answer what the meaningof
modernization is? The answer to this question will help me to identify the reality of modernization and
see it in Georgian reality.

The following sub-questions will be formatted as follows:Who(whichpoliticalorsocietalactors)
have historicallytalked andwrittenabouttheidea of EuropeinGeorgia?Whatdid “Europe”

meantothem?Howdidtheydefine“Europe”?Didtheyusethe ideaofEuropetojustifytheirproposed
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modernizationofeconomic,political,socialandculturallife of
Georgia?Didtheymanagetoimplementtheirideas(projects) andwhatwastheirmotivation? Whatdoes
theideaofEuropemeanforGeorgians nowadays? Whatmodernization“projects”pertain totheideaofEurope
and are used tojustifytodayandby whichpoliticaland/or societalactors?These questions will help me to
achieve thoroughly and gradually our goals and objectives. With these questions I will be able to
study deeply the processes developed in Georgia in the predetermined time period. I will see
differences and similarities between those sections of the time and study the internal parties of all
political actors that have influenced the development of Georgia's history through the idea of Europe
and modernization.

One of the sub-questions that I can formulate in the introduction of the research is as
follows:Aredemocratic values, reforms, modernizationm,andEuropeareassociated witheachother for the
Georgian society and aretheyallthesame?This question will help me to determine the main line of my
research and to achieve the main goal. I will see exactly what the interconnection between the idea of
Europe and modernization is in different stages of history.

As we can see, there are number of research questions that do not exclude emergence of

additionalquestions in the process of research and work, which will gradually be answered in this thesis.

The research hypothesis

Based on the above, I can formulate and develop ahypothesisthatinGeorgia,
modernizationisassociatedwiththeideaof Europe.Everypolitical, social, cultural, legalandcivilreformis
justifiedbytheidea ofEurope.Nomatter whatoutcomesthese reformshave-whethertheybenefitthecountyor
damagepeople’slife— they are justified.Theideaof Europeissostrongthatitissynonymous
withmodernization,andmodernizationmeansdevelopmentof acountryandpeopleitself.

In order to reach the approval of our hypothesis, we need to consider the European context and
take parallels of simultaneously events in Georgia to see how closely was the idea of Europeand
modernization with the waves in Europe.l am of the opinion that the formation of the idea of Europe had
three waves in Western Europe:

1. The first period covers the 18" and early 19 centuries when ideas about liberty spread
through the public thinkers and philosophers. This meant freedom of the individual, freedom of the
nations, secularization and democratic governance.

2. The second period covers the beginning of the second half of the 19" century and the
beginning of the 20* century when the social-democratic ideas were spread. This meant ideas on equality
and solidarity, which put the idea of freedom of individuals and nations to the backstage and brought the
idea of class equality and freedom to the forefront.

3. The third period, when the idea of Europe was finally formed, began in the second half of the
20% century. Particularly, it happened after the World War II. Its main idea was to avoid wars, to

establish peace, to advance the freedom of the individual and defend human rights, to create such solid



international associations, such as the United Nations and the European Economic Union that turned into
the European Union.

Pursuant to my opinion, along with the idea of Europe that took place in Western Europe in a
form of the three waves that I've mentioned above, there were also three waves of spreading the idea of
Europe and modernization in Georgia.

Firstly,theideaofEuropeemergedinthepublicdiscourseinGeorgiainthesecondpart ofthe
19%*centuryduringthe ~ Russian ~ Empireperiod.Of  course,therehadalsobeenhistoricalperiodswhen
Georgiankingdomsorpoliticalestablishmentsaspiredtobe likeWesterncountriesor civilizations,suchas the
HellenicorRomanera.However,Europeasanideadidnotexistatthattime,butitwasthe basisof the European

idea. This idea appears in the MiddleAges and then during the Renaissance and the

EnlightenmentperiodswhenEuropeemergedasa civilizationandhencetheidea ofEurope.Preciselyat
thattime,Georgians startedattemptingtoforge tieswiththatcivilizationandevenpossibly model
themselvesonit.So,newvalues,newvisionsandnewopinionswereimplementedbypoliticaland public

figuresledbylliaChavchavadzeandotherpublic thinkers in the 19%century.Thattime began the
modernizationofsocial, cultural,economicandpoliticallife.Unfortunately,during this time Georgia was fully
occupied by theRussianEmpire,but Georgianpoliticalestablishmentsandpublicfigures managedtounifya
new,European-stylenation.

The second wave of establishingthe European lifestyle and modernization quickly spread in
Georgia from Western Europe. Socialist ideas were soon found in the Georgian reality. Organized
implementation of these ideas was carried out during the period of independence of the First Republic
of Georgia in the epoch of the Social Democratic Party governance. Thistimewasveryshort, butthe
Georgianpoliticalandeconomicelite,ledbyNoeZhordania,wasoccupiedwithEuropeanideas.These
peoplemanagedto modernizeGeorgiaaccordingtoEuropeantrends.Thismodernizationtookplacefrom
thetopofthegovernmentdown to theordinarypubliclife. However,anotherRussianoccupation,and with it
repressions andeliminationofthousandsofopen-mindedpeople,deprived Georgia ofthewayoftheWestern
development.

ThelastpartofmyPhDwillbededicatedtothemoderneraandthethirdwaveofmodernization in
Georgia. Unlike the second wave, this phase was delayed by half a century because theSoviet Union
occupied Georgiafrom 1921-1991. After the liberation of Georgia the country underwent political and
economic chaos. For this reason, I cannot say much about the 1990s.Itwas atime filledwithwars, a
militarycoup,unrest,organized criminal,corruptionandfutility. Modernizationbeganafterthe“Rose

Revolution”ledby MikheilSaakashviliwhomanagedtochangeevery aspectoflife.Reformstookplacewithin

the army, police, justice,economic,legislatureandevenwith respect to culturallife.
Allthishappenedundertheideaof Europe,and stepsforGeorgia’sintegrationinEuropeanand
NorthAtlanticunionsbecamerealisticandtangible. However,herewe
meetthefollowingquestion:“Doesmodernizationalwaysmeandemocracy?” Opponentsofthegovernment
claimedthat theideaofgovernmentalismoverweighedthe ideaofindividual
humanrights.ThismeantthatthemodernizationwaspriortotheideaofEurope,andit shouldhave

beenonthecontrary.I ~ willfinishthe research withtheideaofEurope reflected in numbers and

seehowtheychangeeconomic,political,legalandculturallifeofGeorgia.



Theoretical framework

The object of the dissertation is studied through a political perspective. According to its title its
main theme is the modernization and the idea of Europe. Therefore, the theoretical framework of
research we chose is the Modernization Theory. This theory involves many different actors and
directions, but I will focus on the direction that studies the correlation of democracy and modernization.
I think this is the main line of our research, to see how the idea of Europe and modernization were
compatible to each other in Georgia and vice versa. The interpretation of this theory gives me an
opportunity to imagine whether the process of modernization was always a democratization and could
democratization automatically bring a modernization.

Classical Modernization theory identifyies key factors of the social modernization as its main
research points, such as bureaucratic corruption, gender and income inequality, urbanization, skills
acquisition and education, the role of political communication and the media, and so on. Modernization
process of economies, nations and its people are a broader level of analysis. And studying the alteration of
social values is a tough issue requiring complex analysis (Goorha, 2017).

But specifically, what we are interested in is the theory on democratization by Seymour Lipsett,
that focuses on the relationship between economic development and the likelihood of a country to
become and remain a stable democracy. Lipsett (1959) hypothesizes that the more developed a country is
economically, it is more likely that it would be a democracy and be characterized by a more stable
political situation overall (Rose, 2016). Analyzing countries of Latin America and Europe, Lipsett uses
variables such as education level, labor share of agricultural sector, per capita income and level of
urbanization, and proves his hypothesis that the more developed is a country’s economy, the more
democratic is the political system. He also concludes that the modernization starts by urbanization,
followed by rapid industrialization, improved communication networks and literacy rates. The growth
of advanced communication networks, in turn, encourages the development of formal democratic
institutions such as voting and citizen participation in the decisions of their governments (Lipset, 2010).
Lipset’s points are further supported by the earlier studies by Lerner (1958) identifying urbanization,
education and communication as the principal forces for the modernization process (Wucherpfennig J.,
Deutsch F., 2009).

I think this theoretical frame gives me an opportunity to better understand the research we have
presented. The object of our research is the modernization and the idea of Europe that we parallelly
study in three historical stages of Georgia. Therefore, I believe that the modernization theory is a

theoretical framework of my research and will provide us to relevant outcomes.

The research methodology

The present PhD research is an analytical thesis and exploratory project.
Toprovemyhypothesis,lhaveto  use  verifiableandscientificmethods.Consequently,  the  general
methodological framework of the work is the descriptive method. According to the presented dissertation

format, I think that the descriptive method will help me to achieve the goals that I have set. During the
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research I am focusing on several key variables which effectively affect the process of implementation of
the idea of Europe and the modernization in Georgia. Two of these variables are independent and two of
them are dependent. These variables are:

A) Independent variable: historical context;

B) Independent variable: existing international political and geopolitical environment;

C) Dependent variable: influence of public figures and politicians on the implementation process
of modernization and the idea of Europe.

D) Dependent variable: influence of public opinion on politicians decisions.

I do admit that only these variables cannot give the comprehensive and conclusive answers, and
this could be a limitation of this research.However, I believe that in accordance with the presented
dissertation format, focusing on these variables wouldresult into imperative conclusions, that itself can

promote the further research of the topic.

The research design

Thebodypart will be dividedintofourchapters:

1. Overview of concepts;

2. The
emergenceofliberalismandtheideaofmodernizationinGeorgiainthesecondhalfofthe19®century;

3. The social-democraticmodernizationprojectintheearly20 century;

4. Themodern,post-SovieteraandtheunderstandingandtheuseoftheideaofEurope.

For a better understanding, we will explain the concepts in the beginning of the research body
part. We will formulate the idea of Europeand the modernization. And we will separately discuss each
value that I consider as a part ofthe idea of Europe.I will try to explain their meanings, find out what root
they have in history, how they are defined by a variety of authors, and how they are viewed from the EU
perspective that I consider as an embodiment of the‘idea of Europe.” With each review, it will be clear
what the idea of Europe is and what should be researched in the case of Georgia.

To realize the concept of the idea of Europe, define a broader “meaning” of Europe, and find out
what are the past and the present concepts of it. What does Europeanization mean? What does the
European identity mean? Once I define the concept of the idea of Europe and understand the basic
essence of this term, then we shoul determine the “European identity”. It is interesting to study the
European Union policy in this regard and find out where Georgia’s place in this respect: whether it is part
of this policy and whether the Georgians identify themselves as Europeans.I can say that the subject of
my research - the idea of Europe, with all its components, is embodied in such an international
organization as the European Union. If the Georgian people are trying to become part of European family
and share the idea of Europe, then it must achieve membership of this organization and satisfy all the
principles, values and criteria required by the EU.

After formulating what the concept of the idea of Europe is, a detailed understanding of the idea

of modernization will be needed. This will facilitate my further research on Georgia. After which I will
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study the projects implemented in the name of modernization and the idea of Europe in the context of
Georgia. I will see how much these project share with one another withrespect to Georgia. Whether they
are associated with each other or could have existed independently of each other. And as soon as I have
thoroughly studied the concepts of the idea of Europe and modernization, I will research how Georgians
perceive these two concepts. Who (which political or societal actors), historically and in modern
times,discussed the idea of Europe in Georgia? Did they use the idea of Europe to justify their proposed
modernization of economic, political, social and cultural life of Georgia? Did they manage to implement
their ideas (projects) and what was their motivation?

As, myPhDresearch is limited
toasinglecountrywheretheinterplaybetweentheideasofmodernizationandofEuropeisexamined
inthreedifferentperiods. Hence, we have three different cases from the same country, albeit not
historically independent of each other. Thus, in terms of the research design of the thesis, it is a
comparative study of three most similar cases coming from the same country at different times in history:

1.The
emergenceofliberalismandtheideaofmodernizationinGeorgiainthesecondhalfofthe19®*century
andtheuseoftheideaofEuropeforthepurposesofliberalmodernizationproject;I go through every single peace
of Georgian literature concerning Europe, the idea of Europe, democracy,liberalism, and modernization
while conducting this research study. Meaning, I studied every published work held in the National
Library of Georgia regarding the subject.

2.The social-democraticmodernizationprojectintheearly20™
century,itspracticalimplementationthroughthe foundingof modernizedEuropean-stylesocial-
democraticrepublic; I collected almost every existing literature, research and work concerning the matter
in question within the extent of my research, processed large number of sources and tried to answer my
main research question, as follows: Who were the Georgian social democrats, that led the idea of Europe
and modernization, who were their major ideologues and what specific projects did they implement for
the purpose of introducing the idea of Europe and modernization in Georgia.

3:Themodern,post-Sovieteraof
reformsandmodernizationandtheunderstandingandtheuseoftheideaofEuropeforthesepurposes.
Iseewhatkindofprogressivechangestookplaceineachperiodineconomic,political,cultural andlegal
fieldsinthenameofEuropeanidea. In particular, I am going to examine the third wave of modernization
and the idea of Europe — which includes the period from 2003, i.e. from Rose Revolution through 2014
year — when Georgia became an associated member of the European Union. Therefore, in this part of my
research I will find out what results the three waves of the idea of Europe and modernization have
accomplished, to which lots of people’s invaluable toil, struggle, health and even lives were sacrificed.
Has the idea of Europe and modernization been implemented in such a manner as the people introducing
these values in the second half of the 19 century were striving for?

As a result of the study of these historical periods, I will see what progressive changes have been

made in the economic, political, cultural and legal fields in all three sectors.



The research limitations

As we see from the research design, our dissertation does not include all epochs from the second
half of the 19t century and therefore all the actors who have a significant contribution in Georgia in the
implementation of the idea of Europe and the modernization. I think the issue is quite broad, however
due to the scope of the research and the limitations of the thesis, I had to make a choice of the research
framework and chose the idea of Europe and modernization developed in Georgia only in such a way,
that I think is more relevant. Certainly, this does not decline other actors that are not in this thesis, even
more it indicates,that they require a separate research and work that can not be solved by one
dissertation. Consequently, I have excludedthose figures who contributed to the idea of Europe but were
not part of the social-democratic project. These are Mikhako Tsereteli, Ivane Javakhishvili, Mikheil
Javakhishvili, Konstantine Gamsakhurdia and other public figures who have contributed to the
formation of modern Georgian nation.

Furthermore, important part of the history of Georgia is the Soviet era, during which the
industrialization and modernization of infrastructure took place, which still constitutes the main
infrastructure of modern Georgia. This period, with its various historical sections, is undoubtedly
interesting and valuable in terms of research of the modernization of Georgia, but it is also beyond the
scope of this research.

Finally, I also briefly review the first decade of Georgia's independence, the first and the second
Presidents who contributed to the formation of modern Georgia as they are the subject of a completely
new research work. During this period, Georgia's independence was announced, the new constitution
was adapted and the new laws began to write, a pluralist political environment was created, an
application on Euro-Atlantic integration was made and Georgia became a member of the Council of
Europe. It was at this time that the the idea of Europe in the society formed and started making pressure
on the politicians to launch rapid democratic and modernist reforms. And since I am not focusing on
this period that much, I believe my research does make a case for even further investigation of this time.

According to this, being limited in the research length, and I believe I havemade a choice that I
consider as the most relevant to my research perspective. That is why I have focused on Terek-drinkers,
Social- Democrats and the projects implemented after the Rose Revolution. I will focus on these three

epochs and see how the the idea of Europe and modernization processes have been presented.

Literature review

Formyresearch, Iexamine relevantpublications, speeches, statements,articles,interviews, and
dataevidence.l willmakeresearch analysisbasedonscientificliteratureavailableonlineaswell; Iconstruct
acomprehensivereviewandanalysisofissuesrelatedtomodernization,theideaofEurope, and

EUregulations(AssociationAgreementaswell)basedon relevantbooksandscientific literature.
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Study literature can be grouped according to the division of our body part. At the first stage, we
will review the literature covering idea of Europe and modernization. Then we will study the works of
authors living in the 19 century and public figures of that time. After that we will review the works of
the founders of the first Democratic Republic and the work of their researchers. Finally, we will analyze
the literature of authors working on modern political, economic and social issues.

In order to review of the core concepts, I need to cover the views and ideas of the authors who
have studies the concept of modernization and its phenomenon. After that, I will see how the concept of
modernization corresponds to the idea of Europe. When I am discussing these concepts, I should
remember that many scholars, philosophers, and lawyers have personally defined each of these terms and
there is no single definitionon which everyone agrees upon. However, I overview several main authors’
works and try to outline the basic ideas of my concepts. I shall process what phases the idea of Europe
went through and how it correlated with the Georgian reality in terms of time and ideas. I shall see
whether or not the idea of Europe was formed in Western Europe and Georgia at almost the same period.
If not, then how late the idea of Europe was spread in Georgia.

Before we begin to understand the idea of Europe in general, we shouldrefer to the its
constitutive concepts first. These concepts are "Europe", "Europeanization" and "European Identity". Boer
writes about the political content of the Europe and says that the continent has acquired political
meaning after French Enlightenment. Enlightenment philosophers promoted how they saw Europe and
its future, and how they envisioned for the better life of people. The ideals such as liberty, equality and
fraternity were trumpeted everywhere (Boer, 2000). As for Europeanization, it is well-covered in the
book by Denalty and Rumford. They say thatEuropeanization explains the cultural and epochal
significance of major social transformations. That is why the European integration has brought large-scale
social, economic and political changes. In the context of Europeanization there are new processes and
dynamics occurring beyond the limits of national societies and the European social space is becoming
increasingly more salient(Delanty & Rumford, 2005). And Morthand Grabbewrite about Europeanization
in regard to the EU policy. According to them,Europeanization is a process of institutionalization in
which new rules and new ways of thinking evolve. The multiple actors at the national and European
levels form a transnational political community in which the new rules of the game are formed (Morth,
2003).Europeanization affects upon the applicant countries, especially in the post-soviet countries
(Grabbe, 2003). Furthermore, according to Lucarelly the European identity seems to be an international
phenomenon. The EU foreign policy helps Europeans to see in the mirror not only themselves but
‘Others’ as well. And this is relevant to self-identification and recognition (Lucarelli, 2008).

After reviewing the literature of these concepts, it is interesting to see the authors’ stance on the
idea of Europe. Most interesting to our researchare Wilson and Dussen with their book “History of the
idea of Europe”. According to them, the main core of the idea of Europe is liberal-democratic values
(Wilson, K; J, Dussen V. D., 1995). This vies is supported by Lukareli and Manners as well in their book
titled “Values and Principles in the EU Foreign Policy”. Here are listed exactly those values that are the
most important for the modern idea of Europe: peace, liberty, equality, solidarity, democracy, rule of law,
secularism, and environmentalism (Lucareli & Manners, 2006). I will formulate the exact concept of the

idea of Europe after studying these points.
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As I have said, after the formulation of the idea of Europe, it is necessary to definethe exact
concept of the modernization. There is a plethora of the literature on that issue, including Max Weber's
viewswho considered that modernity defines ‘a process of functional differentiation and emancipation of
the secular spheres — primarily the state, economy and science — from the religious sphere and the
concomitant differentiation and specialization of religion within its own newly founded religious sphere’
(Mavelli, 2012).

After studying the concept of idea of Europe and modernization, I move to those Georgian
figures that imported and promoted European values through different forms in Georgia. These people
were called the Terek-Dinckers. I will study their works, and researches of those scholars who studied
them. In this regard, there is one noteworthy issue. Many works are published during the Soviet Union,
which means they passed under a censorship. And some books are published in the 1990s when
nationalist ideas prevailed both in society and in the academic field. Hence we often see the works that
lack scientific quality and basically are designed to glorify public figures of the second half of the 19t
century. Also, it is worth to mention that there are lots of studies about Terek-drinkers, hence some
might assume that identifying the literature gap that my research is addressing could be difficult.
However, this research is bringing together the elements of their works in the context of the idea of
Europe and Europeanization, that, to the best of my knowledge, no other research address in the same
way. The key figures of the Terek-drinkers that I review are as follows: Ilia Chavchavadze, Vazha-
Pshavela, Akaki Tsereteli, Aleksandre Kazbegi, Dimitri Kipiani and Iakob Gogebashvili. However, it is
also interesting that researcher George Davitashvili, who precisely studied the features of democracy in
Georgia, argues that democratic values had deep roots in Georgian customary law and that determined an
easy adaptation of Georgian society with Enlightenment ideas, the idea of Europe and democratic values.
The scholar discusses such institutions as public self-governance, the judicial system, and arbitration law
that existed in medievalfeudal Georgia. Those institutions were quite similar to the ones that we have
with contemporary democracy. Georgian customary law, legislative, executive and judicial systems were
the obvious manifestations of the features of democracy. Their organization and procedural issues were
based on democratic principles. Hence, contemporary democracy and the idea of Europe turned out to be
compatible and easily acceptable for the Georgian social-political, civil and law systems.(Davitashvili,
2011).

Researcher Iatashviliwrites about European ideas having deeper roots in Georgia. Not
considering hagiographic works of V-VIII centuries, which are referring to individual freedom, gender
equality and freedom of belief, in secular literature, XII century’s “The Knight In the Panther’s skin” by
Shota Rustaveli is full of the exact humanist ideas that characterized the European pre-Renaissance and
Renaissance eras (latashvili, 2011). Values, such as ethnic and religious tolerance, fairness, pursuit of
happiness and social harmony are evident (Ratiani, 2011). And XVII-XVIII centuries’ writers and
statesmen, such as Sulkhan-Saba Orbeliani and David Guramishvili, were the actual manifestations of
that period’s European Enlightenment wave, who had felt the dawn of the new era. Their works were
the bold revelations of liberalism. One more author, who fought illiteracy and proposed all types of

democracy with deep scientific knowledge, was John Batonishvili. He was the son of the last king of the
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Eastern Georgian kingdom and was exiled in Russia after the annexation of his country by the Russian
empire in 1801 (Iatashvili, 2011).

It is also worth mentioning thatnone of the Georgian researchers had explained the essence of
the idea of Europe in such details. Furthermore, Europe, the idea of Europe, and already mentioned
values constituting the idea of Europe, such as democracy, liberalism and modernization are associated
terms and even often synonyms for Georgian authors. For instance, a scholar of the 19% century history,
Gaprindashvili, argues that in the second half of the 19% century there was no line drawn dividing
democracy from liberalism. At that time, liberals were called freedom-loving people, including the
nobility, who wanted to abolish the system that gave those privileges and emancipate the peasantry. In
general, the liberals of those times were demanding more than they could imagine feasibly possible
(Gaprindashvili M. , Essays on the History of the Georgian Public Thinking, 1988).1It is also interesting
that in the Georgian scientific community European Civilization is associated with Western civilization.
In her book, ‘History of the European Civilization’, Maya Khetsuriani notes that the USA, Canada, New
Zealand, Australia and other democratic states should be discussed within the scope of European
civilization(Khetsuriani, 2004). The research is even more interesting due to the fact that Terek-drinkers
never created any theoretical treatise, but through their literary works or pamphlets their devotion to
the idea of Europe and an attempt to adapt it to the Georgian reality is visible. As Akaki Jorjadze wrote
‘they introduced the formulas and social-political theories existing in Europe... Since then the
Europenization of Georgian thinking has begun(Jorjadze, Social, Political and Legal Views of Archil
Jorjadze, 1989).

As for the modernization projects implemented in this period, some Georgian researchers
accurately describe what kind of changes were followed by it. Technological and economic progress have
not been the only ones affected by the Modernization. It also implied transformation and development of
the society. In this cases modernization in the small states’ cultures turned into oppression of the local
traditions that meant vanishing of the identities of local cultures. In such cases modernization became an
embodiment of the idea of Europe and it heralded the development of the Western-type civilization and
Europeanization (Tsereteli & Kakitelashvili, Culture and Modernization, 2006).

The following part of the thesis is dedicated to Social Democrats. The literature written about
this period may be biased as well. If Soviets portrayed Terek-drinkers as if their sole contribution to the
civil society was fighting against serfdorm, as such approach was fitting their political agenda well, they
used to fight against and criticize more harshly the Social Democrats. Large numbers of materials, not
fitting with the Soviet agenda, were directly banned, and it’s been only recently that research has
resulted into discovering of new and interesting facts. My goal in this regard is to objectively illustrate
the contribution Social Democrats in the processes of the formation of a modern state. In this regard I
will review writings of Noe Zhordania and Noe Ramishvili. Also, I will study the works of the
researchers who analyze that time period. However, I will be very wary in my estimations, since
theevents that I studyhave political content, and the authors usually evaluate them according their own
political views. My goal is take out only facts from researches works and make my own analysis out of it.
For example, the strict separation of state officials from religious institutions and secularization, D.

Gegenava estimates as a negative event (Gegenava, 2013). While the same event can be assessed as a
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progressstep towards theformation of a secular state. It is also worth noting that the greatest researcher of
that period was V. Guruli, who has published many works on this topic. However, the steps taken for
secularization are also perceived negatively. According to him, secularization policy was taken to the
level of high government officials. They did not take part in important religious celebrations. In addition,
even Noe Zhordania forbade Catholicos-Patriacrh Leonid to mention his name in his prayers, and only
decided to give his consent, after the latter had already left his office (Guruli V., National Consciousness,
Statehood, Political Orientation, 2008).

Stephen F. Johns, a scholar of Georgian social democracy, notes that apart from the Russian
socialists, Georgian politicians were always trying to merge socialism with European values, pluralism,
human rights, and private property. This explains their success not only within Georgia but also
throughout the Menshevik group of the Social Democratic Party of Russia. Georgian social democrats
started to propagandize the struggle for national independence and the idea of establishing a socialist
democracy in the imperial police state. Like the Western European social democrats, they tried to fuse
socialism and nationality since in socialism they saw the means to defeat the foreign regime ruling their
country. To them, socialism stimulated national consolidation, modernization, and economic growth.
They hoped that, socialism would unite Georgian people and turn them into Europeans, ensure the
country’s security, and end wars between states and different ethnic groups. Since neither imperial
violence norinternal ethnic conflict was new for Georgia, they counted on socialism as an ideology that
brings diverse peopletogether without violence and bloodshed, unalike the new, nationalist
ideology(Jones, 2007).This difference is important in regards to such modernization of the nation that
lead them to form European style nation-state. On this regard, scholar Stephen F. Johns refers to Noe
Zhordania as the factor of the Georgian social democrats being nationalistic. He states that Noe
Zhordania was more interested in European socialist ideas while he was a student. That is why he joined
Polish and Russian Marxists. He read Plekhanov, Kautsky, and Marx. However, he was influenced by the
thoughts of other European social democrats, he studied the history of the Social Democratic Party of
Germanywhen his Russian socialist and utopian illusions were shattered. In addition to this, Russian
chauvinist acts started against representatives of other nations in everyday life, and Polish would not
speak to Zhordania in Russian in protest. Johns argues that living in Warsaw influenced Zhordania
vastly, causing him to believe in fighting for cultural rights and the power of national movement against
imperialism (Jones, 2007).

Besides, women’s right researchers works are interesting. Scholar of women emancipation, L.
Gapridashvili indicates that, Georgian women started to actively engage in politics since the beginning of
the 20" century. She argues that there existed a phenomenon of Georgian feminism, which was not just
based on imported ideas but was adapted to the local needs(Gaprindashvili L. , Georgian Feminism or
Feminism in Georgia?, 2008).

Social-Democrats cannot be studied without reviewing auto-biographies, such as books written
by Noe Jordania, Shalva Maglakelidze and Karl Kaustsky, who traveled to Georgia (Kautsky, 1921). The
book of Stephen F. Johns is also interesting. A scholar of Georgian social democracy, who described their
differences from Russian Bolshevik and even with Menshevik circles were conditioned by the fact that

the Georgian social democrats came from petty nobility, who were born in countryside and grew up with
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peasants. He says that differences between them were not as noticeable in Georgia as it was in Russia. He
also described how multi-ethnic was the working class in Georgia. He believes Georgian social democrats
constantly criticized ‘Terek-drinkers’, they turned out to be the heirs to their practical activities and they
naturally engaged in cultural, civil and charitable affairs (Jones, 2007).

The last part of my dissertation covers the period from 2003 to 2014 when Georgia became an
associated member of the European Union. This period of research also requires caution because if the
previous chapters contain such materials that were subject of censorship during the Soviet Union, this
section of Georgia's latest history is still considered to be the contemporary period. Social and political
actors worked in this period are still in the public arena. The steps taken by them are still a subject of
discussion, so it is difficult to maintain objectivity. I will try to collect only facts in the dissertation
andreviewbipartisan assessments in order to conduct objective analysis. For example, in the World
Bank’s 2006 report of Doing Business reflected the decisive progress made by government in its effort to
reduce corruption, improve administration, and liberalize the business environment. Georgia was
recognized as the number one reformer in the world, and jumped 75 places in one year — from 112 to
37% in the world — with regard to business attractiveness (Government of Georgia, 2006).

Additionally, I also cover very critical authors of this period, such as Khidasheli, who in her
analysis concluded that the judiciary in Georgia hadan extremely low index of independency, and there
were frequent cases of inhuman and degrading treatment in the penitentiaries and temporary detention
isolators (Khidasheli, 2011).The main criticism of the Rose Revolution on the way toward modernization
of the political system concerns the mistake that hindered democratization and caused deviation from
the European values. According to claims against President Saakashvili, he was bent to dictatorship. This
was manifested in the constitutional amendments made in February 2004, which disrupted the balance
between the branches of government and the mechanisms of balance. In fact, absolute and unsupervised
power of the president was legalized. In addition, the judiciary lost its constitutional independence from
the legislative and executive branches of the government. Most of the trials were conducted with
violations of administrative and procedural laws. The practice showed that the judiciary executed the
orders received from the Prosecutor’s Office. In result, in the 2006 Report of Human Rights Watch, it is
stated that the government of Georgia almost did not have any grounds to be proud of the rule of law and
success achieved in protection of human rights (Nozadze, G., 2007).

Beside this I overviewed certain measurments on the idea of Europe and modernization in
numbers. I checked several statistical data independent from each other and saw how other countries are
in that ranks. Hence, it will be interesting to study them in detail and see Georgia's place among other
countries. Components of the idea of Europe could be reflected in following statistics: Peace, Freedom,
Equality, Solidarity, democracy, the rule of law, the importance of religion and moral, human rights
environmental protection, and modernization.

As we will see, analysis of the literature will help me to direct my research to the most relevant
points. An extensivebibliographyandgeneralsurveygives my thesis thepossibilitytobeattractivefor
GeorgianandEuropeancitizensaswell.lexpectthatmyresearchwillbeinterestingtoread,notonlyfor scientific

societies, butfor studentsandotherpeopleinterested inpoliticalandhistoricalissues in general.
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Chapert 1.

Overview of concepts

As noted above, in order to conductresearch regarding the outcome of the modernization projects
in Georgia and in general, regarding the understanding of the idea of Europe in this country, I need to
specify a general conceptual understanding of the idea of modernization and the Europe itself. In other
words, first I should realize the concept of the idea of Europe,l should define broader “meaning” of
Europe, What are the past and the present concepts of it? What does Europeanization mean? What does
the European identity mean? And finally, to conclude, what does the idea of Europe mean? When I am
talking about these concepts, I should remember that many scholars, philosophers, and lawyers have
defined each of them and there is not one definition on which everyone agrees upon. However, I will
overview several main authors’ works and try to outline the basic ideas of my concepts. To analyze the
idea of Europe deeply, in following chapters I will discuss each value that I consider part of this concept.
I will try to explain their meanings, find out what root they have in history, how they are defined by a
variety of authors, and how they are seen from the EU perspective,whichl consider an embodiement of

the idea of Europe.

“Europe”

It is interesting that the modern understanding of Europe was completely different centuries ago.
Kevin Wilson, Chair of the Humanities Programme Committee of the European Association of Distance
Teaching Universities (EADTU), states in his edited book ‘The History of the Idea of Europe,” that there
is not “a simple, straightforward answer, or assumption that Europe is stamped with a unique identity, or
that it has a manifest destiny, or that a singular meaning is revealed in its history. I follow in the
footsteps of Hugh Seton-Watson, who tells us that ‘the word “Europe” has been used and misused,
interpreted and misinterpreted in as many different meanings as almost any word in any language. There
have been and are many Europes...” Instead of rushing into definitions I have approached the topic from
a number of points of view and from the standpoint of the various methodologies, raising questions as I
go about how ‘Europe’ has been conceptualized, organized, structured and utilized, both in the past and
in the present” (Wilson & Dussen, 2000). In the essay of Pim den Boer I read that a distinct, self-
reflective idea of a Europe, with a history and meaning of its own, only emerged during the French
Revolution. Before the French Revolution the term Europe had been utilized as a geographical concept
and had been associated with the concept of liberty in the time of the ancient Greeks, with Christendom
in the fifteenth century, with balance-of-power politics from the sixteenth century and with civilization
in the eighteenth century. But these notions are not perceived as constants. Rather they are fragments
that enter and leave the dominant discourse on Europe at various historical stages. After the French
Revolution, and its associated turbulence and change, it became normal to look historically at the
phenomena, and use both to defend traditional European values and the status guo and to encourage new

prospects for Europe and hence promote change (Boer, 2000).
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Indeed, the term “Europa” first appeared in the ancient Greek legend, where “Europa was the
mother of Minos, Lord of Crete, and hence the progenitrix of the most ancient branch of Mediterranean
civilization” (Davies, 1996). I will not go deep into the legends, but as I am interested in terms, I should
mention another legend as well, according to which “the Sun was a chariot of fire, pulled by unseen
horses from their secret stables behind the sunrise to their resting-place beyond the sunset. Indeed, one
of the several possible etymologies contrasts Asia, ‘the land of the Sunrise’, with Europa, ‘the land of the
Sunset™ (Davies, 1996). So far, this term became the name for ancient Greeks to distinguishtheir land
from the lands in Asia, and Africa.The political concept of Europe is much younger than the geographic
one (Dorpalen, 2008).

However, the geographical boundaries of the Europe were also vague. Some schools claim it is a
peninsula and some call it an independent continent clashed with Asia. Paul Valery described Europe as
‘a little promontory on the Asian continent’ (Delanty & Rumford, 2005) or the extension of Asia, as it is a
subcontinent or peninsula like India (Pagden, 2002). British political sociologists Gerard Delanty and
Chris Rumford say that since the invention of cartography, borders have played a major role in defining
Europe. Empires, states and transnational trade and political organizations have been amongst the oldest
markers of territories in Europe, but have generally been more like metaphors to define politically and
culturally shaped entities. Europe has been mapped by numerous borders, both internal and external, but
it is not essentially a geographical entity (Delanty & Rumford, 2005). Nowadays, this massive land is
surrounded by the Atlantic Ocean from the West, by the Arctic Ocean from the North, by the Ural
Mountains from the East and by the Mediterranean Sea and Caucasus mountains from the South
(National Geographic, 2016). However, this is not a matter of geography but is the case of geopolitics.
Specifically, politicians decide where European borders are demarcated. The South Caucasus exemplify
this notion:this region was considered Asian in part during the USSR but since the 1990s and after their
independence, they became members of the European Council (Dogonadze S. , 2000) and Georgia an
Associated Member of the EU (europa.eu, 2016).

Exploration of the Europe took place during the Roman Era, when “they subjected almost all of
Europe, with the exception of the regions of north... However, the phenomenal expansion of the city of
Rome and foundation of the Roman Empire were never considered as European expansion... There was
no question of a notion of a European identity” (Boer, 2000). This is modern concept says Davies in his
book “Europe”, and it “replaced the earlier concept of ‘Christendom’... in 1751, Voltaire described
Europe as: a kind of great republic divided into several states, some monarchical, the others mixed... but
all corresponding with one another. They all have the same religious foundation, even if divided into
several confessions. They all have the same principle of republic law and politics, unknown in other parts
of the world (Davies, 1996). Indeed, Christendom was the ancestor of attempts to unite inhabitants of
Europe as one union. “Despite all the internal differences between the churches of the East and the West
(Orthodox and Catholic) Christians, bearers of the Cross, had some interests in common. Unity was often
hard to find, but there were nevertheless communal symbols, gestures, spiritual ideas and earthly
motives. It is of interest that the Pope, the leader of Latin Christendom, states that the geographical
location for this form of communal identity was to be found in Europe... there was no question of a

precise identification between Europe and Christendom (Boer, 2000). During the Crusades of the
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MiddleAges, Pope Pius II called for the Christian world to be defended. He used the terms ‘Respublica
Christiana’ and Europe as interchangeable synonyms, also speaking of ‘our Europe, our Christian Europe’.
He changed the Latin Europeusword into Europa,whichrapidly spread in various national languages,
stated by thehistorian Boer fromthe University of Amsterdam(Boer, 2000).

The Poet T.S. Eliot expounded the traditional view of the European civilization that stands on
the Christian core. He says, the dominant feature in creating a common culture between peoples, each of
which has its own distinct culture, is religion... I am talking about the common tradition of Christianity
which has made Europe what it is, and about the common cultural elements which this common
Christianity has brought with it... It is Christianity that our arts have developed; it is in Christianity that
the laws of Europe have been rooted. An individual European may not believe that the Christian Faith is
true; and yet what he says, and makes, and does, will all depend on the Christian heritage for its
meaning. Only a Christian culture could have produced a Voltaire or a Nietzsche (Davies, 1996). This
traditional concept of Europe explains the erupting of humanist ideas, specifically in Europe and the
significant role of Christian philosophy in it. Boer states that humanism contributed in a variety of ways
to form theconcept of solidarity forEurope. The studies of ‘humanitatis’ was a program to educate a new
type of individual through astudy of ‘the classics’, since these works were considered to represent the
highest form of human achievement. Alongside Christianity, humanism became one of the factors
linking the elites of various countries(Boer, 2000). The concept of a ‘Respublica litteraria’ developed
parallel to the older idea of a ‘Respublica Christiana’, which continued to exist. The Republic of Letters
emerged in the 17th century as a self-proclaimed community of scholars and literary figures that
stretched across national boundaries but respected differences in language and culture(Dalton, 2003). The
classical word Europe became more and more common... And by the end of the eighteenth century
Europe and Christendom were no longer synonyms. European feelings of superiority were based on a
conglomeration of ideas proceeding from the Enlightenment which, in turn, came to be associated with
the notion of civilization (Boer, 2000). Enlightement philosophers described Europe not only in such
way as it was with its weaknesses and challenges, but they wrote and promoted how they saw Europe
and its future, and how they visioned for the better life of people. “The ideals of the French Revolution
had a great impact throughout Europe... Liberty, equality and fraternity were trumpeted everywhere.
The whole of the old Europe was shaken”, says Boer (Boer, 2000). I have to search for these precise ideas
inGeorgian history, which followed the same principles and promoted humanistic ideas as a European
achievement.

In the book of ‘Rethinking Europe,” Delanty and Rumford say that “the most influential writings
on Europe defined Europe as an idea, a cultural discourse of the mind, an essence, based on myth. Europe
is based on a cultural idea and this idea is embodied in a political form.” They say that there are several
‘Europes’ in geopolitical terms. These forms depended on whom, and from which perspective was
looking at Europe. There were ideological clashes that changed the concepts of Europe (Delanty &
Rumford, 2005). On the other hand, German writer Dorpalen says that as a political system, Europe grew
out of the breakdown of the Holy Roman Empire and the concomitant secularization of Western

civilization. Church and Empire ceased to provide the universal organization wherein the Western world
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could find a basic spiritual and political unity. A new framework had to be created in which that world
could organize itself. It was found in the political idea of Europe (Dorpalen, 2008).

To conclude the review of different concepts of “Europe”, I see that there are two main
descriptions: geographical and emotional connotations. The former defines Europe as a geographical
entity, continent, or at least half of the continent, where there are national, ethnic, linguistic diversity,
cultural differences and the fifty states. They have many differences from each other but many common
characteristics as well. In the latter case, I have an emotional description: I interpret the Europe by
political meaning as a civilization, which is constantly evolving and changing. It is a descendant of the
Greco-Roman and Christian culture and is based on the Enlightenment ideals of freedom, equality and

justice, based on the principle of the division of powers and a free trading environment.

The idea of Europe

The idea of Europe is the main axis of my research. Therefore it is necessary to explain its
definition and detailed dissipation.There are several concepts of the idea of Europe. German Andreas
Dorpalen says that politically, the idea of Europe stands for a supranational system within the framework
of which Europe's states are loosely associated (Dorpalen, 2008). While Sonia Lukareli and Ian Manners'
book titled “Values and Principles in the EU Foreign Policy” allocate the principles and values one by
one that stand out as the idea of Europe. Here are listed exactly that values that are the most important
for the modern idea of Europe: peace, liberty, equality, solidarity, democracy, rule of law, secularism, and
environmentalism. These principles are accumulated in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights
(Lucareli & Manners, 2006). As the European Parliament declared in 2002, ‘the EU is not merely an
economic area, but also an area of shared fundamental values based on respect for human dignity (Welsh,
2006).

At the same time, it should be noted that these values were not simultaneously formed as the
idea of Europe. They went through a great transformation,which I can divide into three periods. The first
period covers the 18® and early 19 centuries, when ideas about liberty spread through tpublic thinkers
and philosophers. This meant freedom of the individual, freedom of the nations, secularization and
democratic governance. For example, philosopher and idealistl. Kant had predicted an integrated Europe
and had an opinion about the federalism of Europe. It is a cosmopolitan view of the future that can be
embodied in the modern Europe. What he was saying was that first of all, European countries should
obtain the independence or sovereignty as a “republic” where the equality of citizens would be
guaranteed by the constitution, and the government should be decentralized in legislature, executive
part. Second, variation in local customs should be tolerated and the cosmopolitan right of universal
hospitality should be accepted. Third, commerce and the rule of law should spread in the world as the
European federation style and the consequences of the historical process and the new stage of world
development (Tully, 2002).

Beside the fact that central to the 19®century idea of Europe are concepts of liberty, democracy,
and secularism, I must mention nationalism was of paramount importance for understanding how
Europe saw itself in the 19th century, as a “Europe of nations.” Language-based nationalism in Europe in

the 19th century was strong, and the elements of liberalism, ideals of free human being, beganto flourish
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in that period(Heywood, 2005). That explains how the first generation of reformers in Georgia - who
stood behind the liberal modernization project of the second half of the 19th century - placed so much
emphasis on the linguistic standardization, spread of literacy, etc., and nationalism asthe key factor of
liberalism in the struggle against imperialism and I will expand on this issue below.

In the book “History of the idea of Europe” I read that the main core of the idea of Europe is
based on liberal-democratic values, and nationalism is a grip(Wilson, K; J, Dussen V. D., 1995). It is a
remnant phenomenon of the past, rather than a new idea on what modern Europe's idea stands for.
Europe had different meaning during centuries, but I want to outline where the premise of the modern
idea of Europe came from. From my research I think this was the liberal and social-democratic values
that occurred in 19th century against monarchist and nationalist political views. I see liberal ideas as a
fight of a free man in this nationalist and religious Europe. If nationalism in Europe in the 19th century
was strong, it is not only a positive phenomenon for me, because it was used by imperial powers to rule
small nations. That is why I want to show the elements of liberalism, ideals of free human being, as a key
factor of borning new small nations in the equal family of Europe.

So, the second period covers the beginning of the second half of the 19" and early 20* centuries,
when the social-democratic ideas were speard -headed by Karl Marx. This meant ideas based on equality
and solidarity, which put the idea of freedom of individuals and nations to the backstage and the ideas of
class equality and freedom, positionedin the foreground. These values are embodied in the Lisbon Treaty
(2007), in Article 1-3 declared that “the Union is founded on the values of respect for human dignity,
freedom, democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights, including the rights of
persons belonging to minorities. These values are common to the Member States in a society in which
pluralism, non-discrimination, tolerance, justice, solidarity, and the principle of equality between
women and men prevail” (lisbon-treaty.org, 2013).

The third period began after 1945when the Second World War ended, and the European political
elite analyzed that war of such magnitude should not be repeated. Peace should be based on the freedom
of the individual, human rights and the establishment of strong international associations, such as the
United Nations and the European Economic Union, later the European Union. In 1951, the French
Foreign Minister Robert Schuman delivered a speech at the Assembly of the Council of Europe, which
laid the basis for the formation of the EU. According to him,historically hostile France and Germany
should have been united around common economic interests, thus preventing further armed
confrontation in Europe. They combined coal, mining and metallurgical industries and created the
European Coal and Steel Community, which included Italy, Netherlands, Belgium, Luxemburg - totaly 6
countries(eur-lex.europa.eu, 2017).

I can see that the ideas from Kant to Schumann are not utopian. On the contrary, they are
realized in the EU and its neighborhood where nationalist countries share common values and attitudes
toward life. The EU is the biggest organization of European countries and they have the biggest economy
in the world and when we are talking about Europe, first we mean the member states in the EU. Let us
overview each of them to be clear what I mean in the idea of Europe and what should I search for in the

case of Georgia.
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Europeanization

Mynext target is to determine what Europe in the process is. This is called Europeanization.
Gerard Delanty and Chris Rumford try theorizing European policy as Europeanization in their book
“Rethinking Europe — Social theory and the implications of Europeanization”. They stated that “social
and cultural issues are coming to play an increasingly prominent role in studies on Europeanization”
(Delanty & Rumford, 2005). However, of the London School of Economics Kevin Featherstone says in his
book “The politics of Europeanization” that some social sciences use the term much less often, because it
has different contexts of meaning (Featherstone & Radaelli, 2003). The theory of a social constructivist
conception of Europeanization gives particular weight to the diverse ways in which the social is
constructed under conditions that are not fixed or reducible to institutional structures. Its approach
highlights the multiple ways social reality is continuously created in processes that places particular
emphasis on globalization and the historical process of modernity as the context in which
Europeanization operates and also draws attention to the cultural foundations of politics and norm
building processes (Delanty & Rumford, 2005). It is a process of structural change, variously affecting
actors and institutions, ideas and interests. Many historian use this term to describe the ‘export’ of
European authority and social norms: imperial control, institutional organization and practices, social
and cultural beliefs, values, and behavior. The second understanding of Europeanization is changing
cultural norms, ideas, identities, political process, and patterns of behavior on a cross-national basis
within Europe itself (Featherstone & Radaelli, 2003). This process is encouraged now with EU
enlargement and integration policy. My further research aim will be to identify if Georgia was covered
within the Europeanization process and in what way Georgia was a part of it.

Europeanization is generally understood to be a process emanating from national societies as a
result of the impact of the EU and in particular the transnationalization of the state. It appears that
Europeanization is a cosmopolitan response to globalization. Globalization is a process that entails forms
of social and systemic integration but unfolds through differentiation. European societies are becoming
more and more interlinked, without an overall European society as such emerging. This interpenetration
of societal systems is occurring within the wider context of globalization, since it is not only European
societies that are becoming more and more embroiled in each other but as a result of migration and
global culture other social and cultural worlds are becoming diffused with the European societies.
National societies and the EU extend integration process beyond the horizons of societal systems
(Delanty & Rumford, 2005) .

Featherstone wrote in his book that there are three mechanisms in the process of
Europeanization. The first is, when EU obliges member states to adjust their domestic institutions and
lead them to a further integration process. The second is almost the same but it redistributes the
economic and domestic resourses to the whole member states and the term of the domestic owners
disappears. They are becoming part of the single market. And the third is, when European policy alters
the beliefs and expectations of domestic actors (Featherstone & Radaelli, 2003).

A far-reaching and complete explanation of what I read in this book is stated by of the University
of Florence Claudio M. Radaelli. He writes that “Europeanization consists of processes of construction,

diffusion, and institutionalization of formal and informal rules, procedures, policy paradigms, styles,
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‘ways of doing thing’, and shared beliefs and norms which are first defined and consolidated in the EU
policy process and then incorporated in the logic of domestic discourse, political structures, and public
policies” (Featherstone & Radaelli, 2003). According to this definition, he formulates Europeanization in
such a way, that it is “the emergence and development at the European level of distinct structures of
governance, that is, of political, legal, and social institutions associated with political problem-solving
that formalize interactions among the actors, and of policy networks specializing in the creation of
authoritative European rules... Europeanization is supposed to explain processes of cultural change, new
identity formation, policy change, administrative innovation, and even modernization” (Featherstone &
Radaelli, 2003). Researcher Ulrika Morth explains that Europeanization is a process of
institutionalization in which new rules and new ways of thinking evolve. However, it is dependent on
the EU and it is hard to imagine European political processes and issues that are not linked to the EU.
Nowadays, EU level and national levels are interconnected. This does not mean that there are no
adjustment pressures for domestic change. The multiple actors at the national and European levels form a
transnational political community in which the new rules of the game are formed (Morth, 2003).

Heather Grabbe, the director of the Open Society European Policy Institute and director of EU
affairs,stated in her research that Europeanization firstly goes to the East and it helps us to study what
the effects the EU has had upon the applicant countries, especially in the post-soviet countries (Grabbe,
2003). As I know, Georgia is anassociated member of the EU since 2014 and it is on the pathto be a part
of Europeanization.

Daniel Wincott from the Cardiff University suggests the ‘European Social Model’ to realize
Europeanization. He considers it arguably the clearest example of a normatively loaded ‘European
model’, according to which the processes of European integration and Europeanization are not wholly
distinct and neatly separated stages or phases. The history of ESM is one of fragmentation and
competition in the EU, both between national visions of a legitimate Europe and within and among the
EU level institution, often forcefully articulated and saturated with normative meaning. It emphasizes
the contested politics of competing ‘European’ projects, not a rational and technocratic policy-making
process (Wincott, 2003).

Delanty and Rumford say in their book thatEurope is to be meaningful, as opposed to merely of
society. Social order that is in some sense a notion of the ‘good society’ has always been supported as a
normative conception. Europeanization explains the cultural and epochal significance of major social
transformations which occurs in the very nature of modernity. That is why the European integration
hasbrought large-scale social, economic and political change. In the context of Europeanization there are
new processes and dynamics occurring beyond the limits of national societies and the European social
space is becoming increasingly more salient. The European public sphere overlaps and shares social and
cultural worlds, grows consciousness of Europeaness, transnational complexes, and
interconnectedeconomies. Europeanization is seen as another version of national-building, that is, as an
exercise in supra-national building. According to this, European society is a product of the European/EU
integration and the society is an area that lies beyond the scope of the EU project. Nowadays, societies
can no longer be easily regulated or bounded by national states. There are many global influences which

work to make societies less nationally cohesive, including telecommunications, flows of capital,
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population migration, and transnational solidarities of ethnicity and belief. Moreover, the idea of global
society has gained fresh impetus in a world in which cosmopolitan identifications can rest on foundations
more solid than an invocation of an idealized world citizenship. In this context, it should be mentioned
that the rise to popularity of the idea of global civil society has given momentum to the notion that
society hastransnational or global dimension, and the relationship between state and society is
undergoing massive transformation. And if Europeanization is located in societal transformation, the
dynamics of this transformation are global rather than European. So, Europeanization is occurring within
world society and not erupted from the globalization process. At this point it can be stated that the
concept of ‘Europeanization’ will be understood instead of the more conventional term ‘European
integration’. Europeanization itself is a term which has been employed in many different ways in recent
literature, and no consensus on its meaning exists. Although it remains a ‘fuzzy concept’ in the most
common usage, it denotes the processes by which national politics and/or policy processes are
increasingly dominated by EU agendas and/or the ways in which EU norms are domesticated in member
(and non-member) states: in short, ‘domestic changes caused by European integration’. The second usage
of the termEuropeanization points in the direction of social transformation. In this sense, it can denote a
reorganization of territoriality and peoplehood leading to a new social and political order. It can refer to
a multi-dimensional process of transformation which goes beyond the EU’s institutions to embrace a
concern with networks and boundaries, the export of the EU model, and the inter-penetration of
national systems. Europeanization is a series of processes which includes, but goes beyond national
adaptation to the dynamics of EU integration. On this view, Europeanization includes the emergence of
cross-national policy networks and communities and shifts in ‘cognition, discourse, and identity’. These
features of Europeanization are conceived as responses to European developments within a multi-
leveledpolity. This highlights a general tendency to see Europeanization in solipsistic terms: a global
dimension or context is absent. This concept makes us to see the European transformation beyond
institutionalframeworks and examine the dynamics of culture and society (Delanty & Rumford, 2005).

As T see there are several and sometimes even quite vague perceptions of Europeanization.
However, I tried to define its conception and understood the main essence of this term. And here comes
another question. If I know what and where Europe is, and I see and feel the process of Europeanization,
can I identify certain people as Europeans? Certainly yes, but laminterested in what the meaning of

European identity is, who identifies himself/herself to it and why?

The European Identity

The next concept to determine is “European identity”. How can I define this term? Are there any
European people? How do they distinguish themselves from others? Do they have any other cultural or
civil differences? What kind of identities do we encounter in Europe?

Researcher Luisa Passerini says that until 1950s this term had little use and after 1960s “European
identity” began to be used as a result of the new social, cultural, ethnic, and regional movements
(Passerini, 2002). Philosopher Christine Korsgaard from the Harvard University defines identity as “a

description under which you value yourself”. To create a genuinely transnational identity, a genuinely
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European “culture”, means blending the features of existing European cultures into a new whole
(Pagden, 2002).

If I return to Delanty and Rumford, I will see that it is a matter of debate, because national
identities are older and more real or powerful than collective ones. European identity has several
meanings. The first is when people describe themselves as European and identify themselves with
European culture or politics. However, identities of many individuals can be considered as an individual
character and may not be a collective identity. The second opinion is related to the EU and its Maastricht
Treaty (1992) where it is written that they will ‘reinforce the European identity and its independence in
order to promote, security and progress in Europe and the world’. This was realized in the EU cultural
policy, the Euro currency, passport, and scientific and educational policy aimed at enhancing a
consciousness of Europe. However, this identity is not as intense as national. The third meaning of
European identity is distinct from EU policy and refers to identities in the plural, such as national,
regional, political, etc. that are defined by an orientation to a broad, generalized cultural conception of
Europe. In this case groups, whole societies, movements, and individual citizens define themselves with
European identity. It is also stated that “European identity is a process of self-recognition and exists as a
constellation of diverse elements which are articulated through emerging repertoires of evaluation... It is
the cosmopolitan identity embodied in the cultural models of a societal or civilizational identity... and is
a form of post-national self-understanding that expresses itself within national identities” (Delanty &
Rumford, 2005).

Prof. of the University of Florence Furio Cerutti says that European identity will put down roots
only if we conceive it as a purely political identity, not competing within national identities on the same
level to make the polity moments of the Union legitimate. He says that European self-identification
process depends on political developments much more than on cultural pre-gives. In this case political
identity is attributed to the EU and European identity and is shaped not by ethnicity, culture or
nationalism but certain shared values and goals that defines people from ‘us’ to ‘the other’ (Cerutti, 2008).
These values I will define below and will see what the European identity stands for.

Before that, I can discuss about the peoplehood such as European people that is difficult to define.
There is nothing like ethnos or nation or Euro-nationalism and I can say that there is no ‘European
people,” but it is based on certain common issues and interconnecting societies and institutions that are
shaping new cosmopolitan views. With regards to providing a definition of European people,I can simply
generalize in this term every nation and people who live in this peninsula (Delanty & Rumford, 2005).

One more interesting opinion about the European identity was stated by Sonia Lucarelli fromthe
University of Bologna, who states that this phenomena shapes according to foreign policy.
Specifically,this coincidence builds on theprocess and the role of the EU’s foreign policy identifying
Europeans as a political group. Her analyses show that this leads us to a stereotypical ‘EU international
identity’. There forms relationship between the political identity of the group, foreign policy and
external images. Moreover, foreign policy is relevant to identify directly, as a context in which values are
interpreted and acknowledged by the group. Foreign policy provides a first type of mirror where the

group views itself and its values. Furthermore, foreign policy helps Europeans to see in the mirror not
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only themselves but ‘Others’ as well. And this is relevant to self-identification and recognition (Lucarelli,
2008).

Finally, in 1973 the European Community issued a ‘Declaration on European Identity’and was
approved in Copenhagen. According to this document, The identity of Europe should be based on a
common heritage that means identical attitudes toward life, converging on the creation of a society
responding to the needs of individuals; the principals of representative democracy, the rule of the law,
social justice, and respect for human rights; supposed by a common market based on a customs union,
established institutions and machinery for cooperation (Lucarelli, 2008).

As I see, I should proceed furtherand define the EU foreign policy that shapes the European
identity and find out where is Georgia’s place in this particular moment. Is Georgia part of this process

and do they identify themselves as other Europeans do?

1.1. The first waveof the idea of Europe: Liberty, democracy, secularization

Liberty

The concept of "liberty" was the primary value for French public thinkers and philosophers. They
came up with the concept that people once lived in an environment where neither state nor the church
or the feudal system existed. They believed people should come closer to the primitive conditions when
nobody was superior over the other and did not govern. Every ruling system was created by humans, so
nobody had right to govern forcefully. Right of freedom is the supreme value and is equal to the right of
life. If a person has a right to live he ought to be free at the same time (Institute of Philosophy and Social
Sciences, 2010).

As Europe’sdiversity is itsmost enduring characteristic, there is lasting diversity in the national
states and cultures which persist within European civilization as a whole. But many items have always
featured prominently: from the roots of the Christian world in Greece, Rome, and Judaism to modern
phenomena such as the Enlightenment, modernization, romanticism, nationalism and liberalism (Davies,
1996). However, Ancient or the Middle Ages understanding of freedom was different from modern
views. It does not included slaves, women and differently thinker or believer. What the modern
understanding of freedom is, I will discuss further. But first of all, I will say that it is part of the values on
what the idea of Europe stands for.

The freedom is to have the right of doing things, which is permitted under law. This does not
mean that everyone has to do what they want. There is no freedom without responsibility. Responsible
freedom means that people have to choose their own political leaders and take part in the creation of
laws, which limits the inclination of harmful actions. Citizens should make an agreement or contract
with the state by their own will, to determine what rights are restricted, and it should not be forced or
imposed. In such ways, citizens disposal to the country and gives legitimacy to civil
responsibilities(Labuchidze, Rousseau, 2003).

During the French Enlightment Era emerged the notion of freedom of conscience, freedom of

religion, civil and political freedom. In the concept of political freedom, they meantthat people have the
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right to elect and choose their leadership, after which they should obey. Political freedom is supposed to
have the right of expression of own opinionsrelated to any event in the country. This right should not be
blessed or gifted by monarchs or other authorities, but protected and guaranteed by law(Institute of
Philosophy and Social Sciences, 2010).

Civil liberty implies that nobody will have to do what the law does not specify and obliges and is
in the interests of state officials. Thus avoids human enslavement, forced labor and material, and their
exposure to exploitation. This freedom also means the sense of safety from other citizens and crime.
Freedom of conscience and moral sense is one of the major values, which transforms a person, indeed, his
own masters. The right of having conscience, is the right to decide foryourself what is "good" and "bad"
(Institute of Philosophy and Social Sciences, 2010)

Liberty is a complex set of rights and duties defined by institutions. The various liberties specify
things that I may choose to do, and in regard to which, when the nature of the liberty makes it
appropriate, others have a duty not to interfere, says American Philosopher John Bordley Rawls (Rawls,
1999).

The EU sets out 19 freedoms and states that ‘Everyone has the right to liberty and security of
person’ (lisbon-treaty.org, 2013). If I go back, I will see that for ancient Greeks, to the extent to which
they had a notion of Europe, it was a political system based on freedom rather than a geographical entity
(Delanty & Rumford, 2005). All European governments subscribed the idea that freedom of individual
choice and protection by a universal system of law was the necessary condition for what the Greeks
defined as ‘the good life’. There were philosophers from ancient Greece to the French revolution who
had some conception of liberty as the defining feature of all the societies of Europe. This belief in liberty
has been most closely identified with the republican and democratic traditions that originated in ancient
Greece. The ‘state’ — as a Greek polis and the Roman civitas shaped all future political associations in
what we call ‘Europe’. That is why the ancient conception of ‘citizenship’ became a feature of the
modern state (Pagden, 2002).

Even though this value is one of the main cores of the idea of Europe, that does not mean other
values are compromised by unwarranted freedoms, such as anti-social behavior, hate, crimes,
inflammatory speech, and pornography (Lucareli & Manners, 2006). Georgian political emigrants, during
the Soviet occupation, said that a state should recognize freedom of individuals, it should be reflected,
defined and clarified in state law. Freedom of the individual should be guaranteed by the constitution.
Freedom of a person should be only limited there, where begins freedom of others person or public itself.
This value is so strong that mankind will not be able to develop and create welfare without it (Pataridze,
1938).

From a rich tradition of thought, drawing on a wide range of philosophical and political ideas
arised Liberalism, says author and Knud Erik Jorgensen. He says that modern international relations was
founded by liberal thinkers and therefore created in the image of key liberal ideas. That means the entire
modern world functionson liberal principles and values. According to these values Jorgensen considers
that human nature is basically good and human beings have the right conditions for their development.
So, the purposes of politics should provide properconditions for development (Jorgensen, 2006). Georgian

Author Leri Mchedlishvili stated that modern Liberalism was born at a modern time based mainly on a
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British, French and American thinkers, such as J. Locke, Sh. L. Montesquieu, J.J. Rousseau, H. Payne, H.
Jefferson etc. It is a product of their political life and its core idea is that a person's private life must be
protected from public and state interference(Mchedlishvili L. , 2011). “A man can be free to direct his
own life only in so far as others are prevented from molesting and interfering with him. The function of
a state coercion is to override individual coercion, and it is exercised by any association of individuals
within the state. It is by this means that it maintains liberty of expression, security of person and
property, genuine freedom of contract, the rights of public meeting and association, and finally its own
power to carry out common objects undefeated by the recalcitrance of individual members”, says liberal
political theorist and sociologist Leonard Trelawny Hobhouse about the state and the individual in his
book “Liberalism,”(Hobhouse, 1994). It is believed that every normal adult human being has the capacity
to decide for him/herself how to live and has right to decide without being subject to the coercive
authority of others (Hobhouse, 1994).

So, as liberalism is the current system of European countries, I can formulate liberalism is both a
theory and a practice promoting social outcomes that are, as far as possible, the result of free individual
choices. However, the choice of one person that does not respect the equal freedom and rights of others
is invalid(Hobhouse, 1994). Besides the mentioned core principle of liberalism, American Historian and
John H. Morrow wrote that liberalism has several other elements. For example, civil liberty, which
means to have legal rights that regulate the life of a citizen in a state is linked to him/herself or their
properties which is a necessary condition. Private property should be an essential feature of morally
progressive societies. For new liberals the good has not only the economic dimension,but primarily was
an ethical matter. According to this, property rights were significant for moral, and hence free, action,
and for the development of common good, that means good of all members of a community (Morrow,
2001).

Individualism and belief in progress formedthe idea of the state, whose main role was to care for
its citizens and establish an extraordinary prosperity of the postwar period in Europe. States made this
utopian idea the stuff of everyday politics, not only in the political and civic rights, but in economics as
well. Liberalism and new attitude toward economics moved old capitalist life on new rails, that was
based on the principle of free market, which Monica Prasad explains in such way: Free market or
neoliberal politics is taxation structure that favor capital accumulation over income redistribution,
industrial policies that minimize the presence of the state in private industry, and retrenchment in
welfare spending (Prasad, 2006).

Free market is not only an economic issue, it is a value realized in the liberal concept. It is a
system where the role of the government is strictly limited and the actors (buyers and sellers) on the
market determine freely, on their own, the types and the levels of production and consumption, and the
relevant prices of service, with all of thisbased on supply and demand(Von Mises, 1949). The Free
Market ensures the minimization of transaction costs that lead to the maximization of benefits each
individual can gain on a single exchange(Coase, 1937). Hence, as the biggest advocate of the Free Market,
Milton Friedman said: “The most important single central fact about a free market is that no exchange
takes place unless both parties benefit” (Friedman M. , 2000). Furthermore, Friedman asserted that from

all the models that have ever been discovered, the Free Market is the best in terms of efficiently
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enhancing the process of voluntary cooperation among the large masses of people (Friedman M. , 1962).
The Free market model also guaranteesa higher protection of the property rights of individuals, as there
is no such superpower (like the omnipotent government in a planned economy system) which can
intervene in the process of exchange between actors and expropriate the property rights of individuals.
One of the greatest economist minds and founding father of theory of Capitalism, Adam Smith, referring
to these issues, once said - “Commerce and manufactures can seldom flourish long in any state which
does not enjoy a regular administration of justice... and... in which the people do not feel themselves
secure in the possession of their property...” (Smith, 1776). The Free Market is the model that makes
people ‘“feel themselves secure in the procession of their property rights’most adaquetly. But, probably
the marvelousness of the Free Market Economy, most succinctly and eloquently articulated is in the
following quote: ‘there's no limit to what free men and free women in a free market with free enterprise

can accomplish when people are free to follow their dreams’(Kemp, 2011).

Democracy

Democracy is a particular form and philosophy of political life that spread in Europe, serving as
the opposite idea of monarchism. It has wide definitions but still can be clarified. The particular EU
interpretation of this value is the principle of consensual democracy. That means proportional
representation electoral systems, coalition governments, and power sharing amongst parties (Lucareli &
Manners, 2006). Georgian Prof. Leri Mchedlishvili declares that Democracy is inherited from ancient
Greece and Rome for a modern Europe and the whole mankind. Evolution and perfection of its new
forms and adjustment to the new society took place in Europe and the USA. Genesis of its values is
European,howeverits potential is universal. This is a form of governance, where all are equal under the
law, everyone is involved in the governing of a state by himself/herself or through his/her representative.
As a result, the source of the power derives from the people (Mchedlishvili L. , 2011).

Democracy gives political power to the people as a whole rather than to any individual or group.
In a democracy free speech and expression are protected. As Ronald Dworkin states,it requires that
officials be elected by people rather than chosen through inheritance or by a small group of prominent
families or electors, (Dworkin, 2002). However, in the democratic countries we observeboth systems of
democracy. One is the direct democracy and the second is indirect democracy. The former means people
directly elect the officials, such as a president, governor or parliament member. The latter is when people
elect representatives who have delegated the public voice to elect other officials, e.g. a speaker of
parliament, prime minister, etc. (Demetrashvili, 2005).

The specificand widely spread definition of democracy is stated even in the book, published in
Paris 1938 by a Georgian political emigrant. During the peak of the fascism and communism repressions,
Elene Pataridze stated that ‘democracy is rule of people that is united and sovereign, runs itself and all
rights derive from it. Here people consist by individuals, who is supreme, free, and self-governed’
(Pataridze, 1938). This author considered that there are two main column principles in democracy:
freedom and equality on which I had talked above.

However, until the last few centuries, historical models of democracy in Greek and Roman

politics, Viking crews, village assembles, some city-states, and even in American or European
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democracies excluded populations, including women, slaves, paupers and even adults for quite a long
time(Tillly, 2007). Charles Tilly, an American author, historian, sociologist, and political scientist,defines
four types of democracy: constitutional, substantive, procedural, and process-oriented. The first one
implies an arrangement of a state. There are constitutional monarchies, presidential, parliamentary
systems, etc. The second one focuses on the conditions of life and politics a given regime promotes, such
as human welfare, individual freedom, security, equity, social equality, public deliberation, and peaceful
conflict resolution. The third one means whether the large numbers of citizens are engaged in
competitive elections and whether this causes significant governmental changes. The last one identifies
some minimum set of processes that must be continuously utilized for a situation to qualify as democratic
(Tillly, 2007). Well-known author and political theorist, Robert A. Dahl, declared that maybe democracy
is the ideal system, but institutional arrangements are different and they have come to be regarded as a
kind of imperfect approximation of an ideal (Dahl, 1971). Below I will research deeper criteria of
democracy and find out when and if Georgia adjusts its requirements because ‘the EU went beyond the
philosophical definition of the democracy and has established the concrete democratic requirement
criteria for EU membership,” as stated byPaul J. Kubicek (Kubicek, 2003).

Secularism

Secularism is the concept of the separation of religion from the state and unchained society from
the dogmas of church (Beriashvili, 2009). Freedom of belief and worship was the principle thatemerged
during the French Enlightenment Era, which led to the millennial changing their attitudes towards
religion. Although very few public thinkers were atheistic, they were tough critics of the Catholic
Church. They could not accept the church's attitude and way of life, which was typical of the medieval
Christian Church. Public thinkers considered the faith in the philosophical context and the Church as
the structure of the state. Many of them believed an objective existence of God, but they believed that
God reigned, and not governed. Some of them believed God is communion with nature itself. They
believed, God and the whole world were one union. While others believed that God is only the Creator
of the universe, which does not interfere in its functioning and humans were granted free will and free
choice. Accordingly, freedom is a gift given by God, which must not be infringed upon. Therefore,
philosophers strongly opposed the dogmatic teaching of the religion, which categorically excluded
discussion or raising question on the religion issues. It was impossible for them to imagine punishment,
torture and destruction of human’s life in the name of the God, though it remained as an ordinary
occasion for that time. Philosophers new idea of secularization, which meant the separation of the
church from the state, was directed to compel the church to abandon the spread of the faith violently
and focus on the convincing of people. Only in this way could have avoided, not only civil war with
religious motifs, but also the religious wars between countries as well, where thousands of lives
died(Institute of Philosophy and Social Sciences, 2010).

At the same time, they believed that the dogmatic intervention of the Church in everyday
human life, affected social and scientific development as well. The Catholic Church, religious fanaticism,
the Inquisition, and prejudice,exacerbated themental development of philosophy, science and art in

Europe. However, religion was so deeply engrainedin people's lives, that even Public thinkers could not
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imagine human life without it. Voltaire stated that if there was no God, people would still have invented
it. That is why religion became a political instrument, andreligious andcivil intolerance became the same
phenomenon. Public thinkers believed that their work and education could contribute to the liberation
of humanity from ignorance and prejudice. The era of mind lordship should have begun, because even
every educated person in theology clearly could see that all religions are based on principles of fair and
moral commitment for their followers, but not on the principle of deprivation others freedom or life
(Labuchidze, Voltaire, 2003).

Georgian Prof. Nugzar Papuashvili states that the greatest achievement of the modern civilization
is freedom of will, choice, conscience and expression. We can consider it by origin as the Christian
phenomenon, because the separation of hurch from a state comes from Christ itself, when he says “give
back to Caesar what is Caesar's, and to God what is God's” (Matthew 22,21), which means that the state
and the church is essentially different entities,and the state is a normal conditionwhen they exist
independently of each other (Papuashvili N. , Democratic Values and Georgian Orthodox Church, 2011).

An author and Dr. Luca Mavelli described that the process of secularization is understood, in
Max Weber, as an ‘irresistible’ structural trend prompted by historical transformations such as the
‘undermining of the medieval religious system of classification; the Protestant reformation; the formation
of modern states; the growth of modern capitalism; and the early modern scientific revolution (Mavelli,
2012).

Cécile Laborde, a Professor of political theory, stated that there are theocratic countries, which
functiononly by religious rules, or religion and state laws are combined together, where secularism is
defined as an anathema, sin and an enemy for them. While secularism suggests to religious believers that,
even though they may understandably resent the secularization of society, the secular state does not
forbid them from defending their views and values in the private and public sphere. So, secularism is not
an antonym of religion oran anti-religious position. According to justificatory of secularism, religion can
be compatible with the liberal state and it does not mean that religion is obviously irrationalism or
conservatism. It has a legitimate place in the secular state and can pursue modern challenges (Laborde,
2013).

After enlargement of the EU and the admission ofnew members, the EU became richer with its
knowledge and experience in the content of religious issues. That is why it declared in the project of the
EU constitution that the EU will guarantee freedom of religion and that non-discrimination respects
diversity of religions and holds the dialogue with churches, religious societies, and non-confessional
organizations. The EU recognizes the significance of religion and establishes its approaches on the
European religious heritage. Therefore, it undertakes the responsibility to respect all Churches, and their
status asmember states in accordance with their state laws (Robers, 2011). So, the freedom of belief and
worship is guaranteed in the secular states, however, intervention of Church in public or political life is
amatter of the past. With this respect, I believe I will discover interesting materials related to Georgia
and find out ifand how the Georgian Orthodox Church has any role in the political life in the way of

European integration as a secular state.
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1.2. The second wave of the idea of Europe: Equality, solidarity

Equality

Concepts of equality, solidarity and freedom became associated with socialist ideology from the
19® century. This ideology was based on Karl Marx's views, referring to the lack of market economy and
the alternative of capitalism. Under strict industrial rules, socialism preached the working class,
improved labor conditions, and preached their political and civil equality. But in Europe, Russian
socialists split this ideology and two ways of socialism developed. One was “social democracy” that chose
the path of parliamentary struggle and the second was “Bolshevism”, which chose the way for the
revolutionary and a proletariat dictatorship (Heywood, 2005).

One of the main principles of the social-democrats is “equality”. It is the endangered species of
political ideals. Even a few decades ago, any politician who claimed to be liberal endorsed a truly
egalitarian society as at least a utopian goal, says philosopher, scholar and theorist Ronald Dworkin
(Dworkin, 2002). It is really hardly to imagine that one human can have all rights and access to
everything and another human cannot because he or she was born in a different environment. But yes, it
is reality and a challenge even in our modern life. However, it is progress infreedom of speech that helps
to make political power more equal (Dworkin, 2002).

Georgian researcher of French Enlightenment says that “equality” is the concept that should be
an integral part of “Liberty”. According to public thinkers, in a natural environment all humans are free,
kind and equal. All human beings are born equal and they should have equal rights and responsibilities
to each other, as well as the state. The rule of equality does not mean declining individualism or cause
complete monotony. Private property, by itself, gives some people a privileged position, but only in
certain circumstances and not in a position above the state and public law. Private property gives rise to
rich and poor, which leads them to dependence and domination. However, as private property has been
an integral part of fundamental human rights, it cannot be terminated, or will even be a crime to deprive.
Therefore, public thinkers looked at the ways in which it would be possible to protect personality and
property rights and decrease the harm caused by inequality. J.J. Rousseau saw a way out in the civil
contract, in which case social responsibility and obligations should increase. The concept of equality
cannot be understood as if, every individual has the same quality of opportunities to the power and
wealth. It is necessary tonot turn any individual power into violence, and act only under the law. The
inequality, which is caused by the force of nature, is difficult and is not necessary to change it. But
political and civil inequality is unacceptable. People unequal with their strength and mind, are equal by
virtue of the law and justice (Labuchidze, Rousseau, 2003).

However, if in the eighteenth century people demanded equality before law and political rights,
they experiencedit only in the next century, and in the twentieth century this increased political
movements for equal access to education, health care, housing, etc. (Miliband, 2005). In the 1990s, the
focus of equality expanded beyond nationality to include equality between men and women, protection
of minorities, and action to combat discrimination based on sex, racial, ethnic or social origin, genetic
features, language, religion or belief, political or any other opinion, membership of a national minority,

property, birth, disability, age or sexual orientation (Lucareli & Manners, 2006). It is believed that every
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adult person possesses the capacity for autonomy to a sufficient degree to count as an equal member of
society enjoying the same basic civil and political rights. No doubt, people make mistakes and everyone
needs advice but no one has the right to take responsibility without permission to be an authority such as
parents or religious, philosophical or political guardians of some traditional ‘true way’, or indeed of some
new ‘truth’, rather than being up to each individual to decide for themselves (Hobhouse, 1994).

These labels were reasons of discrimination and punishment for centuries ago and hundreds of
people were dying or lost their freedom for it. Each discriminative condition has its own history to reach
equality and each of them has their movements, casualties, victims, heroes and followers. I do not think I
should separate out any of minority or any other group that was discriminated from centuries ago. I
think they all have equal rights, despite the fact that some of them fought for their freedoms and some
preferred silence. Such movements were disenthrall, gender, ethnical or a national fight for their
independence or autonomy. However, it is important to research what movements took place in Georgia
for their rights under the idea of Europe. This is my farther study case that I will return to below. Hence,
we should know that we are not talking about full equality of people in the contexts of material welfare.
We do not equalize citizens and we do not generalize them as we respect the individualism of everyone.
As a Georgian author mentioned in her book, a man should recognize that human equality means the
realization of their own abilities and skills. Equality according to law means equal opportunities and
rights for state services and it cannot be a barrier for competition which is the fundamental character of
human being (Pataridze, 1938).

Solidariy

Another important principle introduced by the social-democracy is solidarity. Solidarity means:
friendly relations between people; cooperation; mutual respect; co-existence despite differences;
tolerance; common interests; in order to preserve peace, development and prosperity. It is impossible to
defend such values as freedom and equality without solidarity. French public thinkers and philosophers
believed that despite religious, racial and national differences, cooperation and care for the economic
well-being of others is acceptable to all. Recognizing and respecting others, openness, refusal of insularity
and overcoming the fear of a different person is a prerequisite for peace and development (Labuchidze,
Voltaire, 2003).

In the book ‘Communes, Sociology, and Society’ I read that solidarity is a situation in which the
distinction between self-interest and social interest no longer make sense. So, a person is committed to a
group or to a relationship when he/she is fully invested in it, so that the maintenance of his/her own
internal being requires behavior that supports the social order and provides what they need. In this
moment a person is committed to not only what he/she has to do, but what he/she wants to do
simultaneously. In such a society, individual personalities become stronger, not the opposite. So, a strong
commune exists only as it is continuously created by individuals, who at the same time feel himself
/herself in the cooperative, collaboratively undertaking society with mutual advantages. Thus, their value
is that they hover on the brink of constructing organic solidarity on the basis of an uncompromising
assertion of the moral autonomy of the individual(Abrams & McCulloch, 2010).
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Author and the sociologist, Ulrich Beck, states that the promotion of social economy, social
partnership, and social justice has a great history from the Enlightenment Era as free economic rules that
can deepen the inequality between rich and poor, between strong and weak, and between governor and
ordinary citizen. In this case solidarity is one of the main values of the EU alongside the free world.
Nowadays, a European civil society and a cosmopolitan Europe are conceivable only if they are based on
solidarity. In this case solidarity is directed against over-integration into a nation and is sensitive not only
to a particular section, but also to the particularity of all Europeans. This is a community of particularity,
a solidarity of particularity which believes in eqaulity as the paramount aim and supreme value. At the
same time, this community of particularity puts a high value on equality within diversity and the
equality of the otherness of “Others”, as well as seeing in it a source of pleasure and cultural productivity.
In a European reality solidarity is capable of modeling appropriately the more complex relations between
transnational inequality conflicts, redistribution conflicts and recognition conflicts (Beck, 2005).

Solidarity means different things to different people and governments, which I read in works of
researchers and Prof. at the University of Hull, Rudiger Wurzel and Jack Hayward. They say that the EC
has nevertheless argued that solidarity is part of how European society works and how Europe engages
with the rest of the world. Following the establishment of a European Union solidarity fund for major
national disasters, the Commission launched several initiatives to foster greater solidarity. Besides this,
the Lisbon Treaty made solidarity a quasi-constitutional principle by enshrining a solidarity clause,
which was conceived as a treaty-based method of improving EU cooperation on a range of complex
threats. However, there are dozens of provisions in the Lisbon Treaty which also mention solidarity
(Wurzel & Hayward, 2012).

The particular EU interpretation of this value became clear to balance economic growth, and a
social market economy, aiming at full employment and social progress, combating ‘social exclusion’, as
well as promoting ‘social justice and protection’, inter-generational solidarity, and social solidarity among
(and between) member states. Ultimately, we can define shortly that solidarity is a mutual respect among

peoples, free and fair trade, eradication of poverty (Lucareli & Manners, 2006).

1.3. The third wave of the idea of Europe: Peace, human rights, rule of law,

environmentalism, and the EU

Peace

During the twentieth century, more than 300 million men, women, and children were shot,
beaten, tortured, knifed, burned, starved, frozen, crushed, or worked to death; buried alive, drowned,
hanged, bombed, or killed due to their political, religious, or ideological views. However, the second half
of the twentieth century was also atime when a growing number of human beings across the world
responded to savage horrors by the morality of human rights, says American author and scholar Michael
J. Perry (Perry, 2007). That is why, after the end of World War II, the main task of European political

leaders was to maintain peace.lt is one of the biggest achievements in the history of mankind to gain
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sustainable peace. We can hardly recall a time period in Europe when countries lived in peace and they
had no wars amongst neighbors or against an Empire. Thinkers, including Englishman Thomas Hobbes
and Italian Niccolo Machiaveli, considered that wars between states were inevitable. States are created
for security reasons and in order to solve problematic issues or at least for competition, wars are natural
conditions (Aron, 2003). However, French Enlightenments did not think accordingly, and they argued
that war was not natural for human beings. It was possible to avoid wars and military clashes if people
would raise and educate themselves on the principle of kindness. They thought, wars were not in the
will of ordinary and hard-working people. Wars are due to the state governors, who mostly use them for
personal interests that are hidden from public and are packed in the patriotic spirit. State leaders who use
oppression, exploitation, injustice and despotism toward its people, are impossible to be respectful of
other nations. So, despots and autocrats are considered to be the source of wars, and to establish peace
and cooperation it is necessary that power be taken over by peaceful people. This means a republican
system and democracy where government is controlled by its own people and international relationships
are transparent to avoid confrontations. Only in two cases are wars justified: when it is for defense or for
helping a friend state from an aggressor. In any other case, initiation of war should be punished severely,
because it threatens and destroys not only the freedom and lives of others, but first of all, its own people
(Institute of Philosophy and Social Sciences, 2010).

Hundreds and thousands of people were dying in military campaigns for their country, no matter
if it was a battle for their freedom or for their conquest. The bloodiest combats took place in the
twentieth century during the WWI and WWII, when enormous destruction waved across Europe and
millions of people died for political views and interests. Since the European political elites analyzed and
realized the recklessness of past attitudes toward politics and life, they all agreed to accept a new order of
the world that should be based on cooperation and negotiation (Pascal, 2002). Lucarelli says that the EU
approach to conflict prevention emphasizes addressing the roots or causes of conflict, mirroring the
European experience of ensuring that war ‘becomes not merely unthinkable, but materially impossible.’
The EU policy emphasis is placed on development aid, trade, interregional cooperation, political
dialogue, and enlargement as part of a more holistic approach to conflict prevention (Lucareli &
Manners, 2006).

Johan Galtung, founder of the discipline of peace and conflict studies Norwegian, sees peace
building in several dimensions. From the political view he considers that it is essential to bring
governments closer to the people, through confederal forms of cooperation rather than federations and
unitary states, through decentralization inside countries and initiatives and referenda. Democracy and
human rights can make governments responsible to the people and strengthen the state system. As the
circle of decision-makers expands from one leader to the whole population, the decision increasingly
depends on something shared by all and the more democratic the country and the more shared the
decision-making, the more peaceful it is. Peace building gives new tasks to the military system and
besides killing, destroying and devastating other countries or their civilians, it has defensive means from
aggression and violence. He predicts that war will be abolished as an institution, like slavery and
colonialism. This is the way that develops economics, defeats poverty and what the EU has donefor

decades (Galtung, 1996). German philosopher Max Scheler wrote that the idea of economic and political
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cooperation of the European people will not disappear any more. It is based on different actors including
economic interests and the legitimacy of a supreme tribunal that settles all conflicts and keeps peace
based on strict rules of the relevant legal system (Aron, 2003).

As we see, since the WWII, countries who accepted the value of keeping peace had not had even
a little military conflict, and what was impossible to imagine for the whole history of mankind, now
became a reality. Hence, the EU flagged conflict resolution as a primary objective in its foreign policy
and aspires to prevent conflicts as well (Tocci, 2007). Moreover, its main object is post-conflict
stabilization where peacebuilding is seen as instrumental for sustainable growth (Duke & Courtier, 2010).
The process of peace building expands across the continent due to the EU enlargement policy. This is the
most successful policy of the EU and it not only builds stable, legitimate states where citizens seek how
to strengthen their country, but accepts them as full members within the new European family
(Blockmans, 2010).

Human Rights

Mary Robinson - politician, barrister, and human rights defender - said that the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights ranks as one of the greatest aspiration documents of our human history. It
embodied the hopes and even dreams of people still scarred from the world wars and confrontations
(Robinson, 2006). I read in the book of Donald K. Anton and Dinah L Shelton that the concept of human
rights is not tied to a belief in God or natural law. Rather,it seeks or claims a form of endorsement that
transcends or pretends to transcend specific historical institutions and traditions, legal systems,
governments, or national and even regional communities. It asserts on its own behalf, moral and a
connection with the concept of what constitutes being a human or a person, or of what it means to
behave morally (Anton & Shelton, 2011).

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights was presented to the General Assembly of the UN in
December 1948 by the former First Lady of the USA, Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt. The text was endorsed
without amendment. There were no dissenting votes, but the USSR and its satellites, as well as Saudi
Arabia and South Africa, abstained. Besides the fact that it was imposed by Western states, since no one
opposed it, the Universal Declaration intended to be understood as a document adopted by all nations
(Charvet & Kaczynska-Nay, 2008). It was called “the international Magna Carta of all man everywhere”
and represented the basic principles of the new order in the world and the recognized rights in it became
the basis of the European and American states. However, human rights remain a big challengeall over
the world(Robinson, 2006). The Declaration consists of aPreamble and 30 Articles, which I unite into 6

groups by their similar content. These are:

1. Right of freedom and equality by political, religion, class, gender, race or any other affiliation;
2. Right of self-determination of nations;

3. Right of justice and judicial system;

4. Right of personal privacy;

5. Right of mobility;

6. Right of education; (United Nations, 1948).
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If T project ideas of the Enlightenment era, I will see that rights of an individual autonomy and
secularization are natural and thinkers exported an idea of humanity as individual, transformative, and
property-owning (Pagden, 2002). Political theorist and sociologist, L. T. Hobhouse, considers that these
rights are believed, like natural rights, to be the inherent rights of all human beings. This means that
individuals are entitled to enjoy such rights by virtue of their nature and dignity as people. The 1948 UN
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, which has acquired iconic status for the contemporary Human
Rights movement, affairs in Article 1 that ‘All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and
rights. They are endowed with reason and conscience and should act towards one another in the spirit of
brotherhood.’ In this sense, human beings possess these rights whether or not the rights are recognized
in their politico-legal system, of which they are members and to which they are subject. A politico-legal
system that does not respect such rights is in violation of fundamental ethical requirements. These rights
are embedded in international and domestic legal instruments (Hobhouse, 1994).

We can say that we live in the most peaceful era of human history. However, we still see terror
and wars, massive violation of fundamental rights and oppressions of minorities. Eva Brems identifies the
diversity of all the vulnerable groups. These are children, women, religious or ethnical minorities, sexual
minorities, and people with disabilities (Brems, 2013). That is why the protection of minorities has
become a very topical issue in Europe and has played an important role in the EU’s policy on
enlargement, however the Universal Declaration does not includes a reference to minorities specifically
as human rights are dedicated to all humans without any exclusion, adds Dr. Sareh Shoraka (Shoraka,
2010).

The EU is one of the main supporters and protectors of Human Rights. There are diverse external
activities of the EU to promote human rights and it competences as well as the political, economic and
aid dimensions. The aid for democracy and human rights in third countries was the context of regional
strategies and made the legal basis in its foreign policy objectives to support human rights and democracy
principles. No other state or regional and international organization has tied its relations with third
countries to ‘human rights clauses’ (Lucareli & Manners, 2006). According to this, I see that human rights
became fundamentalto the EU’s political identity. EU places the rights of individuals above their national
authorities (Balfour, 2008). Dr. Kristen Lampe argues that human rights have been subject of foreign
policy and, in particular enlargement policy for the EU. It sees minority rights as part of the EU’s human
rights policy and considers the level of protection for minorities within the framework of international
human rights law. Hence, new applicant countries accomodate the impression of promoting and
protecting democracy and human rights to gain their foreign recognition and influence. The accession
process held great potential to serve as a catalyst for further advances in the area of human rights

protection through Europe (Lampe, 2005).

Rule of Law
The principle of Rule of Law corresponds with the ideas of liberty and individualism during
previous centuries and it is not a product of the last century. In fact, it is central to the political

philosophy of the founders of liberalism, such as John Locke — the need for an unbiased judge and
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agreed-upon body of laws to regulate and, if need be, adjudicate disputes among free
individuals/property-owners(Locke, 1999). Maybe it is wrong to relegate the rule of law as the idea that
is central (among others) to the third wave or period in the development of the idea of Europe.However,
we follow the book,titled “Values and Principles in the EU Foreign Policy” where I read that the idea of
Europe is not a place for autocrats, dictators and monarchic wills. It is the place where the law is
supreme. It is the essential part of ensuring the stability and success of liberty and democracy. This
principle pools the sovereignty through the supranational rule of law within the EU, encourages it above
and beyond the EU, and advances the development and participation of individuals for their rights
(Lucareli & Manners, 2006). I read in the book, ‘Can Might Make Rights? Building the Rule of Law after
Military Interventions,” that the rule of law implies a cluster of concepts, such as fairness, justice,
predictability, and quality under law. As Aristotle said it is a “government of laws, not men” which is
embodied in certain kinds of institutions and structures, such as well-functioning and respected courts,
judicial review, fair and adequate legal codes, well-trained lawyers and police, who respect civil and
political rights (Stromseth, Wippman, & Brooks, 2007).

When the rule of law exists, life is reasonably orderly and stable, and no one needs to fear unfair
persecution or abuse by the authorities. Richard Fallon - Prof. at the Harvard Law School - thoughtfully
analyzed the rule of law, where he shared three basic purposes or values: to protect people against
anarchy; to allow people to plan their affairs with confidence because they know the legal consequences
of their actions; and to protect people from the arbitrary exercise of power by public officials (Stromseth,
Wippman, & Brooks, 2007).

When I am talking about the rule of law, we should understand that not every legal system is
appropriate definition of it. For example, in some countries, harsh punishments for minor crimes,
beheading of military soldiers involved in a coup, or publicly stoning infidel spouses are accepted and
legitimated according the law, then this is not what I am defining here. The rule of law is about such a
legal system which is compatible to the human rights and basic principles of democratic values, which is
the product of the particular history of liberal, enlightenment traditions that evolved over centuries.
Without these understanding courts are just buildings, judges are just bureaucrats, and constitutions are
just pieces of paper (Stromseth, Wippman, & Brooks, 2007).

Philosopher John B. Rawls stated that the rule of law is the legal system of formal justice, regular
and impartial administration. In this case, people are protected from the wrong interpretation of laws,
discrimination and political persecution.Rule of law is obviously closely related to liberty. I can see this
by considering the notion of legal systems and its intimate connection with the precepts definitive of
justice as regularity. A legal system is a coercive order of public rules addressed to rational persons for the
purpose of regulating their conduct and providing the framework for social cooperation. When these
rules are just, they establish a basis for legitimate expectations. They constitute grounds upon which
persons can rely on one another and rightly object when their expectations are not being fulfilled. If the
bases of these claims are unsure as are the boundaries of men’s liberties, Rawls. says that legislators,
judges, and other officials of the system, must believe that the law can be obeyed. The rule of law implies

the precept that similar cases be treated similarly (Rawls, 1999).
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In the system of rule of law judges must be independent and impartial, and no man may judge his
own case. Trials must be fair and open, but not prejudiced by public clamor. Rawls states that the
precepts of natural justice are to ensure that the legal order will be impartially and regularly
maintained(Rawls, 1999).

Finally, I can agree about the formulation of the rule of law as it is presented in the above
mentioned book, ‘Can Might Make Rights? Building the Rule of Law after Military Interventions.” In
such a context, the “rule of law” is a value that gives the state monopoly of violence, and where most
people, most of the time, choose to resolve disputes in a manner consistent with procedurally fair,
neutral, and universally applicable rules, and in a manner that respects fundamental human rights norms
such as prohibitions on racial, ethnic, religious and gender discrimination, torture, slavery, prolonged
arbitrary detentions, and extrajudicial killings. In the context of today’s globally interconnected world,
this requires modern and effective legal institutions and codes, and it also requires a widely shared
cultural and political commitment to the values underlying these institutions and codes (Stromseth,
Wippman, & Brooks, 2007).

Environmentalism

Environmentalism is one of the main core values of concern for the EU. Professor, researcher and
environmentalist at the University of Cardiff, Susan Baker stated that climate change is a critical global
environmental problem, which exposes our limited knowledge about environmental systems, while
simultaneously challenging the centrality of economic development relative to ecological and social
well-being. Baker believes that environmentalism helps the EU forge a sense of group identity. As the EU
lacks roots in either state or nation, such identity formation is an important contribution for it. There is a
general consensus in Europe that environmental protection cannot be left to market forces and that
environmental protection is a legitimate goal of government, or the foundation of any society. There is
consensus among member states that EU-level environmental policy should continue to develop and that
development forms part of European integration. That is why climate change policy is part of the values
and principles laid down in the Treaty of Rome. The EU has evolved a clearly defined and articulated set
of environmental principles and displaces the centrality traditionally given to economic considerations
by a set of wider social and ecological concerns. Hence, the EU sets climate change policy in broader
social, economic, political and moral terms (Baker, 2006).

The Georgian environmentalists stated that inorganic and organic substances quickly wastes
away in nature and fertilizes soil, but when the pace of accumulation exceeds its rate of dissolution, the
pollution level becomes alarming.So, today environmental problems have become a global challenge and
it is impossible to solve them without international cooperation. The problem is polluted air, soil, rivers,
seas, declining forest cover, extinct plant and animal species, expanding desertification of borders,
decomposition of the ozone layer, intense melting of polar and continental glaciers (Meskhia, 2012). All
this affects not only the earth, but also negatively affects human health and life. The same idea is realized
by environmentalists Kate O’Neill, John McCormick, Elisa Morgera, and others who will overview

below.
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For example, Kate O’Neill mentions in her book that beside the fact that environmental problems
are global and it is one of the main concern of worldwide international organizations to defend the
ecology, the EU is a unique entity in international politics, since sometimes it acts as a sovereign state
and signs treaties independently (O'Neill, 2009). Thus, John McCormick declares that environmental
policy is one of the most rapidly expanding areas of the EU’s policy activity and it has broad consensus
developing such policies that will help to make the EU a cleaner, quieter and healthier place to live.
Nowadays, the EU has priorities to challenge the problems of chemicals, radiation and waste, to save air
and water quality, to forbid genetically modified organisms and encourage organic agriculture, to reduce
noise, deforestation, acidification and climate change, to protect nature, natural resources, and the ozone
(McCormick, 2001).

To implement environmental policy as a main principle and value in Europe, environmentalist
Dr. Elli Louka suggests the EU has to trace them in several international environmental instruments.
Then she indicates some of them, e.g. the Polluter Pays Principle,which means the person who pollutes
should be responsible for the damage; the Preservation Principle, that minimizes any form of human
intervention in the environment; the Sustainable Development Principle,meaning there needs a balance
of environmental and developmental considerations and to satisfy the needs of present generations
without jeopardizing the ability of future generations to meet their own needs; the High Level of
Protectionm, requiring scientific and technical data, potential benefits and costs of action, etc. (Louka,
2004).

Gracia Marin Duran and Elisa Morgera, two other environmentalists and research explorers,
stated that the EU has a clear potential to act as a powerful negotiating block in many international
environmental processes, speaking not only on behalf of its member states but also,on behalf of other
associated countries, such as Georgia. Before a state wishes to become a member of the EU, itmust satisfy
its requirements and conditions, including environmental standards. This means a review of national
legislation, administrative and judicial capacity to ensure effective implementation and enforcement. The
EU provides financial and technical assistance to the candidate countries for the adoption of
environmental components that increases the international weight of the EU (Duran & Morgera, 2012).

We think environmentalism is not matter only for green parties, it should concern all political
and public groups, and it should concern ordinary people as well, because this world is our home. We
will finish this topic by the American evolutionary theorist Lynn Margulis’ words that we, humans have
no other place to live and the earth does not need us, as it can rotate without us but humans will not
exist without earth(Margulis, 1998).

The European Union

I can say that previously mentioned idea of Europe with all its components is embodied within
international organizations, such as the EU. If Georgian people desireto be a part of Europe, the process
Europeanization or the idea of Europe, they should aspire for membership of this organization and satisfy
all principles, values and criteria requested by the EU. So, I should overview how this organization was

created and how its values are embodied within it structures.
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The construction of this organization began during the postwar period, after WWII, and
proceeded in sequential stages from the founding of the European Economic Community in 1957, to the
election of the first European Parliament with universal suffrage in 1979, to the Maastricht Treaty in
1992. This construction was accompanied by an increased feeling of uncertainity about what was
represented by the European particularity in the cultural field and what it meant to be European
(Passerini, 2002).

Antony Pagden, an American author, historian and Prof. of Political Science, derived five main
phasesfrom theintegration process of the EU. The first phase was from 1945-1955, when the formation of
“unification” process began and ECSC was established by France, Germany, Italy and Benelux countries
with hopes of wider European integration. The second phase occurred during1955-1968, and it was a
difficult time due to De Gaullestrict policy against the British estimation in the integration process. In
this phase the EEC was established as a trading blocwith a customs union and removed barriers to
internal trade in order to create a common market. It was during the third phase from 1968-1986, when
intergovernmental cooperation deepened and several more countries joined the EEC. The new members
included the UK, Ireland, Denmark, Greece, Spain and Portugal. In 1979 the first direct election of the
European Parliament was held. The fourth phase constituting 1987-1992, was very important for the
unification of Europe. The Single European Act was adopted in 1987which introduced sweeping
institutional changes and announced the creation of the European Community and a single market by
1992. The last recognized phase ensued during 1992-1997, with the Maastricht Treaty for creation of the
EU and the Treaty of Amsterdam. This phase introduced the European Monetary Union, hence Sweden,
Finland and Austria joined the Union. The later mentioned treaty declared that the EU befounded on a
respect for human rights, democracy, and the rule of law and new applicant states should commit
themselves to respect these rights (Pagden, 2002).

The process of creating the EU was maybefinished in 1990s, but the enlargement process is still
continuing. During the time of 2000-2010s, the biggest enlargement took place, when thirteen countries
joined the Union. They were: Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia, Poland, Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary,
Slovenia, Bulgaria, Romania, Cyprus, Malta, and Croatia. Nowadays, the EU has six more candidate states
— Iceland, FYROM (Macedonia), Serbia, Montenegro, Albania, and Turkey and three associated
members, including Georgia, Ukraine, and Moldova (europa.eu/about-eu, 2015). This member list can be
decreased byone country, as the referendum of the UK stated to leave the EU, or can be increased if
Scotland and North Ireland joins the EU independently (Wheeler & Hunt, 2016). Anyway, I will not try
to predict this issue as my research topic is different. Now I am interested how the European idea is
embodied within the EU and as I see in the Clive Archer’s book, it stands on three pillars as three groups
of principles. They are European community; Common foreign and security policy; and Justice and home
affairs (Archer, 2008).

The first one contains: the Treaty of Rome and the Single European Act; Single market;
democratization of institutes; European citizenship; and economic and monetary union including single
currency, the European Central Bank, single monetary policy, and coordination of economic policy. The
second pillar contains systematic cooperation, common positions, and joint action within the common

foreign policy. Also including eventual common defense policy based on the western European Union
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within the common security policy. And the third grouprefers to closer cooperation within the justice
and home affairs, such as asylum policy, rules on crossing the member states’ external borders,
immigration policy, combating drug addiction, combating international fraud customs, police and
judicial cooperation (Archer, 2008).

The Euro zone and Schengena area are two main tangibles that became aspects of everyday life
for citizens of Europe. Euro zone means that 19 member-states of the EU uses one currency called the
Euro. 6 states are going to join this zone in 2018. There are 26 countries in the Schengen area- 22 EU
members (except the UK, Ireland, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, and Romania) and four non-EU. Those four
are Iceland, Norway, Switzerland and Liechtenstein. Between member states border checks are
abolished. However, getting inside the Schengen zone is not easy, and it demands special requirements.
Furthermore, neighboring countries of the Schengen area are obliged to enforce border control and not
allow foreigners to cross it (EUR-Lex, 2009).

The EU is a big bureaucratic structure and its main bodies are: European Parliament, which is
legislative body with 754 elected members, which adopts laws cooperated with the Council of the
European Union; Supervises and controls the other EU institutions; approves the Commission members
and the EU budget.Council of European Union meets according to spheres,which represent the executive
government from each member state and they send representatives from the relevant ministry. The
Council of EU adopts laws and sharesthe legislative function with the European Parliament; coordinates
the EU member states' economic policies; signs international agreements; issues appropriate guidance for
foreign and security policy.European Commission is the executive body of the EU, that consists
ofrepresentetives from the member states. It is authorized to establishlaws and send them to the
European Parliament or the council;enforces laws of the European Union with the European Court;
represents the EU in the international relations and negotiations. The European Union has its own Court
of Justice, the Court of Auditors, and the European Central Bank. There are also other financial, social,
and security committees that operate in EU member states (Leonard, 2000).

Beside the bodies of the EU, there are some very important structures in Europe that also have
significant roles for the life of Europeans. These are Council of Europe and European Court of Human
Rights, which Georgia and citizens of Georgia use very frequentlyand successfully. For example, in the
Council of Europe, there are 47 states including nonmembers of the EU, such as Georgia and Russia. The
Council represents member delegates from each country and adopts recommendations and reports about
the domestic and international policies of the countries. These resolutions are not obligatory but are very
important to the process of European integration. That is why Georgia always tries to follow them,
unlike Russia. The Council was a great platform for such countriesm as it is for Georgia, who desire to
announce to everyone about its aspirations and challenges (Dogonadze S. , 2000). In 1999, when Georgia
became the member of the Council, the Speaker of the Georgian Parliament, Zurab Zhvania, uttered the
historic words: “I am Georgian, therefore I am European” (Georgian Journal, 2013).

ECHR is a cornerstone of protecting human rights for over 850 million people, but the Court is
struggling with an overload of more than 150,000 pending cases (Follesdal, Peters, & Ulfstein, 2013).
Georgia, as it is a young country and has a brief history since 1991 as a democratic independent state, has

challenges in human rights. Therefore, many citizens of Georgia use ECHR to protect themselves from
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the injustice committed by some officials(Public defender of Georgia, 2011). During 1991-2015 there
were about 70 cases against the Georgian nation(echr, 2016). As I see, these European bodies have
significant and practical use for Georgia and not all of them are what Georgia desires to be a part of. As
an associate member of the EU, Georgia has announced to adopt all legislature and service tools
according to European demands. This is my further research case and I will see how Georgia implements

tangible reforms to realize the idea of Europe.

To formulate, the idea of Europe is the political ideaon the land of Europe, which involves a
community of values. These values have historical roots, originating from the ancient world, with
animpact of the Christian culture, is based on the ideas of French enlightenments, and is today embodied
in the institutions of European Union and its partner European states. These values include:peace
building and maintenance of it; freedom, equality and solidarity; governance by people and the rule of
law; secularism, human rights, and environmentalism. And all these values revolve around the main axis,
called the human being and its rights. The idea of Europe has its own identity and spreads beyond the

land of Europe in the context of Europeanization.

1.4. Modernization

I have defined what the idea of Europe is, and now it is time to focus on the formulation of the
concept of modernization. To do this, I need to research the ideas of authors, who study the concept of
modernization and its phenomenon. After that, I will seehow compatible the concept of modernization is
with the idea of Europe. Also, I will seeif the idea of Europe includes the concept of modernization and
whether modernization exists without the idea of Europe. All these insights will be helpful for
mycontinued research about Georgia, when I will study implemented projects of modernization and the
idea of Europe in this country. I will see how compatible they are in Georgia, if are they associated with
each other or not, and whether they were implemented independently of each other.

Modernization theory first appeared in 1950s in the social sciences, but there is no canonical text
expressing all hypotheses of theory, and no author has really dominated and structured the whole debate.
However, I will try to suggest my formulation to academia and hope it will bring some benefit toit.
Wolfgang Knobl, a researcher of modernization theory, formed the idea that this theory tried to
conceptualize the development of societies, focusing mostly on the relationship between culture,
economic progress, and democracy. He says, modernization is a global and irreversible process, which
began with the Industrial Revolution in the middle of the 18% century in Europe and now concerns
societies all over the world. It is based on secular, individualistic and scientific values (Knobl, 2003).

In some sources,I met the concept of modernization as a theory of modernity. American Prof.
and historian of Islamic civilization, Carter Vaughn Findley, defines modernization as “an epoch turned
towards the Future,” characterized by the expectation that the world of the future will be better. This
expectation follows from the idea of progress in its modern meaning: not just forward spatial motion, but

qualitative improvement through reason and scientific expectation. With the industrial revolution,
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scientific and technological advances began for the first time to continue in a self-compounding way. He
says, accelerating and proliferation change began to shrink time and space. Change also produced a
profusion of manifestations that complicate the analysis of modernity: new fields of knowledge emerge to
classify and organize, political revolutions, new techniques of production, new weapons of destruction,
new media of communications, new social interactions, new senses of self-awareness, new forms of
cultural creativity (Findley, 2010).

I read in Findley’s book that the modernization creates transformations at all levels of political
and social organization. During this process, changes occurin citizens individually and collectively. This
transformation happens not only with reason, but also with will, desire, and even faith. Political changes
donot prevail everywhere with the same ideas. Some scholars believe that the Western way of
modernization is not the only way, and there are alternative ‘modernities’ in other cultural life.
However, empirically, historians can certainly trace how European modernization spread first to ‘neo-
Europes’ like North America and Australia and then globally, provoking myriad appropriations and
resistances as it did. Ultimately, other ‘modernities’ are part of this global phenomenon. So, many
modernizations started out as peculiarly Western, accepted from the Western Christian calendar to the
rules of European football. However, more and more different innovations and modern projects appear
in the world and becoming difficult to identify them with any single part of the world. So, every project
of modernization has European origins but isglobal in scope. Social science theorists distinguish
“modernization” from the “Europeanization” but some intellectuals, politicians and thinkers, e.g. in
Turkey and Azerbaijan, who wanted to identify themselves with Europe, equated these two concepts
together(Findley, 2010).

Moreover, since the concept of modernity and modernization entered the sociological literature,
they have been criticized for their emphatically Eurocentric nature, says author of modern and
postmodern social theorizing, Nicos P. Mouzelis. He argues that it meant Western values, technology,
and capital. Some scholars view capitalism as a major component of modernity and socialist countries
were considered as non-modern. Following the French revolution and English Industrial Revolution,
modernity was regarded as the type of social arrangements that became dominant in Western Europe.
These processes caused social mobilizations/incorporations from peripheries and brought them closer to
the ‘centre’, which incorporated different political, economic, social, and cultural arenas and established
nation-states. This kind of states was unique compared to all pre-industrial states that achieved
unprecedented infrastructural powers. Scientific revolution of this era developed different attitudes not
only in economic, but in administrations, military, and cultural fields. The traditional hierarchy was
demolished, and social segmentation became the driving force of modernization. However, in the
modern era of information technology, itcanbe seen that the role of the nation states diminished and
modernization process gave way to globalization. It must be said that even in the era of globalization
modernization with its working principles works like nation-states. Hence, globalization brings us a step
closer to the logic of mobilization/incorporation which the advent of the nation-state and the inclusion
of the population in broader economic, political, social and cultural arenas have initiated (Mouzelis,
2008).
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With regardto Mouzelis’ research, American sociologist Talcott Parsons believed that the
modernization can take place in such countries where the idea of Europe is even excluded. In such cases
it has formal differentiation, value separation and adapted upgrades. These countries believe from their
standpoint that political, social and cultural life should be different from the notion of the idea of Europe
or should be maintained through traditional institutions of the past centuries for governing the state.
These countries experience modernization on the way of industrialization, technological advances and
infrastructure adaptation. Examples of such countries are Nazi Germany, the Soviet Union and Japan. I
can add a similar example such as Singapore, China, Gulf States, etc. Therefore, modernity first appeared
in Western Europe but it is neither unique nor necessarily bound to prevail in the long term and
modernization does not equal Europeanization (Mouzelis, 2008).

However, I want to stress this key point, namely, that modernization itself does not necessarily
mean Europeanization (following the example of Europenot only in economic terms, but in other aspects
as well), as the examples of countries such as China, Singapore, the Gulf States simply demonstrate. But
in the Georgian case, modernization has always meant to be “like Europe” in all aspects, and not just in
terms of economic production. Thus, when I use the term modernization with regard to Georgia’s
history, it implies a much broader focus than it would in the cases of the afore-mentioned countries. It is
modernization of society, individual values, social relations, economic and political organization, and not
just the economy, as is the case with many other countries.

Thisopinion is shared by the Georgian authors, who believe that the modernization from the
narrow point of view, means transformation of traditional, rural, agrarian society into a secular,
industrialized, and urban society.Hence, in the broad sense, it means the subsequent evolution of
mankind, thinking of new forms and permanent process of establishingtechnology. It is a continuous and
endless process, originated in Western countries that spread around the world. Modernization has
economic, social, political, and cultural factors (Tsereteli & Kakitelashvili, Culture and Modernization,
2006).

Economic factors include the use of new technologies and an increase of capital, extensive
exploration of natural resources, labor and commodity market development. Social factors mean the
weakening of the traditional religious identity of the past centuries and growth unions of the market,
professional, class and functional criteria. The political factor describes the undermining or
disappearance of dynastic regimes’ legitimacies, establishing nation-states and the emergence of
democratic institutes. And finally, cultural factors define the awareness of the public knowledge,
pluralism, ideological diversity, development of mass-media, and promotion of individualization
(Tsereteli & Kakitelashvili, Culture and Modernization, 2006).

European-American liberal thoughts require the understanding of political modernization as
accepting the idea of individual freedom, democracy, egalitarianism, and equality before the law. Findley
theorizes, that likesocial transformation, it requires an understanding of secularization, where
materialism emerges as belief system that challenges the authority of religion and makes an issue of it as
never before(Findley, 2010). Following Max Weber, Luca Mavelli considers that modernity defines ‘a
process of functional differentiation and emancipation of the secular spheres — primarily the state,

economy and science — from the religious sphere and the concomitant differentiation and specialization
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of religion within its own newly founded religious sphere’. The emergence of a specialized religious
sphere is not interpreted as a sign of the marginalization or decline of religion in secular modernity. It is
an opportunity for religion to specialize into ‘its own religious function’, which includes the defense of
the sacred values of life, dignity and human rights against the often dehumanizing forces of modern
instrumental rationalization (Mavelli, 2012). Modernity needs to enter into a creative dialogue with
others, that is, with those traditions like religion which appear to be challenging its identity. This is
because it could be religion that may help modernity save itself, considers Mavelli (Mavelli, 2012).

Delanty and Rumford studied the EU and modernity correlation as well and they think until now
Europe has been largely defined by reference to geographical, cultural, political and historical factors
which allegedly have been the basis of unique civilization out of which emerged a distinctively Western
model of modernity. The European liberal democratic nation-states and the European Union are thus
supposed to be the political manifestation of a European modernity and a European civilization. The
multiple forms of modernity in Europe are an expression of the civilizational diversity that has been a
feature of European History... Looking at European history today in light of the current transformation
that have been taking place for some time, it is possible to proposethe claim that what is occurring is not
just a changes in the nature of the state, but a major shift in modernity. The eastern enlargement of the
EU is important in redefining the meaning of Europe and opens many new perspectives on European
modernity (Delanty & Rumford, 2005).

To formulate, modernization is a constantly updated process that transforms a societyon the basis
of scientific and technical achievements, and contributes tothe urbanization and permanent
infrastructure upgrades of the environment. Modernization originates from Western Europe and is part
of globalization. Accordingly, there are the two types of modernization.The first is the modernization of
the Western world, which include political, economic, social and cultural transformation. It is based on
mass education and on values of the idea of Europe. But the second kind of modernization excludes, or
poorly makes valuable, social transformation and upgrades the environment only by technical and
scientific achievements. Consequently, I can conclude that the idea of Europe necessarily include
modernization, while modernization does not always include the idea of Europe.

As I researched the concepts of the idea of Europe and modernization, now I should research
how Georgians see these two concepts. Who (which political or societal actors) historically and in
modern times talked and wrote about the idea of Europe in Georgia? Did they use the idea of Europe to
justify their proposed modernization of economic, political, social and cultural life of Georgia? Did they

manage to implement their ideas (projects) and what was their motivation?
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Chapter 2.
The emergence of liberalism and the idea of modernizationin Georgia

in the second half of the 19%century
2.1. Europe, the Idea of Europe and Modernizationfrom the perspective of Georgians

Iwent through every single piece of Georgian literature concerning Europe, the idea of Europe,
democracy and liberalismwhile conducting this research study. Meaning, I studied every published work
held in the National Library of Georgia regarding this subject. As it turned out none of the Georgian
authors had explained the essence of the idea of Europe.l defined this phenomenon for the first time and
this increases the value of the research. Furthermore, Europe, the idea of Europe, and already mentioned
values constituting the idea of Europe, such as democracy, liberalism and modernization are associated
terms and even often synonyms for Georgian authors. In the second half of the 19* century, Georgian
intellectuals implemented these values in Georgia following the spread of liberal ideas in Western
Europe. This happened not only with publications and literary creations, but also with specific projects.
For instance, a scholar of the 19 century history, Gaprindashvili, argues that in the second half of the
19% century there was no line drawn dividingdemocracy fromliberalism. At that time, liberals were
called freedom-loving people, including the nobility, who wanted to abolish the system that gave those
privileges and emancipate the peasantry. In general, the liberals of those times were demanding more
than they could imagine feasibly possible (Gaprindashvili M. , Essays on the History of the Georgian
Public Thinking, 1988). Accordingly, it turned out that Georgian authors by talking about democracy or
its consisting elements or about liberalism and its fundamental principles, meant for their understanding
of the idea of Europe to include the phenomenon of modernization. Hence, when I discuss democracy,
liberalism or modernization mentioned by any author, I must consider that Georgian authors perceive
them as parts of the idea of Europe. Therefore, when I chance upon democracy, I mean the idea of
Europe. When I say liberalism, I mean the idea of Europe. When I mention modernization, I mean the
idea of Europe in Georgia.

It is also interesting that in the Georgian scientific community European Civilization is
associated with Western civilization.In her book, ‘History of the European Civilization’, Maya
Khetsuriani notes that the USA, Canada, New Zealand, Australia and other democratic states should be
discussedwithin the scope of European civilization. They cannot be considered as different civilizations.
Accordingto Khetsuriani, European civilization obtained religious impulses from Judaism, philosophy
and power of thinking - from the Greeks, the basis of individual and political freedom - from
Christianity, legal system and high-level state organization - from the Roman Empire. Unlike any other
civilizations,Europeis tended to constant progress and renovation. While elsewhere an older generation
has a particular place and tries to maintain the status quo conservatively, Europe always is a
permanentbattlefield of the generationconflict(‘Fathers’ and ‘Sons’), where every generation has its own

interests and ambitions. This conflict creates constant tension and progress (Khetsuriani, 2004).
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Even though the idea of Europe does not reach back to Classic Antiquity or the Middle Ages, so
called ‘“Western choice’ was instilled in Georgian political thinking. Georgia saw its way of
developmentas one among the Western countries (Gamkrelidze, G., 2013).The issue became more
obvious when Georgia became a part of Christian world and tried to align its identity with European-
Christian states, despite being neighbor to such Islamic empires as Persia, Arab Khaliphate, Seljuk Empire
and their other dynastic imperial successors for centuries.In Georgian schools, students are even taught
that in the Kingdom of Lazika (Egrisi), located in the Western part of Georgia, through a public
discussion people tried to find out which future political choice Laziks had to make during the 6™
century A.D. — take Eastern course towards Persia or Western — towards the Byzatine Empire. It was the
treacherous assassination of Gubazes Ilby Byzantines that triggered this discussion.Greek historian
Agathias Scholasticus describes, during the discussion reasoned oratorical speeches were given in favour
of the both positions. Despite being aggrieved by Greek leaders, Georgians decided to keep relations with
the Byzantine Empire and turned their backs away from the East (Kvitasihvili, N; Malazonia, D;
Malazonia, T, 2008).Noteworthy, there were Greek coloniesin the coastal zone of the Kingdom of Lazika
maintaining tight economic, political and cultural relations with local populations. Those colonies were
Phasis (modern Poti), Dioscurias (modern Sokhumi), Pitius (modern Pitsunda), etc. (Gamkrelidze G. ,
2012). Since then, threats coming from the East were always perceived as an act of aggression, and the
struggle against them was always called the struggle for liberation. Unlike that, Georgian kings proudly
wore the title of the friend or the liege for the westerly Roman Empire and its successor — the Byzantine
Empire.Even more, ethnically Persian-descendant king Mirian III, who was raised in Georgia at the royal
court, strengthened the western choice by rejecting the religion of his parents’ homeland and making
Christianity the state religion in the Kingdom of Iberia, the Eastern part of Georgia (Lortkipanidze M. ,
1983). From this time on, Georgian kingdoms considered themselves as members of the Christian world
and took more or less part in every process and event that occurred in Europe. Georgian kings manifested
pro-Byzantine political attitudes in military and political alliances, religious and cultural rapprochement.
They often pilgrimaged to the “Holy Land” in Jerusalem, made donations, they equally worshipped holy
relics and urged themselves to fight to protect Christian relics. In the 5% century, even king Vakhtang V,
the founder of Thbilisi, bequeathed to his people to love Greeks.This choice got him killed by Persians
(Gamkrelidze, G., 2013). The link to the west was lost in the 15% century, when Constantinople fell and
not only the Byzantine territories, but also Southeast Europe, the Black Sea and Caucasus were fell under
control of the Ottoman Empire. As a result, Georgia became the only Christian state in the Caucasus,
surrounded by Islamic dominions. By that time, unfortunately, the other Christian country in the region,
the Armenian Kingdom, had already been erased from existence for four centuries earlier.

When Russia appeared in Caucasus, the chance to reestablish the traditional link
toEuropethrough Russia also became real. There was even a treaty signed with Russia, according to
which the Russian Empire was to guarantee Georgia’s national security and the East Georgian kingdom
was declared as Russia’s friendin the end of the 18 century. However, as soon as the Georgian king died,
Russia took advantage of its legally deployed troops in East Georgia and abolished both the royal court
and autocephaly of the Georgian Church. All of that meant occupation and the full abolishment of
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Georgia’s statehood!(Magarotto, 2008). Since then Georgia was only linked to Europe through Russia, but
not as an independent Christian state, but as a remote province. Was it soundto connect Europe through
Russia? What role could Russia play in Georgia’s modernization? How real was Russia’s modernization
itself? These were the questions asked by the Georgian political elite back then and we are going to be
interested about these issues too (Guruli V. , National Identity, Statehood, and Political Orientation,
2008).

The fact is, despite the efforts of Peter I and Katherine II, Russia failed to become part of Europe
in the 18" century. Russia made some progress in that matter only in the first part of the 19 century,
but Georgia didnot benefit from it. European education, science and culture including literature, art,
music, sculpture, and architecture were still unreachable for Georgia.The level of its Europenization was
significantly lower than Russia’s.The situation was considerably improved in the second half of the 19
century, but Russia does not solely deserve the credit for that. The idea of the Western Choice was still
alive in Georgians even after the fall of the Byzantine Empire.The whole time Georgians were actively
trying to get in touch with Western Europe, and Georgian politicians were following the same way
during the Russian occupation.Russia met the emergence of the socialist movementswith enmityand that
hindered the complete Europeanization of Russia, which meant total identification with Europe
politically, economically and socially. As a result, only the educational system, science and culture were
Europeanized, but political and economic systems lagged behind for the past centuries(Guruli V. ,
National Identity, Statehood, and Political Orientation, 2008). However,Georgians still didnot lose hope
and trust in the West. Europe was perceived as the only way to liberate the nation by their point of view.
Europe was the source of inspiration for Georgians in terms of Humanism, Freedom and Progress.
European Enlightenment ideas and liberation movements sparked Romanticism in Georgia
(Gamkrelidze, G., 2013).Being in the state of remote Russian colony, Georgia was left to take upon itself
for instilling the idea of Europe and implementing modernization projects on its own. Of course, it was
not easy, but Georgians were able to introduce principles of liberalism and psychologically prepare the
nation for independence by merging the idea of Europe with Georgian traditions and to form a European
state. The main goal of the political establishment of those times was to increase the level of civic
consciousness, promote national integrationin order to gain independence and give European-grade

education to the future generations.

2.2. Democratic Elements in Georgia

Contemporary democratic values and political system gained momentumin the second half of
the 19% century, but notably some features of democracy can be found earlier than that.In order to
understand, that Georgia was familiar with the idea of Europe and in this particular case, democracy, a
slight review of Georgian customary law is needed that will help me to completely analyze Georgians’

attitude to the idea of Europe. Researcher George Davitashvili, who precisely studied the features of

! Georgia gradually got under Russian occupation since 1801 onwards and was not able to regain its sovereignty till
1918.
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democracy in Georgia, argues that democratic values had deep roots in Georgian customary law and that
determined an easy adaptation of Georgiansociety with Enlightenment ideas, the idea of Europe and
democratic values. The scholar discusses such institutions as public self-governance, the judicial system,
and Shota Rustaveli is full of the exact humanist ideas that characterized the European pre-Renaissance
and Renaissance erasarbitration law, that existed in medieval, feudal Georgia. Those institutions were
quite similar to the ones that we have with contemporary democracy (Davitashvili, 2011).

Customary law itself implies some unwritten laws, the source of which is people, not a
government. However, those laws were included in the state legislation and were so strong that they
remained, especially in highlands, till the communist regime was imposed on. As we know it, Greece is
considered the cradle of democracy and held people’s assemblies. Of course, there were restrictions on
age and gender, but that was an initial stage of democracy. That kind of institution was typical for every
region in Georgia and was similar to self-governance and community assemblies. In special cases
assemblies were h