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	1.
	COURSE TITLE
	Georgian Social Democracy: In Opposition and in Power

	2. 
	COURSE DURATION
	Spring Semester, March-July

	3. 
	ECTS CREDITS
	6

	4.
	DISTRIBUTION OF HOURS 
(lectures, seminars, lab-work, practical work, mid-term assessments, final exam, time spent on independent work, …)
	
12 hours lectures
12 hours discussions/seminars
3 hours online lectures
3 hours online discussions/seminars
120 hours independent work
TOTAL of 150 hours

	5.
	INSTRUCTOR
	Professor Stephen Jones (sfjones@mtholyoke.edu)

	6.
	PREREQUISITES
	· First semester 4 required courses
· English language skills - reading and writing ability in English. 
· Regular attendance (one absence is permitted)
· Participation in class 
· Two mandatory meetings with instructor per semester
· Visit to National Parliamentary Library. Instruction on how to access materials
· Visit to National Archives with a focus on the materials of the First Republic

	7.
	INSTRUCTION METHODS
	· Lecture and discussion:
· Independent paper (15 pages) using primary sources and in consultation with instructor 
· Field visits to museums, libraries and archives
· Online lectures

Documents--such as internal government reports, letters, diaries and memoirs-- give the student a different understanding of history other than the one he or she will read in a textbook.  By investigating original sources, a student develops his/her investigative and analytical skills by looking at the multiple ways events are interpreted by different witnesses.  The student learns that history is not about facts and the truth, but about the way in which evidence is interpreted by researchers and scholars. By contrasting what they see in original sources with what they read in textbooks, students will learn about the subjectivity of history.  Reading and investigating primary sources also puts students in touch with “live” history in ways that textbooks often do not.  Students see the past as lived by real people.  

· Mid-term. It is important to review and absorb material as we progress in the course.  The mid-term is a tool to see how students are understanding the material. The focus will not be on facts, but on analysis, concepts, and argument based on what we have learned in the first half of the course

· Final Exam. The final exam will consist of three short essay questions which deal with the themes and ideas we have discussed in class.

	8.
	AIMS OF THE COURSE  


	This course is an introduction to a vital period in modern Georgian history that had been seriously neglected by Georgian and Western historians.  It covers the period from the 1890s to 1921, the year the Georgian Democratic Republic came to an end at the hands of the Red Army. This thirty-year period witnessed powerful transformations in Georgian life due to the development of industrialism, migration from the countryside, the rise of socialist ideologies and nationalism, and the beginnings of political participation in semi-representative political institutions like the Russian Duma and local city councils.   Georgia went on to experience the dislocation of war, revolution and the collapse of empire.  From 1918, the Georgian Democratic Republic began its policies of national and state building, and attempted to create a social democratic state, the first in the world.

	9.
	MAJOR TOPICS


	1. Social and economic change in Georgia - 1890-1917
2. The Rise of the Georgian Intelligentsia (the relationship between the tergdaleulebi and the Georgian social democrats)
3. The failure of Imperial Institutions in Transcaucasia
4. Nationalism and Socialism in Georgian Political Debates
5. The Impact of WW1
6. The Rise of Marxism
7. The Russian Revolution in Georgia. February-October 1917
8. Regional Politics: the Transcaucasian Democratic Federative Republic
9. Germany as the midwife of Georgian Independence
10. The First Republic’s Founding Fathers
11. Noe Jordania and the Organization of Power 
12. The Policies of Nation-Building in the First Republic
13. The National Minorities in Democratic Georgia
14. Building a Market Economy
15. The Russian and Turkish Factor in the Georgian republic’s Domestic Politics
16. The Foreign Policy of the Georgian Democratic Republic



	10.
	LEARNING OUTCOMES AND COMPETENCES
(GENERAL AND SUBJECT-SPECIFIC)


	The student will:

· Learn how to organize and write about complex historical issues
· Learn how to make oral presentations for an educated audience
· Be able to make an argument and defend it orally and on paper
· Learn about the history of modern Georgia from 1890-1921
· Learn how to use primary sources
· Learn about Western scholars’ approaches to historiography
· Understand the relationship of history to the present
· Have competence in the concepts of revolution, socialism, nationalism, theories of state and nation building.


	11.
	ASSESSMENT AND GRADING
	· One Mid-Term examination (20%)
· One Final Exam (30%)
· Independent Research Paper using primary sources (30%)
· Class participation (20%)

Evaluation of Mid-term Exam (20 points)
Topical Analysis  - 10 points

8-10 points – The topic is thoroughly analyzed, well-organized, well written, and discussed in a broad context.
4-7 points – The topic is partially analyzed; the argument is only partially depicted or discussed in a broad context.
1-3 points – The topic is not analyzed; the text represents a simple restatement of information and the essence of the problem and its analysis in the broad context are missing.
0 points – The student did not write the exam

Subject Knowledge and Depth of Argumentative Discussion – 10 points

8-10 points – The student demonstrates a thorough knowledge of topic-related literature (articles/ research, etc.).  Arguments are valid, discourse is fully comprehensive, and skills for critical interpretation and analysis are demonstrated.
4-7 points – The student satisfactorily demonstrates some knowledge of topic-related literature (articles/research, etc.).  Arguments are valid, discourse is somewhat comprehensive, and some skills for critical interpretation and analysis are demonstrated.
2-3 points – The student fails to demonstrate knowledge of topic-related literature (articles/research, etc.).  Arguments are missing, discourse is not satisfactory, and skills for critical interpretation and analysis are poorly demonstrated.
0-1 points – The student fails entirely to demonstrate knowledge of topic-related literature (articles/research, etc.).  Arguments are missing, discourse is not valid, and skills for critical interpretation and analysis are not demonstrated.

Evaluation of Final Exam (30 points)
Topical Analysis  - 15 points

11-15 points – The topic is thoroughly analyzed; the argument is clear i and discussed in a broad context.
6-10 points – The topic is partially analyzed; the argument is only partially depicted or discussed in a broad context.
1-5 points – The topic is not analyzed; the text represents a simple restatement of information and the essence of the problem and its analysis in the broad context are missing.
0 points – The student did not write the exam

Subject Knowledge and Depth of Argumentative Discussion – 15 points

11-15 points – The student demonstrates a thorough knowledge of topic-related literature (articles/ research, etc.).  Arguments are valid, discourse is fully comprehensive, and skills for critical interpretation and analysis are demonstrated.
6-10 points – The student satisfactorily demonstrates some knowledge of topic-related literature (articles/research, etc.).  Arguments are valid, discourse is somewhat comprehensive, and some skills for critical interpretation and analysis are demonstrated.
1-5 points – The student fails to demonstrate knowledge of topic-related literature (articles/research, etc.).  Arguments are missing, discourse is not satisfactory, and skills for critical interpretation and analysis are poorly demonstrated.
0 points – The student fails entirely to demonstrate knowledge of topic-related literature (articles/research, etc.).  Arguments are missing, discourse is not valid, and skills for critical interpretation and analysis are not demonstrated.

Evaluation of Independent Research Paper (30 points)

26-30 points – The paper begins with a thesis and a working hypothesis, which outlines the argument supporting the thesis.  The paper consists of an introduction, major part and conclusion properly broken into paragraphs; all the opinions in the essay are well-grounded; discourse is logical and consistent; arguments provided are backed with relevant literature; core issues are fully comprehended; there are no silly factual mistakes; the essay shows the independent thinking skill of the student and incorporates original research with primary sources; there are very few grammatical mistakes.
21-25 points – The paper is incomplete- one of the core parts is missing (introduction, major part, and conclusion). The thesis is inadequately articulated. There are not many paragraphs; not all the opinions are proved with arguments/ not sufficient arguments are provided; in several parts of the essay discourse is not logical or coherent; arguments are not based on the relevant literature; all the core issues of the subject are fully comprehended; there are no factual mistakes; the essay reveals not fully reveal the independent thinking skill; several grammar mistakes are traced.
16-20 points – One or more parts of the paper are incomplete (introduction, major body, conclusion); not sufficient paragraphs; not all the opinions backed with arguments/ not sufficient arguments are provided;  discourse in several parts of the essay are not logical or coherent;  arguments are not proved by relevant literature;  all the core ideas and issues of the subject are fully comprehended; there are several factual mistakes; the essay does not reveal the independent thinking skill of the student; there are several grammatical mistakes made.
11-15 points – One part of the paper is completely missing; paragraphs are not considered; opinions are mostly backed with arguments; discourse is mostly illogical, inconsistent; not all the arguments are backed with relevant literature; a student does not fully comprehend the essence of core issues; there are several factual mistakes made; the essay does not reveal the independent thinking skill; many grammatical mistakes are made.
1-10 points – One or more parts of the paper are missing. Paragraphs are not considered; opinions sometimes are not reasoned; discourse is mostly illogical and inconsistent; arguments are not mostly backed with relevant literature; student does not fully comprehend the essence of core issues of the topic; there are several factual mistakes made; the essay does not reveal independent thinking skill;   there are many grammatical mistakes made.
0 points – Student has not turned in a research project.


Evaluation of Class Participation (20 points)

17-20 points  - The student is always prepared for class; the required reading assignments are always read. The student actively participates in discussions, in analyzing the arguments of other students, and deliberates his/her ideas logically; validates his/her opinions with strong arguments and behaves respectfully. 
13-16 points – The student is usually prepared for class; the required reading assignments are often read. The student frequently participates in discussions, deliberates logically, validates his/her ideas with good arguments, and behaves respectfully.   
9-12 points – The student is sometimes prepared class. The required reading assignments are rarely read. The student reluctantly participates in discussions. The student’s deliberations are not always logical; he/she makes a minimal effort to validate his/her ideas with arguments, and behaves respectfully.   
5-8 points – The student is seldom prepared for class. The required reading assignments are not read. The student rarely participates in discussions. His/her deliberations are rarely logical, and he/she rarely validates his/her ideas with arguments.   
0-4 points – The student is never prepared for class. The student is completely oblivious to the reading assignments and does not participate in the discussions.



	12.
	TEACHING AND LEARNING MATERIALS, OTHER RESOURCES 

	The major texts for the course are:

· Isidore Ramishvili, მოგონობები, (Tbilisi: artanuji, 2012)
· Grigorii Uratadze , Vospominaniia Gruzinskogo Sotsial-Demokrat (Reminiscences of a Georgian Social Democrat)Stanford: Hoover Institution,1968
· Noe Jordania, ჩემი წარსული (მოგონობები), Paris: Impr. de Navarre, 1921
· Odette Keun, In the Land of the Golden Fleece: Through Independent Menshevist Georgia (trans. Helen Jessiman), London: John Lane/Bodley Head, 1924
· R.G. Suny, The Making of the Georgian Nation, London: I.B. Tauris, 1989
· Firuz Kazamzadeh, ბრძოლა ამიერკავკასიისთვის, 1917-1921, (Trans. Keti Kantaria), Tbilisi: poezia, 2016
· Charles King, The Ghost of Freedom: A History of the Caucasus, Oxford: OUP, 2008.
· Aleksandre Bendianishvili, საქართველოს პირველი რესპუბლიკა (1918-1921წწ), Tbilisi: Georgian Academy of Sciences, 2001
· Stephen F. Jones, Socialism in Georgian Colors: the European Road to Social Democracy, Harvard: HUP, 2005 (წიგნი ქართულადაც არის)
· Irakli Khvadagiani, საქართველოს დამფუძნებელი კრება, 1919, Tbilisi: Sovlab, 2016



In addition, I will be providing articles and chapter readings in both English and Georgian from other sources, including Western peer reviewed journals, newspapers of the time (in Georgian), extracts from Georgian monographs, and archival documents.


	13.
	COURSE SCHEDULE 

	Week I
Introduction: The Nature of Empire  
Compulsory Literature:
· Nikoloz Baratishvili,  ბედი ქართლისა  https://poetry.ge/poets/nikoloz-baratashvili/poems/2-bedi-qartlisa-kaxta-mimart
· Ilia Chavchavadze, მგზავრის წერილები  https://poetry.ge/poets/ilia-chavchavadze/prose/9532.mgzavris-werilebi.htm

These two readings expose the complex dynamics between imperial oppressors and colonized subjects.  They challenge the simplified view of a powerful conqueror subduing and absorbing colonies.  These readings illustrate there is agency and complexity in the indigenous population’s response to imperial power. The readings raise questions about the benefits and drawbacks of imperial patronage.  How do empires expand and how do they survive? What is the role of the conquered in the preservation of imperial rule? What forms does resistance take? How does Georgia fit into the broader context of the rise of European nationalism in the 19thc?

Week II
The Experience of Empire

Compulsory Literature:
· Michael Doyle, Empires (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1986) “Defining Empire” pp.30-50
· Alexander Pushkin, Prisoner of the Caucasus http://faculty.washington.edu/jdwest/russ430/prisoner.pdf
· Noe Jordania, ჩემი წარსული (Tbilisi, 1990) pp.7-50

Michael Doyle illustrates that empires exercise their power is many different ways. We need to define what we mean by imperial rule. What did it look like in Georgia? What were the structures of domination? How was power exercised? Alexander Pushkin’s piece illustrates the long-standing Russian emphasis on its civilizational role in the Caucasus.  How did Russian cultural elites perceive the Caucasus? Jordania, in his memoir, records his own experience as a “subaltern” nationality in the imperial educational system. Is Jordania an example of how empires create their own “gravediggers?”

Presentation by Pair: An

Week III
Shaping the Nation: Language and Modernity
Compulsory Literature:

· Eugene Weber, Peasants into Frenchmen: The Modernization of Rural France, 1870-1914 (Stanford: Stanford Univ Press, 1976) pp. 67-73; 303-310
· Ilia Chavchavadze, “ორიოდე სიტყვა: თავად რევაზ შალვას ძის ერისთავის კაზლოვის მიერ ‘შეშლილი’-ს თარგმანზედა“ Ilia Chavchavadze tkhzulebani or tomad (Tbilisi: sabchota sakartvelo, 1977) pp.7-24

Eugene Weber’s book, when it was published, was a sensational challenge to our assumptions about how nations evolve. Weber examines the importance of language in the creation of nationhood. The emphasis by the French state on language as a tool for instilling national belonging and loyalty was shared by tergdaleulebi like Ilia Chavchavadze, who believed a vernacular and folk language was the basis for the modern Georgian nation. In what ways did the tergdaleulebis’ challenge to the “fathers” of the pirveli dasi shape the Georgian movement for cultural self-determination?

Presentation by pair: Ban



Week IV
The Nation Builders
Compulsory Literature:

(Special lecture) Professor Oliver ReisneR

Professor Reisner is one of our top scholars on the growth and activity of the kartvelta shoris tsera-kitkhvis gamavrtselebeli sazogadoeba.  In his work, he has closely examined the membership of this influential civil society organization, bringing us greater understanding on who Georgia’s “nation-builders” were, what their goals consisted of, and how effective they were.

kartvelta shoris tsera-kitkhvis gamavrtselebeli sazogadoeba 

Readings: To Be Announced (TBA)
 first meeting in pairs on research paper

Week V
The World is Changing: Social and Economic Change
Compulsory Literature:

· Isidore Ramishvili, მოგონობები, (Tbilisi: artanuji, 2012) pp.253-271
· Sergei Meskhi (on the railways) “Poti-tbilisis rkinigza,” tkhz. Vol. 1 (pp.264-266).
· Charles King, The Ghost of Freedom: A History of the Caucasus (Oxford: OUP, 2008) pp.142-155

Isidore Ramishvili was a village teacher in Guria (he taught Noe Ramishvili). He was active as young social democratic in Batumi and a leading figure in the assemblies and debates leading up to May 1918.  In this extract, he describes his life as a student and young teacher in West Georgia, and illustrates the impact of education on the rise of a radical Georgian intelligentsia. Sergei Meskhi, an active member of the meore dasi, was an early proponent of technological progress and its importance to Georgian national development. Charles King, in this extract, describes the impact of urbanization and industrialization on Georgia.  What is the connection between literacy, urbanization and railways with the growth of national consciousness in Georgia?

Presentation by pair: Gan


Week VI
Marxism and the Mesame Dasi
Compulsory Literature:

· Noe Jordania:  ეკონომიკური წარმატება და ეროვნება, in kartuli memartskheneobis krestomatia, Vol. 1 (Tbilisi: universali, 2015), pp.174-212

· Stephen Jones, Socialism in Georgian Colors: the European Road to Social Democracy, (in Georgian) (Cambridge (Mass.): HUP, 2005) Ch. 3, pp.48-75 

In much of post-Soviet Georgian historiography, the Mesame Dasi, led by Noe Jordania, Silvester Jibladze, Noe Ramishvili and others, has been described as a Marxist grouping which was “Russianized,” and rejected the nation in favor of class. This is not entirely true and Jordania’s article helps us understand the relationship between nation and class in early Georgian social democratic thinking. My chapter (chapter 3) provides a broader context to the rise of socialist ideology in Georgia in the 1890s, and the links between the Meore Dasi and the Mesame Dasi. In what way did the colonial context shape Georgian social democracy’s program in the 1890s? 

Presentation by pair: Don

Each student must send me a two-page outline of research paper with a list of primary sources their plan to use.

Week VII
Revolution
Compulsory Literature:

· Marquis de Condorcet “On the Meaning of the Word ‘Revolutionary’.” (extract from his Oeuvres, 1847-49). See Krishan Kumar (ed.), Revolution: The Theory and Practice of a European Idea (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1971) pp.93-95
· Alexis de Tocqueville, Recollections in Krishan Kumar (Ibid.), p.175
· Noe Jordania, ეროვნული საკითხი,  „ეროვნული საკითხი,“ ერთობა, June 13th , no. 70, 1917
· Stephen Jones, Socialism in Georgian Colors: the European Road to Social Democracy, (in Georgian) pp.245-281

Revolution comes in many varieties. How should we categorize Georgia’s revolution between February 1917 and May 26th 1918?  The two very short pieces by Condorcet and de Tocqueville provide theoretical analyses of the causes and outcomes of revolution?  What were the determinants of revolution in Georgia in 1917-18, and what explains the outcome? Can you see any relationship to the hypotheses of Condorcet and de Tocqueville?  In his speech on June 1st 1917. Jordania provides his own analysis of the revolution, which examines the particular circumstances in the South Caucasus. The extract from my book (Socialism in Georgian Colors) describes the events and circumstances in Georgia in 1917.

Presentation by pair: En

Mid-Term exams

Week VIII
The Geopolitics of Revolution 
Compulsory Literature:

· Beka Kobakhidze, “Feeble projects and aspirations: the Caucasian and Transcaucasian federation/confederation in the geopolitics of 1918–1920,” Caucasus Survey, Jan. 2020 https://doi.org/10.1080/23761199.2020.1712905
· Stephen Jones, Extract on the Transcaucasian Federation (in forthcoming book: The Democratic Republic of Georgia (1918-1921): Europe’s First Social Democratic State)
· Zourab Avalishvili (in Georgian) The Independence of Georgia in International Politics, 1918-1921 Chs. 4-9
· (Special Lecture) Prof. Beka Kobakhidze. 

Revolution is an international as well as a domestic event.  Revolutions affect the international order, but the international order also affects revolutions. War is a significant factor in revolution, as it was in the South Caucasus. The Great powers (Ottoman Turkey, Russia, Great Britain) had a powerful impact on the course of revolution in Georgia and were decisive in shaping the outcome, namely the independence of three independent South Caucasian states, including Georgia. Beka Kobakhidze’s article analyzes the geopolitical forces in the revolution in South Caucasia, and the attempts at Transcaucasian union. Zourab Avalishvili, one of Georgia’s most astute diplomats between 1918-21, in his memoir examines the role of foreign powers leading up to Georgian independence. The extract from my forthcoming book, focuses on the creation and working of Transcaucasian institutions between October 1917 and May 1918.  What led the Transcaucasian states to independence? What role did the great powers play in this process?

Week IX
Brothers in Arms
Compulsory Literature:

· Stephen Jones: Extracts from forthcoming book: The Democratic Republic of Georgia (1918-1921): Europe’s First Social Democratic State) Ch. 1, The Founding Brothers
· “საქართველოს დამოუკიდებლობის აქტი,” “საქართველოს ეროვნული საბჭოს ისტორიული სხდომა“ sakartvelos sakhelmtsipos khelmdzrhvanelebi, tomi XIII: Noe Jordania, sakartvelos demokratiuli respublikis tavmjdomare (1918 tslis, 24 ivlisi-1921 tslis 18 marti): opitsialuri dokumentebi, sitqvebi da gamosvlebi, pp.19-24.

This class deals with the relationship between leadership and revolution. Historians often assert that the October Revolution would not have occurred without the leadership of Vladimir Lenin. This is only partially true but it highlights the importance of leaders to revolutionary outcomes. The extract from my book explores the group we might call the “founding brothers,” and analyzes their role in the establishment of Georgian independence. We will examine, too the Declaration of Independence. What ideas, values, and goals did the Declaration express?  What were its origins? Why did it take the form it did?


Week X
From Revolution to Governance
Compulsory Literature:


· Joseph Eliis, American Creation: Triumphs and Tragedies at the Founding of the Republic, (New York: Vintage Books, pp.7-13, 91-99
· “საქართველოს სოციალ-დემოკრატიული მუშათა პარტიის საარჩევნო პლატფორმა” kartuli memartskheneobis krestomatia, Vol. 1 (Tbilisi: universali, 2015), pp.137-145
· “საქართველოს ეროვნულ-დემოკრატიული პარტიის პროგრამა (1917 წელი); წინასიტყვაობა” “in Malkhaz Matsaberidze (ed.) sakartvelos politikuri partiebis programebi 1918-1921, krebuli 1; ara-sotsialisturi partiebis programebi Tbilisi, (Tbilisi: sagamomtsemlo-analitikuri tsentri akhali azri, 2008) , pp.21-31
· Stephen Jones: Extracts from forthcoming book: The Democratic Republic of Georgia (1918-1921): Europe’s First Social Democratic State) Ch. 8 (Education and Justice Reform)

Revolution – to be a revolution – must overthrow the ancient regime. But every revolution, if it is to last, must build a new state. Joseph Ellis describes the experience of the American republic in the 1770s and 1780s. It is a good description of the tensions between idealism and realism, and between democracy and security.  In their electoral program for the Constituent Assembly election in February 1919, the Georgian social democrats outlined their plan for the new republic. What sort of state did they envisage?  Could this be described as a socialist program?  What was the alternative vision from the National Democrats? In the extract from my book, we will examine the practical difficulties of creating new institutions with the limited resources of an underdeveloped state emerging from war and revolution

first draft of research paper

A Two-Party Debate. The National Democrats versus the Social Democrats.
 

Week XI
Building a Democracy
Compulsory Literature:

· Noe Jordania, “სოციალ-დემოკრატია და საქართველოს სახელმწიფოს ორგანიზაცია” in sakartvelos sakhelmtsipos khelmdzrhvanelebi, tomi XIII, pp.44-75
· The Georgian Constitution of 1921 - https://www.matsne.gov.ge/ka/document/view/4801430?publication=0
· Malkhaz Matsaberidze, “საქართველოს კონსტიტუციის შემუშავება და მიღება დამფუძნებელი კრების მიერ,” ქართული პარლამენტარიზმი, ტომი 1. 2019 N 2, გვ.25-50
· (Spec. lect.) Prof. Malkhaz Matsaberidze. 
One of the fundamental building blocks of democracy is a constitution, which determines the structure of government and the state’s relationship to its citizens.  Jordania’s plan for the Georgian republic are outlined in “სოციალ-დემოკრატია და საქართველოს სახელმწიფოს ორგანიზაცია.”  Discussions in the constitutional commissions in the Georgian Parliament and Constituent Assembly illustrate the arguments and choices made by Georgia’s legislators in their attempt to create a modern Georgian democratic state.  We will examine sections of the Georgian constitution. What was the institutional relationship between the executive and the legislature?  What rights and protections were given to Georgian citizens?


Week XII
National Minorities and Women
Compulsory Literature:

· “Kato Mikeladze: „ჩვენ და ეროვნილი ყრილობა;“ “ჩემი სიტყვა რომლის წარმოტკმის უფლება არ მომცა ბ. აკ ჩხენკელი ეროვნულ ყრილობაზე 20 ნოემბერს, ქ. თბილისში” (Kato Mikeladze, kartuli peminizmis utsnobi istoriebi, meore gamotsema, (Tbilisi: Heinrich Böhl Stiftung, 2017), pp.97-100, 103-106.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]“ქუთაისის ქალთა პოლიტიკური ქალების პროგამა” kartuli memartskheneobis krestomatia, Vol. 1 pp.167-169
· Cory Welt, “A Fateful Moment: ethnic autonomy and revolutionary violence in the Democratic Republic of Georgia (1918-21) in Stephen Jones (ed.), The Making of Modern Georgia, 1918-2012: the first Georgian Republic and Its Successors, (London: Routledge, 2014), pp.205-231 

Georgian social democratic leaders emphasized the equality of all citizens. How successful was the Georgian government in ensuring the representation and inclusion of national minorities and women in the new state? Kato Mikeladze was one of the most active feminists in the first republic. To what degree was her voice heard and what was she demanding for women in Georgia? The most significant domestic crisis for the new republic was how to incorporate national minorities into state structures. Cory Welt focuses on the Abkhazian case to demonstrate the serious challenges the republic faced. To what degree were the national minorities an “ethnic” problem or a “security” problem?

Each pair will present a short biography of any active woman (writer/CA Deputy/Actress etc)

Week XIII
Georgia’s Security Challenges: The Economy and the Army
Compulsory Literature:

· Stephen Jones: Extracts from forthcoming book: The Democratic Republic of Georgia (1918-1921): Europe’s First Social Democratic State. Ch 9 (Economy) and Ch 10 (Military)
· Konstantin Kandelaki, საქართველოს ეროვნული მეურნეობა, Vol. 2 (Paris: Institute for the Study of the USSR)  “ekonomikuri politika,” pp.45-59
· Dimitri Silakadze, “საქართველოს პირველი რესპუბლიკის შეიარაღებული ძალების ფორმირების შემაფერხებელი ფაკტორები” in Otar Janelidze and Dimitri Silakadze (eds.), sakartvelos demokratiuli respublikis gakhseneba 100 tslis shemdeg – modeli evropisatvis? (Tbilisi: TSU, 2018), pp.222-235

Georgia’s most serious security challenge was the economy.  The state had limited revenues and was unable to secure foreign aid in the form of loans or military equipment for its army. What were the major economic challenges faced by the Georgian government and what were their proposed solutions? The government adopted a dual military system which included a voluntary People’s Guard alongside a conventional army. Why did the government create this system, and what was the relationship between the Guard and the Army?

Two Teams present: An economic Program for Georgia

Week XIV
Art and Revolution
Compulsory Literature:
· Prof. Ketevan Kintsurashvili, “'ფარშევანგის კუდი' მოდერნიზმი, ქართული სპექტაკლი 1912-1936,” https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Qyey1SzAqNc
Art is a sensitive reflection of revolutionary change. Revolution provides a context for new ideas and radical challenges to the literary and artistic establishment. Georgia art and culture flourished in the first republic, free of interference by the state (a quite different model from Bolshevism).  What were the artistic movements in Georgia during this period and to what degree were they coopted into the state’s attempt to create a new type of society? What was the relationship between politics and art?

Research Paper Due 

Week XV
The End of the Republic
Compulsory Literature:

·  ფილმი: წითელი ოკუპაცია-თბილისის დაცვის ქრონიკა – 1921 წლის 18-24 თებერვალი, pirveli arkhi (telescopa) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eQ9pVO3pAfQ
· Stephen Jones, Extract on the end of the First Republic (in forthcoming book: The Democratic Republic of Georgia (1918-1921): Europe’s First Social Democratic State)
· Zourab Avalishvili (in Georgian), The Independence of Georgia in International Politics, 1918-1921 Chs. 32,33.

The Democratic Republic of Georgia survived for two years and eight months. Both internal challenges and external forces led to its fall in February/March 1921. Was the republic’s fall inevitable?  Could Western powers have intervened to prevent the expansion of Bolshevism?  After two years and eight months, what were the main achievements  of the republic. Could we call it democratic?


Week XVI

Final Exams (Final paper submission deadline)




Mark the competences developed by this course (Chek X in a corresponding cell)
	Knowledge and understanding
	Applying knowledge
	Making judgments
	Communication skills
	Learning skills
	Values

	x
	X
	x
	X
	x
	



