POLITOLOGY 3MEOGHMEOMYOS

GEORGIAN PARADIGM OF PEACE
38300030 JoMmNYo 3565005

Zurab Khonelidze
Ph.D. (Political Science)
ORCID: 0000-0002-4625-7632

Zurabkhonelidze@gmail.com
(+995) 597 71 10 80

Abstract

For Georgia, the 30 years of non-systemic dismantling of the Soviet system,
and the nation’s state-building course has turned out to be full of contradictions.
On the outset of the post-Soviet space transformation, we, like several other coun-
tries, were betrayed by our political intuition, having not been able to escape the
“mines” planted by the empire — especially the imposed ethno political conflicts,
whose tragic consequences still affect the Georgian state and society.

The author’s interest in the set of issues in question did not arise out of free
time, or a passion for politics. The analysis of Georgia’s problems, which have accu-
mulated for decades, is urging us to recognize the inadmissibility of the status quo.
The Georgia of today is a temporarily divided, politically ill, and morally distressed
national body whose future the author sees only in terms of successfully achieving
organic unity.

At the same time, as a precondition, we should concentrate on a topic that,
taking into account the necessary internal and external factors, will be connected
to the realization of the nation’s consolidating idea: Georgia’s unity and freedom
at the highest value—this taking place within the country! We should also focus on
Georgia’s international standing, and discover how the civilized world perceives
the territorial integrity of the Georgian state within its internationally recognized
borders—this taking place beyond the country! The topic that meets these criteria is
a singular one, and it is connected with the reconciliation of a pseudo-ethnopolit-
ical conflict: the problem of Abkhazia (as well as the so-called South Ossetia). The
topic which meets the pertinent criteria features prominently and consistently on
the agendas of reputable international institutions; the theme is singular and is as-
sociated with a lack of respect not just towards a plain sectoral economic develop-
ment of one given country, but with a sense of disregard for the state, the national,
and even the fundamental norms of international law, thus impairing the resolu-
tion of the conflict in Abkhazia (and in South Ossetia).

It is exactly this idea, born of the inner need and the attempt of its realization,
that makes the present work, Georgian Paradigm of Peace, not only a theoretical
work, but one which has practical value (nothing is more practicable than a good
theory). In fact, by way of following the political rules, it creates the possibility of
making a profound change in our thinking about peaceful coexistence with other
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nations and countries. This is also a chance to create a new and more desirable nar-
rative, to change the existing given and, consequently, to alter the Georgian state,
its fate, and, ultimately, its future.

The aim of this article is, partly by means of a brief historical excursus, to
review our non-standard vision and our firm statehood-oriented position, based on
new knowledge. As a guide to the reader’s judgment, let us put forward some cen-
tral questions that will guide our discourse: how is University Diplomacy (the syn-
ergy of the university and diplomacy) manifested in the emerging global space, and
what is its importance to the formation of the South Caucasus (whose significance
as a whole is far greater than its constituent three parts)? As a peace space, how
does the concept/practice boost the expansion and the improvement of the ste-
reotype of their behavior, deepening and developing both public and intercultural
relations, changing the surrounding world for the better by using all the pragmatic
good that the parties might provide to this end.

The author, despite his passionate beliefs, has no intention of burdening a
reader who is already caught up in the monotonous grind of everyday life. Neither
does the author wish to impose his beliefs onto this reader. On the contrary, he
hopes to offer the necessary respect and consideration for the reader’s tradition val-
ue system or beliefs. He hopes his use of Western pragmatism and Eastern charm
will awaken the jaded reader from his hazy disillusionment— disillusionment in
which the political system and cultural biases have so deeply wrapped him. The
author wishes to earn the trust of Abkhazians and South Ossettians and introduce
them to this work, which the author believes will be valuable for any reader who
cares about his own destiny and future of his own people, nation, or state.

Key words: Georgian Paradigm of Peace, conflict, Abkhazia, University Di-
plomacy.
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Introduction

The Georgia of today is a temporarily divided, politically ill, and morally dis-
tressed national body whose future the author sees only in terms of successfully
achieving organic unity. Although the twenty-first century has been dubbed the
age of ideas and has been characterized by a change in the conceptual system of the
world order, the indispensable in-depth research in Georgia, instead of pursuing
the truth and replacing the old approaches with a new rectifying idea, has led to
unjustified public confusion, conformism, and even worse—to the sad fact of im-
poverishment and victimization of the long-suffering Georgian nation. In fact, the
Georgian state has been moving in the same groove for three decades—one that is
antithetical to national, state-oriented, cultural, civilizational, geo-economics, and
geopolitical interests, all necessary for the country’s development.
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Methods

The paper explores and analyses a new way of peaceful settlement of the con-
flict and format of regional cooperation.

The research is based on historical-comparative and content analysis meth-
ods, which helps the author to express important issues such as the conceptual
mechanisms for a peaceful settlement of the conflict.

Consequences

The theoretical-methodological postulate (starting point) of our vision is to
promote the primary dream of mankind—peace by way of rejecting violence—and to
create a “happy space-arena” of global, regional, and national interests.

The author does not represent any of the parties, neither has he expressed the
interests of politically oriented populist or revanchist groups. Despite his involve-
ment in the most important processes in Georgia’s recent history, he has not par-
ticipated in the tragic events of Abkhazia and the so-called South Ossetia. Notwith-
standing his futile attempts in the past, his motivation and goal remain unchanged
to assist the Georgian, Abkhaz, and Ossetian communities, the authorities, the so-
called political elite, and the elite in general, in conceiving not only the familiar
notion of homeland, for which we keep making unconscious sacrifices, but also the
vision of a modern state, which can only be created by our unity and the embracing
of Georgian diversity at large. Both of these assets offer the opportunity to serve the
homeland with conscious dedication.

Discussion and Conclusions

Instead of dramatizing the problems, Georgians must admit that where there’s
a will, there’s a way. The answers to those petty irrelevant questions like, “What’s
wrong with us?,” “What ill are we inflicted with?,” “Is there a way out?,” “Who is
going to help us?,” should be sought for not beyond us, somewhere in an unreach-
able profundity, but right here in ourselves, in our way of thinking, in a novel re-
consideration of the role of this country, in an inevitable acquisition of the nation’s
additional function, in the extant ineffectual system, in our society, our state, and
in politics which we have turned into anti-politics.

The current unfavourable situation and the actual development of the Geor-
gian state require getting rid of certain harmful habits, such as distancing ourselves
from the perpetuated fear of telling the truth, based on the irrefutability of the
cause-and-effect law, thus escaping the accusation of treason, keeping in mind that
the result is always compatible with the cause. We also have to acknowledge the
fact that, from the distant passed up until now, any individual, having worked on
a state level in Georgia, is more or less guilty of some wrong because the state of
the country depended and depends on the appropriate usage of their political will,
knowledge, and vision. For instance, regardless of opinion, there is no doubt that
the following principles characterize the condition of Georgia today:

None of the Georgian authorities:

- Have managed to objectively assess the ongoing processes in the world, to
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find a suitable natural historical place for Georgia, compatible with its mission,
to define the goal and separate it from the means, and to take adequate steps to-
wards meeting the demands of the present because they choose to place empha-
sis on wrong values, based on a distorted perception of both freedom and politics
instead of consolidating the nation around the eternal ideas of liberty and inde-
pendence. - Have identified the inherent confrontational forces of external fac-
tors which are traditionally involved in the future fate of Georgia; have deter-
mined the real interests and motivating causes of those forces and factors; have
escaped the imminent threat of the fatal verdicts of 1993 and 2008, of the ethnic
cleansing of Georgians, and of the continuing Russian occupation, which has be-
come into an aggravated legacy; have become a patron of the integrated Geor-
gian space; have grasped the truth that the existing given, including the territory
of Georgia, is insufficient space for the interested countries and forces to act to-
gether and bring these interests in line with the interests of the Georgian state.
- Fearing to look directly at their own history and realize their own lies, while
obsessed with revenge against the erstwhile authorities, have been able to fully
understand the essence of the Georgian phenomenon (knowing oneself without
intermediaries), limiting themselves to so called reforms instead of radically trans-
forming the country. Thus, they have changed it only in form, which is a com-
pletely different task, which calls for different technology and a totally different
way of reasoning.

In general, most of the so-called elite, primarily the political elite:

- Are fake and has not been able to elevate themselves to the level of our
national essence; they are characterized by low-level political culture, alteration
of party affiliations motivated by self-interest, ineptitude of judgment rather than
rational and critical thinking, and contagious parasitic lifestyle. All of these clas-
sifications affect the entire country and impede democratic development.

- Are inflicted with the virus of selfishness, unable to liberate themselves from
the harmful influence of a few destructive politicians and small groups. They af-
filiate themselves with these groups, which constantly gives way to accusations,
false expectations, and imminent danger; together, they manage to polarize society,
dividing it into two deficient parts—the elite and the rest.

- Are morally deprived, narrow-minded, and boring. And yet, they are im-
mersed in their own ambitions and often stubbornly continue to preach to society
while they wear the mask of a state caretaker, stained by their need for personal
gain. Most tragically, they contribute to the aggravation of national resentment in
the Georgian society.

Part of the Georgian society:

- Especially the intelligent and educated class, almost does not participate in
the political processes. They do not realize that their apathy is yielding the arena
to the self-interested and those not mindful of the state, who are unconscionable,
irresponsible individuals, to the point of ignorance, dilettantism, and conformism.
Part of Georgian society cannot fully utilize its common lore, created by its ances-
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tors; it fails to transform the negative energy of the nation into a positive one; and
it fails to turn the already deficient vigour into a common national power instead
of fighting the worst consequences.

- Instead of demanding a change of the political system and advocating for
institutional reform, it found itself in the old psychological captivity of the “father
provider,” who has become the idol of a centralized system, and who monopolizes
truth and condescends to the people under the guise of “educating” them. It could
not reify the truth that the centre of political power should not be formed around
a single political figure, even if that figure is supposedly intertwined with the des-
tiny of the nation. Regardless of the merits of those likes Zviad Gamsakhurdia,
Eduard Shevardnadze, Mikheil Saakashvili, and Bidzina Ivanishvili, the future of
the state should not depend on them. Due to a growing politics of personality and
trend toward sanctimonious populism, part of Georgian society could not separate
itself from those morally and reputedly damaged selfish people-unconscionable,
irresponsible individuals—or from systems that have run their course at the political
forefront of Georgia.

- Is characterized by a nihilistic attitude towards the main problem of the
country: conflict resolution. Georgia’s conflicts do not arise out of disillusionment
with the idea of Georgia’s unity, but out of frustration towards the institutions
which are instrumental in conflict resolution and which should catalyse the peace
process. Finding a way out of a difficult but, certainty, not unsolvable situation,
requires a deep ideological breakthrough, strategic thinking (first and foremost,
putting together our own way of thinking!), and philosophical changes that bring
us back to the ideas and attitudes that form the foundation of the perennial univer-
sal values: freedom, justice, righteousness, and a human belief in love. Such a faith,
reinforced by intellectual arguments, together with a thorough understanding of
the essence of the problem, will give rise to the necessary intellectual confidence,
that is, an awareness based not on imitation of others and not on reliance on others,
but only on an objective vision, which will include the following tenets:

Georgia is not and cannot be a locked autonomous system. The country, as
a cohesive living organism and a spatial phenomenon, creates a political given; it
exists, is governed, and lives thanks to this space. It cannot accept the void. It is
changeable and characterized by the properties of space: it is born, it grows, and it
dies.

The functioning of the state, its well-being, its stability, and the nullification
of processes which give way to threats—including the emergence of separate spaces,
prone to dying out (implied is the aboriginal population of Abkhazia and the so-
called South Ossetia)-must result from a change in the status quo in accordance
with the rules of the political game.

The definition of the country’s goal and the formulation of its strategic action
plan should be compatible with the achievement of that goal, worldview, environ-
mental conditions, time, and space, all of which will enable Georgia to (1) maintain
balance of the key policy regulators, their additional interest, and the 16 entire
world order, (2) to redeem the country’s international function, (3) to substantiate
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the need for a unified space (including for the outside world), (4) to restore or cre-
ate a new full-fledged space-environment in which policy officials are patrons of
Georgia, an organically unified multi-ethnic state.

It is a fact that the highly intellectual Georgian nation and the Georgian state
are faced with a challenge: to ensure unity, prosperity, and a secure, guaranteed
future of Georgia. To reach these goals, the primary task is the resolution of the so-
called ethno-political conflicts. Using the way of pragmatic reasoning, the achieve-
ment of this goal demands the following:

Change the attitude toward the conflict in Abkhazia, which has remained
unresolved since 1993, by first of all changing the governmental attitude

Recognize that the reason for procrastinating on a solution to the conflict is
not because of a lack of a proposed prospect of settlement, but because our blurred
vision and the fact that we do not see the proper way of executing this settlement.

Revive the dialogue surrounding the Abkhazia conflict. This dialogue, if ap-
proached correctly, will not put the country in deadlock by heaping additional
difficulties on to it; on the contrary, it will be rendered as a latent opportunity to
break the existing deadlock, which will lead to a new path forward in transforming
Georgia into a full-fledged state.

A new direction in education policy: “University Diplomacy” as a renovated
mission of the university, a modern form of peacebuilding, and a new type of Inter-
national Relations and diplomacy. University Diplomacy makes clear that:

- The way to resolve the main problem of Georgia’s sovereignty and unity—
conflict—is peaceful and utilizes universal values based on humanism: education,
science (education’s highest achievement), and the healthiest, most motivated and
pragmatic part of society—the youth. Clearly, all three components come together
and coexist peacefully only in a free university space. Unfortunately, however, in
the modern world, the university, which, along with its basic educational function,
is an indicator of the peace process, has not adequately developed from its origins
to properly situate itself in the greater society, and has failed to realize its historical
responsibility.

- The idea of the university is in crisis, however. The university, as a universal
model, due to its great possibilities, has the internal resources to prove its viabil-
ity, and is able to fill the political field of the peace strategy with more university
resources, actively involve the political field, and, moreover, transform itself into
the epicentre of the peace process. By the example of Georgia, we mean not the
university in general, but the Sokhumi State University in particular-the “victim
of politics™that shares the fate of the country, the living organism that connects
Abkhazia with the rest of Georgia. The University, issuing from its strategic im-
portance (there are several “refugee universities” in the world with a similar fate)
has the opportunity to simply bring into the academic space the theme in question,
to unify the non-university community, and to establish a scientific-humanistic
dialogue with the parties of the conflict—first and foremost, the government (along
with civil society, international organizations, and “parties”), to determine the
causes of the conflict and to propose a real settlement of the problem instead of
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entering the conflict or using the nation’s already-deficient energy on fighting the
consequences of the conflict.

- To achieve the goal of peacebuilding, the work of the university must en-
compass not only the transformation, but also the creation of qualitatively new
knowledge—new life. This knowledge will lead to the search for and merging of the
university with the second essential subject (the only peaceful one) of diplomacy,
as the science of negotiation and the art of communication. The coupling of two
compatible entities—university and diplomacy—has created a new paradigm: “from
theory to action.” This paradigm is neither a mere formality nor a recasting of a
classical model of diplomacy, but a completely new kind of international relations.
University Diplomacy is a conflict-regulatory system (not just of ethno-political or
indigenous conflicts) that does not merely service or critique the field of Interna-
tional Relations, but stands on its own as a new means of ensuring peace.

“South Caucasus: Geopolitical Space (New Format of Regional Cooperation)—
due to the topicality of the theme and the highly vital interests of the Georgian
state and a number of other states, offers a reprint of 18 the project, “Georgia’s
Choice” (2013). We reaffirm and introduce Georgia’s main geo-political, geo-eco-
nomic, and cultural-civilizational resources on the plane of integration processes,
which, together with its own necessity and indispensability, will give the country
an additional and more or less acceptable function as the unifier of the region. At
the same time, it will enable the settlement of the conflict, as well as the de-occu-
pation and self-development of the region. This settlement will depend not only
on Georgia’s own forces, but also on the support of the United States and the EU,
whose backing is strategically important.

Although the modern Caucasus is one coherent region, it consists of two geo-
political “levels.” One is the political entity of the North Caucasus—a part of the
Russian Federation. The other is the South Caucasus, which consists of three inde-
pendent states: Georgia, Azerbaijan, and Armenia. However, when speaking about
the regional space of the entire Caucasus (which in its own way is a synthesis of
Caucasian, Eastern, and Western elements), what is most relevant to us is the South
Caucasus, which is not only important for its geographical location and historical-
political-cultural development, but also for its morphological significance as what
has long been recognized as the organizing centre of Georgia. Thanks to Georgia,
the South Caucasus has a natural historical-genetic function as clear actor who
balances both West and East. As for the Caucasus—the cradle of world civilization—
Georgia belongs in the history of the region and as a part of what is called Cauca-
sian unity. However, the fact is that the unity of the region has not been realized
since ancient times.

Thus, Georgia must oppose the old idea, predominant today, that Caucasian
solidarity is unacceptable to the accountable foreign powers —chiefly Russia, the real
ruler of the North Caucasus—and that the instability of the South Caucasus is a hidden
danger for the North Caucasus. Because of this contemporary, if artificial divide, let
us consider the Caucasus only as a cultural-civilizational unity of Caucasian peoples,
and the South Caucasus as a distinct single regional space consisting of sovereign
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states. Without the formation of a global vector of development, these states - the
unified security system, dividing and confronting lines, will stand together before
the main geopolitical centres, primarily the US, the EU, and, through them, the Rus-
sian Federation and other players interested in the region. It is certainly true that
Georgia’s advantage (which is not limited to its geographical advantage—described
by the so-called “corridor” factor) is a significant and historic responsibility, and our
destiny goes beyond the boundaries of our country. We must understand that if we
digress from international initiatives, accept the policy of a passive observer, or refuse
to participate in the electoral process due to the Russian Federation’s involvement or
Georgia’s involvement in the so-called “reintegration” projects (similar to the Cau-
casus Platform, where the South Caucasus is not represented by the three equal par-
ties—Georgia, Azerbaijan, Armenia, and where the US and the EU do not participate
in the process as its leader), the Georgian state will limit its scope and lose its function
as a religious, ethnic, and cultural connector in the Caucasus. 19 The South Caucasus,
which champions the idea of a regional policy, unless the current platform expands
and is filled with other players (the United States, the EU and, in the case of a general
agreement, China), should not be perceived as a Georgian global reintegration proj-
ect, since it will create a real threat, namely:

The unified ethno-cultural space of the region will be violated and the coun-
tries of the South Caucasus will be restricted to make free and independent choices
(sovereignty).

Rather than advocating for the de-occupation of the South Caucasus, we will,
in effect, be promoting the process of occupation and of its legitimization.

Instead of integration, the process of separation of states will continue and we
will witness the emergence of new types of borders in the region in addition to the
existing de jure and de facto borders

Taking into account these and other factors, we hope that this time, Geor-
gians, whose wisdom is unmatched, will take into account their grave experiences
of the past and our actions will be more thoughtful.

The only way to settle the conflict is peacefully; however, our attempts to
keep the peace and maintain opportunities for conflict resolution have unfortu-
nately been fruitless for the past three decades. Today, when regional politics is
“winning” and the world tends toward nationalism and regionalism, a pattern be-
comes manifest as states disintegrate and unify (disintegrate on the basis of ratio-
nality, unify on the basis of interest). Silence is equal to crime. But now, two new
positions—the rector ship of Sokhumi State University, a strategically important
institution, and the presidency of the Georgian Academy of Education, (a position
enacted “as a debt and a burden, not as a position and honour™) — provide addi-

1 Citation from the Iverieli Antimoz. Didacts and Other Writings (Reader) The
Reader was produced with the financial support of the LEPL National Science Founda-
tion - Shota Rustaveli within the frame- work of the State Scientific Grant for Funda-
mental Research (Ne FR/454/2-170/13) https://www.tsu.ge/data/file-db/facultyhuman-
ities/antimuslverieliRideri.pdf.
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tional motivation. Let us turn Sokhumi State University, known as an innovative
problem solver among its fans, into a modern educational centre and an example of
a qualitative renewal of the peace process.

To make the government and the society more active and purposeful in search
for a way of peaceful settlement of the conflict and a new format of regional co-
operation: adopting an alternative discourse of peace. In fact, we should all “fight
together like our heroic ancestors did to protect our share of Georgia in ourselves
and around us. Today that war is your Didgori and your Basiani.”

Itis no accident that Georgia is the place of origin for a Paradigm of Peace. For
Georgia is not only associated with, but is an organic and integral part of, Europe. It
is, moreover, one of its most important branches, and is a synthesis of the East, the
West, and the Caucasus proper, which forms the boundary between the two conti-
nents. In fact, Georgia, as the place of the first human civilization, is the progenitor
the principles of tolerance and humanism, now essential elements of the European
and Asian worldviews. The Georgian state is not a corridor, but a bridge—a junction
of civilizations, histories, religions, traditions, and global international activities
comprising economy, energy, transport, finances, trade, tourism, education, cul-
ture, technology transfer, logistics, international capital formation, etc.

We strongly believe that the Georgian Paradigm of Peace has the potential to
be a new (existing, unseen, and still unused) and effective mechanism for ensuring
peace. It is one that will help the entire national community, especially the United
States, Europe, and even the Russian Federation, become acquainted with Georgia,
while they will recognize the need of turning Georgia from a problematic into a
predictable state. They will also realize, among other things, that in order to restore
spatial integrity to Georgia, it is necessary to form a regional security system.

2 Christmas Epistle, 2007 by His Holiness and Beatitude, Catholicos-Patriarch of
All Georgia Ilia II national community, especially the United States, Europe, and even
the Russian Federation, become acquainted with Georgia, while they will recognize
the need of turning Georgia from a problematic into a predictable state. They will also
realize, among other things, that in order to restore spatial integrity to Georgia, it is
necessary to form a regional security system.
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