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Tarihsel Siirec Icerisinde Giircii Milli Kimligi"

Nasiba MIRZAYEVA™

Ozet

Sosyalpsi kol oji k bir fenomen olarak ortaya ¢it kmirs mill
sayl sliz etkiye maruz kalGhakiibhtdir ki Bui giahii 3 masans &mak
t emel feutdwdetri nnkaicmlliakr 1ihzer i ne dliusuncel erGdrcitol uml
devlietinin olusturul masindaki rol 0 ve tarihi sirecgt e
incelemedeG U rlcer de mi | | i kimlik mes Ieslojlkajlgil,aafihi,mddmhuma ba
ve ekonomik faktodorlere esaslandi g1 gor al mektedir. An i
i cGinrlcelir e go6re Kafkasyal iQiuafceibadae eddh alerk|Dbh'r bakt ot
Hristiyad 1 kGivrécitk es anl aml i ol arak kabul edi |l mektedir. C

bunun kodokinde Ummet anl anaidsigioliduw®Pws tieginm skiirrl.i KAsalrd st
caba sarGurédl i m@gumgltiugian t e mel nokta oGinuddeniyeti Medeni
ol

YunanYe huda medeniyetinin sentezi dugundan eski k 0Kkl
arastiri |l masi gecmi st eki probleml emdd n mi InlcieYrem@iglsé i e
gec¢cmislerini ve soyl arQumriceladasbenmayadydoml maktedl r mi
Bu durum mil || devlietin olusturul mas:| i¢cin baslica pr
g b linektedir.GulUrlceir de devl et anl ayi1 s hi ¢bGirr prid rha n kii kml n adii <
niteliktedir. Bu nedeynd ebaspka aetami lgted re no Ilgadre meinf ws un
teorisinde bu tue ndé&vicattlh ermai ddeal ool 2yl ve ydneten
icin tarihi olaylar tam aksini gostermektedir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Milli kimlik, milliyetcilik, Gu rlcedr , et ni k, savasl ar.

Georgian National Identity In The Historical Process
Abstract

The concept of national identity, which emerged as a spsiahological phenomenon, is exposed to countless
influences such as the state in a globalizing world. The aim of this study is to reveal the main differences of the
Georgian national iddity, the main factors on which it is based, the thoughts of the Georgian researchers on the
identity, the positive and negative effeaadthe role in the formation of the Georgian state and the traces in the
historical process. In the study conducted with dpee method, it is seen that the issue of national identity in
Georgians is based on anthropological, religious, linguistic, Rstprcivii and economic factors. As
anthropological national identity is based on blood unity, Caucasians are idectimaliag to Georgians. Since

the religious factor creates a tighter connection in Georgians, Christianity and Georgianism are sometime
considered to be synonymous. Although the influence of religious identity is strong, experience has shown that it
does ot form unity because it is the understanding of ummah in the root. The Georgian language has been the
main point that has made gresdforts to protect it for centuries. In terms of civilization, Georgian civilization

has old roots as it is the synthesifsgreekyehuda civilization. It is no coincidence that the investigation of
national identity will be possible by examining past peais. In this sense, many nationalists tend to study their
past and descendants. A similar situation in Georgians wagdoomthe basis of the cartel myth. This situation

has taken the role of the main project for the creation of the national states &fiédt is seen in the current
historical processes. The Georgian national identity is ethnic, since the state ithaeesezrond in the Georgian.
Therefore, the proportion of the subsequent immigrants or other ethnicities is low. In the theorynaflisatjo

such states are ideally seen as models that prevent and manage ethnic conflicts, but for Georgia, histsrical event
are exactly the opposite.

Key words: National identity nationalismGeorgians, ethnic, wars.
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Giris
Etni k koken gibi, "ulus" kavr ami bilim adaml

yowaeit arti smalar devam et mekaddmrk 6&dml OkI &ud
teri mi etni kygruulkra,| etlilek e eragiertr. oBlaazria ka raadsltal nrc

terimin“etnik grug k avraminin tani mi i ¢i mu gleelgdiedi Ini, o
arastirmac.! Tamir ayiursdil gik,araretsd ik kk dhk esrs i me ns
gbit ani ml.amArsasitri r mac | eserinde bazen ulus Kk
kull anmi stir. Avrupa dill erdadegimnlmiyet &ialdi
sekill erdeBRal | dor umi gt d@me deldehikedimir @ migArcg k | 1 Kk
donemi ndeki filozof |l dri) btuanti el iamia k udi igBulna rkiu | (|
baki mdaen bmi | | et FKaznesli1 zn i 0 eedWlid9%niieebivilkid, hed Milletin

kendi topraklarina sahilunuddlegeu gne ‘he kkit hear smihli
disincesi yayis.d mB§wl edbcaes,| adtaatar rigiln bueteyimimegenil i k
tant mni ortaya koymus ol du. | stt ek abvurnadnain isloen
yogun sekilde kullani | dri. 19. ylhzyeel pmrganhlac
Arti1 k ge¢cmis devl etdewldetnl efradrek | sii yoalsair,a kc onglirle
toprakl arda yasayan veat agdas ma dibatie gugdaram, pa o U a
far kl gruplara mensup ol dugu ic¢cin ayni kor
t amamen {Gellndt, | 1898 @2) Ulusal (mill) devlette Kilit unsur, bir milletin
medeniyetinin onsmagpalmiatsi kae! dielvé etyumi nde i
de siyasi bi r I1{(WJighp 2000t 3y s Fakalt mdba, ydil us kavr ar

anl@awyngs uyumlu ol dugu anlamina gel mez. Bur a
topl um Ikgwrrm&kdilind i gi ni anliyor ve bu zorunl ul
cl kiryor . Wiid ¢ Goret, ald eljier e ve sembol |Itontak sahi |
kal tdar an, degerl erin ve s e (Goibenaue 2005n448).1 ust ur
Siyasi 6zerkligi el de et me giri siBmnedenle,t ni k
etni k grup ulus ol ar ak k adeuwlds olaak kdb¢ edéechézg i n d e
Bircok arastirmaci, ortak k 01 t Gmilletiv &2meluy gun
6zellikleri ar ami gntdid@a Ooc W.&@mjth wusw ortak bl ismi, tarihi,

efsanel eri, t areikhoin oma fyii z a yhia,k kviel tslcerolarakl ul u k |
t a nanmk$At D. Smith 1991: 14). Nodia'yad@eisem | | et “kendi ni bel i

etrafinda birlesmi ¢ Nde#s.alph Baop!| waragudumaci | a
kendinibelirlemen n t oprak Gzerinde ol mas:i gerekti gin
di ger gruplardan galynn romb&t aki mi | Buypat chial i k t
kazanmi stir. Bazi |l ar i i ¢cin, dbgulmrscaedseicree sg dyrae

Ki mln ggeni sl et i | mi &eidejvatangevelidtii , bazil ari na g
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1. PostSovyetme k a n @il kinalik ve milliyet- i | i k kavr amé.

PostSovyet dinyasinda bilim adamlar 1gi naragminda
anl am ttasinnkaognugsiunda t ar t 1 s m@aérdzenishdile 2085m60e t me Kk t
75.Cogunl uga go6r e, v ateatncielmekl Il iek e d(Roahivdld ¢ | k mi

2006 : 4) . Lakin, bir devl etmitgu rsiardiex e bii mk aer
ol dugum™mad¢il ktyetci |l i k ve vatanseverl ik arasi nf
de PostSovyetGur enit | | i yet ¢itil riiglimea:si niegilressarttir.

milliyetciliKk burjuva ideol ojisi ol ar ak ge
ansi kl opedil erinde ve so6zl okl erinde rastl an
terimler icin tekn bBnmkzacokdamana apmammakt ad
milliyetcgiliKk kavramina ol an farkl indeyaklI a:
milliyetciligin farkIlI1IA. urssirnlharn a&oanollnmadzemiga

cOokusu i 1-80 vbyaertl eldPlioksit n  mi | | i s eefs@nkelerineegeri et ni
d 6 n e b i(Smihj2002:r78)Lakinwz un zaman Once mahwmdadiylimiioin
ger i kaetani kmgsat i1 smal ar | siddetl endirmeye b:
formikk Btmn etnik semboller ve efsanel eri |
bulder | et i gdnseckinler il e toplum arasindaki
i nanmaktadir. l ktidardaki seckinler rgeni b
oynamaktadir, ancak ayni zamanda soydasl!l ar i
kialettirbaskt i ki yoénl U0 bir etki gostermektedir
degi | , ciunkid gecmis bircok ydrmsuwmynlea bRedlki gHoik ibd
dur umda, milliyetcgi | igidkerudureurortagz t giek i @girwdmuina re

ge¢cmi ste bu taar ef sanel er gJianlieceyaandahal de
anl amda ol up tdae(ery ndlunyugoiissina ol dugunu i ddi a
(Smith, 2002: 98).

Yeni bagdgi msi zI| 1 k lkuasz amlnu st uirinkae | irrdeeci nude et
sembiyozgel i si mi veya onlar arasindaki rekabet
Gurcisthaa gokngdacel dir . Bu anl amda, Gurci s
sivil unsurétki leersasmiredakni i ncel enmesi bakir
goéral ebilir.

2. G¢grcistan da mil | i KimlijJin olukma s¢r e
YUzyrir |l | ar boyunrcaad abnictéankoic o Kk gakeivésgtsda t ampon
rol uni oynamistir. Hristiyanl i ktbaemridandke adil md

“Genel ve 6zglun anlamiyla “yasama” demektir, yasamak ic¢cin birbirin
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Yunanlabat 1 ~ da, Rlegel da keywwawgidluda I1Gurci stan Bi
arasi ndaHrbiod tiinydain o | dadipiub aikignntha nBi dzama y ak 1 n
ragmen, 1453 istanbul fethinden sonra hrist
devletl er arasinda kal mas: Gurcistan 1 n mi

sebebiyet verdiBu ylUzden GuUustigacdhamBageapr ehyymsi1 nda ol m

SulhanSaba Orbelianininy ar d1 m i ¢i n nseal'¢gyia ogliadriaski nFr,a sonr
Misl tmanl ardan asil1 durumda ol mamawiari &y ins &R
misalolarak @ s therla r i z . Sonuncu se¢im Gurcistan 1i¢
neden ol mussa da, 1917 Bol samlandok | 1D idBgrada mi I

belrme mi z gereken esas husus Gurcistamidra Bat.
X1 X yldzyrli1n basl ari1 nda Rusya g Ghicenl i ge

e~ d4 11 L)ki,t"lesi Avrupa i de(®dda,j200s8Nni Ul keye

1980' 1l erin sonunda, “kartvel oba’"Gilraarihinm ol ar ¢
kal tdar dna, dilini, toprakl ari1 ni I fade et mey
Cag Ga k daolojisi ile denk gehi st iAncak bir fark wvardi, i

degi | , tum toplumun ideol infdkisi ker gmsal |l s mt
siste@iriteirre yayi1 |l arak iyl egi timli bir nesi.|
faktor baslangicini XI' X yuzyrl dan al mirs mild/l

tamamb mi st 1 r

On dokuzuncliiyey¢zyhbhdakami n | ider. Il ya Cavcga
il e 1 Imissktiil¥e mani mcGurhcélzy alt @¢a stt i, ancak 198
bil eseni ul usal bilesene bagl ol maya basl a
tamanlayanmi | | i yet ¢i | i k, kB i Idido s enensknanne aslduiiModsza h ne s i
2009: 90 Hatta buna ba®Plo0 dlaad@lrhchi8 @ eska’'dece ort
HristyanGu rlceir ol duguna dair bir fikir yaylil mist
Giucril e r bu durumb Gy U ksorimiod u st ur niRekmans R0®& 122).i | y a
Cavcavadze, her ne kadar garip bile ol sa, 1
ancakonun " dil , vaavtr aarmmli vlel 1iiyrea ngg "l i kg i n islinmoigsatnii. od
zamandan beri, kilise ulusdd i ml i § i kendi sine tabi eder ek
ZamanlaG U rlcidk pr oj esii i ¢cinde dliwnggn akaketsorthyalla ¢ ®i
c1 kt. M. Gorbacov' un refor mlaasrmas Soayeytol m

Gectigimiz yirllarda, Giuokt an aol demustd uvee KLY

"Girciu sair, yazar ve dipl omaindeFréiasmt vie Kralika@®@r dar @| ¢i | i gamiayapadd
16581725.

1783 yilinda imzalanmis Georgiyevsk Antlasmasi ndan bahms edi |l mek
girmistir.

"Kelimenin har fmagisiugmanu 9 Temédélerir demektir. X1 X Gy z ytasiindedbu Rusya” da
adla gec¢cmektedir.
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hareketl er buayuluyer ek bagi msstag'dabukareketientegiee | e s |
eden potagsli may i b b(@hsispimen2082t 149)Bu anl amda, GuUr c
Litvanya dan sonr a Komiuni st l'iderl erini mi
bagi msit zIl 1 g1 ni tal ep e dewamedénl (kKO@gpX)bagv mish mi $ K
di1 s )Gldkecelr | ner edeyskRudg ky 6 pditzismpintdba i kiaed ¢ oled joi
Il e yeniden siyasi ki aznbk Il eni ishierildur ar ak bagi

2.1 Zviad Gamsahurdia donemi

19901991’ de bu fikrin y e@l rdemin efsdnelerininl talaas 1 n d a
hat i1 rl at Ghmeahglie bdal Zbir r ol oynami st . A. D. ¢
gunidmuzde milliyetciliKk mi | hoa dayaa z r i e mi\vsd |
Cavcavadze'nin gel ece Gmsphiuria lairlaf i adlnpgefg es &
di ni bir prmié@ty eGadnbsnalhsutriudridyla " n1 n nutukl ari1 nd
yonde il erl emesi ni nGularsOriddoks KilisesihinGlUuo lc@aimia @il air d e
toprakl ar ginnm bt @y le k t ek unsur od Uar rcallk g
t ar i hcdedyn i@mamdaontodoksHr i st i wanllcli@dm i muhafaza edi l

dis man MuUs!l Umanl ar a r aemnesmakbaemekalyarod kma iom d U

belirtmeliyiz. Kilisenin or t a k Kimligin, 6zellikle de di l
oynadi g1 Ldkgnudaemli bir meseleye degi nmek ¢
kazandi g1 arefede vatandagGuamrioh i cdaidlek &to n¢ g laenc
Mi |l | iklaazri,nlRus pol i bl ka@ikmnddigbv @t wpl t Grkiand y1 k
S u ¢cnhiasntGamsahurdian 1 n mi | | i azl nslgkdtagratheahaemgl s it
potansi yel bir cat i1 sma yarat abiulsiad diir.r kK9 9 Or
yay 1 ml ,ammg | | i azinl i1 kinast Ay Gaagandia nidn stard i r ¢

G rlcelr icindir" ol ar ak bilinen sl ogani , me

Gamsahurdid'Yuvarlak Masa" ( ~ 1 + 1 1”1 - Jmrqvali magida]) Partishin siyasi

programinil etnik mitlere dayanarak lomairl am
bil e, boyl e modern bir toplumu idare et mel
bulunmami,s aksine bir c¢cok di nmigedbiaArtr & mb uomaddnaii sktb a y
ul usahnimidnlii soveni zme gdeicni it gydaQaingatydid z b a s | @
Gurcistan devlietiyle kil i1 se ar a%i¢mnm i) tar.i
kendi yakam tarze, yer i veéndikladneer i g°rkeut sa
Meryem'in himayesi ndédyenlGamsahdiaxierk i it elmme ly aizddé onlé
idi (Alasania, 2006: 11J. Gamsahur di a'ya gor e, Kartvel oba
kendisinde OrtodokdHristiyan 1 g1 n 1 tasi mailroywidil et bumamlaa 10.
loann Zosi ma' nin sOyl edi klIBersikmain yd rairmek gseetcii

Gamsahurdia loann Zosme ’ @i mRidl i ni n al ki s1 ve sdéhreti?”
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Deneme”elianddler yeasy 1 nl ami st . Bunu vyapar ak, Gam
Gl rlar tHristyan hal k1 ar i ¢ci ndie@irgddicliil df gknncii dénd
korunm@gamsauahurdi a' nGar piolliiga ki yweiddi | in devl
restorasyonu ic¢cin temel kosull ardan Dbiri ol d

bir kol ekti f daek |l algi akinsde (gedrelbarl el zleryiendcey d

harekat | i der | @Batnide@y rdigiakiHristyanan miary &k lk endi me
biliyorum" demi sti. Ekonomi k sor unl armGamsahuediaz G mi n
hiakuimet i t ailgigizfikk Giidracni sdlaaadn 1 n t ar i hi frrsatini
Kurul masi ni engel |l edi . Di ni fundamentalizm
derinl esmesine yol act . Bu da azi ninilklkdraraar

askeriya r d 1 m (Sil@gava&edShengelid007: 245246).0nun sovenizminin n

olan kuvvelerGamsahurdiay a y 1 "di kolaakadd |" ann & (Noaig 1995t 107.
Ar al 1 k Ghfsahurdigl ebu guc¢cl erin detddé&)| ahasaug man U nedren
sil ahl bir c¢catisma sonucu Gamsahurdia bask

Shengelia2007: 246)

2.2 Eduard Sevardnadze donemi

Gurcistan Komuni st Parti si Genel Sekreterdi
ol meguar d Sevardnadze haki mi yet e gel di . Ul
Bat 1 'eldan ecek elestiriden kac¢may.! bamm@mu an ye
normal e getirmek, tidm Gurcistan tdgpoaakl ar v
i1 iskileri Oduimnenhlackmenkityiet i Zzaman.i Gurcistan
kontrol idnid neredeyse kaybett.i ve Usyemdi.i k 1989

Hal ki1 n kar s Blalgmans 1 rza Dre aBDB)dlidyseoldu, Bidrsltieglii k( or
riza®Rus idskieriil Ksel ar azi $Gadhetkdladze®97t ¥s1095twi | d i

Sevardnadze' nin cumhur baskani sec¢i |-fdktog i zal
bagi msi1zIl 1 k kazandi | ar . Denegimbdobsfrulbokatii
di kkatli sekil de kull anmaya bas bfzdedildi vel1 992 vy

Georgiy #8dduseml akdmli k konusuna ¢ é&liir gedié , Sev
siyasi dizeyodé mawd a(Nadlign [20a8H £2). Gamsahurdiani1 n  ak si ne
Sevar d@iardizier i hi ne Biuyik [Ipek Yeglwadtar iYlini ol &

temel i nde @Gisrnd&ilnmelisreilnel n Dogu Ve Bat i kal t o
bul unmasi ydi . Filozof Grygil Treveaghkaer ibrudaf i &ir
1970'lerdeGur alii ml er ar as i nmias (yeezgdee, 2009y 1 Giul bBé Vv Irin
' i derl erinin bu fikri surdidrmeye ve yaymaya

de, Sevar dnadz e labilirmB uf iaknrlia mfday d adiir cd ay1an, Do
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petrol ine baglayamrsmnnimer&teesi of man syietni y onlil

basl adi . Arti1 k Guarcistan hem siyasi, hem de
de ABD'den destek almay bas!| ad1 . Si vil topl um gdicl enme
Bununl a birlirktne,( odiedil i &4 i1enlYiekhloava' ni n Sahit|
kar s mu h al e f edevana éti(Kikl naasdt zier,1 | 2nak8 :a 33 0) . Or ne
omayan" di ni tari katlari n kal di ridingaisnic esd qire

g O rodar Gurcistan'" 1 n kimligi ni, 199@) tkim 2002ad, t 1 nd a
Sevardnhtzida,veGirci stan' daki Pawill oglaend&ae | abk

alan bir konsorsiyum i mzal adi . Bi r olayak | son
Gurcistan'da Vatikan il e ibadet dzgurl aguo Kk
Ortodoks Kiligslevilet bittaimmkkbbisel dndke | obdngu
ederek anlasmayr el estirdi .u Badiaskmanii nl @ rmzwad
onl emek ic¢cin devl et binasinin karsisinda pr
"Gurcistan' birrak!"" i df Vatiikk anasyi zi ¢Ginrdcei s ial
Sevardnadze'nin istiafadgil .t al ép@amed@ ieloRd00r: B sh e
15) . Bu durumda, bir ul usal Kimligin olusunm
mi | | igyetntkdgd K en ol arak g6éren ve onu m8déni yet
yonunde BGakleirl'arn. ul usal kimlige bu kadar (
vatandadlliak r mmk tam ol ar ak kull anmal ar i1 ni e
eksi kIl i gie, Ganisahurdlada arhani1 nd a, Giurcistan'daki t e
imkdn | ar 1 ndca@uU rfemybrarland i | i r | er di . Sevardnadze' nir
et mesi ile, dil, din, etnik kokeninden asi |l
mi || i azi1 glv &n gitikad ok eami g liakenskvemo Kartli veSamtskle-

Cavdh et i adl'sdnaa cggd z|l enm&eéivar Bmagiddddm mi yet i ul ke
ve istikrarin teminat. yoll arirnomemdanbs$r de
Gircistan vatandas!i U0l keyi terk etmek zorund

2.3 Mihail Saakasvili donemi

Bati'da egitim goérmis ve yeniMShkiak a@er lgidgtean
Gurcistan bir modele donuGurlem@hmdebegydi . aGidr c
bu bdlgede yasayan tiuim di ger ul usal azinl ik
mikemmel olsa da, mevcut durumla uyusmadi g1 n

edebil ecek zayi1 f nokdBIlnbetbtid,en2®d8 dawamain,l nR
ol ar akGuglceue ni ¢in traji kti. Cuinkud bSa agkea snviilllie
hikimetinin giundeme getirdigi ki liilte kgotnvuel nacre
altina ali BommaddedémpgMadde | X} odGUsciKst asedak
rold beli Anchkiki gtuimhur baskani ni nonunéks etnik i | ani
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mer keziyet ge gne M rlii lyeeit.ci Biu, 0 zamanl ar bazi
muhafazakar b pozi syon al ar ak hal k arasinda popdul

Saakaiskvtiildiara gel di gi nde GuUr ciBazan arca snt 1yremaic

disiuncesbaak agggerdganii yemin torenini Kurucu Da
manas | r 1 nda b o s u(Araronkaskvilive Maisaiadzg 2010: 5. Muhtemelen,
kilisenin mevcut guciunden, catir sma durumund
camitg .

Sonu¢

Son yiaxkyi1 lgel i grenek ehalakitm ks iby as milliideolojisiend e n i h
giucl emadesdhipol dugunu gostveer ndiesvtliert. sMiylalseit bi ¢i

kazandi1 g1 icin mil i Kimli gi nOzbeellliirklleen me%8g 0
itibaren dinyada siyadietdezeni nutdedugnochasidedi
vermi stir. GiUniumizde kiuresellesen dinda mevc
st gyinmaalblaakke ni msremi Bo6 yvakatede® i r aniti | | i Kimliginin

slugieceri sinde @élairgiyihia @mdad ayamkoy wuntedarhi Daha
ol aylarin akisina gore mid Icialkiignan gGinric idsi tna ni
politikada bile hangi sebepterd ol a vy I Bat hatti1 ni sec¢gcmesi
iCavcavwidaddizmiil |l etinin ideolojisi nGinrtyadrkat 1icclisn
onun yabputnidkalnarcok .daXhHaX fyadizlyadidran Gderrailli gel i s
Kimli gi stiar ieddietiadit.@&rekkiinglldi gi ni t SCB i dhesne | 6 nocl ea rva
sonra ol mak Uz ¢nhiliiz.i Xav yag anthdyrae ma vV e ondan

Glarlcetr i n tari hi hafirzasina zarar vermistir. |
mili ki ml i gi ni muhafaza etmek yolunda buyuk cab
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Extended Abstract

Research Problem

Nationalism and national identity are one of the important topics of histarya social
psycholaical phenomenon national identity is exposed to countless influences such as the
state. The concept of nationalentity emerged by French Revolution has not gained a
definition among scientists. As we know there is a difference between ethnic groop, nati
and national state. Effort to obtain political autonomy is a main difference here. So as the
ethnic group carwt be considered a natioime national state cannot be accepted as a nation.
The aim of this study is to present the struggle of Georgianmé#&br independence after
Russian invasion and to explain the conditions of the period, formatiordearelopment
processes of Georgian national identity. In the study conducted with descriptive method, it is
seen that the issue of national identity in B&mns is based on anthropological, religious,
linguistic, historical, civil and economic factorBheissues identified are classified under the

necessary headings. These issues have been discussed in detail in all aspects.

Research Questions

What is a nreaning of nation?

What is a difference between nation, nationality, ethnic groups and nationalyiglentit

How did the national identity in the PeSbviet space and what are the main features of its?
What is a place and importance of the Georgian natideality in the history?

How did the phases of the Georgian national identity and the developmergsaiaice place?
What are the consequences of the Georgian national identity in the historical processes?
Literature Review

This work is based on materialgbout nationalism andational identity In this study,
previous studies on the nationalism arational identity were usedt also uses secondary
sources inGeorgianand Western academic literature. The main part of research was

conducted in librariedn the article, the explanation has been increased.
Methodology

The research was done in desaviptmethod.The first method is to determine the resources

to be used according to the subject of the study applied. Resource screening has been done as
a prioity. Identified sources have been provided. The resources provided were examined and
criticized by a rigorous study. Reliability and accuracy of resources have been investigated.

The accuracy of the specified resources is selected for use. Then, thehapwsl be used
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in the article are classified as headings by using the coding mdiheske @assified resources

are listed according to the priority of the issue.
Conclusion

The developments in the last century have shown that the national ideofoglydregthened

the political and civil life of many peoples. Since the nation andtidite have gained new
roles in the political form, the determination of the national identity has become important.
The change of the political order in the world, escsince the 1980s, caused a change in
the attitude of the national states. Tod#g globalizing world has left the nationalist refuge

as the only way to protect itself from the destruction. Thus, the main themes of the
development of Georgian natidndentity within the historical period were put forward the
article. According to thélow of historical events from earlier Christianity, Georgia is trying

to execute its national identity through religion. The facts analyzed above reveal the
authenticiy of the Georgian people. The influence of developing Georgian national identity
sincethe XIX century. We can divide the Georgian identity into two stages front@mRost

Soviet nationalism. The historical process shows that the events of the Sowdtgmet its
aftermath have damaged the memory of the Georgians. The result is thatrtodarn
Georgia is making great efforts to maintain its national iderkhg. information obtained as a

result of the article was the answer to the questions posled study.



