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Features of the model of state-religious relations that have developed so far in Georgia are being
considered. The position of the Georgian Orthodox Church in Georgian society is due to the historical and
social significance of its activities in the most difficult post-Soviet period of the formation of Georgian
independence. It is argued that the presence of religion, using the example of the Georgian Orthodox Church
in Georgian society, is a special model, different from Russian, and generally uncharacteristic for Orthodoxy.
This model allowed the clergy of the Georgian Orthodox Church to actively participate in the ongoing internal
political and socio-cultural processes, thereby contributing to the strengthening of the power of the Church in
society. As a result, the Georgian Orthodox Church has become a powerful institution in the public sphere,
although the principle of separation of church from state is legally binding.
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[H.l. Kenebepda, A.U. Psbowanka Cneuncpuka OTHOWEHMA rocyaapcTBa U LepKBM B COBPeMEHHOM
Mpy3uu]

PaccmaTpuBalTcs 0COGEHHOCTM TOWM MOAENN roCyAapCTBEHHO-PENUIMO3HBIX OTHOLUEHWI, KOTOpble
CNOXMUINCb K HacTosLweMy BpemeHu B ['pysun. NonoxeHune NpyanHckon MNpasocnasHom Liepkeu B rpy3MHCKOM
o6LiecTBe 06YCNOBIIEHO TOW UCTOPUYECKON M OBLLIECTBEHHOW 3HAYNMOCThIO €€ AeATENbHOCTU B TPyOHENLINA
MOCTCOBETCKUI NepMo, CTAHOBMNEHMS He3aBUCUMOCTH [py3nn. YTBepxaaeTcs, YTO NPpUCYTCTBUE pennrum, Ha
npumepe ML B rpy3nHckom obLuecTBe, npeactaBnsatoT cobon ocobyo Moaernb, OTANYHY OT POCCUNCKON, U
B Uenom HexapakTepHyto anga [lpaBocnaBuda. Takasas mopenb no3sonuna ayxoseHcTBy [TIL, akTtuBHO
BKIMIOUUTBCS B MPOMCXOSLLINE BHYTPUMOMUTUYECKNE U COLMOKYNbTYPHbIE NMPOLIECCHl, YTO B CBOK O4yepenb
crnocobeTByeT yeuneHuto Bnactu Llepksu B o6wecTtse. B pesynbTtate ML, cTana MoLHENWNM UHCTUTYTOM B
obuiecTBeHHON cdhepe, XOTA NpPUHLUMN OTAENEeHUa LEepKBM OT rocygapcTBa sIBNAETCH OPUANYECKU
obs3aTeENbHbLIM.

Knioyesble cnosa: [pyanHckas [NpaBocnaBHasa LlepkoBb, rocygapCTBEHHO-LEPKOBHbIE OTHOLUEHUS,
06LLecTBEHHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO, CEKYIIAPU3M.
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Kenebepda HuHa [puzopbesHa — kaHOudam unocogckux Hayk, odoueHm, Pocmoesckul ropududeckuli
uHcmumym MuHucmepcmea eHympeHHuUx 0enl Poccutickol ®edepauuu, 2. Pocmos-Ha-/LJoHy, Pocculickas
Qedepayusi.

Psabowanka Acus U3maunosHa — kaHOudam 9KOHOMUYECKUX Hayk, doueHm, Pocmosckul unuan
Poccutickoli mamoxeHHoU akademuu, e. Pocmos-Ha-/[oHy, Poccutickas ®edepayusi.

In the 215t century, it has become apparent that religion is a tool for influencing mental
values and priorities in people's social practices. Modern social processes are characterized
by the removal of tightly structured standards and the peculiar representation of this process
in the aspect of state-religious relations. One of the most important trends is rethinking of
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public space by the introduction of digital technologies and, in this regard, the role and
significance of relations between the state and religion, which function precisely in public
space. Modeling the processes of state-church relations in public space has various
approaches. Researchers [6] distinguish eight established models, in particular, the Balkan
model, the Central European Catholic model, the Austro-Hungarian historical model, the
Catholic subregional model, the Protestant Central European models, the Romanian
historical and cultural model, the East Slavic Orthodox model, the Greek Orthodox model,
among which the Georgian model stands out for the uniqueness of historical and cultural
principles of interaction with the authorities.

Orthodoxy began to spread in Georgia in the 4" century and was very soon adopted
as a state religion. In the 11" century, Orthodoxy in Georgia received autocephaly, that is,
independence from Byzantium. After Georgia became part of the Russian Empire in 1801,
the Georgian Orthodox Church lost independence, receiving the status of exarchate of the
Russian Orthodox Church, which lasted until 1917. In 1943, the Moscow Patriarch
recognized Georgian autocephaly. In other words, being a Soviet republic, Georgia had its
own patriarch.

Unlike the Russian Orthodox Church, the Georgian clergy had and now have more
considerable authority in the public space. In particular, historically, Georgian bishops could,
for example, command troops, as well as perform important secular functions.

The fundamental difference is the factor that the modern Georgian model of state-
religious relations rests on a bedrock of "ethno-religious nationalism," which establishes a
close connection between ethnic Georgians and Christianity.

In addition, the public space of modern Georgia is freer from the influence of Soviet
ideology, but also more concentrated around Georgian culture. On the other hand, the
European orientation of the public space of Georgian society after the Rose Revolution in
2003 reformed its configuration towards the European legal system with democratic
institutions. At the same time, the Georgian church, according to Patriarch Ilia Il, is not an
obstacle to European integration, provided that Georgian culture is preserved. He stressed
that "European structures are necessary, but at the same time we should not lose our
values, that is, our Georgian... values" [3]. At the same time, the Georgian clergy actively
participate in protest actions if European values pose a threat to the ethno-religious
dominants of Georgian society. The example is the strong disagreement of the Georgian
church with the 2011 amendment to the Civil Code [2] concerning religious organizations,
which proposed to level traditional and non-traditional religions in rights by granting
everyone the status of a legal entity. The clergy organized protests, expressing
disagreement with the European demand for equality of religions. Thus, the Georgian
Orthodox Church is able to mobilize citizens, which in turn indicates the serious internal
political weight of the Georgian clergy.

At the same time, article 9 of paragraph 1 of the Constitution of Georgia [1], recognizing
the special status of the Georgian church, guarantees the separation of the church from the
state. But since no other religion is granted a special status, it can be considered that legally
the church in Georgia retains a privileged position.

The specifics of the Georgian model are the conclusion of a special agreement,
concordat between the church and the state in 2011 [4]. This is a unique model that has no
analogues in the Orthodox world. The concordat is a model of relations between the state
and the church, enshrined in a special Constitutional agreement, which is adopted by a vote
in Parliament. With the adoption of the concordat, the state assumed responsibility for
material and moral damage caused in the 20" century, and the Georgian church gained the
right to compensation for damage, the right to purchase state property, exemption of clergy
from taxes, from compulsory military service. In addition, the Georgian church performs an
advisory function in matters of education and cultural heritage.
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The concordat is a phenomenon of the Catholic world resulting from disputes about
investiture, that is, the question of the jurisdiction of the church hierarchy: who should
appoint bishops and determine the range of their duties, the pope or the king? The result
was the conclusion first of London Concordat in 1107, and then of the Concordat of Worms
in 1122. The concordat is a compromise agreement recognizing the duality of the position
of the clergy, endowed with signs of both secular power on the part of the state and signs of
spiritual power on the part of the pope, that is, the bishop becomes acceptable to both church
power and secular. The concordat points to the close connection of Catholicism with state
power, which is reflected in the consolidation of these relations in the Constitutions, for
example, of Italy, Poland.

The concordat is being perceived not so much as separation but as cooperation, and
this cooperation manifests itself in giving religious associations and organizations a different
legal status. The goal is to recognize the religious requests of the majority of citizens and at
the same time to strive to avoid discrimination on religious grounds. The papal throne, which
is located in Italy, provides a large influence of the Catholic Church on political and social
life, so it is not surprising that the conceptual framework of the concordat fits into the idea of
cooperation. So, the concordat is a Catholic historical-cultural tradition of state-church
relations based on agreement in strictly defined areas, enshrined in the constitution of the
state.

The Georgian concordat suggests that the model of the presence of the Georgian
church in the public space developed in post-Soviet Georgia fundamentally stems not so
much from the historical and cultural significance of Orthodoxy for Georgian society but from
an attempt to adapt to the requirements and spirit of the European Union. It is likely that the
concordat for the Georgian Orthodox Church was an effective opportunity to resist the
onslaught of Central European religious expansion into the territory of Georgia. In this case,
the word "separation” is clear in the definition of state-church relations according to the
Constitution of Georgia [1].

On the other hand, during the post-Soviet transformation of public space in Georgia,
the nature of nationalist sentiments during the reign of President Z. Gamsakhurdia had an
ethno-religious colouring. Z. Gamsakhurdia, being the most influential politician, tried to
unite Georgians around an ethno-religious sign, while discriminating against those who did
not belong to Orthodoxy. It was he who, according to Vakhridze [6, p. 84] established a
specific "form™" of Georgian nationalism on the basis of a close connection between ethnic
Georgians and Orthodoxy, which remains today, influencing the ethnic minorities of Georgia.

Thus, Georgia has developed a special model of relations between the state and
religion, the uniqueness of which is due to the desire of the Georgian people to preserve the
identity of the national Georgian culture and statehood. However, this model does not
correspond to the doctrine of the nature of Orthodoxy and the Orthodox Church.
Dogmatically, the Orthodox Church is ecumenical, which means it is impossible to limit its
contours to local national ideas. In this sense, the concordat of the Georgian Orthodox
Church contradicts the dogmas of Orthodoxy and can be regarded as a retreat.
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