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Course Description 

 

Course Prerequisites 

 

No prerequisites 

 

Learning Outcomes 

№ Knowledge and Skills Acquired as a Result of Studying the Subject 

1. Analyzes the European values, and dynamics of the European integration process in Georgia. 

Assesses the importance of European integration in the development of the country. 

Makes a practical project in accordance with pre-defined guidelines on European integration 

issues to specialists and non-specialists;  

Collects data on Georgia's European integration.  

Shares the importance of Georgia's European integration values and actively participates in the 

dissemination of those values. 

 

 

Methods of Achieving Learning Outcomes (Teaching and Learning)  

 

 

 

 

 

The aim of the course is to give students a wide knowledge of the essence of European ideas and values. 

Multilateral relations between Georgia and the European Union, the dynamics of the European 

integration processes in Georgia. 
The lecture course in Georgian is conducted at the Georgian Technical University with the support of the 

European Union within the framework of the Erasmus + Jean Monnet program. 

 Lecture   seminar (Team working)  Practical   laboratory  

 Course work/project   Consultation   Independent work 

 

Activities of the teaching-learning methods:  

1. Verbal or oral method  

2. Written Method  

3. Demonstration method  

4. Discussion / debate method  

5. Case study method  

6. The induction method  

7. The deductive method   

8. The method of analysis  

9. E-learning 



Credits: 5 

 

Course Schedule in Accordance to the Students’ Weekly Workload (hrs.) 

 

Lecture: 15 

Seminar (working in a group): 30 

Practical: - 

Laboratory: - 

Course work / project: - 

Practice: - 

Mid-semester/final exam: 2/2 

Independent work: 76  

 

Lecture 

№ Title of the theme and its content 

1 

The concept - Europe and European identity  

Introduction; 

At the origins of the European idea;  

Europe of ancient times;  

Christian Europe. 

2 
The ideas of unified Medieval Europe 

Projects of unified European ideas XIV-XVI centuries; 

3 
Medieval Europe and Georgia; 

Medieval Georgia and the European world; 

4 

European ideas in the XX-XXI centuries 

Pan-European ideas; 

Europe after World War II; 

European integration - processes and models; 

Europeanization of Georgia at the modern stage; 

5 

Georgia EU association agreement: Evaluations and analysis 

Association agreement; 

Visa liberalization. 

6 

Transnational projects of Georgia and EU 

TRACECA projects; 

INOGATE project. 

7 

The essence of Europeanization and Georgian reality 

The essence of Europeanization; 

 Europeanization in Georgian reality; 

 Europeanization as a new political reality. 



8 

Georgia within the framework of the European neighborhood and the eastern partnership 

program 

Partnership and cooperation agreement; 

Neighborhood policy. 

Eastern partnership. 

9 
EU global strategy policy  

Europe's global strategy; 

10 
European integration of the south Caucasus countries 

EU policy in the South Caucasus. 

11 
Myths and Reality in Georgia-EU Relations 

Strengthening anti-western campaign in Georgia; 

12 
Georgian and European values: similarities and differences 

Georgians and Europeans have identical values. 

13 

Visegrad countries' experience on Georgia's European integration.  

Visegrad countries and Georgia; 

Visegrad countries: concept, history. 

14 

Georgia and the EU security policy. 

United European defense and security policy; 

The main bodies responsible for security and defense. 

15 

Importance of European Integration for Georgia 

European integration mechanism; 

Development of an institutional mechanism to support the European integration process in 

Georgia. 

 

Seminar 

№ Title of the theme and its content 

1 

The concept - Europe and European identity 

What is Europe; 

The essence of Europeanization. 
Discussion  

2 

Medieval united European Ideas 

Projects of unified European Ideas in XIV-XVI centuries; 

Oral assessment 

3 

Medieval Europe and Georgia 

Georgia - bridge between the west and the east 

Oral assessment 

4 

European ideas in the XX-XXI centuries 

European integration-processes and models 

Oral assessment 

5 

Georgia EU association agreement 

Visa liberalization; 

Deep and comprehensive free trade area agreement (DCFTA) 



Oral assessment 

6 

Transnational projects of Georgia and EU 

TRACECA projects. 

Oral assessment 

7 

The essence of Europeanization and Georgian reality 

Europeanization as a new political reality 

Discussion  

8 

Georgia within the framework of the European neighborhood and the eastern partnership 

program 

Partnership and cooperation agreements 

Oral assessment 

9 

EU global strategy policy  

European security and international order 

Oral assessment 

10 

European integration of the south Caucasus countries 

Euro-integration perspectives of south Caucasus countries 

Discussion  

11 
Myths and Reality in Georgia-EU Relations 

Reality and myths in Georgian-European relations 

12 

Georgian and European values: similarities and differences 

Identical values of Georgians and Europeans 

Discussion  

13 

Visegrad countries' experience on Georgia's European integration 

Visegrad countries and Georgia 

Oral assessment 

14 

Georgia and the EU security policy 

A united European defense and security policy 

Oral assessment 

15 

Importance of European Integration for Georgia 

Development of an institutional mechanism to support the European integration process in 

Georgia 

Discussion 

 

Student Knowledge Assessment System 

Grading system is based on a 100-point scale. 

Positive grades: 

• (A) - Excellent - grades between 91-100 points; 

• (B) – Very good - grades between 81-90 points 

• (C) - Good - grades between 71-80 points 

• (D) - Satisfactory - grades between 61-70 points 



• (E) - Pass - the rating of 51-60 points 

Negative grades: 

• (FX) - Did not pass - grades between 41-50 points, which means that the student is required 

to work more to pass and is given the right, after independent work, to take one extra exam; 

• (F) – Failed - 40 points and less, which means that the work carried out by the student did 

not bring any results and he/she has to learn the subject from the beginning. 

 

Assessment Forms, Methods and Criteria 

Assessment Forms Assessment Methods and Criteria 

 

Ongoing activity 

Maximum assessment point of current activity - 30 points. 

Current activity is evaluated through oral assessments and 

discussions, 2 points each, a total of 30 points. 

10 oral assessments, 2 points each, a total of 20 points. 

5 discussions, 2 points each, a total of 10 points. 

The criteria for the test with open questions is: 

1. 1.5-2.0 points. The answer is complete. The issue is precise 

and comprehensive narrated, terminology preserved, a 

student is thoroughly aware of the subject, has profoundly 

and thoroughly mastered basic and additional literature, no 

mistakes. The problem is perfectly solved, the discussion is at 

a high level. 

2. 1.0-1.5 points. - The answer is complete, however 

shortened, terminologically correct, no substantial mistakes. 

The student is well aware of the lessons learned in the 

program; Has mastered basic literature. The discourse  is 

good.  

3. 0.5-1.0 points - The answer is incomplete. Terminology is 

insufficient. The student possesses the subject required by the 

program, but lacks the knowledge, the discourse  is 

fragmented. 

4. 0.1-0.5 points. - the answer is insufficient. No special 

terminology is used. The answer is essentially wrong, only 

individual fragments of relevant subjects are narrated.  

5. 0 points – The answer is not relevant to the subject or it is 

not at all.  

 

The criteria for evaluating discussions: 

2.0 points - actively participates in the discussion. Has the 

ability to reason and argue his own opinion, at the same time 

this reasoning and opinion is valid. professional terminology 



is used in the discussion. Has a strong ability to argue and 

oppose. Speaks in a language that is understandable to the 

audience. Has the ability to see the problem. 

1.5 points - Participates in the discussion. Has the ability to 

reason and argue his / her own opinion, at the same time this 

reasoning and opinion is correct, uses professional 

terminology. Has the ability to argue and argue logically. 

However, it lacks self-confidence. Speaks in a language that is 

understandable to the audience. 

1.0 points - Participates in the discussion. Cites arguments, 

though not self-confident in the correctness of the opinion. 

There are small factual errors in his reasoning. Weakly, but 

uses professional terminology. The ability to argue and 

oppose is scarce. Speaks timidly and slightly misunderstood. 

0.5 points - Rarely participates in discussion. The arguments 

are weak and often illogical. Reasoning is weak - partly 

wrong. Terminology is quite scarce. Discusses in fragments. 

Has no ability to argue and oppose. Speaks incomprehensibly. 

0 points - does not participate in the discussion. 

 

 

Mid-semester exam 

The sum of points for the current activity and the midterm 

exam is 60, the minimum competency threshold is 30 points. 

The midterm exam maximum score is - 30.  

exam is evaluated through 1 essay - 10 points; 

4 open questions, 5 points each, totally 20 points. 

The criteria for evaluating essay: 

9-10 points - The answer is complete. The issue is conveyed 

accurately and exhaustively. Professional terminology is 

reserved. The student thoroughly masters the passed material, 

has deep knowledge of mandatory literature. There is no 

mistake. Reasoning is at a high level. 

7-8 points - The answer is complete, but short. 

Terminologically is correct. There is no substantial error. The 

student is well versed in the passed material provided by the 

program, knows the mandatory literature. The reasoning is 

good. 

5-6 points - The answer is incomplete. Professional 

terminology is lacking. The student possesses the material 

provided by the program, but the shortcomings are noted. 

Reasoning is fragmentary.  

3-4 points - The answer is incomplete. Professional 

terminology is wrong. Relevant material on the issue is 

presented partly. The student has insufficiently mastered the 

required literature. Several essential errors are noted. 

1-2 points - the answer is incomplete. Professional 

terminology is not used. The answer is fundamentally wrong. 



Only separate fragments of the relevant material are 

presented. 

0 points. The answer to the question is not relevant or not 

given at all. 

 

The criteria for evaluating open question: 

5.0 points - The answer is complete. The issue is conveyed 

accurately and exhaustively. Professional terminology is 

reserved. The student thoroughly masters the passed material, 

has deep knowledge of mandatory literature. There is no 

mistake. The answer to the question is perfect. 

4.0 points - The answer is complete, but short. 

Terminologically is correct. There is no substantial error. The 

student is well versed in the passed literature provided by the 

program; has mastered the mandatory literature. 

3.0 points - The answer is incomplete. Professional 

terminology is lacking. The student possesses the material 

provided by the program, but the shortcomings are noted. 

2.0 points - The answer is incomplete. Professional 

terminology is wrong. Relevant material on the issue is 

presented partly. The student has insufficiently mastered the 

required literature. Several essential errors are noted. 

1.0 points - the answer is incomplete. Professional 

terminology is not used. The answer is fundamentally wrong. 

Only separate fragments of the relevant material are 

presented. 

0 points. The answer to the question is not relevant or not 

given at all. 

 

Final / additional exam 

Maximum assessment point for the final /additional exam - 40 

points. Minimum competency threshold - 21 points. 

2 essay, 10 points each, a total of 20 points. 

4 open questions, 5 points each, a total of 20 points. 

 

The criteria for evaluating essay: 

9-10 points - The answer is complete. The issue is conveyed 

accurately and exhaustively. Professional terminology is reserved. 

The student thoroughly masters the passed material, has deep 

knowledge of mandatory literature. There is no mistake. Reasoning 

is at a high level. 

7-8 points - The answer is complete, but short. Terminologically is 

correct. There is no substantial error. The student is well versed in 

the passed material provided by the program, knows the mandatory 

literature. The reasoning is good. 

5-6 points - The answer is incomplete. Professional terminology is 

lacking. The student possesses the material provided by the 

program, but the shortcomings are noted. Reasoning is  

fragmentary.  



3-4 points - The answer is incomplete. Professional terminology is 

wrong. Relevant material on the issue is presented partly. The 

student has insufficiently mastered the required literature. Several 

essential errors are noted. 

1-2 points - the answer is incomplete. Professional terminology is 

not used. The answer is fundamentally wrong. Only separate 

fragments of the relevant material are presented. 

0 points. The answer to the question is not relevant or not given at 

all. 

 

The criteria for evaluating open question: 

5.0 points - The answer is complete. The issue is conveyed 

accurately and exhaustively. Professional terminology is reserved. 

The student thoroughly masters the passed material, has deep 

knowledge of mandatory literature. There is no mistake. The 

answer to the question is perfect. 

4.0 points - The answer is complete, but short. Terminologically is 

correct. There is no substantial error. The student is well versed in 

the pased literature provided by the program; has mastered the 

mandatory literature. 

3.0 points - The answer is incomplete. Professional terminology is 

lacking. The student possesses the material provided by the 

program, but the shortcomings are noted. 

2.0 points - The answer is incomplete. Professional terminology is 

wrong. Relevant material on the issue is presented partly. The 

student has insufficiently mastered the required literature. Several 

essential errors are noted. 

1.0 points - the answer is incomplete. Professional terminology is 

not used. The answer is fundamentally wrong. Only separate 

fragments of the relevant material are presented. 

0 points. The answer to the question is not relevant or not given at 

all. 

 

          Main Sources 
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