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“The social development has brought us to the critical phase again.
For this moment the actual problem is not how to distribute
 the material gains. The real problem is to have a courage for 
  overcoming the  materialism and breaking through
 the new spiritual reality. Only then will we be able to settle
 material problems”.
Bernard Lievegoed, Crisis and Development in the Individual Phases.,

book, London1979

Background
Georgia is located in the Southern Caucasus on the eastern coast of the Black Sea. Since 1991 Georgia has been experiencing a transition from a totalitarian regime to democracy. 
After the so-called ‘Rose Revolution’ of November 2003 the new President and the government has initiated and implemented significant reforms in many spheres. The priority spheres were military, energetics, development of the infrastructure and privatization of public goods. In general these reforms stipulated the growth of economic development, but as the income distribution take place differentially, the social state has not improved, but in many cases has aggravated instead. 
The ongoing situation has revealed the necessity of the improvement of the social policy, as the development of the effective system for social protection has not became possible so far.
Since 2006 the approaches towards poverty has changed and the State has directed its attention towards so -called the extremely poor, which is defined on the bases of the certain criteria and which constitute 17% (500 000 individuals) of all population. Such an approach distinguishes Georgia from other countries.

The cancellation of the programs for other  vulnerable  groups of the population, such   as  single mothers and fathers, mothers having many children, unemployed, internally displaced people, retirees, made them unprotected and raised the risk for them to became extremely poor.
Overcoming poverty is still the priority issue for the country.
According to The World Fact book the population below poverty line was 54.5% (2003-2004 data), unemployment rate was 12.6.
The brief overview of the existing situation

Women’s poverty in Georgia is caused by the lack of the appropriate measures carried out in this field from the side of the government (on the background of existing unemployment and poverty) on one hand, and traditions and mentality on the other. While the women play the main role in creation of the household production/goods and in taking care of family members, in the cases of division and transmission of the private property man are given the privileges i.e. traditions and mentality protect man’s property rights.
For all these reasons women often   become victims of violence, domestic violence as well, which has devastating effects for them and for the new generation. 
How do the poor women manage to survive and take care of their family – this is the riddle exactly.
a. Part  of the women are engaged in non-qualified work, others in a small business, but only a few have reached the successes due to the non-existence of the contributing conditions;
b. So called “the group labor migration” from Georgia has been widely spread – first of all this are women of the fertile age (the overall number of migrant women is 62%). The “feminization ” of the migration has negatively affected the demographic processes ( rise of the birth-rate , decrease of mortality, child education);
c. The reduction in childcare possibilities in a context of high labor force participation has increased women’s ‘time poverty’ and affects their level of stress and their health status.

d. Only in Georgia and Tajikistan are female headed households systematically more likely to be poor.

Conclusion 
The existing situation in Georgia -  the real picture of the   women’s state  with  regards to the poverty issue needs durable solutions, which implies creation of the policy, oriented  on  social development  on the one hand,  and its urgent settlement –through the realization of the different social protection programs, on the other hand.
The analyses of the existing situation made it evident once more, that the realization of the economic policy separately, even if it causes the growth of the countries’ economy, does not result in the improvement of the life of the population. Social policy should not be considered as a result of the economic policy, but as a factor for the economic growth.
The following words of Mister Denys Correll: “What benefit is economic development if it is not integrated with social development? The beauty of Copenhagen commitments are their clarity as an integrated whole of every type of development”. (Denys Correll, “making Copenhagen Work: Decent Work for a Decent Life”, 2008) has much common with our vision   of the effective social policy.
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