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zurab kakabaZe

95



nomeri eZRvneba

zurab kakabaZis 90 wlisTavs 

masSi Sesulia 2021 wlis 18-19 noembers ivane javaxiSvilis saxelobis 
Tbilisis saxelmwifo universitetis humanitarul mecnierebaTa fakul te-

tis filosofiis saswavlo-samecniero institutis mier iuneskos programis 
farglebSi Catarebuli filosofiis msoflio dRisadmi miZRvnili saer Ta-

So riso samecniero simpoziumis masalebi.

ZURAB KAKABADZE – 95

This issue is dedicated to Zurab Kakabadze – 95th annuvarsary. It contains materials of 
international scientific conference within the framework of UnESCO World Philosophy Day, 
which was organized by Teaching-Research Institute of Philosophy of the Faculty of Humanities, 
and held on november 18-19, 2021 at Ivane Javakhishvili Tbilisi State University.
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filosofiuri anTropologia

PHILOSOPHICAL ANTHROPOLOGY

mixeil maxaraZe mixeil maxaraZe 

zurab kakabaZe – evropuli donis qarTveli filosofosi

Tavis droze cnobilma literatorma Tamaz Cxenkelma zurab kakabaZis 

leqsebis krebulis – `Tvalgaxelili sizmrebi~ (Tb., 1983) Sesaval werilSi 

misi avtori moixsenia, rogorc `evropuli stilis filosofosi~. SeiZ le-

ba es definicia ar iyos amomwuravi, Tumca zedmiwevniT gamoxatavs Ta na-

medroveobis gamoCenili qarTveli filosofosis, kulturologis, eseis-

tisa da poetis – zurab kakabaZis filosofiuri moRvaweobis arss.

zurab kakabaZe daibada cnobili pedagogisa da sazogado moRvawis 

– meTode kakabaZis ojaxSi. igi im gvaris Svili iyo, romelmac qarTul 

kulturas araerTi gamoCenili moRvawe misca. sakuTriv meTode kakabaZis 

ojaxSi ki ori gamoCenili qarTveli Semoqmedi aRizarda: zurabi (1926-

1982) da misi ufrosi Zma – nodari (1924-2007), aRiarebuli germanisti, 

Tomas manis Semoqmedebis ubad lo mcodne da mkvlevari, literatori da 

xelovnebaTmcodne. 

zurab kakabaZem universitetis filosofiis fakultetis damTavrebis 

Semdeg swavla gaagrZela aspiranturaSi logikis ganxriT. misi xelmZRvaneli 

iyo akad. kote baqraZe. sakandidato disertaciac logikaSi daicva.

Semdeg zurab kakabaZis kvlevis areali farTovdeba da misi Seswavlis 

sagani xdeba Tanamedrove dasavleTis filosofia, kulturis filosofia, 

filosofiuri anTropologia, eTikisa da esTetikis sakiTxebi. amis garda, 

igi ikvlevs filosofiuri yaidis mwerlebis (dostoevski, Tomas mani, 

kafka, joisi, ionesko, kamiu, friSi, beketi...) Semoqmedebas, ganixilavs da 

kritikulad afasebs dasavleTis gamoCenili kinoreJisorebis (felini, 

kurosava, kubriki...) kinoSedevrebs.

zurab kakabaZis es mravalmxrivi SemoqmedebiTi moRvaweoba arsebiTad 

fokusirebulia erTi mTavari Temis – adamianis problemis irgvliv, 

romelic masTan sabolood Rebulobs adamianis, rogorc filosofiuri 

problemis, saxes.

adamianis filosofiuri problemis kvlevisas, zurab kakabaZis kri ti-

kis sagania mecnierul-teqnikuri progresis epoqaSi aRmocenebuli natu ra-

listur-teqnicisturi msoflmxedveloba, romelic am poziciidan afa sebs 

adamians. problemis gadaWris gzaze ki zurab kakabaZe ar ifargleba mxo lod 

filosofiiT da xSirad mimarTavs mwerlobisa da xelovnebis war mo mad ge-

nel Ta Semoqmedebas.

gasuli saukunis 60-iani wlebidan iwyeba zurab kakabaZis kvlevis Se de-

gebis mkiTxvelis farTo samsjavroze gamotana. 1965 wels TbilisSi rusul 
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enaze qveyndeba misi monografia `egsistenciuri krizisis~ problema da 

edmund huserlis transcendentaluri fenomenologia~, xolo 1970 wels, 

aseve rusul enaze – `adamiani, rogorc filosofiuri problema~.

am orma monografiam saqveyno aRiareba moutana zurab kakabaZes. maTze 

gamoqveynda aRfrTovanebuli recenziebi rusul, polonur, norvegiul da 

iaponur enebze. `adamiani, rogorc filosofiuri problema~ ki 1971 wels 

iTargmna da gamoqveynda iaponur enaze. 

amasTan, samecniero krebulebsa da JurnalebSi filosofiisa da xelov-

nebis aqtualur sakiTxebze zurab kakabaZe aqveynebs narkvevebs, statiebsa 

da werilebs. kerZod, igi ganixilavs kantis, sartris, kamius da sxvaTa Se-

moq medebis calkeul aspeqtebs, SemoqmedebiTad ganixilavs felinis, ku-

ro savasa da kubrikis filmebs. wers statiebs kulturis aqtualur sa-

kiTxebze, kulturisa da civilizaciis mimarTebaze. am mxriv aRsaniSnavia 

misi statia – `kultura da civilizacia~, romelic gamoqveynda krebulSi 
`Культура в свете философии~ (Тбилиси, 1979). statiaSi gadmocemulia avtoris 

saerTo Tvalsazrisi kulturaze, mis daniSnulebasa da specifikurobaze, 

civilizaciis arsze da im safrTxeze, Tuki civilizaciaze damyarebuli 

naturalistur-teqnicisturi msoflmxedveloba gabatondeba kulturaze.

wignis saxiT gamocemuli zurab kakabaZis bolo naSromi iyo `Феномен 
ис кусства~ (1980), romelsac mwvave diskusia mohyva. Tumca saqmeSi Caxedul-

TaT vis eWvgareSe iyo, rom am gamokvleviT avtorma mkiTxvels kidev erTi 

saCuqari gaukeTa.

aseve, aRniSvnis Rirsia zurab kakabaZis statia – `saubari Tanamedrove 

dasavleTis xelovnebis Temaze~, romlis gamoqveynebasac veRar moeswro 

igi. samwuxarod, zurab kakabaZe mZime seniT daavadda da ramdenimeTviani 

avadmyofobis Semdeg gardaicvala moskovSi, 1982 wlis 19 Tebervals...

2011 wels zurab kakabaZis dabadebidan 85 weli Sesrulda. baTumis SoTa 

rusTavelis saxelmwifo universitetis filosofiis departamentma 2011 

wlis 25 noembers am saiubileo TariRs miuZRvna samecniero konferencia. 

konferenciis masalebi gamoqveynda krebulis saxiT. gadawyda, agreTve, 

misi ori wignis gamocema: mcire moculobis `filosofia da cxovreba~ da 

`rCeuli filosofiuri Sromebis~ erTtomeuli.

zurab kakabaZis `rCeuli filosofiuri Sromebis~ erTtomeulSi Sevida 

misi ori cnobili monografia – `eqsistencialuri krizisis~ problema da ed-

mund huserlis transcendentaluri fenomenologia~ da `adamiani, ro go rc 

filosofiuri problema~, agreTve, ori filosofiuri narkvevi: `eq si s te n-

cializmi, sartris fenomenologiis Sesaxeb naSromi da esei – alber kamiu.

erTtomeulis Sedgenisas da gamosacemad momzadebaSi garkveul siZ-

ne leebs wavawydiT. saqme is aris, rom erTtomeulSi warmodgenili zurab 

kakabaZis pirveli ori monografia qarTulad misi sikvdilis Semdeg iTa-

rgmna da gamoica. amis gamo saWiro gaxda damatebiTi dazustebebi, citi-

re buli literaturis Semowmeba da sxv. konsultaciebi gaxda saWiro 

`eq sistencializmis~ cnebaze. mis sicocxleSi gamoqveynebuli am nar k -
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ve  vis saTauria `egzistencializmi~. mogvianebiT qarTul samecniero li -

teraturaSi marTebulad damkvidrda termini – `eqsistencializmi~. sxva-

Ta Soris, zurab kakabaZis gardacvalebis Semdeg qarTulad gamocemul 

mis monografiaSi huserlze gamoyenebulia termini eqsistencializmi. am 

garemoebaTa gaTvaliswinebiT, Tavs ufleba miveciT, misi narkvevi – `eg zis-

ten cializmi~ dagvesaTaurebina, rogorc – `eqsistencializmi~. 

vfiqrobT, erT wignad gamocemuli zurab kakabaZis rCeuli Sromebis 

erT tomeuli mkiTxvels naTel warmodgenas Seuqmnis, erTi mxriv, Tana med-

rove sazogadoebis maradiul problemebze, xolo, meore mxriv – am Sromebis 

avtoris azrovnebis siRrmeze, problemebis xedvis saocar unarsa da gad mo-

cemis kulturaze, lakoniur stilze.

huserlis Sesaxeb monografiaSi zurab kakabaZem aCvena huserlis filo-

so fiis gavlena da roli XX saukunis dasavleTis azrovnebaze, kritikulad 

aris Sefasebuli sakuTriv huserlis zogierTi Tvalsazrisi. mTlianobaSi 

avtors gamokveTili aqvs sakuTari pozicia epoqis aqtualur problemebsa 

Tu sakiTxebze. am poziciaSi ki ZiriTadi veqtori adamianis humanuri 

sawyisebis win wamoweviskenaa mimarTuli. 

huserlis filosofiis kvlevaSi miRweulma Sedegebma saerTaSoriso 

aRiareba moutana zurab kakabaZes da igi arCeuli iqna huserlis sazo ga-

doebis xelmZRvaneli komitetis wevrad. am aRiarebis dadasturebis niS-

nad, mas xSirad iwvevdnen filosofosTa saerTaSoriso kongresebsa Tu 

huserlisadmi miZRvnil samecniero forumebze. 

adamianis Sesaxeb zurab kakabaZis pozicia kidev ufro gamoikveTa mo nog-

rafiaSi – `adamiani, rogorc filosofiuri problema~, sadac wina planze 

ga morCeulad wamoiwia avtorisTvis ase maxlobeli adamianis filosofi-

uri problemebi. am gamokvlevaSic cxadad Cans, rom zurab kakabaZe mTeli 

arsebiT ganicdida adamianis im tkivilebs, rac industriulma epoqam da 

mecnierebis yovlisSemZleobis rwmenam moitana. 

SemTxveviTi ar iyo, rom swored adamianis filosofiuri problemisadmi 

miZRvnilma zurab kakabaZis am gamokvlevam gamorCeuli yuradReba miiq-

cia sazRvargareT. ZiriTadad, am naSromze damyarebiT gamoqveynda aR f r-

Tovanebuli recenziebi moskovSi, varSavaSi, osloSi. am gamoxmaurebebSi 

saubaria filosofiur renesansze sabWoeTSi, rac zurab kakabaZis saxels 

ukavSirdeboda, erT norvegiul gamoxmaurebaSi aRniSnulia `filosofiur 

margalitze~ kavkasiidan. 

rac Seexeba narkvevebs eqsistencializmsa da sartris fenomenologiaze 

da eseis kamiuze, maT, pirobiTad, SeiZleba vuwodoT narkvevi an esei. samive 

maTgani RrmasafuZvliani filosofiuri gamokvlevaa. aq mxolod erTs vit-

yviT: mcire moculobis naSromSi arsebiTad yvelaferi rom Tqva, es rCeulTa 

xvedria. zurab kakabaZe swored aseTi gamorCeuli iyo.

erTi momentic unda aRiniSnos. folosofia adamianis inteleqtualuri 

moRvaweobis gansakuTrebuli da urTulesi sferoa, amitomac misi gageba 

sagangebo ganswavlulobas saWiroebs. zurab kakabaZis `xelSi~ filosofiis 
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ur Tulesi problematika rogorRac `gaSinaurebulia~, yvelasTvis max lo-

beli da advilad asaTvisebelia. amas ki igi axerxebda imiT, rom filosofiis 

garda, mimarTavda mwerlobasa da xelovnebis nawarmoebebs. 

zurab kakabaZem didi wvlili Seitana filosofiis aramarqsistuli 

dargebis – aqsiologia, filosofiuri anTropologia da kulturis fi lo-

sofia – dafuZnebaSi sabWoTa saqarTveloSi. es iyo filosofiis erTgvari 

`moSinaureba~, rasac SemdgomSi ukvalod ar Cauvlia qarTveli xalxis 

sulier cxovrebaSi,

zurab kakabaZis SemoqmedebaSi gansakuTrebuli adgili ukavia ga ucxo-

ebis problemas, am sakiTxs is araerTxel daubrunda. Tavis droze gax ma-

urebul da saerTaSoriso doneze aRiarebul naSromSi – `adamiani, rogorc 

filosofiuri problema~. gaucxoebas zurab kakabaZe ase ganmartavs: `ga-

ucxoeba niSnavs adamianis iseT mdgomareobas, roca is Tavisi moqmedebiT, 

Tavisi saqcieliT ewinaaRmdegeba Tavisi sakuTari arsebiTi miswrafebebis 

realizacias~. zurab kakabaZe gaucxoebis fenomenis gagebis winapirobad 

miiCnevs adamianis arsis dadgenas.

zurab kakabaZe mimarTavs marqss, romelsac moswonda franklinis azri – 

`adamiani iaraRis mkeTebeli cxovelia~. amasTan, marqsi amaze ar SeCerda da 

aCvena, rom adamiani cxovelisgan gansxvavebiT, urTierTobas amyarebs sxva 

adamianebTan, ayalibebs sazogadoebas da a.S.

zurab kakabaZe ixilavs, agreTve, marqsis ekonomikuri gaucxoebis 

Tvalsazriss. misi arsi SemdegSi mdgomareobs: kapitalistur sazogadoebaSi 

kerZo sakuTrebis arsebobis gamo, warmoebis saSualebebi sazogadoebis 

wevrTa erTi mcire nawilis xelSia. muSam rom iarsebos, iZulebulia, Tavisi 

Sroma gaaqiravos, gaitanos igi bazarze Tavis Seqmnil produqtTan erTad. 

ase rom, muSas, rogorc saqonels, konkurencias uwevs mis mier Seqmnili 

produqti.

es viTareba qmnis paradoqsul da, amave dros, gaucxoebis tipur si-

tu acias: rac ufro kargad imuSavebs muSa, miT ufro aZlierebs Tavis 

konkurentebs da isustebs Tavis Tavs, rac, Tavis mxriv, aRatakebs mas da 

safuZvels aclis `adamianuri Zalis ganviTarebas~. 

zurab kakabaZe gaucxoebis problemas exeba huserlisadmi miZRv-

nil fundamentur gamokvlevaSic, sadac is ganixilavs adamianis `TviT ga-

ucxoebas~, `teqnikur gaucxoebas~ da maT urTierTmimarTebas. `TviT ga-

ucxoebaze~ aRniSnavda jer kidev marqsi, axal droSi – frangi filosofosi 

gabriel marseli, – wers kakabaZe. Tuki marqsis gansjis sagania muSis 

`TviTgaucxoeba~, marsels mxedvelobaSi aqvs `TviTgaucxoeba~ xelovnebis 

sferoSi.

zurab kakabaZe marqsTan muSis `TviTgaucxoebis~ ganxilvisas aRniSnavs: 

muSis ̀ TviTgaucxoeba~ gulisxmobs, rom muSis Sroma misgan damoukidebelia 

da igi iqceva muSisadmi damoukidebel dapirispirebul Zalad; sagani, 

romelsac muSam STabera sicocxle, mis winaaRmdegaa mimarTuli, rogorc 

mtruli da ucxo Zala.
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aRniSnulis ganxilvisas kakabaZe erTgvarad SemosazRvravs da akonk-

retebs marqsTan muSis `TviTgaucxoebis~ sferos: `marqsis mier aRwerili 

TviT ga ucxoeba ar aris kacobriobis TviT gaucxoeba. TviTgaucxoeba exe-

boda mxolod sakuTrebas moklebul muSebs, SeZlebulebi ki swored muSaTa 

xarjze cxovrobdnen~. es aris mniSvnelovani daskvna, romelic sazRvars 

udebs marqsis Tvalsazrisis yvela sferoSi gavrcelebas, rac im epoqaSi 

arcTu ise advili saTqmeli iyo. 

zurab kakabaZe agrZelebs msjelobas adamianis arsze. misi azriT, ada-

mianis siRrmiseuli arsi mdgomareobs `Tavisuflebis samefos~ mimar Tu-

le biT moZraobaSi. `adamianisTvis Tavisufleba, Semoqmedeba da Sinagani 

ur TierToba sxva adamianebTan, sulier-pirovnuli kontaqtebis damyareba 

ar aris mxolod saSualeba `nivTierebaTa cvlis” procesis maRal doneze 

mowesrigebisTvis, aramed `TviTmizans~ Seadgens~. 

amis Semdeg kakabaZe dawvrilebiT ixilavs adamianis arsebis sakiTxebs – 

adamianebis erTmaneTTan urTierTobiT dawyebuli seqsualuri ltolviT 

damTavrebuli. is cdilobs, yovel doneze aCvenos adamianis specifikuroba, 

gamorCeuloba da a.S. amis safuZvelze ki kidev ufro akonkretebs da 

cxadyofs gaucxoebis cnebis Sinaarss: `adamiani gaucxoebis mdgomareobaSi 

imyofeba, roca is Tavisi moqmedebiTa da SedegebiT aferxebs bunebasTan 

`nivTierebaTa cvlis” procesis regulirebas, dabla swevs elementarul-

fiziologiuri vitalur-sasicocxlo moTxovnilebebis dakmayofilebis 

dones, e.i. safuZvels aclis ̀ adamianuri Zalis ganviTarebas~ da amiT arTmevs 

Tavs SemoqmedebiTi moRvaweobisa da Sinagani sulieri urTierTobebis 

SesaZleblobebs~.

statiaSi `Tanamedrove literaturisa da xelovnebis problemebi~ 

kaka baZe exeba `teqnikur gaucxoebas~. aq avtori yuradRebas amaxvilebs im 

garemoebaze, rom mecnierul-teqnikuri progresi uaryofiT gavlenas ax-

dens samyaros mimarT adamianis emociur damokidebulebaze. teqnikur 

prog ress mosdevs gamanadgurebeli iaraRis Seqmna, igi arRvevs kavSirs 

adamiansa da bunebas Soris, adamiansa da sazogadoebas Soris, mimarTebas 

warsulTan, samSoblosTan da a.S. Tavisi azris gansamtkiceblad, kakabaZe 

imowmebs haidegers: `teqnika sul ufro da ufro swyvets adamians miwisgan 

da aRmofxvris... `saWiro aRaraa atomuri yumbara, adamianis aRmofxvra 

isedac faqtia~.

`teqnikuri gaucxoeba~ uSualo kavSirSia `TviTgaucxoebasTan~. kaka ba-

Zis azriT, `teqnikuri gaucxoeba~ – es aris adamianis TviTgaucxoeba, roca 

adamiani ZiriTadad miiCnevs teqnikur saqmianobas. `teqnikuri gaucxoeba~ 

niSnavs adamianis TviTgaucxoebas teqnikis kultisa da fetiSizaciis sa-

fuZvelze~.

yvelaferi, rac iTqva, teqnikuri gaucxoebis nimuSebia. es procesebi, 

kakabaZis aRniSvniT, dasavleTis literaturisa da xelovnebis war mo-

mad genelTa da filosofosebis seriozuli gansjis sagania. axal droSi, 
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mecnierul-teqnikuri revoluciis xanaSi, adamianTa `gamasobrivobisa~ da 

pirovnebis nivelirebis sakiTxebs exeba kakabaZe statiaSi – `adamianis spe-

ci fikuri determinaciis sakiTxi~. mTeli rigi wiaRsvlebis Semdeg is midis 

daskvnamde, rom usaxo masaSi gaTqvefa adamianis gaucxoebis momaswavebelia.

adamianis nivelirebis tendenciaze msjelobisas, zurab kakabaZe gan-

xil vis sagnad ixdis erovnuli enebis kvdomis tendencias, rac sabolood, 

pirdapir Tu iribad, gaucxoebis fenomens ukavSirdeba. aq mas mxedvelobaSi 

aqvs is tendencia, romelic erovnuli enebis TandaTanobiT kvdomas da sa-

er To msoflio enaSi maT gaTqvefa-Serwymas gulisxmobs. amiT ki, kakabaZis 

azriT, mokvdeba individualuri da Taviseburi kulturebi, radganac ena 

kulturis garegani garsi ki ar aris, aramed misi Sinagani momenti da ma moZ-

ravebeli.

Cveni mxriv davamatebdiT, rom Tuki erebi dakargaven sakuTar enebs da 

erT saerTo msoflio enaSi gaiTqvifebian, maSin es iqneba enobrivi gaucxoeba, 

roca adamianebi, erebi kargaven mSobliur enas da mas Caanacvleben saerTo 

msoflio eniT. amiT ki isini mowydebian sakuTar kulturul fesvebs, ga-

uucxovdebian sakuTar sulierebas. 

xelovnebis auditoriis gadagvarebisa da adamianis gaucxoebas exeba 

zurab kakabaZe statiaSi `xelovneba da misi auditoria~. misi aRniSvniT, 

da savleTis moazrovneebi SeSfoTebulni arian adamianis totaluri ga-

ucxoebis gamo da amitomac dRis wesrigSi dadga adamianis gadarCenis, 

`kvlav gaadamianebis~ sakiTxi.

zurab kakabaZe aRniSnavs, rom totaluri gaucxoebis dros WeSmariti 

xelovneba auditorias hkargavs, xelovnebis adgils ikavebs antixelovneba, 

xolo auditoriis nacvlad gvevlineba – antiauditoria.

`xelovnebis mxriv auditoriis dakargva adamianis gaucxoebis fenomenis 

oraganuli nawili da aspeqtia~, yvelaferi es, dasavleTis moazrovneebis 

aRniSvniT, erT ZiriTad cnebaSi – `kapitalisturi industriuli ci vi li-

zacia~ iyris Tavs, – wers kakabaZe. 

dRevandeli gadasaxedidan SeiZleba mcireodeni koreqtivis gakeTeba 

da `kapitalisturi industriuli civilizaciis~ nacvlad vixmaroT `indus-

t riuli civilizacia~, romlis Tanmdevic aris `teqnikuri gaucxoeba”. es 

ukanaskneli ki, rogorc araerTxel aRiniSna, upirispirdeba adamianis ar se-

bas, mis Tavisuflebas, SemoqmedebiT saqmianobas da sxva.

unda iTqvas isic, rom axla aRniSnul sakiTxebze kakabaZis mosazrebebma 

erTgvari evolucia ganicada da sabolood masTan `teqnikuri gaucxoebis~ 

cnebis saxiT Camoyalibda. 

zurab kakabaZe sainteresod ixilavs gaucxoebis fenomens groteskTan 

mimarTebiT. misi azriT, ̀ groteskuli xelovnebis Sinagan motivs gaucxoebis 

situacia Seadgens~. misive aRniSvniT, gaucxoeba sazogadoebis istoriulad 

gardamavali periodisTvisaa damaxasiaTebeli, roca warsulis memkvidreoba 

damTrgunvelad moqmedebs, axali ki jer kidev ar aris damkvidrebuli, am 
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dros groteskul suraTs qmnis adamiani, roca igi daimedebuli miabijebs 

ufskrulisken, `groteskuli viTareba gaucxoebis fenomenSi gamoixateba~.

zurab kakabaZis moRvaweoba, miRweuli warmateba da didi aRiareba iyo 

im suliskveTebis gamoxatuleba, romelic aTeuli wlebis ganmavlobaSi su-

fevda saqarTvelos mecnierebaTa akademiis filosofiis institutSi, sadac 

igi 1967 wlidan gardacvalebamde xelmZRvanelobda esTetikis gan yo fi-

lebas.
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Mikheil Makharadze

ZURAB KAKABADZE ͵ EUROPEAN STANDARD GEORGIAN PHILOSOPHER

Summary

Certain aspects of the philosophical heritage of the 20th century outstanding Georgian 
philosopher Zurab Kakabadze (1926-1982) are analyzed in the article.

The main topics of his fundamental works “The Problem of “Existential Crisis” and Edmund 
Husserl’s Transcendental Philosophy” and “Man as a Philosophical Problem”  are discussed.

The contribution made by Zurab Kakabadze is founding non-Marxist branches of philosophy – 
axiology, philosophical anthropology and philosophy of culture – in Soviet Georgia is demonstrated. 

Zurab Kakabadze’s original view point on alienation, technical alienation and the causes of 
their origination is as well substantially presented in the article.
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demurdemur jalaRoniajalaRonia 

kakabaZis fenomeni

1982 wels qarTul filosofiur skolas didi tragedia daatyda Tavs. 

TiTqmis erT wels gardaicvalnen cnobili filosofosebi: zurab kakabaZe, 

SoTa gabilaia, apolon Serozia, venor qvaCaxia da akademikosi angia boWo-

riSvili.

zurab kakabaZe erT-erTi gamorCeuli filosofosi da moazrovne gax-

l daT, romelsac 2021 wels dabadebidan 95 weli Seusruldeboda. masTan, 

rogorc Cems saukeTeso maswavlebelTan, uamravi mogoneba makavSirebs. swo-

red am mogonebebiT minda kakabaZis fenomenze saubari.

meore kursis studenti viyavi. fakultetis dekanma, profesorma guram 

TevzaZem SemomTavaza Tsu filosofia-fsiqologiis fakultetis gazeT 

`materialistis~ redaqtoroba. studentisaTvis es did pativad iTvleboda. 

axlovdeboda filosofosis, akademikos kote baqraZis gardacvalebidan 

xuTi wlisTavi. gadavwyviteT, gazeTSi akademikos kote baqraZeze werili 

gamomeqveynebina da amiT pativi migvego am didi moazrovnisaTvis. werili-

saTvis TxovniT mivmarTe Cvens dekans, baton guram TevzaZes, rogorc baq-

raZis Rirseul mowafes. guramma momismina, idea Zalian moiwona, magram 

mirCia, rom werili profesor Tamaz (Tazo) buaCiZes daewera. 

Cveni saubris dros dekanis oTaxSi, sabednierod, batoni Tazo Semovida 

da gulTbilad mogvesalma. batonma guramma gaacno Cemi Tavi SemdgomSi Cems 

usayvarles adamians da sTxova, gazeTisaTvis daewera maswavlebelze weri-

li da iqve daumata: Tazo, xom ici, am werils SensaviT veravin ver dawerso, 

Sen wer naTlad da SegiZlia maswavleblis portreti Seqmna patara eseSio. 

Tazom moridebulad iuara da Tavis megobars, batoni kotes gamorCeul 

mowafes, profesor zura kakabaZes gauwia rekomendacia. iqve dasZina; zura 

yvelaze kargad dawers am werilso.

Sevxvdi baton zurab kakabaZes, igi didxans mesaubra Tavis maswavlebelze 

da dananebiT Cailaparaka, adre wavida amqveynidan, kidev bevris gakeTeba 

SeeZloo. erT kviraSi werili momitana. Cems sixaruls sazRvari ar hqonda. 

gazeTi gamovida. gazeTi iyo sakmaod didi formatis. Tavsdeboda kedelze 

Camokidebul `vitrinaSi” da dekanatis win iyo ganTavsebuli. unda genaxaT, 

ra furori moaxdina batoni zurab kakabaZis statiam kote baqraZeze. pro-

fesorebi da studentebi didis interesiT kiTxulobdnen didebul we-

rils. Tqven warmoidgineT, rom filosofiis institutidanac modiodnen 

Ta namSromlebi am statiis was akiTxad. gazeTi yovelTviuri iyo, magram es 

nomeri sami Tve ar Camomaxsnevines. am werils vinc waikiTxavs, yvelas ga ax-

sendeba is dro. gazeTic Zalian popularuli gaxda.

gagacnobT batoni zurab kakabaZis xsenebul werils, romelic eZRvneba 

didi filosofosis kote baqraZis xsovnas. am weriliT Cans sidiade ga-
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morCeuli pirovnebisa – akademikos kote baqraZisa da misi mowafis damo -

kidebuleba da siyvaruli moZRvrisa da filosofiisadmi. 

zurab kakabaZis xelnaweri, romelic inaxeba werilis avtorTan.

kote baqraZekote baqraZe

`arian iseTebi, romlebic cotas fiqroben da cotas zrunaven mec ni-

ere baze, magram, samagierod, bevrs fiqroben da bevrs zrunaven, rom am mec-

ni erebis xarjze keTilmowyobisa da garegnuli warCinebis umaRles dones 

miaRwion. batoni kote imaTTagani iyo, vinc sul ramdenime kacTan erTad 

CvenSi azrovnebis mTeli dargis, uzarmazari dargis ganviTareba itvirTa, 

magram imdeni vaJkacoba eyo, rom arasodes ukadrebia am damsaxurebisaTvis 

raime saxis sagangebo gasamrjelo TviTon moeTxova. 

baton kotes arasodes emeteboda dro da energia imisaTvis, rom Tavisi 

cxovrebis keTilmowyobas da warCinebis garegnuli niSnebis SeZenaze ez-

runa. igi Zalian cotas fiqrobda da wuxda imis Taobaze, Tu, vTqvaT, romel 

rigSi axsenebdnen da dawerdnen mis gvars, Tu sad dahkidebdnen mis portrets 

– centrSi Tu cota ganze. am mxriv, igi bavSviviT uzrunveli kaci iyo. mas 

ar uyvarda da ar exerxeboda is seriozuli fusfusi, rasac sxvagvarad 

`karieris keTeba~ hqvia.
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Taviseburi iyo batoni kotes filosofiur-mecnieruli maswavlebloba. 

igi ara hgavda imaT, TvaldaxuWul mowafeebs Tavis gzaze rom miiTreven, 

mas ar uyvarda metismeti xelmZRvaneloba, mas ar uyvarda da saocrad 

emar jveboda filosofiuri problemebis ganaTeba da mere Cvenze ecada, am 

did sinaTleSi gzas Tu ar davkargavdiT. problemis winaSe Tvalis axela, 

ganaTeba, sinaTle – es iyo batoni kotes pedagogiuri meTodi, didi sinaTle 

Seadgenda saerTod misi azrovnebis upirveles Taviseburebas.

baton kotes filosofia im uxerxuli mdgomareobidan gamohyavda, 

TiTqos filosofiasTan maSin gvaqvs saqme, roca naTeli da gasagebi 

viTareba dabneldeba da gaugebari gaxdeba – rogorc amas xSirad fiqroben, 

rac bnelsa da gaugebars mzis sinaTleze amoitans da gasagebs gaxdis.

baton kotes ar uyvarda ufrosoba, CvenTan iseTi iyo xolme, rogorc 

toli tolTan; miuxedavad amisa, Cven arasodes ara gvtovebda misi WeSmariti 

ufrosobis gancda, misi uzomod aRmatebulobis gancda, imisi gancda, rom 

igi aris `batoni kote~, diax, batoni – am sityvis keTilSobiluri azriT.

Cven gviyvarda igi orgvari siyvaruliT – rogorc toli da rogorc 

didi ufrosi, rogorc megobari da rogorc Tayvansacemi~.

 prof. z. kakabaZe

zurab kakabaZis fenomens aseve kargad warmoaCens Tamaz buaCiZis mier 

mo Txrobili erT ambavi. 1952 wlis noembris TveSi, Tbilisis saxelmwifo 

uni versitetSi, baton kote baqraZis wignis `logikis~ ganxilva moewyo. 

audi toriaSi mxolod mosawveviT uSvebdnen.

wignis ganxilvaze baton kote baqraZes daabrales, rom is burJuaziis 

msaxuria, kantianelia, hegelianelia, huserlianelia, pozitivistia, anti-

leninelia, antistalinelia da vin icis, kidev ra ar daabrales. im dros es 

Zalian mZime braldebebi iyo. bunebrivia, logikis avtors kargi dRe ar elo-

da. sxdomis dasasruls sityva mouTxovia axalgazrda pirovnebas. am axal-

gazrdam SesZlo Zalze marjved, Wkvianurad, auRelveblad maswavleblis 

dacva. logikuri argumentaciiT, siRrmiseuli filosofiuri msjelobiT 

SesZlo ganmqiqebelTa damarcxeba. 

yvelas daanaxa maTi umecreba, uniWoba, Suri, `wiTeli profesoroba~. is 

moxdenilad uTavsebda erTmaneTs logikur analizs da daxvewil iumors. 

darbazi aRfrTovanebuli darCa. es axalgazrda kaci gaxldaT zurab kaka-

baZe, SemdgomSi kote baqraZis usayvarlesi mowafe. ase daicva uSiSrad mowa-

fem maswavlebeli. swored kakabaZis werilSi kargad Cans maswavleblisadmi 

misi uzomo pativiscema, romelmac kote baqraZes `didi sinaTle~ uwoda.

erT ambavsac gavixseneb; zurab kakabaZis leqcia gvitardeboda 184-e 

auditoriaSi, meore korpusSi (daaxloebiT ormocdaxuTi wlis win). igi 

kiTxulobda leqciebs XX saukunis burJuaziul filosofiaze. gan sa kuT-

re biT gamoirCeoda misi leqciebi sartze, kamiuze, kafkaze, huserlze da 
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haidegerze, rac im periodSi iSviaTobas warmoadgenda. es leqciebi iyo 

cikli eqsistencializmze. 

zurab kakabaZes maSin cnobdnen ara marto sabWoeTSi, aramed dasav-

leTSic da did pativs miagebdnen. igi gamorCeuli mkvlevari gaxldaT. mis 

leqciebs uamravi sxvadasxva fenis adamianebi eswrebodnen. CvenTvis sa val-

debulo leqciaze dasaswrebad auditoriis kari rodesac SevaReT, audi-

toria gadaWedili dagvxvda ucnobi adamianebiT. CvenTan erTad leqciebs 

eswrebodnen samarTlis institutidan, Teatraluri insitutidan, sam-

xat vro akademiidan, universitetis sxvadasxva fakultetidan. gansa ku T-

rebiT damamaxsovrda samarTlis institutis aspirantebi; jamleT babi-

la Svili, orde bebia, iuri gabisonia, iuri tabucaZe cnobili advokati 

hamlet esarTia, guram naWyebia. yvela eseni akademikos TinaTin wereTlis 

da napo kvaracxelias rekomendaciiT eswrebodnen cnobili filosofosebis 

leqciebs. 

CamoTvlili adamianebi SemdegSi gaxdnen samarTlis doqtorebi da sxva-

dasxva saxelmwifo instituciis xelmZRvanelebi, romlebic gamoir Ceodnen 

TavianTi Rrma analitikuri azrovnebiT, humanurobiT da filosofiuri 

ganswavlulobiT, rac udavod zurab kakabaZis damsaxurebac gaxldaT. 

zurab kakabaZe gamorCeuli pirovneba gaxldaT, romelsac SeeZlo adamianis 

Rirseuli dafaseba da pativis migeba.

1985 wels napo kvaracxeliasTan Sekrebilni iyvnen cnobili filoso-

fosebi; guram TevzaZe, eduard kodua, zurab kakabaZe, Tamaz buaCiZe, arCil 

begiaSvili, vaxtang erqomaiSvili da niko WavWavaZe. Sua sufraze niko Wav-

WavaZem moisurva zurab kakabaZeze sadRegrZelos Tqma. man qarTuli gulux-

vobiT adRegrZela zurab kakabaZe. Tazo buaCiZem sadRegrZeloze aRniSna, 

rom zurabi aris erTaderTi, yvelasagan gamorCeuli, filosofiurad moaz-

rovne da WeSmariti filosofosi. aseve yvelam xazi gausva mis gansakuTreb-

ulobas filosofiis sferoSi, weris daxvewil kulturas, mis keTilSobile-

bas da daxvewil inteligenturobas. 

zurab kakabaZe ijda Cumad, Tavdaxrili, sevdiani. didxans xma ar amouRia, 

bolos madloba moixada sadRegrZelosTvis da dasZina: Cemo megobrebo, 

iciT, vin aris `bunebiT filosofosi~, talanti da Cvens Soris yvelaze ga-

morCeuli filosofosi, es aris venor qvaCaxia. 

Cemda gaskvirad (venorTan zogierT filosofoss maSin uTanxmoeba 

hqonda), zurab kakabaZes yvela erTxmad daeTanxma. zurab kakabaZes SeeZlo 

Rirseulad sxvisi dafaseba da WeSmaritebis aRiareba. amitomac igi iyo ga-

morCeuli pirovneba.

osloSi gamosul statiaSi avtorma zurab kakabaZis naSroms `adamiani, 

rogorc filosofiuri problema~ uwoda `filosofiuri margaliti kavka-

siidan~ da iqve aRniSnavda: xom ar iwyeba filosofiuri renesansi saqarTve-

lo dano?

zurab kakabaZe poetic gaxldaT. igi SesaniSnav leqsebs werda da araer-

Ti leqsebis krebulis avtoria. 
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aris kaci, aris ...

aris kaci, aris bedi,

sicocxlea da sikvdilic msaxvrali... 

me sxva minda, ufro meti,

sikvdilze da sicocxleze maRali.

aris miwa da wylis wveTic,

aris ngreva da aRdgena axali... 

me sxva minda, ufro meti,

sikvdilze da sicocxleze maRali.

aris kaci, aris bedi,

xan mzesaviT, xan uwyalod msaxvrali... 

me sxva minda, ufro meti,

yvela jiSis sicocxleze maRali.

fenomenalurma filosofosma zurab kakabaZem aseve kargad `icoda, sad 

mTavrdeboda filosofia da sad iwyeboda poezia~. amitomac iyo gamorCeuli 

filosofosi, poeti, mTargmneli, xelovnebaTmcodne, kritikosi da didi 

kulturologi.
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postmodernuli diskursi

POSTMODERN DISCOURSE

irakliirakli kakabaZekakabaZe

aris Tu ara zurab kakabaZe qarTveli postmodernisti?

2007 wlis maisSi niu iorkSi mwerlobis saerTaSoriso festivalze PEN 
World Voices gaimarTa cnobili `sami muSketeris~ – salman ruSdis, mario 

vargas liosas da umberto ekos erToblivi saRamo-trialogi. me am saRamos 

rigiTi mayureblis rangSi veswrebodi da rogorc Cveulebaa, sami gamoCenili 

mwerlis metad saintereso saubris Semdeg SesaZlebloba momeca, maTi 

wignebi meyida da avtorebisaTvis xelmowera meTxova. Tavidan ruSdisTan 

mivedi da xeli movawerine mis wignze, mas im jerze arc amouxedavs, ise 

swrafad moawera xeli mis wigns. ruSdi imden wigns awers xels weliwadSi, 

rom es gasakviri arc iyo. meore vargas liosa iyo, wignze xelis moweris win 

man Semomxeda da mkiTxa: `saidan brZandebiT?~ – `jorjiidan~, – vupasuxe me. 

`sa interesoa, es qveyana Zalian Sorsaa CemTvis da misteriuli~. es pasuxi 

absoluturad gasagebi iyo. perueli didi mwerali, romelic amJamad es-

pa neTSi cxovrobs, mainc Sors iyo saqarTvelodan da sabWoTa periodidan 

sabWoTa ruseTis konteqstSi icnobda saqarTvelos. ar aris gamoricxuli, 

rom mas Semdeg ukeT gaicno Cveni qveyana. da bolos, unda vTqva, rom CemTvis, 

da ara marto CemTvis, mainc gamorCeuli umberto eko ijda. me xelSi misi 

`vardis saxeli~ meWira da moridebulad mivuaxlovdi, rom wignze xelis 

mowera meTxova. 

– gamarjoba, axalgazrda kaco, saidan brZandebiT? – daiwyo italielma 

klasikosma, romelsac `vardis saxelSi~ uweria, rom am naweris originali 

TbilisSi ipovnes da amitomac movelodi, rom liosaze meti ecodineboda 

saqarTvelos Sesaxeb. 

– saqarTvelodan, – vupasuxe me da wigni gavuwode. 

– ui, ra sainteresoa, – ekom wigns Tavidan xeli arc mohkida, saTvaleebi 

Camoiwia da kargad Semomxeda. – Tqven Tbilisis filosofiur skolas 

icnobT? erT-erTi wamyvania postmodernis TvalsazrisiT. 

– me mgonia, rom vicnob, magram bolo xanebSi ar mqonia kavSiri, – mokled 

vupasuxe da vifiqre, rom rame iseTs metyoda, rac axali momxdari iyo.

cota uxerxuli situaciac Seiqmna. ukan xalxi gveloda da Zalauneburad 

ismenda Cvens dialogs. amerikelebs da rusebs ar uyvarT rigis damrRvevebi, 

magram umberto eko CvensaviT mediteraneli iyo da Tu ramis Tqma undoda, 

aucileblad ityoda nebismieri `wesis~ darRveviT. Tvalebi auTamaSda amis 

Tqmisas. 

– stalinis, SevardnaZis da mamardaSvilis Sesaxeb bevrma icis da cxadia, 

mec bevri vici, magram Tqven Tu iciT, rom saqarTveloSi namdvilad didi 

filosofosebis trio iyo 1960-ian wlebis TaobaSi. msoflio postmodernSi 
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maTdagvari nawerebi iSviaTad moipoveba. ai, fukos Tu Sevadarebdi marto. 

gagigoniaT es gvarebi: jioevi, buaCiZe da kakabaZe? 

moulodnelobisgan xvela amityda – amas namdvilad ar movelodi. 

TviTonac Sematyo, rom uxerxulad viyavi. aqve minda vTqva, rom stalini, 

SevardnaZe da merab mamardaSvili umberto ekom mxolod im mniSvnelobiT 

axsena erTad, rom es sami adamiani dasavleTSi cnobadobis TvalsazrisiT 

erovnebiT qarTveli `titanebi~ iyvnen. es komplimenti iyo am gagebiT da 

ara SefasebiTi gantoleba. da, ra Tqma unda, am SemTxvevaSi eko ar cdeboda. 

am sam adamians uTuod didi cnobadoba hqonda dasavleTis akademiur Tu 

publicistur wreebSi da ufro gareTac, magram, ai, danarCeni samis Sesaxeb 

saidan unda hqonoda umberto ekos informacia, amas veranairad ver mivxvdi. 

– axlos vicnobdi samive maTgans. erT-erTi mamaCemi iyo da ori misi 

Zalian axlo megobari. me rom vicnobde, amaSi ucnauri araferia da Tqven 

saidan icnobdiT maT? romel enaze kiTxulobdiT? 

– CvenTan, italiaSi, pirdapir rusulidan da qarTulidanac Targmnidnen 

maT nawerebs italiurad da me Zalian mainteresebda Tqveni qveynis 

filosofia jer kidev sabWoTa dros, Tavis droze italo kalvinom mirCia, 

rom mekiTxa qarTuli nawerebi. da rom wavawydi maT nawerebs, Zalian bevri 

saintereso rame viswavle. me vTvli, rom Tqveni filosofosebi saswauls 

axdendnen. 

axla ukve veRar moviTmine da kiTxva Sevubrune: 

– ratom fiqrobT ase? 

– me vici, ra cenzuris qveS muSaobdnen isini, mSvenivrad vici, magram ra 

kargad axerxebdnen, rom ori dogma erTdroulad gaekritikebinaT: rogorc 

materializmi, aseve – religiuri fundamentalizmi. gansakuTrebiT 

brilianti CemTvis maTi materializmis kritikaa, ise, rom, sabWoTa cenzuris 

miuxedavad, isini amas mainc ase naTlad gamoxatavdnen. me es saswaulad 

mimaCnia. 

– da ratom? 

– materializmi sabWoTa kavSirSi oficialuri dogma iyo, dialeqtikuri 

materializmi. is ki ara, dasavleTSic dogmaa dRes. da amis winaaRmdeg 

wasvlas aqac bevri ver bedavs. da maT es moaxerxes ise, rom Zalian naTlad 

gamoxates Tavisi azri. esaa CemTvis Zalian Rirebuli da Tqvens filosofias 

amitomac Zalian vafaseb `koleJ de fransis~ filosofiaze aranakleb. 

– madloba. 

– cocxlebi rom iyvnen, mokiTxvas dagabarebdiT Cemgan didi madlobiT, 

magram mainc dagabarebT. am qveyanaze raRac ontologiuri wesrigi mainc 

arsebobs, albaT, – miTxra da CaiRima.

daretianebuliviT wamovedi da metroTi momiwia mgzavroba bruk li ni-

saken aper manhetenidan, 92-e quCis klubidan da ukve aRarc Cemi sakuTari 

moTxrobebi maxsovda, romelic lari simsisTvis meore dRes unda warmedgina 

da aRarc sxva araferi. verafriT warmovidgendi, rom msoflios erT-erTi 
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yvelaze didi moazrovne qarTuli filosofiis Sesaxeb amxela informacias 

flobda da rom amden xans gamomelaparakeboda CemTvis Zalian axlobeli 

adamianebis naSromebze. 

im momentSi CemTvisac da, albaT, yvela Cemi axlobelisTvisac am sami – 

CemTvis Zalian axlobeli filosofosis – aseTi daxasiaTeba sruliad Sokis 

momgvreli iyo. Tan visgan? es rom vinme rigiT TviTmarqvia mose-mwerals 

eTqva, vifiqrebdi, giJia-meTqi. unda gamovtyde, rom 1990-iani wlebidan me 

Cemi maswavleblebis da mentorebis iohan galtungis, riCard rubinStainis 

da, agreTve, Tavad Tamaz buaCiZis gavleniT postmodernis Sesaxeb arcTu 

pozitiuri warmodgena mqonda. pirveli mizezi is iyo, rigianad arc vicnobdi 

maT Semoqmedebas da meore is, rom mTeli bavSvoba egzistencializmis Crdi-

lis qveS mqonda gatarebuli – da aqedan gamomdinare, miRebuli mqon da is 

kliSe, rom zurab kakabaZe da Tamaz buaCiZe oTar jioevTan erTad egzis-

tencialistebi Tu ara, egzistencializmis mkvlevrebi mainc iyvnen. es iyo 

Cemi metad zedapiruli warmodgena, romelic kvlevas ar emyareboda da 

calmxrivi informaciebiT iyo gaJRenTili im droisaTvis. postmodernze 

safuZvlianad muSaoba kornelis universitetSi gatarebuli 4-wliani 

kvlevis dros momiwia mxolod 2008-2012 wlebSi. manamde ki am paraleleb ze 

fiq ri azradac ar momsvlia. amave dros, pirdapir giTxraT, CemTvis da uje-

re beli iyo, rom gindac iseT yovlismcodne da universaluri ganaTlebis 

mo azrovnes, rogoric umberto eko gaxldaT, kargad hqonoda Seswavlili 

am sami qarTveli filosofosis Sromebi. mogexsenebaT, mediteranelebs 

uy varT gadaWarbeba, miTumetes mokle da kazualur saubrebSi. Tumca, un-

da vTqva, rom am SemTxveviTma da sruliad Tavbrudamxvevma dialogma ga-

damawyvetina, me TviTonac meZebna kavSirebi qarTvel da frang 60-ianelebs 

Soris. SemdgomSi Cemi zedapiruli warmodgena rogorc postmodernze, 

aseve qarTveli filosofosebis mier `ganmanaTleblebis grand-narativis 

dekonstruqciaze~, praqtikulad, mTlianad gaqarwylda da aRmoCnda, rom 

saqme sulac ar iyo ise, rogorc me manamde vfiqrobdi. 

rodesac fuko adamianis SemoqmedebiTi arsebis `normalizaciaze~ sau-

brobs Tavis leqciebSi 1970-iani wlebis bolos `kolej de fransSi~ da gin-

dac Tavis `sigiJe da civilizaciaSi~, zurab kakabaZe istoriis magivrad 

xe lovnebas iyenebs `normalizaciis aranormalurobis~ dasamtkiceblad 

Ta vis werilSi `fiqrebi erTi `Zneli filmis~ sababiT~ stenli kubrikis `me -

qa nikuri forToxlis~ analizisas. rogor cdilobs `burJua sazo ga do eba~ 

sami ajanyebuli, Tundac gaxelelebuli axalgazrdis `normalizeba-mo r-

ju lebas~. burJua da sabWoTa `sazogadoebis~ mier adamianis `nor ma lu rad 

qce vis~ instrumentad fsiqiatriuli saSualebebis gamoyeneba orive mo az-

ro v nisaTvis egreT wodebuli ganmanaTleblobis sistemis struqtu rul 

Zaladobad moiazreboda. adamiani Tavisufali arsebaa da misi `normali-

ze ba~ fsiqiatriuli da penitenciuri Zaladobis gziT mxolod uares pro -

duqts badebs. is sruliad clis adamians intuituri geniosisgan da grZno-
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badi samyarosgan. fukos da zurab kakabaZis xedva Tanamedrove `industri-

uli civilizaciis~ kritikisas ar hyofs am diskursis memarjvene Tu memar-

cxene aspeqtebs, iseve, rogorc amerikanizmsa da sabWoTa bolSevizms. 

agreTve Zalian sainteresoa, rom Jil deliozis `bergsonizmi~ da 

zurab kakabaZis `anri bergsoni~ daaxloebiT erTi da imave dros iwereba, 

sruliad damoukideblad erTmaneTisagan. da orive es naweri ̀ elan vitalis~ 

suliT aris gaJRenTili. intuituri Tu sulieri fenomenis xelaxla 

gamoRviZeba materializmis WaobSi es aris gza kreatiuli ganviTarebis 

gagrZelebisaken, rac erTaderTi swori gzaa. SemoqmedebiToba siyvarulTan 

erTad aris adamianis ganviTarebis mTavari impulsi da amaze orive avtori 

sakmaod Zlieri argumentebiT saubrobs. SemoqmedebiToba aris agreTve 

ontologiur samyaroSi gadasvlis saukeTeso gza, radgan imanuel kantis 

transcendenturi sawyisi sworedac rom SemoqmedebiTobaze gadis da 

ara brma dogmatizmze. orTave maTgani axdens anri bergsonis kargad 

daviwyebuli sulis reinkarnacias Tanadroul filosofiur diskursSi, 

cxadia, Taviseburi rakursebiT, magram maTi es suli ar ikargeba. 

sainteresoa isic, rom zurab kakabaZis `huserlis anti-fsiqologizmi~ 

da feliqs gataris `militanti aramaterialisturi Sizoanalizi~ daax-

lo  ebiT erT dros iRebs sawyiss da daaxloebiT erTsa da imave fenomenze 

saubrobs – materialisturi fsiqologiis acdenilobaze. amis Semdeg ukve 

iwereba deliozisa da gataris genialuri naSromi `antioidiposi~, sa-

dac nacartutad aris qceuli libidos materialisturi fsiqoanalizi. 

amave dros, zurab kakabaZis `huserlis idealizmi~ paralelurad da fran-

g ebisagan yovelgvari gavlenis gareSe zustadac rom ganmsWvalulia empi-

rio centristuli barierebis moSlisaken. 

`logikuri normis gamoTqmisas Cven gvaqvs garkveuli mizani da es aris 

WeSmariteba; miznad gvaqvs WeSmariteba da moviTxovT logikuri kanonis 

dacvas, anu logikur kanons vasaxelebT normad, ramdenadac igi migvaCnia 

WeSmaritebis pirobad. amitomac, normatiuli saxiT gamoTqmuli logi-

kuri msjelobis safuZvlad mdebare Teoriuli msjeloba gamoTqvams 

WeSmaritebis pirobas. logikis, rogorc normatiuli disciplinis, 

Sesatyvisi Teoriuli mecniereba Seicavs WeSmaritebebs WeSmaritebis 

saerTod pirobebis Sesaxeb. amitomac, logikis Teoriuli safuZvlebis 

garkveva damokidebulia, erTi mxriv, saxeldobr, logikis WeSmaritebaTa 

da, meore mxriv, saerTod WeSmaritebis bunebis gagebaze~ (zurab kakabaZe, 

`huserlis anti-fsiqologizmi~).

aqve aucileblad unda aRiniSnos, zurab kakabaZis, iseve, rogorc 

Jak deridas mier logo-centrizmis kritika sruliadac ar niSnavs lo-

gikis mecnierebis udidesi mniSvnelobis uaryofas. es aris ubralod 

mo  dernistul mecnierul wreebSi gabatonebuli dogmaturi logikis 

fundamentalizmis winaaRmdeg galaSqreba, sadac samyaro mTlianad lo-

gikuri mecnierebis sagnad aris warmodgenili. deridas `gramatologiis 
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Sesaxeb~ naSromi, iseve, rogorc zurab kakabaZis `xelovneba, filosofia, 

cxovreba~, safuZvlianad akritikebs fundamentalist teqnokratebs da 

fiziokratebs, romlebic cdilobdnen mTeli samyaros warmoCenas mxolod 

logikis da empirizmis calsaxa da cal-ganzomilebian fenomenad, rac 

araerTxel damtkicda, rom iseTive primitiuli msoflxedva iyo, rogorc 

inkviziciuri religiuri dogmatizmi. ufro metic, bolSevikebis da sxva 

dialeqtikuri materializmis mimdevrebi arc pirdapiri mniSvnelobiT 

represiebs eridebodnen im adamianebis mimarT, visac miaCnda, rom es samyaro 

metafizikur, ontologiur an transcendentur sawyisebsac moicavda. 

aucileblad unda vTqva, rom arc idealisturi da arc materialisturi 

determinizmi ar aris misaRebi moazrovneebis am rigisaTvis. cxadia, isini 

Suasaukuneebis dogmatur-religiuri swavlebebis mimarT kritikulad arian 

ganwyobilebi, rogorc ganmanaTleblebis studentebi da, amave dros, maTive 

kritikosebic. maTTvis Suasaukuneebis sibnele da ̀ modernis proJeqtorebis 

mier kacobriobis didi nawilis dabrmaveba~ – orTave miuRebeli fenomenia. 

gamosavali aris ara konservatiulad mxolod Zveli Rirebulebebis aRd ge-

naSi – yvela maTganma kargad icis, rom es SeuZlebelia. gamosavali, Se moq-

medebiTi azrovnebis wyalobiT, iseTi axlis SeqmnaSia, romelic adamians 

ga moixsnis rogorc misTvis sruliad gaugebari fsevdo-religiuri dog-

me bis, aseve fiziokratebis fsevdo-mecnieruli `normalizaciis~ da `bio-

politikis~ monobisagan. es Tavisuflebisaken swrafva aris maTi Semoq-

me debis da maT mier mTavar Rirebulad aRiarebuli SemoqmedebiTobis 

mTavari mizani. rodesac Jak derida Tavis moxsenebas akeTebda oqsfordis 

universitetSi, misi sityva gajerebuli iyo pirdapiri mniSvnelobiT po-

eturi metaforebiT, romelic bevr iq msxdom empirio-dogmatikoss uki du-

resad ar moewona. amis pasuxad deridam empirio-centristebs viTom yovlis 

mcodne `Know-nothing~ arafrismcodneebi uwoda. cnobilma amerikelma fi-

lo sofosma judiT batlerma ki deridas termin `logo-centrizms~ ori 

aso daamata da am yvelafers `fa-logo-centrizmi~ uwoda. Tuki `logo-

cen  trizmi~ garkveuli patriarqaluri, materialisturi `normalizaciis~ 

farglebSi samyaros gadakeTebas isaxavda miznad (es proeqti dResac ar aris 

SeCerebuli), Sua saukuneebis `inkviziciuri modeli~ garkveuli religiuri 

dogmebis safuZvelze adamianis damorCilebis mcdeloba iyo. orive am wyobis 

miRma, cxadia, dganan konkretuli socio-ekonomikuri jgufebi, romlebic 

monawileobas iReben Tanadrouli diskursis CamoyalibebaSi. Tavisufali 

adamianis daniSnuleba ki nebismieri gabatonebuli diskursis janmrTeli 

da drouli alternativis gamoZebnaa – an individualurad anac ki jgufis 

saxiT. amas exeboda rogorc qarTveli, aseve frangi an italieli post-

modernistebis Tu post-struqturalistebis naSromebi – da aq yvelanairi 

determinizmi iyo uaryofili: idealisturi iqneboda is Tu materialisturi. 

cxadia, rom postmodernis avtorebi mainc `fantomebisken~ (derida) an 

`sulieri revoluciebisken~ (fuko) ixrebian da haidegeris da bergsonis 
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Svilebi ufro arian, vidre marqsis an froidis, magram isini ukve azrovnebis 

im etapze arian, sadac determinizmi absoluturad miuRebelia da maTTvis 

`marqsis aCrdilebi~ Tu kafkas `metamorfoza~ mxolod imis mTqmelia, rom 

adamiani Tavisufali da Semoqmedi arsebaa, romelSic RmerTma sakuTari 

Tvisebebi Cado. da siyvarulis unaris garda, es sworedac rom SemoqmedebiTi 

evoluciaa – yovelgvari prognozirebadobis gareSe. 

`logo-centrizmis~ – `industriuli kacis~ da teqnokratiis kritika 

zurab kakabaZisaTvisac Zalian mniSvnelovani nawili iyo misi filosofiuri 

nawerebisas. 1979 wels saerTaSoriso filosofiur konferenciaze sityviT 

gamosulan orive: Jak derida da zurab kakabaZe. isini erTmaneTs, rogorc 

me vici, piradad ar icnobdnen. Tumca maTi naazrevi logikis diqtaturis 

winaaRmdeg orTave SemTxvevaSi Zalian mniSvnelovania. derida asakiT Tamaz 

buaCiZis toli gaxldaT, zurab kakabaZe ki – miSel fukos asakisa. fukos da 

zurab kakabaZis naazrevSiac bevria saerTo, miuxedavad imisa, rom isinic ar 

icnobdnen erTmaneTs. kakabaZis `industriuli civilizaciis kritika~ da 

fukos galaSqreba `biopolitikis~ da `fiziokratebis batonobis~ wina aR-

mdeg did msgavsebasac Seicavs. Tumca fukos istoriografia ufro itacebda 

da kakabaZes ki xelovnebis reminiscenciebi uyvarda, magram Tavisi arsiT, 

orivem didi roli Seasrula Tanamedrove civilizaciis kritikaSi da dRes 

es naTlad Cans. 

mcdari Sexeduleba postmodernistebis Sesaxeb isaa, rom TiTqos 

isi  ni yovelgvari Rirebulebebis gareSe ebrZodnen yvelanair aw yo-

bil sistemas, iqneboda es religiuri miTologia Tu modernis ganma naT-

leb loba. fukos da zurab kakabaZes – orives hqondaT naSromebi kantis 

ganmanaTleblobis Sesaxeb. kantiseuli `Was ist Aufklahrung?~ – `ra aris cxa-

d  yofa?~ ZiriTadi SekiTxvaa fukos `simarTlis politikaSi~, sadac is WeS-

marit ganmanaTleblobas simarTlis anu `paresiis~ ZiebaSi xedavs. aseve 

did yuradRebas uTmobdnen kantis nawarmoebebis kritikas qarTveli sa -

mocianelebi, maT Soris zurab kakabaZec da Tamaz buaCiZec. `kantis es Te-

tikuri koncefciis interpretaciisaTvis~ naTel suraTs xatavs, sa dac 

namdvili ganmanaTlebloba aranairad ar aris uaryofili. piriqiT, gan-

manaTlebloba postmodernis filosofosebis mier warmoCenilia dog ma-

tizmis gareSe. ganmanaTleblobis dogmaturi interpretaciebi ZiriTadad 

Semovida mecxramete saukunis meore naxevridan da isini kidev ufro gam-

yar da meoce saukunis pirvel naxevarSi, rodesac fsevdomecnierul da 

fsevdoganmanaTleblur ideebze dayrdnobili mega-naratiuli ideolo-

giebi ikavebs centralur adgils. evgenikaze damyarebuli nacizmi am is to-

riis erT-erTi nawilia. nacizmi ar eyrdnoboda raime metafizikur swav-

lebas, piriqiT, is amagrebda fsevdomecnierul da empiriocentristul 

swavlebas `janmrTeli rassis~ Sesaxeb. iseve, rogorc dogmaturi marqsizmi, 

romelze uaric TviT marqsmac Tqva, eyrdnoboda fsevdomecnierul da 

calmxrivad gazviadebul `homo ekonomikusis~ Teorias. rogorc nacistebi 
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eqstremalurad zrdidnen genetikuri mecnierebis rols, aseve leninisti 

da sxva radikali marqsistebi hiperbolizacias ukeTebdnen ekonomikuri 

mecnierebis safuZvlebs. froidizmic erTgvar fiziokratiul dogmatikad 

iqca TviT froidis gardacvalebis Semdgom, sadac es mimdinareoba mTli-

anad Cadga momxmarebluri sazogadoebis samsaxurSi Tavisi mravalgvari 

`seqs SopebiT~ da komercializebuli `libidos fsiqoanaliziT~. am ti-

pis dog ma tikas Zalian kargad gaukeTes dekonstruqcia deliozma da ga-

ta rim Tavis `anti-oidiposSi~ jer kidev 1970-iani wlebis dasawyisSi. 

miSel fukos leqciebis kursi `biopolitikis dabadeba~, romelic 1970-

iani wlebis bo los Sedga, ukve safuZvlianad akritikebs dogmatur li-

be ralizms, romlis warmoSobasac fuko, venisa da Cikagos ekonomikuri 

skolebis garda, ukavSirebs swored huserlis da haidegeris universitets 

– fraiburgis ekonomikur skolas da konkretuladac asaxelebs im mec-

nierebs, romlebmac monawileoba miiRes `lipmanis simpoziumSi~ parizSi, 

rom daesaxaT nacizmisa da bolSevizmis alternatiuli neo-liberaluri 

mimarTuleba, romelic agreTve fiziokratiuli da fsevdo-mecnieruli 

sawyisebidan modioda. miuxedavad imisa, rom neo-liberalizmi uars 

ambobs totalitaruli azrovnebis sistemaze – is adamians mainc sakuTari 

biologiuri instinqtebis monad aqcevs da arsebiTad igive sawyisi pos-

tulatidan amodis, rogorc marqsizmis orTodoqsia. `damSeuli adamiani, 

rogorc ekonomikis safuZveli~, klasikuri liberalizmis sawyisi wer-

tili Tu iyo, neoliberalizmma minimaluri pirobebis dakmayofileba Se-

saZleblad CaTvala adamianebis garkveuli raodenobisaTvis, Tumca mkacri 

fiziokratiuli kontrolis qveS, sadac yvela `daumorCilebeli~ didi 

panoptikumis mxedvelobis areaSi moeqceoda da mas an fsiqiatriulSi 

ukravdnen Tavs an sulac penitenciur dawesebulebaSi. es kargad dainaxes 

ro gorc fragma, aseve qarTvelma samocianelebma. `neoliberaluri dog-

matizmi~ dResac kargad igrZnoba Cvens diskursSi, rodesac yvela gans-

xvavebuli mosazreba ganidevneba TviTcenzurisa da marginalizaciis iara-

RebiT. jan fransua liotaris wigni `postmodernuli kondicia~ kargad aR -

wers Tanamedrove momxmarebluri sazogadoebis azris diqtaturas da do-

g matizms – yvela is, vinc ar iziarebs am mosazrebas, ganidevneba RimiliT 

da srul marginalziacias ganicdis. qarTveli da frangi postmoderniste-            

 bi `neo-liberaluri dogmatikis~ da misi cxovrebis stilis momZlavrebas 

jer ki dev 1970-ian wlebSi araCveulebrivad winaswarmetyvelebdnen. ai, ras 

wers zurab kakabaZe amis Sesaxeb jer kidev 1979 wels:

`industriis ganviTarebas sWirdeba adamiani – rogorc mwarmoebeli 

da rogorc momxmarebeli; amitomac industriis ganviTarebaze zru-

n va adamianze Tavisebur zrunvas gulisxmobs, xolo am zrunvis Ta -

visebureba imaSi gamoixateba, rom igi adamianis `industriis jaris-

kacad~ anu sanimuSo mwarmoebel-momxmareblad gardaqmniskenaa mimar-

Tuli. industriuli dawesebulebani, industriis ganviTarebaze rom 
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zrunaven, amasTan zrunaven adamianze, mis gardaqmnaze; isini specialur 

RonisZiebebs saxaven da axorcieleben am mimarTulebiT. ramdenadac 

adamianze, rogorc `industriis jariskacze~ zrunva garkveul na-

wil  Si zogadad adamianze zrunvas emTxveva, amdenad industriuli 

da  wesebulebebis RonisZiebebi, erTi SexedviT, adamianze uangaro 

zrunvis saxiT gamoiyureba, xolo saTanado analizis Sedegad aSkara 

xdeba am RonisZiebaTa angarebiani xasiaTi – isini adamianze zrunvas 

mxo lod im zomiTa da im mimarTulebiT axorcieleben, rogorc es in-

dus triis ganuxrel, Seuferxebel ganviTarebas sWirdeba. xolo ram-

de nadac industriis ganviTarebas, roca igi daqvemdebarebuli araa 

adamianis adamianuri interesebisadmi, saboloo angariSiT, xels aZ-

levs adamianis gadagvareba, mis mier WeSmariti bednierebis dakargva, 

amdenad industriul dawesebulebaTa zrunva adamianze im zomisa da 

mimarTulebisaa, rasac adamiani gadagvarebisaken mihyavs.~ (zurab kaka-

baZe, `xelovneba da misi auditoria~, gv. 80. x.f.c., 1979)

kakabaZis da fukos `biopolitikis kritika~, praqtikulad, erT xazs 

mihyveba. neoliberalizmis detalebSiac ki maT Soris saerTo xazia, mi-

uxedavad imisa, rom isini erTmaneTs saerTod ar icnobdnen da maTi nawerebi 

paralelurad qveyndeboda. maTi protesti arsebuli sistemis mimarT 

ki sxvadasxva mxriv araCveulebrivad ganswavluli iyo. orTave maTgani 

usulo materializmis mowinaaRmdege iyo misi yvelanairi gamovlinebiT: 

iqneboda es bolSevikuri, nacisturi Tu neoliberaluri, radgan arc erTi 

am sistemis mizani adamiani ar yofila – yvela am sistemas homo-ekonomikusi 

awyobda sakuTari kuWis amosavsebad da ramdenad mohqonda kuWis amovsebas 

an Tundac libidos yvela moTxovnis dakmayofilebas WeSmariti adamianuri 

bedniereba, amaze am moazrovneebs sakmaod mkveTri uaryofiTi pasuxi 

hqondaT. fukos leqciebis kursebi `sazogadoeba unda iyos daculi~ da 

`biopolitikis dabadeba~ 1970-iani wlebis meore naxevars emTxveva, iseve, 

rogorc zurab kakabaZis `xelovneba, filosofia, cxovreba~.

zurab kakabaZem dainaxa, rom kacobriobas sWirdeboda ontologiuri 

xedva – materialisturi ocnebis alternativa. iseve, rogorc misma Ta-

namedrove poststruqturalistebma, man dainaxa, rom cvlileba gar-

da uvalia, magram progresi ara da Tu Cven gvinda progresi, rogorc ka-

cob riobas, maSin Cven unda gavscdeT materialistur civilizacias kre-

atiuli geniosis meSveobiT. es, raRa Tqma unda, SeuZlebelia uZlieresi 

siyvarulis gareSe. da am mxrivac, materialisturi diskursi da azrovneba 

ver gvTavazobs am Zireuli adamianuri ontologiuri moTxovnilebis 

dakmayofilebis gzas. es aisaxeba mis damokidebulebaSi siyvarulis fe-

no menis gaufasurebaSi. materialisturi damokidebuleba adamianis ga mo-

yenebis da misi `moxmarebis~-admi, praqtikulad, sruliad ukargavs fass mis 

WeSmarit Rirebulebas. maSasadame, is kargavs mis namdvil saxes. 

`Tanamedrove burJuaziuli civilizacia am Taviseburi `herma fro-

di tizmiTaa~ daavadebuli. qali da vaJi dganan erTimeoris winaSe sru-
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liad ganusxvavebelni sulier-pirovnuli Taviseburebebis mxriv da 

gansxvavebulni mxolodRa biologiur-sxeulebrivi aRnagobiT. xolo 

ramdenadac qal-vaJs Soris siyvaruli gansxvavebuli da amgvarad Sem-

v sebi meore pirovnebisaken miswrafebaa, amdenad safuZeli ecleba siy-

varuls. mxedvelobaSi aqvT mxolod gansxvavebuli sxeulebi, ufro 

zus tad, sxeulTa nawilebi, romlebic aRar figurireben, rogorc gan -

s xvavebul sulTa da pirovnebaTa gamosaxulebani. amgvarad, mis w ra-

febis sagnad iqca sxeuli gancdili sulisa da pirovnebis gareSe, ro-

melic, rogorc aseTi nivTis, instrumentis mniSvnelobas iZens. xolo 

instruments floben da iyeneben ise, rom ar ekiTxebian, surs Tu ara 

mas es daufleba da gamoyeneba. amitomac, seqsualuri urTierToba, ro-

gorc sulisa da pirovnebis gareSe gancdil sxeulTan urTierToba, 

arsebiTad `instrumentuli~, principulad `daukiTxavi~ da `upasuxo~ 

urTierTobis anu gaupatiurebis xasiaTisaa~ (z.k. `xelovneba, filo so-

fia, cxovreba~, gv. 132).

es sityvebi 1979 welsaa dawerili. da ra namdvilia es dResac, rodesac 

adamianis `xmarebis~ koncefciam Tavis apogeas miaRwia – yvelanairi hedo-

nis turi moTxovnilebis dakmayofilebis safasurad siyvaruli iwireba, 

da savluri (da TiTqmis mTeli msoflios) civilizacia ki dRes kidev ufro 

hgavs `momxmarebel hermofrodits~, vidre 1979 wels. Cveni urTierTobebi 

ki sul ufro da ufro emsgavseba gaupatiurebas. momxmarebluri kultura 

sul ufro da ufro gvaupatiurebs yvelas, miuxedavad Cveni eTnikuri, 

sqesobrivi, erovnuli, religiuri Tu seqsualuri warmomavlobisa. es 

xdeba im dros, rodesac `kon-kurencia~ da `mom-xmarebloba~ drois wamyvani 

koncefciebi gaxda. da amis dekonstruqcia moaxdines paralelurad, magram 

ara erTmaneTze gavlenis saSualebiT, rogorc qarTvelma, aseve frangma 

postmodernistebma. maT modernis usulo xasiaTs ganaCeni gamoutanes. 

adamianis arsi rom SemoqmedebaSi iyo, amis zurab kakabaZes Rrmad swamda. 

adamianis ontologiuri moTxovnilebebi ki dRevandel civilizaciaSi 

gaTvaliswinebuli araa. dRes mTavari `industriis swrafvaa~ dau jonsis 

industriuli saSualo maCveneblis asamaRleblad. yvelaferi is ki, rac dau 

jonss ar amaRlebs, saWiro araa. 

`Tanamedrove kapitalisturi sazogadoeba warmoadgens erT mTlian 

organizacias, Sedgenils daqvemdebarebuli dawesebulebebisagan. es 

dawesebulebebi da maTi momcveli mTliani saxelmwifoebrivi orga ni-

zacia imTaviTve `daprogramirebulia~ industriis ganviTarebis amo-

ca  niT. igulisxmeba, rom yovelive sxva, rac adamians sWirdeba, Ta vis-

Ta  vad mogvardeba industriis ganviTarebis meSveobiT. namdvilad ki, es 

ase araa; adamianis `adamianuri Zalis ganviTareba~ damoukidebeli da 

umaRlesi amocanaa, romelic, Tuki, pirvel rigSi, araa gaTvaliswine bu-

li am programiT da Tuki industriis ganviTarebis amocana masze zrun vis 

Tval sazrisiT kontrols ar eqvemdebareba, maSin industriis es ukon-
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t rolo ganviTareba, saboloo angariSiT, adamianis `adamianuri Zalis 

ganviTarebis~ da, Sesatyvisad, misi WeSmaritad adamianuri bednierebis 

winaaRmdeg miimarTeba~ (z.k. ̀ xelovneba, filosofia, cxovreba~ gv. 79-80).

dRes Cven amas TvalnaTliv vxedavT, rodesac mTeli dasavluri samyaros 

`servisis~ ekonomikebi sruliad gamousadegari aRmoCnda araTu adamianuri 

bednierebis misaRwevad, aramed misi sicocxlis SesanarCunebladac ki, 

rodesac mas bunebrivi Tu arabunebrivi biologiuri iaraRis winaaRmdeg 

brZola dasWirda. zogi industria pirdapir adamianis sicocxlis wina-

aRmdeg aRmoCnda mimarTuli – garTobis da kluburi industriis CaTvliT. 

adamianis cxovrebas ukanasknel saukuneebSi TiTqos ekonomikuri saWiroeba 

marTavda da bolos ise aRmoCda, rom adamiani ekonomikis monac aRmoCnda. 

axla sicocxle da ekonomika erTmaneTs daupirispirda – sicocxle da 

mTe li rigi industriebisa. Tanamedrove adamians miSel fuko `homo eko-

nomikuss~ uwodebda da amaze `simarTlis Tqmas~ yvela moazrovnis val-

de bulebad Tvlida. zurab kakabaZec analogiurad fiqrobda. adamiani ar 

unda moiazrebodes `industriis jariskacad~, aramed – piriqiT, industria 

unda emsaxurebodes mas da ara marto biologiuri, aramed ontologiuri 

moTxovnilebebis dakmayofilebas. arada, situacia piriqiTaa. 

`xolo esaa swored ara esa Tu is yofieri, aramed yofieris yofiereba. 

amitomac, ontologia SesaZlebelia mxolod rogorc fenomenologia. 

fenomenis aucilebeli momentia dafaruloba (Verdeckheit), xolo dafa-

ru loba aucilebelia yofieris yofierebisaTvis. dafarulia samyaro-

Si Semxvduri yofieris yofiereba, miT ufro dafarulia adamianis yo-

fi ereba, dabolos, miT ufro dafarulia yofiereba `saerTod~ (zurab 

kakabaZe, `adamianis problema haidegeris mixedviT~).

qarTveli da frangi samocianelebi, raRa Tqma unda, ver ascdebodnen                    

meoce saukunis titanebis – edmund huserlisa da misi mowafis, martin 

haidegeris ontologiur da fenomenologiur wiaRsvlebs. zurab kaka ba   Zi-

saTvis huserli, SeiZleba iTqvas, rom centraluri figura iyo. is am Tva-

l sazrisiT fraiburgis skolis dauswrebeli mowafe iyo, Tumca gar k ve-

uli simpaTiebi herbert markuzes da Teodor adornos mimarTac gaaCnda. 

frankfurtis skolasTan daaxloebiT igive gansxvaveba hqonda, rogorc Jan 

pol sartrTan – is Tvlida, rom maTi gataceba marqsizmiT cota ar iyos ris-

kis matarebeli iyo, miuxedavad imisa, rom is eTanxmeboda frankfurte le-

bis miswrafebas Tanasworobisaken. misTvis problema Tanasworoba ki ara, 

erTnairoba iyo. isev da isev fukos rom movubrundeT, `adamianis normali-

ze bis proeqti~ iyo misTvis principulad miuRebeli – erT Targze moWri-

li, `brodveize moseirne aTasobiT holivudis varskvlavis kopio~ misTvis 

adamianur ga numeoreblobis dakargvis simbolod aqcia. da aq kidev er Txel 

Cans, rom, rogorc frangi, aseve qarTveli samocianelebisaTvis miuRebeli 

iyo, rogorc bolSevikuri adamianebis `erTgvaroba~ klasis mixedviT, aseve 

bi ur geruli mibaZvis fenomeni Celebrity Culture-is mimarT. is amas `adamianis 
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standartizacias~ uwodebda, rac Jan bodriaris `nivTebis sistemasTan~ 

aaxlovebda mis nawerebs, Tumca Tamamad SeiZleba iTqvas, rom igi bodriarsac 

ar icnobda piradad. postmodernis filosofiis warmomadgenlebi did 

zRvars ar avlebdnen `sabWoTa biurokratisa~ da `dasavleli biurgeris~ 

karierizms Soris. isini maT erT ganzomilebaSi ganixilavdnen. magaliTad, 

adamiani, romelic sabWoTa kavSirSi amayad daicavda disertacias `marqsis 

progresuli roli soflis meurneobis ganviTarebaSi~, daaxloebiT 25 wlis 

Semdeg SeiZleba aRmoCeniliyo jon makkeinis momxre neokonservatorebis 

banakSi, romelTac TiTqosda sZuldaT yvelaferi marqsistuli da komu-

ni s turi. es, erTi SexedviT, paradoqsuli diqotomia absoluturad gasa-

gebi iyo samocianelebisaTvis – rogorc es maT gawbilebul Jan pol sartrs 

uTxres: `sabWoTa karieristi burJua, praqtikulad, arafriT gan s x  va v-

deba kapitalisti biurgerisgan~ – 1961 wels da Semdegac orive maT ga  ni 

materialisturi da empirio-centristuli azrovnebis modeliT iyo mo w-

yobili da misi amqveyniuri winsvlisaTvis saWiro yvela xerxs ga mo i y e nebda, 

gindac es yofiliyo sruliad komikuri `karl marqsis is to ri u li roli 

cxrukveTeli lobios momyvanis cxovrebaSi~ anki jon mak ke i n i s, vulfovicis 

da sxva neokonebis gegma `komunizmis saboloo ganad gu rebisaTvis~. eseni 

Tavisi arsiT erTi da igive fenomens warmoadgenen misi ontologiuri 

mdgenelis gareSe da, maSasadame, namdvili yofierebis – asein-is  gareSe. 

deridas `marqsis aCrdilebi~ an fukos `dialogebi marqsis Sesaxeb~ swored 

amgvar kritikas usvamen xazs. fiziokratiuli azrovneba sworedac rom 

mTlianad am modernis diskursSi iyo – da ara mxolod mis memarcxene an me-

marjvene manifestaciebSi – es mTlianobaSi iyo `biopolitikuri proeqti~, 

romelsac sxvadasxva saxis ideologiebi amagrebdnen. 
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Irakli Kakabadze

ZURAB KAKABADZE AS GEORGIAN POSTMODERN PHILOSOPHER

Summary

This article deals with the well-known Georgian philosopher and thinker Zurab M. Kakabadze 
(1926-1982) and his works on human nature, arts, philosophy and so called industrial development. 
So far, his writings were attributed to the school of critical thinking and post-existentialist thought. 
In this work, some parallels of his writings with the works of postmodern philosophers are drawn. 
Zurab Kakabadze, as well as his contemporaries in Georgia – thinkers like Tamaz Buachidze, Othar 
Jioyev, Niko Chavchavadze, Merab Mamardashvili, Leri Mchedlishvili, Apolon Sherozia and others 
were contemporaries of the Western Postmodernists or Post-Structuralism and they were heavily 
influenced by the works of Kote Bakradze, Sergi Danelia, Savle Tsereteli as well as Edmund Husserl, 
Martin Heidegger, Albert Camus, Jean Paul Sartre and other Existentialist thinkers of the first half 
of 20th century. As a matter of fact, Zurab Kakabadze and Jacques Derrida both participated in 
the conference on the philosophy of Husserl in 1979. This was not a mere coincidence. The work 
of Georgian and Western postmodern philosophers has many points were they have met, even 
though in most cases they did not interact and did not have direct correspondence.
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The points of interaction and mutual dedication could be thought of in the works of Zurab 
Kakabadze and Jilles Deleuze regarding the works of Henri Bergson in 1960s. Their works on Bergson 
and Bergsonism are almost parallel to each other and their dedication to Bergsonian thinking of 
“Creative Development” is quite close. In 1960s Zurab Kakabadze as well as Jacques Derrida is 
working on the problems of contemporary philosophy according to Edmund Husserl. These works 
are also quite close to each other, even though the authors have not met in person and have 
not even interacted. And the works of Zurab Kakabadze and Michel Foucault on contemporary 
“industrial man”, “homo economicus” or “biopolitics” are very interesting in terms of parallels 
with each other. Criticizing and deconstructing the meta-narrative of modern philosophy and logo-
centrism are some of the main points of the work of Zurab Kakabadze – and this to no surprise comes 
in touch with his Western colleagues and thinkers. Biopolitical materialism of the Soviet or Western 
kind was one of the central points of critical discussion in the philosophy of Zurab Kakabadze. Of 
course, he and his Georgian colleagues came out of very different historical standpoint and they 
have reached their conclusions quite independently from their French or Italian colleagues, but the 
main points of their discussion were very close to each other. 

“The development of contemporary industry needs a human being – the producer as well as 
consumer; Therefore, this need developing industry requires some kind of care for humans and 
the whole peculiarity of this “care” could be thought of as longing to transform this human being 
as a “Soldier of Industry” or an exemplary “Producer-Consumer”. Industrial institutions that are 
charged with the development of industry, are trying to take care these individuals and at the 
same time to transform them: they plan and implement specific events towards this direction. 
If we think of caring about human beings transforming them into “Soldiers of Industry” and 
consider it a caring about humans we might imagine that this is genuine concern about humans. 
But after a careful analysis we might understand that this “concern about human beings” is 
well calculated plan of the swift development of any given industry and not a human being as 
such. Therefore, as we understand, the industry needs a human being without human interests 
and leads to degeneration of true human being without realizing the ideals of genuine human 
happiness. We can conclude that this “care about humans” from the fathers of industry in general 
leads to degeneration of human beings as such” (Zurab Kakabadze, “The Art and its audience”, – 
“Arts, Philosophy, Life” – Tbilisi, 1979, pp. 80).

Contemporary “Industrial Man” or “Homo Economicus” as Michel Foucault puts it existed not 
only in the West or East – but all around the planet in the South and north as well. And even with 
big differences between socio-economic conditions between South and north, Zurab Kakabadze 
has insisted that the road of contemporary “industrial development” leads to the degeneration 
of true human creative mind. Contemporary human being – whether in the West or East, South 
or north is being deprived of the principal key to its happiness – creative development of life – 
and this happens in the interests of big industry – not naming if it is socialist or capitalist. Zurab 
Kakabadze as well as many Western Postmodernists did not draw a line between ideological camps 
– in his view contemporary industry does not distinguish between ideological or geopolitical camps 
– it contributes to human degeneration everywhere it goes. Biopolitics and materialist civilization 
reaches everywhere – and it is successful in transforming humans into obedient machines on every 
continent. 
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“Contemporary bourgeois civilization is ill with some form of “Hermaphroditism”. Woman 
and man stand in front of each other and are absolutely similar to each other in terms of spiritual 
and personal composition – their “difference” is only manifested on biological and bodily 
functions. So far, if the love between woman and man is longing towards different and fulfilling 
each other beings – it is easy to conclude that love is deprived of its main basis. We are left with 
only different bodies, or to say it more precisely, bodily parts, that are not anymore representing 
different spirits and individual personalities. Therefore, simple body without spirit and personality 
becomes the subject of lust and this body becomes very similar to the object or instrument to be 
consumed. This instrument is being possessed and consumed without anyone asking it. Because 
of this, sexual relationship – the one that is experienced without spiritual and individual qualities, 
becomes in fact “instrumental”, directly “not asked for” and “with no response” – that is very 
similar to rape” – (Zurab Kakabadze, “Arts, Philosophy, Life” – Tbilisi, 1979, pp. 132).

Many conclusions drawn by Zurab Kakabadze, Michel Foucault, Jacques Derrida, Gilles 
Delleuze, Jean-Francois Lyotard and other postmodern thinkers are so strikingly synergetic that we 
can only think that they belonged to the same era in the history of the world thought with all due 
differences and all of them looking for some difference, as Derrida would say. 
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valerian ramiSvili valerian ramiSvili 

`man~-i da simulakri, rogorc adamianis yofnis wesebi 

kacobrioba Tavisi arsebobis manZilze yovelTvis xelmZRvanelobda 

adamianis gar kve uli ideiT da idealiT, platoni Tvlida, rom ada mi-

anis arsebobis idea gulisxmobs, rom adamiani imiT ganirCeva sxva ar-

se   bulebisgan, rom igi aris sikeTis mkeTebeli arsebuli. qristianobam 

adamianis arsebobis idead daadgina RmerTi, adamiani ki ganixila rogorc 

RmerTis xati da msgavsi. Semdeg adamianis idea gulisxmobda gonier ada-

mians, romelic gonebiT warmarTavda mis yofierebas amqveynad. me-20 

saukuanis politikurma da socialurma movlenebma kiTxvis qveS daaye-

na adamianis klasikuri gagebis marTebuloba, amitom me-20 saukunis az-

rov neba xasiaTdeba adamianis yofierebis auTenturi wesis ZiebiT da ga-

mo avlens adamianis yofierebis damaxinjebul wesebs: gaucxoeba, `man~, 

masobrioba, konformizmi, azrovnebaze uaris Tqma, absurdi. delezic am 

trendis gagrZelebaa, igi kiTxulobs: saerTod arsebobs ki auTenturi an 

araauTenturi arsebobis wesi, adamianis yofierebis idea da ideali? de-

lozis azriT, `simulakrumis batonoba gansazRvravs Tanamedroveobas~ da 

simulakris fenomeni pir ve lad gamoCnda platonTan, romelmac moaxdina 

misi diskreditacia da uaryo simulakri, anu platonma ver dainaxa adami-

anis yofierebis am we sis arsi da siZliere. platonma safuZveli Cauyara 

ada mianis garkveul ucv lel, maradiul ideas da ideals, raTa aerCia da 

amoerCia adamianebi am ideis mibaZvis donisa da xarisxis mixedviT, delo zis 

mizania simulakris reabilitacia, romelsac platonma usamarTlod sa xeli 

gautexa da uaryo, rogorc adamianis arsebobis wesis yalbi forma. de lozi 

Tavis da mTlianad filosofiis amocanas xedavs platonizmis damxo baSi, 

romelic wamoiwyo nicSem, rac simulakris, rogorc adamianis yofiere bis 

wesis reabilitacias niSnavs. rogor unda Sefasdes delozis es mcde loba 

da ras gveubneba is Cven – Tanamedroveebs? 

filosofosi xdeba, garkveuli gagebiT, futurologi da `civilizaciis 

mkurnali~. delezi Tvlis, rom filosofiis mTavari mizani ar aris sinam-

dvilis aRwera da cnebis Seqmna imis Sesaxeb, rac arsebobs, aramed Seqmnas 

`koncepti imis Sesaxeb, Tu ra unda gaxdes obieqti momavalSi, romelic jer ar 

arsebobs~ realobaSi. `miuxedavad imisa, rom eqimma ar gamoigona daavadeba, 

man mainc gamijna jer kidev dakavSirebuli simptomebi, daajgufa jer kidev 

gaTiSuli simptomebi – mokled, man Seqmna Rrmad originaluri klinikuri 

suraTi~1. aqedan gamomdinare, Cveni Teoriuli amocanaa, gavagrZeloT simu-

1 Делёз Ж. Представление Захер-Мазоха. С. 191. Представление Захер-Мазоха // Л. фон Захер 
Мазох. Венера в мехах, M., Ad Marginem, 1992.
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lakris diagnostika, raTa davadginoT simptomebi, romlebic axasiaTebs 

simulakrs, rogorc adamianuri yofierebis wess. 

erT-erTi problema, romelic platonis gansakuTrebul yuradRebas 

imsaxurebs, aris adamianis arsebobis formebis mravalferovneba da ras 

efuZneba is da ra kriteriumebiT unda SevarCioT adamianis arsebobis 

WeSmariti forma? platoni faqtad aRiarebs adamianTa mravalferovnebis 

arsebobas. es aris saxelmwifos Seqmnis erT-erTi safuZveli. adamianTa 

sxvadasxva unarebi da SesaZleblobebi SesaZlebels xdis Tanaarsebobas da 

urTierTdaxmarebas, sazogadoebis arsebobas. adamianebs Soris gansxvaveba 

dadebiTi faqtia. yvela adamians Tanabari sawyisi pozicia aqvs, maTi ukvdavi 

suli icnobs maradiul codnas, maSin ra aris am samyaroSi gansxvavebebis 

mizezi? Cven yvelani Tanabari da, amave dros, gansxvavebulebi varT, Tanabari 

SesaZleblobebiT da gansxvavebulebi am SesaZleblobis realizebaSi, Tana-

bari uflebebiTa da movaleobebiT, magram gansxvavebulebi varT yofierebis 

wesiT. adamianTa mravalferovneba ar eqvemdebareba gansazRvrebas, magram 

umTavresia gansxvaveba adamianebs Soris unarebis, pretenziebis da bedis 

mixedviT. es empiriuli faqti unda axsnili iqnes. marTlac adamianuri 

arsebobis da saqmianobis uamravi wesi arsebobs (politikosi, moZRvari, 

brZeni da sxva mravali) da es mravalferovneba TavisTavad dadebiTi faqtia, 

rac sazogadoebis arsebobis safuZvelia. adamianebi gansxvavdebian ara 

marto am aspeqtiT: adamianebi aseve SeiZleba iyos kargi an cudi politikosi, 

brZeni, moZRvari da rogor unda gavarCioT an SevarCioT maTgan ukeTesi. 

viTareba icvleba, roca saqme exeba pretenziebs, yvelas raRacaze aqvs 

pretenzia, esec sazogadoebrivi cxovrebis faqtia. rogor avirCioT nam-

dvili pretendenti, roca yvela yvelaferze acxadebs pretenzias? Cven 

virCevT da saidan viciT, rogor gavakeToT swori arCevani, rac ase mniS v-

nelovania sazogadoebisTvis? platonis gansakuTrebuli interesebis Te-

mebi iyo: Zalaufleba, codna, adamianuri samarTlianoba, Rirseba, saT-

noeba da keTilSobileba. man moiTxova, gansakuTrebuli yuradReba mig-

veq cia im adamianebze, romlebic pretenzias acxadeben codnis flobaze 

(sibr Znes), batonobaze (Zalaufleba) da moZRvrad yofnaze (aRzrda), razec 

damokidebuli iyo pirovnebis da sazogadoebis mdgomareoba da momavali. 

`faqtobrivad, dasabuTebas saWiroebs viRacis pretenzia. swored is, vinc 

raRacaze acxadebs, efuZneba am pretenziis marTebulobas da swored 

es moTxovnebi SeiZleba CaiTvalos savsebiT dasabuTebulad, sustad 

dasabuTebulad an saerTod dausabuTeblad~.1

ramdenad SeiZleba ganxorcieldes pretendentTa swori SerCeva, SeiZ-

leba Tu ara es saqme mivandoT darvinis bunebriv SerCevas, adamianis go ni-

erebas Tu sxva metafizikur standarts? arsebobs ki adamianurobis raime 

standarti? iqneb, nebam Zalauflebisaken, anda sicocxlem unda daadginos 

1  Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 330, Логика смысла, М., 2011.



39

valerian ramiSvili  – `man~-i da simulakri, rogorc adamianis yofnis wesebi 

  

cxovrebasTan yvelaze adaptirebulis statusi da ara gonebam, ara RmerTma? 

mibaZvis done da xarisxi ganisazRvreba ara mxolod garegani msgavsebiT, 

aramed yofierebis wesiT da moqmedebis mizniT. samyaros, rogorc kosmosis 

(wesrigis), arsebobis pirveli ontologiuri principi aris is, rom yoveli 

arsebuli unda iyos Sesaferisi, gamosadegi da miznis Sesatyvisi arsebulTa 

mTlianobaSi, amrigad, SerCeva aris samyaros, rogorc kosmosis, arsebobis 

principis gamoxatuleba. samyaroSi (kosmosSi) arsebulTa arsebobis meore 

ontologiuri principis mixedviT, yoveli arsebuli miiswrafvis sike-

Tisaken, yoveli arsebuli arsebobs ontologiurad, vinaidan ziarebulia 

sikeTes, xolo adamianis gansakuTrebuloba swored sikeTis qmnis unarSi 

mdgomareobs. 

delozis azriT, tradiciuli filosofia dakavebuli iyo platonis 

metafizikuri, ontologiuri da epistemologiuri dualizmis uaryofiT. 

delezs sxvanairad esmis platonizmis damxoba: `ra igulisxmeba `pla to-

nizmis damxobaSi~? swored rom amaSi xedavda nicSes sakuTari filo so-

fiis da, zogadad, momavlis filosofiis amocanas: `isini CrdilSi to ve-

ben platonizmis motivacias. piriqiT, platonizmis damxobam unda moh-

fi nos naTeli am motivacias~.1 maTi azriT, platons hqonda garkveuli 

egzistencialuri motivacia samyaros garkveuli modelis Sesaqmnelad. 

platonis metafizikis damxoba swored am motivaciis gamovlinebas niSnavs, 

Sesabamisad, mTavaria, ganisazRvros platonis metafizikis Seqmnis piradi 

motivi da misi Sedegi adamianisTvis. unda gavarkvioT: platonma jer daadgina 

ontologiuri gansxvaveba da Semdeg gamoiyena igi xalxis gasayofad, Tu 

misi azrovnebis Tavdapirveli motivi iyo xalxis dayofa, daxarisxeba da 

amisTvis gamoigona ontologiurad dayofili samyaro. unda gairkves, ra 

aris platonis azrovnebis faruli egzistencialuri motivacia, ramac 

gansazRvra platonizmis Seqmnili ontologiur-metafizikuri modeli da 

ra Sedegebi mohyveba amas adamianisTvs, anu ra aris platonizmis mTavari 

Sedegi? 

delezi Tvlis, rom platonma kacobriobas misca adamianebis dayofis 

idea da ideali da platonma daiwyo adamianebis dayofa adamianis ideasTan 

siaxlovis mixedviT. mibaZvis principi aris arsebulTa mravalferovnebisa 

da arsebobis wesebis simravlis ontologiuri safuZveli, es aris mibaZvis 

principis arsebobis aucileblobis da sazrisis safuZveli. mibaZvis 

for mebi da doneebi mravalferovania da maTi gansxvavebis kriteriumia 

ideebTan msgavsebis xarisxi. platoni ganasxvavebs ideas, rogorc WeSmarit 

arsebuls da mis mibaZvas, romlis gansxavebuli doneebia: xati, asli, 

modeli, simulakri. individis adamianur idealTan Sesabamisobis dadgena 

gansazRvravs individis adamianurobis dones da statuss. platonis mi-

xedviT, arsebobs adamianis idea, rogorc namdvili, srulyofili da misi 

1  Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 328, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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empiriuli mibaZva calkeuli adamianis saxiT da am mibaZvis done da xarisxi 

gansazRvravs TiToeuli pretendentis pretenziis marTebulobas da da-

sa buTebulobas. platonis adamianebis dayofis sistemas aqvs SefasebiTi 

aspeqti, anu platoni ara mxolod adgens adamianebs Soris gansxvavebas, 

am gansxvavebis kriteriums, aramed axdens adamianis arsebobis sxvadasxva 

wesis RirebulebiT Sefasebas, es ukanaskneli yvelaze mniSvnelovania. 

adamianebi ara marto gansxvavdebian da zogi brZenia, zogi moZRvari, zogi 

politikosi, aramed adamianebi da maTi yofierebis wesebi gayofili iyvnen 

rogorc normaluri da aranormaluri, kargi da cudi, keTili da boroti, 

marTali da codvili, rac, delezis azriT, SeiZleba CaiTvalos adamianebis 

diskriminaciis, Tavisuflebisa da Tanasworobis SezRudvis Teoriul da 

metafizikur safuZvlad. delezis Tanaxmad, platonizmis damxoba niSnavs 

swored am motivaciis da misi Sedegebis ukugdebas, adamianebis dayofisa da 

SerCevis wesebis Secvlas da am dayofis platonuri kriteriumis gauqmebas. 

`vin xar?~ – es iyo erT-erTi yvelaze mniSvnelovani kiTxva berZnul 

samyaroSi. am kiTxvas adamiani usvams ara marto sxva adamians, aramed saku -

Tar Tavsac. Zveli berZnebi arc erT nabijs ar gadadgamdnen TavianT cxov-

re baSi, Tu ar miiRebdnen RvTisgan RvTaebriv niSans, romelic daadastu-

reb  da maT qcevas da ar darwmundebodnen, rom misi moqmedeba karg Sedegs 

moitan da. mowodeba – `Seican Tavi Seni~ ar iyo SemTxveviTi, aramed iyo 

berZnuli yofierebis da berZnuli metafizikuri msoflmxedvelobis erT-

erTi qvakuTxedi. delfos samisnoSi misuli mTxovneli kiTxulobda: `me 

vapireb omis dawyebas meore samefosTan~. piTia pasuxobda: `erTi saxelmwi-

fo ganadgurdeba~. mTxovneli kvlav ekiTxeboda: `romeli saxelmwifo~? 

piTia pasuxobda: `Seican Tavi Seni~. es mowodeba dawerili iyo delfos 

taZris SesasvlelTan. adamians unda gaeca pasuxi am SekiTxvaze. unda ekiTxa 

sakuTari TavisTvis: `vin xar?~ es kiTxva Zalian saSiSia, radgan berZens 

am kiTxvaze swori pasuxi rom ar gaego, RmerTis WeSmarit samsjavros ver 

gaigebda. am kiTxvis saSiSroeba oidiposis istoriaSic vlindeba. oidiposma 

ar icis, vin aris da swored am kiTxvaze pasuxis Ziebam miiyvana oidiposi 

tragediamde. oidiposma amoxsna sfinqsis gamocana, man icis adamianis bune ba, 

magram kiTxva – ` vin xar?~ – exeba piradad Tqvens bunebas da Tqveni arsebo-

bis mniSvnelobas. oidiposs, rogorc nebismier adamians, aqvs sakuTari Tavis 

codna, icis, rom aris, magram ar icis, vin aris. `vin xar?~ – amaze pasuxis 

gacema niSnavs, icode Seni arsebobis mniSvneloba, Seni pirovneba, suli, 

moraluri arsi.

es iyo kiTxva, romelic adamianma dausva RmerTs. RmerTma upasuxa: ̀ me var 

is, vinc var~ (gamosvla 3:14) da miuTiTa RmerTis arsebobis arsze. piTagora 

pasuxobs kiTxvas: `vin xar Sen?~ me var filosofosi, es iyo ara saxeli, 

arc profesia, aramed miniSneba adamianis arsebobis tipze. filosofosi 

aris adamianis is tipi, romelmac unda icodes, ra aris realuri, ra aris 

WeSmariti da vin aris sinamdvileSi. sokrate sakuTar Tavs filosofossac 
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uwodebda. cnobilia aseTi SemTxveva, rodesac niu-iorkis aeroportSi 

Jurnalisti budist bers usvams kiTxvas, razec beri pasuxobs kiTxviT: `vin 

xar?~, razec Jurnalisti pasuxobs, rom is Jurnalistia. beri kvlav ekiTxeba: 

vin xar? Semdeg ki Jurnalisti xvdeba, ras gulisxmobs beri am kiTxvaSi da 

xvdeba, rom am kiTxvaze pasuxi ar aqvs. Cndeba kiTxva: ras niSnavs Seni yofna, 

unikaluroba? Cven vicnobT adamians: saxeliT, profesiiT, erovnebiT, 

religiiT, kulturiT, RirebulebaTa sistemiT, magram dRes adamianis 

es maxasiaTebeli aRar aris saintereso. sazogadoebisa da biznesisTvis 

mxolod es ori maxasiaTebelia saintereso: vin xar, rogorc produqciis 

momxmarebeli da vin xar, rogorc produqciis mwarmoebeli. yvela sxva 

maxasiaTebeli aris araarsebiTi, Seusabamo da SemTxveviTi.

haidegeri am sakiTxs seriozul yuradRebas aqcevda. `pasuxi yovel d-

Riuri yofierebis `vin~-is Sesaxeb kiTxvaze mopovebuli unda iqnes yof-

nis im wesis analiziT, romelSic munyofna upirvelesad da umravles Sem-

TxvevaSi rCeba.~1 am kiTxvaze pasuxi gansazRvravs adamianis yofnis wess 

yoveldRiurobis modusSi, sadac dominirebs `man~, anonimuri subieqti 

da iyo `aravin~ niSnavs, iyo `man~-is ZalauflebaSi. masis adamiani aravin 

ar aris. igi hgavs yvelas. misi Zala mis anonimurobaSia. misi moqmedebis 

principia: ̀ moiqeci ise, rogorc iqceva yvela~. delezis simulakri uaryofs 

sartris ontologiur princips: `arseboba win uswrebs arss~, rogorc 

adamianuri proeqtis safuZvels. sartris azriT, adamians aqvs proeqti, 

romelsac mTeli cxovreba akeTebs. simulakrums ar aqvs swrafva arc 

adamianis ideisadmi da arc idealisken. is baZavs yvelas: wmindans, gmirs, 

filosofoss, keTilSobils. is aravinaa. misTvis ar arsebobs adamianis 

idea an ideali. igi aravin ar aris da SeuZlia mibaZos adamianis nebismier 

ideas, magram es imitacia adamianis ideis damaxinjebaa. delezi adamianis 

Tavisuflebas imaSi xedavs, rom adamians ar aqvs valdebuleba, iswrafvodes 

raime adamianuri idealisken, romelic SesaZloa istoriulad Seicvala, an 

daemorCilos mas. unda ganvasxvavoT adamianis Tavisuflebis gansxvavebuli 

gageba. simulakris Tavisuflebis principia: ara `iyavi vinc xar~, aramed 

`iyavi, vinc ginda iyo~, Tu simulakri xar, mibaZe yvelas, magram aravis ar 

unda iyo, iyavi anormaluri. Tanamedrove adamianis arseboba ar warimarTeba 

adamianis ideiT an idealiT, aramed simulakrumi batonobs am epoqaSi. 

vin aris simulakri im epoqaSi, romelic icnobs adamianis gaucxoebis 

mraval formas: masebis dominireba, gaucxoeba, konformizmi, `man~ (haide-

geri), absurdi (kamiu)? simulakrumi adamianis yofierebis wesia. simulakris, 

rogorc adamianis ideis mibaZvis Tavisebureba is aris, rom simulakri `aris 

mxolod msgavsebis garegani, araproduqtiuli efeqti – efeqti, romelic 

miiRweva eSmakobiTa da ideis gayalbebiT. amitom TviTon kamaTi, Tu ram-

denad axorcielebs simulakri adamianis ideas, usazrisoa. radgan `aRar 

1 haidegeri m., yofiereba da dro, gv. 117. Tb., 2019.
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aris swori Sexeduleba, Semecnebis adgils ikavebs raRac ironiuli Sejibri, 

Setakebis xelovneba, romelic codnisa da Sexedulebis miRma devs~. 1 es aris 

Tanamedrove samyaros realuri suraTi da nebismier fasad warmatebaze 

orientirebuli adamianis xati. es aris platonis gamoqvabulis adamianis 

yofierebis wesi. ras niSnavs da rogori unda iyos urTierToba adamianTan, 

romelmac ar icis, Tu vin aris. xdeba adamianis mier pirovnuli yofierebis 

ukugdeba, pirovnulobis gaqroba. 

simulakrumi saerTod ar ayenebs sakiTxs adamianis yofierebis saz-

ri sis Sesaxeb, ufro metic, igi ganzrax gaurbis sakiTxs adamianis ideis 

Tu adamianis bunebis Sesaxeb. dRes adamiani aris simulakri, is arc xatia, 

arc RmerTs emsgavseba, arc racionaluri arseba da misi yofierebis 

arss warmoadgens yvelaferis mibaZva, ar icis, vin aris da ar icis, ratom 

hbaZavs vinmes. `masis adamiani~ gadaiqca simulakrumad, is baZavs yvelas da 

aravis ar aris. simulakris epoqa niSnavs, rom aravin acxadebs pretenzias, 

rom aris namdvili adamiani, adamianurobis etalonis xati, mibaZva, ar 

arsebobs gansxvaveba originalsa da imitacias Soris, radgan maTi gamijvna 

SeuZlebelia. es aris simulakris batonobis arsi. simulakris yofnis 

wesia gansxvaveba da cvalebadoba, romelic ar eqvemdebareba cnobierebis 

kontrols, anu rogori iqneba is erTi wuTis Semdeg, ar aris damokidebuli 

mis arCevanze. mas unda hqondes Tavisufleba, iyos anormaluri. 

delezi Tvlis, rom iyo simulakri, niSnavs, gaTavisuflde Zalauf le-

bisgan, manipulaciisgan, panoptikumisagan, cdilobde, ar iyo konformis-

ti da yvelas mibaZva, rogorc sakuTari Tavis, TviTobis damalva, aris ga-

da rCenis, Tavisuflebis SenarCunebis saSualeba. es aris uaryofiTi Ta-

visufleba, gaqceva sakuTari Tavisgan. simulakrumi aris is, vinc gaurbis 

Tavis Tavs, Tavs aridebs da visac aqvs mibaZvis unari, SeuZlia mibaZos 

nebismiers da amiT miaRwios Tavis mizans – SeniRbos sakuTari Tavi. mas aqvs 

unari, mi ba Zos yvelas da, amave dros, iyos aravin. simulakrumi aris adamiani, 

ro melic Segnebulad cdilobs, daemsgavsos mas, vinc sinamdvileSi ar aris, 

iyo simulakrumi niSnavs, uars ambob identobaze, TviTmyofadobaze, pirov-

nebaze. 

haidegeri aRniSnavs, rom munyofnis TviTmocemulobis saxe ̀ man~-Si dama-

xin jebulia. ̀ munyofna Tavis TviTobisadmi uaxloesi mimarTebiT mudam amas 

ambobs: ̀ es me var~ da saboloo angariSiT amas maSin ambobs yvelaze xmamaRla, 

roca igi, es arsebuli `ar aris~.2

simulakrumi aravinaa, is ver pasuxobs kiTxvas `vin xar?~ amitom man 

upasuxa kiTxvas: `vin xar?~ pasuxobs: me aravin var da `viqnebi Tundac 

gantenbeini~. ase hqvia cnobili Tanamedrove avstrieli mwerlis maqs friSis 

romans, romelSic aRwerilia Tanamedrove evropelis yofierebis wesi. 

simulakri aris adamianis pasuxismgeblobis sakiTxi ar SeiZleba daisvas, es 

1 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 335, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
2 haidegeri m., yofiereba da dro, gv. 115, Tb., 2019.
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aris pasuxismgeblobis safuZvlebis Serbileba, es Cveni drois problemaa, 

rom simulakrumi ar arsebobs moralurad, sulierad da metafizikurad, 

rogorc pirovneba. m. Seleri ambobs, rom adamianma ar icis, vin aris, Tumca mas 

aqvs uamravi mecnieruli codna adamianis Sesaxeb. simulakris Tavisebureba 

is aris, rom mas ar gaaCnia identuroba. delezi saubrobs singularulobaze, 

is aris erTeuli. aseTi erTeuli qmnis masas, xolo individi, pirovneba qmnis 

erTobas, sazogadoebas. simulakri ar aris, is aravinaa. 

delezi Tvlis, rom platonizmis damxoba ar niSnavs platonis on to-

logiisa da metafizikis uaryofas, aramed adamianebis dayofas gansxva-

vebuli kriteriumebiT safuZveli daudo platonma. platonizmis damxoba 

niSnavs adamianebis dayofis da daxarisxebis wesebis cvlilebas da am da-

yofis platoniseuli kriteriumis ukugdebas. platonis azrovnebis mo-

ti vaciis gaazrebas da am motivaciis mcdarobis dadasturebas. es aris 

saintereso Teoriuli midgoma. Cven viziarebT delozis gagebas pla to-

nis motivaciis Sesaxeb, magram ar SevCerdebiT da gvinda vikiTxoT: ra 

aris platonis motivaciis ganmsazRvreli motivi? aucilebelia imis gar-

kveva, Tu ra udevs safuZvlad platonis egzistencialur motivacias da 

misi mcdarobis dasabuTeba, aseve, ganvsazRvroT, ra aris platonizmis 

mTavari Sedegi, ra aris TviTon nicSesa da Tavad delozis pirovnuli 

egzis tencialuri motivi metafizikis Sesaqmnelad? nicSesTvis misi azrov-

nebis mTavari egzistencialuri motivi aris imis garkveva, Tu ra aris misi 

piradi ubedurebis mizezi, ratom aris is dasjili da es da mo kidebulia 

Tu ara adamianis ucodvelobaze Tu codvilze? ra aris pirovnebis bra-

le ulad gamocxadebis safuZveli. maTi azriT, platoniseuli dayofis 

principi adamians unergavda bralis cnobierebas. es nicSesTvis miuRe-

be lia. nicSesTvis mTavari eqsistencialuri kiTxva iyo `ratom~. mas ain-

te resebda misi piradi ubedurebis mizezi: ratom me? es man daimsaxura, 

radgan codvilia, adamianis ideas Tu ideals ar Seesabameba Tu es sruliad 

SemTxveviTi faqtia? nicSe kiTxulobs: ratom unda mqondes me codvilis, 

braleulis, naklovanis cnobiereba da Cemi ubedureba avxsna am faqtiT? 

ubralos da braleuls Soris garCevis safuZveli aris ucodvelobis 

gar kveuli erTiani standartis arseboba da am standartis gauqmebiT is 

miiRebs gadarCenis Sanss. delozis egzistencialuri motivia imis mtkiceba, 

rom adamians unda hqondes ufleba, iyos gansxvavebuli, anoraluri, ar 

daemorCilos zogad wesebsa da standartebs. adamianis erTiani, zogadi 

gageba ar unda arsebobdes. simulakrs ar aqvs bralis gancda. 

delozi platonis pozicias iluziad Tvlis da mouwodebs simulakris 

yuradRebis miqcevisa da masSi misi energetikuli Zalis danaxvisken, radgan 

is yovelTvis gamarjvebulad rCeba – es aris cxovrebis saidumlo. es aris 

meoce saukunis arsi, rogorc adamianis masis saukune da masebis gamarjvebis 

pirovnebaze, individze. nicSes `zeadamiani~ masebis epoqam, simulakram 

Secvala. es nicSesTvis iqneboda misi azrovnebis kolafsi, rom zekacis 

adgili masis usaxurma individma daikava. simulaki Tanamedrove epoqaSi 
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adamianis arsebobis upiratesi formaa. is acxadebs, rom arc erTi idea ar 

ganxorcielebula pirovnebis Sesaxeb (adamiani sikeTis mqmneli, adamiani 

RmerTis xati da msgavsi da adamiani, rogorc gonieri arsebuli), amitom igi 

ar cnobs da ar emorCileba arc erT ideas, pirovnebis pa radigmas. 

m. fuko Cveni drois mTavar problemas xedavs codnisa da Zalauflebis 

fenomenis SerwymaSi, ris Sedegadac Seicvala Zalauflebis gamovlenis 

formebi da gaxda ufro faruli, daxvewili da daundobeli. es movlenebi 

adamianis Tavisuflebas problemurs xdis. adamiani sul ufro daucveli 

xdeba Zalauflebis winaSe. saxelmwifo Zalaufleba ufro `mecnierulad~ 

marTavs sazogadoebas. rogor da ra formebSi aris SesaZlebeli moraluri 

subieqtis `Tavisufali~ moqmedeba, ris safuZvelzec mas SeuZlia iyos 

`TviToba~. adamianis `TviTobad~ yofna niSnavs qcevis arsebuli da gabato-

ne buli kodebis da strategiebis daZlevas da gansxvavebulad yofnas. 

m. fuko dainteresebulia gansxvavebulobiT, normalurobidan ga dax-

ris fenomeniT da Zalauflebis damokidebulebiT am gansxvave bu lo bi-

sadmi. m. fuko ikvlevs gansxvavebulobis Tanasworobis uflebas, uf le-

bas, iyo gansxvavebuli. me-20 saukunes axasiaTebs adamianTa Soris yo vel-

gvari gansxvavebulobis (klasobrivi, erovnuli, religiuri, rasobrivi, 

seqsualuri), rogorc diskriminaciis safuZvlis, ukugdeba da rCeba 

mxolod erTaderTi gansxvaveba adamianTa Soris – es aris gansxvaveba 

simdidreSi, ZalauflebaSi. adamianTa Soris TiTqos yvela gansxvaveba 

daZleulia, mag ram m. fuko laparakobs kidev erT, darCenil gansxvavebaze 

– es aris adamianebis dayofa normaluri da anormaluri yofierebis 

wesis mqone adamianebad. ekonomika, medicina (mecniereba), goneba, zneoba, 

esTetika adgens am gansxvavebas. isini adamians (da yvela arsebuls) yofen or 

klasad: normalurad da anormalurad, normidan gadaxrad, marginalad (rac 

metafizikuri dualizmis gamoxatulebaa, radgan adamiani am dualizmis 

mixedviT azrovnebs da dayofs yvelafers). ukve aracnobieris fenomenma 

eWvqveS daayena normalurobis tradiciuli gageba. Zalaufleba, ekonomika, 

mecniereba, medicina, fsiqiatria gamoricxaven deviantur adamianebs 

sazogadoebrivi cxovrebidan: maTi izolaciiT, aranormalurebis, usaqmu-

robis, avadmyofis da damnaSaveebis saxiT. SemuSavebuli iqna Sesabamisi 

socialuri institutebi, romlebic axorcieleben Zalauflebas, codnis 

safuZvelze, adgens normalurobis standarts da viRacas acxadebs devi-

antad, marginalad, naklovanad. codna gamodis batonobis iaraRad, romelic 

adgens, rogor vicxovro, ra unda gaakeTo, ramdeni dalio, ra raodenobis 

sakvebis miReba aris sakmarisi da normaluri. normebis dadgena xdeba ara 

nebis safuZvelze (me ase minda), aramed mecnieruli codnis, ekonomikis 

principis, gonivrulobis, zneobriobis safuZvelze (Sen ase unda). yvela 

isini xelisuflebis samsaxurSi dgas da xelisufleba gansazRvravs adamianis 

yofierebis wess. m. fuko moiTxovs identobis saukuneSi gansxvavebulad 

yofnis uflebisa da Tavisuflebis dacvas. fukosTvis Tavisufleba niS-
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navs, iyo gansxvavebuli, sazogadoebam unda momces Tavisufleba, viyo anor-

maluri (da ara aranormaluri), gansxvavebuli. 

delezis Tanaxmad, platons ar aqvs Teoriuli mizani – adamianis cnebis 

Seqmna, misi mizani ufro seriozuli da mniSvnelovania platonisTvis: `ase 

rom, dayofis mizani sulac ar aris gvarebad da saxeobebad daSla. is ga ci-

lebiT Rrmaa da mdgomareobs warmomavlobis dadgenaSi: pretendent ebis 

gamijvna, wmindis arawmindisagan, namdvilis aranamdvilisgan gansxvaveba. 

aqedanaa cocxli metafora, romelic gayofis proceduras adarebs oqros 

sinjis SemowmebasTan~.1 gansazRvro warmomavloba, gamijno da ganasxvavo 

– gulisxmobs SefasebiT damokidebulebas zneobrivi, religiuri Tu me-

ta fizikuri kriteriumebis mixedviT, magram delezi ar laparakobs, yu-

radRebas ar aqcevs platonis am poziciis motivaciis egzistencialur 

sa fuZvels. delezi metafizikis Seqmnis safuZvels mxolod pirovnul 

mo tivebSi eZebs, ufro swored, froidis mier moniSnul seqsualur da 

agresiul motivebSi. es midgoma SesaZlebelia, magram ar aris aucilebeli 

marTebuli iyos.

platonis pirovnul motivs – adamianebis erTmaneTisgan garCeva, 

aqvs Tavisi egzistencialuri motivi, motivaciis motivi. mas hqonda is-

to   riuli da biografiuli safuZveli. platons aqvs adamianis gaum jo be -

se bis mcdelobis ori magaliTi: erTi sirakuzeli tirani, anu mTli anad 

sazogadoebis gardaqmna zemodan da meore, sokrates maga li Ti – sazo ga-

do ebis gardaqmna qvemodan, pirovnebis zneobrivi da in te leq  tu aluri 

srulyofa, arc erTma ar gaamarTla, orive sasikvdilo saf r Txes Tan aris 

dakavSirebuli. aseve, gasaTvaliswinebelia demokrites on tologiuri kon-

cefcia, romlis mixedviTac samyaros warmoSobis Sem Tx veviTi buneba ar 

iZleoda saSualebas, metafizikur-ontologiurad da fuZ nebuliyo ada-

mianis zneobrioba da sikeTisken swrafva. platonisTvis egzistenciurad 

miuRebeli iyo samyaro, romelic gulgrili iyo adamianis zneobrivi xa-

siaTis mimarT, mas surda samyaro, rogorc `ordo agaToni~, romelSic 

dafasebuli iqneboda adamianis keTilSobileba da zneobrioba. yofierebis 

samyaros marTavs sikeTe, rogorc dasawyisi da mizani yo ve li ve arsebulis.

adamianis da sazogadoebis gardaqmnis orive meTodi – zemodan da qve-

mo dan warumatebelia, adamianis gardaqmna unda moxdes TviTon masSi da Sen 

mxolod unda daexmaro, rac aris maievtika, Tu unda gamovavlinoT, Tu vin 

aris namdvili. adamianis yofnis wesia gamoqvabuli (yoveldRiuroba, `mani~), 

sadac adamianebi dakavebuli arian ara namdvili arsebulebis, aramed 

mxo lod aCrdilebis Sesaxeb msjelobiT. platonma da nicSem ver gaiges, 

ratom imarjvebs usamarTlo da ara gmiri, wmindani, brZeni? yvela filo-

so fosi cdilobda, daemkvidrebina adamianis ideali, romliTac unda vi-

xel mZRvaneloT. platonis Tanaxmad, adamianis, rogorc arsebulis, arsia 

sikeTis qmnadoba, rom adamianad yofnis niSania sikeTis qmna. 

1 Делез Ж., Платон и симулякр, с. 329, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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delezis azriT, adamianis mier adamianis ideis ganxorcieleba, mibaZvis 

orive mcdeloba warumatebeli aRmoCnda: sokrate sikvdiliT dasajes da 

adamis codviT adamiani daSorda RmerTis msgavsebas. `RmerTma Seqmna ada mi-

ani Tavis xatad da msgavsad, magram codvis CadeniT adamianma dakarga msga-

v seba da SeinarCuna xatoba. Cven viqeciT simulakrebad~.1 idealuri pro-

totipis mibaZvaze uari iTqva, adamiani ver axerxebs, iyos idealuri tipis 

mibaZva, igi simulakria, anu mibaZvis damaxinjeba. adamianma orjer sca da, 

yofiliyo msgavsi, magram masSi qaosi imarjvebs, rac mas aiZulebs, iyos 

mudmivi gansxvaveba, mudmivi cvalebadoba, romlis wesrigi da principi Tvi-

Ton ar icis. adamianis damorCileba raime idealis an ideisadmi mcdaria da 

wa rumatebeli, radgan ver modis TanxmobaSi adamianis dionisur bu ne basTan. 

simulakri saerTod ar svams kiTxvas adamianis Sesaxeb, ufro metic, is 

ganzrax gaurbis kiTxvas pirovnebis arsis Sesaxeb. simulakri ar aRiarebs 

bralsac. delozis azriT, adamianis Tavisufleba mdgomareobs imaSi, rom 

is ar unda iswrafvodes pirovnebis raime ideisa da idealisken. aravis aqvs 

ufleba, maswavlos cxovreba, Sevesabamebode Tu ara adamianis ideals. is 

uaryofs cxovrebas principiT `Sen unda~, misi yofierebis arsia: `me minda~, 

magram es ar aris nicSes `me minda~, radgan nicSes `loms~ SeuZlia airCios 

Tavisi yofnis wesebi. simulakris arsebobis arsi mxolod imitaciaa. mas 

ar SeuZlia Tqvas, vin aris, radgan amisaTvis mas unda hqondes warmodgena 

RmerTze, adamianurobaze, samarTlianobis, sikeTis, Rirsebis, idealis 

cnobiereba. is baZavs yvelas da, faqtobrivad, nebismiers. is baZavs sikeTes, 

magram ar aris keTili, is baZavs brZens, magram ar aris brZeni. misi arsia 

yvelasTan gansxvavebulobis SenarCuneba. misi mizania, iyos umravlesobis 

wevri. es saSualebas aZlevs mas, darCes anonimuri. is ar cdilobs, iyos 

vinme, ar sWirdeba yvelaferze fiqri. is ubralod aravinaa. es aris misi 

arCevani da Tavisufleba. delezs Semoaqvs singularobis (erTeulis) 

cneba simulakris aRsaniSnavad da ar iyenebs individualobis cnebas, rad-

gan individualoba niSnavs ganuyoflobas da surs, Tavidan aicilos es 

asociacia qristianobasTan, rom adamiani, rogorc sulisa da sxeulis, 

gonebisa da sxeulis ganuyofeli mTlianoba. mas ar SeuZlia Caidinos 

iseTi saqcieli, razec pasuxismgeblobas aiRebs, radgan misi Tavisufleba 

moraluri pasuxismgeblobaze uaris Tqmaa, rac aris adamianis cxovrebis 

safuZveli.

delezis azriT, ideis asli aris is, vinc Tavis yofierebas gonebiT 

warmarTavs, xolo ideis simulakri aris is, vinc Tavis yofierebas akon t-

rolebs ara gonebiT, aramed nebiT, aracnobieriT. es aris nicSeseuli dio-

nisuri tipi. adamians ar aqvs adamianurobis idea, xati, paradigma, standarti. 

adamiani an qmnis adamianuri yofierebis sakuTar ideals, an saerTod ar 

aqvs ideali da is aris simulakri. simulakri kiTxvis niSnis qveS ayenebs 

adamianis unars da mcdelobas, icxovros adamianis ideis Sesabamisad, ami-

tom is uars ambobs adamianis ideis, idealis Sesabamisad cxovrebaze da mas 

1 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 323, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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Tavisuflebad miiCnevs, iTxovs mis uflebas, iyos gansxvavebuli. es aris 

Tavisufleba. ufro swored, Tavisuflebis eqsperimenti, anu imis Ses wav-

la, razec adamiani uars ver ityvis da aRiarebs mis aucileblobas misi si-

cocxlisTvis. 

raSi mdgomareobs simulakris saxifaTo buneba? simulakri ar aris Cve-

ulebrivi asli, arc aslis asli, romelic Zalze daSorebulia msgavsebaSi. 

mTavri isaa, rom simulakri da asli Tavisi bunebiT sapirispiroa.1 igi qmnis 

msgavsebis efeqts. Tumca simulakri aigeba Seusabamobaze da gansxvavebaze. 

igi Tavis TavSi atarebs aramsgavsebas. igi aRniSnavs mxolod msgavsebis ga-

regan, araproduqtiul efeqts, romelic miiRweva mxolod eSmakobiT da 

damxobiT (ideis).~2 simulakrSi mTavari gansxvavebaa da ara msgavseba. Tavad 

sofisti ganasaxierebs im simulakris arsebobas, sofisti arc brZenia da 

arc filosofosi, is ar aris arc politikosi, ubralod, aravin aris da 

misi yofierebis wesi ar aris ideis mimesisi (mibaZva), mas SeuZlia mibaZos 

yvelas, magram yovelTvis gansxvavebuli rCeba, anu is, ubralod, ar baZavs 

brZenis ideas da ganzrax amaxinjebs brZenis gagebas. igi ver gaxdeba brZeni, 

amitom baZavs da amiT TviTon brZenis ideas amaxinjebs. `meti aRar aris 

swori Sexedulebac ki. Semecnebis adgils ikavebs raRac ironiuli Sejibri, 

Setakebis xelovneba, romelic codnisa da Sexedulebis miRmaa.~3 es aris 

swored sofisti, sofisti yvelaferSi monawileobs, yvelafers baZavs, 

yvelas aswavlis cxovrebas, magram misi mizani qaosia da sokrates mizania 

wesrigis damyareba, arsebulis arsis gageba. sofistSi gansaxierebulia 

yalbi pretendentis boroti Zala. misi mizania sikeTis damaxinjeba. misi ka-

maTi Zalian hgavs gamoqvabulSi damwyvdeuli binadarebis kamaTs namdvil 

sinamdvileze. isini ar eZeben WeSmaritebas, ubralod, es Sejibria, Tu vin 

ukeT, damajereblad aRwers landebs, Crdilebs da dRis sinaTles mok le-

bulebSi moipovebs yalb popularobas, gavlenas.

delezis mier simulakri ramdenime niSniT xasiaTdeba: `sofisti Tvi-

Ton ganasaxierebs simulakris yofierebas, romelic yvelgan aRwevs da yve-

la ferSi cxvirs yofs~. meore mxriv, `simulakri ara ubralod yalbi aslia, 

aramed igi kiTxvis qveS ayenebs TviTon aslis da modelis cnebas~.4 es aris 

simulakris mTavari ontologiur-metafizikuri Sedegi. igi aris arsebu  -

li, romelic mibaZvis princips ar emorCileba da aCvenebs, rom mibaZvis pri-

ncipi ar aRmoCnda sayovelTao principi da amiT irRveva platonis samya  ros 

ontologiuri mTlianoba. 

platonis ontologia agebulia mibaZvis (mimezisis) principze. TiTo-

euli calkeuli empiriuli arsebulis arss, arsebobas da statuss gan sa-

zRvravs ideisadmi mibaZvis done, magram gamodis, rom raRac ar emorCileba 

1 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 332, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
2 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 332, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
3 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 332, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
4 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 344, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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am ontologiur princips. ra aris simulakri, rogorc arsebuli? simu-

lak ri ontologiurad ar arsebobs, radgan idea, rogorc Sinagani si-

naT le, simulakrSi ar Cans, xolo adamianis simulakri aris adamiani, ro-

melic sikeTisken ar miiswrafvis, e.i. is ar arsebobs, radgan platonis on-

tologiuri metafizikuri principis mixedviT: `rac sikeTea, namdvilia da 

rac namdvilia, sikeTea~. platoni ganasxvavebs ideasa da empiriul obieqts, 

romelSic Cven vxedavT ideas, Sinagani sinaTlis saxiT da aseve xazs usvams 

arsebas, romelic ar aris mimesisi da romelSic idea ar aris gamokveTili, 

rogorc Sinagani sinaTle. es aris asli, romelsac ar aqvs originali, is 

cdilobs, mibaZos imas, rac ar aris, raTa damalos sakuTari arsi. simulakri 

arsebobs ontiurad da ara ontologiurad, rogorc arsebulis erT-erTi 

forma, mas aqvs arsebobis ufleba. igi uaryofs platonur dualizms sam ya-

ros agebulebasa da gagebaSi. ideis asli xelmZRvanelobs gonierebiT, xolo 

simulakri Tavis yofierebas warmarTavs nebiT, aracnobieriT, vnebiT. es 

aris nicSeseuli dionisuri tipi. platonis azriT, adamianurobis done 

ganisazRvreba sikeTis qmnadobis doniT, radgan adamiani, faqtobrivad, 

ontologiurad valdebulia, iyos sikeTis Semoqmedi.

delezi Tvlis, rom simulakri yofnis wesia Tavisufleba, magram igi am 

Tavisuflebas iyenebs negatiurad, ara sakuTari igiveobis, pirovnulobis 

ganxorcielebisTvis, aramed igi axorcielebs ara princips: `iyavi is, 

vinc xar~ an `iyavi is, vinc ginda, rom iyo~, is aravin ar aris. misi mizania 

sicocxle nebismier fasad da nebismieri formiT. aseTi negatiuri Tavi-

sufleba iqceva qaosad, radgan igi uaryofs yofnis igiveobis kanons. man 

dakarga igiveoba sakuTar TavTan. igi baZavs ara erT ideas, aramed baZavs 

yvelas da yvelafers, anu aravis. misi Tavisufleba mibaZvis simravleSia. 

man mibaZvis princips daupirispira mibaZvis Tavisufleba. `simulakrSi 

mocemulia raRac SeSliloba, raRac usazRvro qmnadoba.~1 am qmnadobas 

ar aqvs wesrigi, es aris qaosi. simulakri TviTon Tavisuflebis princips 

absurduls xdis, Tavisufleba iqca qaosad. man dakarga igiveoba sakuTar 

TavTan, igi gaorebulia. simulakri kiTxvis qveS ayenebs Tavisuflebas 

da pirovnuli yofierebis wess. adamianis gaTavisufleba adamianurobis 

ideisadmi an idealisadmi mibaZvisagan aris adamianis Tavisufleba. simu-

lakri qmnis mxolod msgavsebis efeqts, faqtobrivad ki, misi arsia ideisagan 

gansxvaveba. igi arcerT da yvela ideas emsgavseba erTdroulad. qmnis ra 

msgavsebis efeqts, amiT yvelafers yalbs xdis da qaoss nergavs. 

adamiani aris ganusazRvreli arsebuli, misi arsia SesaZlebloba. adami-

ans SeuZlia iyos yvelanairi. adamiani aris imdenad gaurkveveli arsebuli, 

rom igi ar aRiarebs da emorCileba adamianobis arcerT ideas, ideals. misi 

warmarTva SeuZlebelia nebismieri ideiT da idealiT da igi, rogorc mibaZvis 

gansakuTrebuli unaris mqone, rac yalbi mibaZvis SesaZleblobasac niSnavs, 

angrevs mibaZvis yovel sistemas da ideals. adamiani aris ubralod arseboba, 

1 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 333, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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romelmac ar icis, Tu ra gaxdeba (sartri) an ar icis, Tu ra unda. mas aranairad 

yofna ar surs, radgan gaxde vinme, niSnavs ikisro masze pasuxismgebloba, 

anu SezRudo Seni Tavisufleba. magram SeuZlebelia ar davuSvaT, rom masSi 

aRmocendeba survili pirovnuli yofierebisa. (gamoqvabulis gmiri, sin di-

si, romelic geubneba, iyav is, vinc ar da ara Zalauflebis mier naTqvami – 

iyav is, vinc unda iyo Cemi (xelisuflebis – struqturis) gadawyvetilebiT. 

simulakri aris adamianis yofnis wesis orazrovnebis gamoxatuleba, radgan 

Seicavs rogorc uaryofiT, ise dadebiTi ganxorcielebis SesaZleblobas. 

igi cdilobs, ar gamoavlinos Tavisi Tavi da amaSi xedavs Zalauflebis 

politeqnologiebisagan gadarCenas, magram misTvis Zneli iqneba zRvaris 

SenarCuneba da igi saerTod dakargavs pirovnul identobas. 

simulakria is, vinc gadaurCa mibaZvis diqtaturas da visac SeuZlia, 

ro gorc gabatonebul models, daangrios Signidan Tanamedrove `man~-is 

sazogadoeba da ar emorCileba xelisuflebis politteqnologiebs. pla-

tonis ideam miiRo xelisuflebis politteqnologiebis saxe (anu ideis 

batonoba), amitom simulakri aris dadebiTi movlena. delezis da fukos 

azriT, Tanamedrove adamianis bunebas qmnis xelisufleba Tavisi polit-

teq nologiebiT, igi adamianis mier arCevanis ganxorcielebas warmarTavs. 

am SemTxvevaSi adamianis Tavisuflebaa, ar daemorCilo xelisuflebis 

mier dadgenil adamianis ideals, ideas. es SeuZlia mxolod simulakrs. 

es aris erT-erTi gza, SeinarCuno identoba da Tavisufleba, meore gzaa, 

ganaxorcielo pirovnuli moqmedeba – esaa sokrate. delozis azriT, yoveli 

epoqa xasiaTdeba raRac aradrouliT, romelic ar aris arc warsulis da 

arc momavlis movlena da misi mizania winaaRmdegobis gaweva am epoqisadmi – 

epoqis bunebis, misi SezRudulobis Cveneba. magram es aris swored sokrate, 

romelic daisaja amis gamo, xolo sofistma Tavidan aicila da misi boroteba 

saerTod SeumCneveli darCa da dasajes swored is, vinc mis borot bunebas 

amxelda. 

ra SeiZleba iyos aseTi araTanamedrove simulakris dominirebis epo-

qaSi da rogor ganvasxvavoT igi, rogorc konceptualuri personaJi? `ro-

gor gamovyoT TanamedroveobaSi, rac nicSem gamohyo rogorc ara Ta na-

med rove, `TanamedroveobaSi xazgasmiT aRvniSno is, rac nicSem daasaxela 

udroo, romelic Tumca ki ekuTvnis Tanamedroveobas, magram imave dros 

daupirispirdes Tavis dros~.1 aseTi konceptualuri personaJia: sok ra-

te, filosofosi, gamoqvabulis gmiri. filosofosis bedisweraa, ga da iq -

ces Tavis konceptualur personaJad, maSin, rodesac es personaJebi gan-

sxvavdebian imisagan, rac arian istoriaSi, miTologiaSi an yoveldRiur 

cxovrebaSi (sokrate platonSi, dionise nicSeSi, idioti kuzanelTan). `kon-

cep tualuri personaJi xdeba an filosofiis sagani, ekvivalenturi Tavad 

fi losofosisa~.2 

1 Делез Ж.Что такое философия, с. 84, СПБ, 1998.
2 Делез Ж. Марсель пруст и знаки, с. 172, СПБ, 1999.
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konceptualuri personaJi aris platonis filosofiis da Tavad fi-

losofosis gansaxiereba cxovrebaSi. sokrate ganasaxierebs gamoqvabulis 

gmirs, filosofoss, romlis yofierebis arsia Rirseul pirovnebad yof-

na. filosofosi, sofisti da politikosi amtkiceben, rom aswavlian ada-

mi ans, sazogadoebas, raTa adamianma datovos gamoqvabuli da dainaxos 

re aluri sinamdvile. isini metoqeebi arian da keTilSobiluri miznis mi-

saR wevad saWiroa samarTliani konkurencia, sofisti arRvevs rogorc 

samarTliani konkurenciis princips, aseve sofistis mizani ar aris sikeTe. 

sofisti seriozulad baZavs brZens, sokrate ki – umecars da es faruli 

da ironiuli mibaZvaa. magram sofisti ar aris brZeni da sokrate ar aris 

umecari. sokrate ambobs, rom is mxolod sibrZnis moyvarulia da ara brZeni. 

rTulia sofistis sokratesgan garCeva manam, sanam sokrate ar imoqmedebs, 

ar datovebs simulakris anonimurobas da ar gaxdeba pirovneba da ar 

upasuxebs kiTxvas `vin xar?~ simulakris fenomenis bundovaneba is aris, 

rom mis Tavisuflebas SeuZlia, aiZulos, imoqmedos da gaxdes pirovneba, 

daikavos gmiris adgili struqturaSi. `amitom arsebobs struqturalisti 

gmiri, arc RmerTi, arc adamiani, arc pirovnuli da arc universaluri. 

aris identobis gareSe, Seqmnilia arapirovnuli pirebisgan da winaswari 

individualuri erTeulebisgan... is uzrunvelyofs struqturis gaSlas, 

romelic gavlenas axdens Warbi an deficitiT~.1 simulakri sofisti anad-

gu rebs platonur samyaros Signidan. Tumca, simulakris struqturaSi 

Tavad gamoqvabulis gmirSi SeiZleba moxdes inteleqtualuri mutacia da 

simulakris amboxeba da deimoni (sokrate), sindisi (haidegeri, meamboxe kaci 

(kamiu) an Rirseba, bolos da bolos, ̀ xalxi dgas barikadebze~. ̀ platonizmis 

damxobiT daWerilia raRac araTanadrouli yvelaze Soreul warsulSi~.2 

es araTanadrouli ver jdeboda platonis mier agebul samyaros sistemaSi. 

es iyo simulakri, magram ramdenad uryevia simulakris dominireba, 

rogor SegviZlia davinaxoT, simulakrebis samyaroSi rogor anadgurebs 

struqturas Signidan is, rac araTanamedrovea struqturaSi? vin SeiZleba 

iyos is, vinc uars ambobs simulakrze, ar emorCileba masis princips? rogor 

gavarRvioT `man~-is anonimuroba? simulakri ar aris adamiani, romelsac 

surs, iyos avTenturi, iyos pirovneba da aiRos pasuxismgebloba, magram 

arian adamianebi, romlebsac es surT. rogorc fuko saubrobs struqturul 

mutaciaze: `struqturuli mutacia, Tu is unda gaanalizdes, Tanac 

saguldagulod, arc aixsneba da arc gamoxatva erTi sityviT SeuZlebelia, 

is aris mTavari movlena~.3

platonTan arsebulis ontologiuri markeri iyo misi gamosadegoba, 

Sesaferisoba, sargeblianoba, Sesabamisoba, arsebobisa da arsis harmonia, 

xolo adamianis arsebobis ontologiuri markeri iyo sikeTis qmna. misi 

1 Делез Ж.Что такое философия, с. 84, СПБ, 1998.
2 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 345, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
3 Фуко М. Слова и вещи, с. 291-292, СПБ, 1994.
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samyaro aris `ordo agaToni~, `rac namdvilad keTilia da rac keTilia, 

namdvilia~. sofisti anadgurebs am msoflio wesrigs. gonebiT warmarTuli 

istoria ar aris Tavisufali borotebisgan, miT ufro Znelia amis Tqma 

meoce saukunis movlenebis fonze. goneba aRmoCnda adamianis yvelaze saSiSi 

mteri. es kidev erTxel adasturebs platonis simarTles sofistis Sesaxeb. 

sofisti aris goneba, romelic moklebulia sikeTesTan ziarebas. platons 

miaCnia, rom moazrovnis (filosofosis) mTavari mizani da movaleobaa ga-

mo qvabulis kacis gamoqvabulidan WeSmaritebis Suqze gamoyvana. filo-

sofosi, politikosi, sofisti amtkicebs, rom am misiis Sesruleba mxolod 

maT SeuZliaT. platons miaCnia, rom am misiis Sesruleba SeuZliaT maT, vinc 

sikeTisken iswrafvis da sworad esmis adamianis idea, arsi. platonis sidiade 

imaSi mdgomareobs, rom man icis aseTi (daufiqrebeli, lomis) Tavisuflebis 

SesaZlo Sedegebi adamianisa da sazogadoebisTvis da amitom cdilobs, 

gamoavlinos misi saSiSi buneba, Tumca acnobierebs, rom es Zalian rTulia. 

sofistis Semdegi maxasiaTebeli, rom `Cven aRar SegviZlia sofistis 

gansxvaveba sokratesagan~,1 delezis azriT, TviTon platonma aRiara, ri-

Tic uaryofilia adamianis idea da ideali. `asli aris xati, romelic xa si-

aTdeba msgavsebiT, maSin, roca simulakri aris xati, romelic mok le bulia 

msgavsebas~.2 simulakrumSi devs faruli Zala, romelic uaryofs ori gi-

nalsac da asls. `platonisTvis, romelmac ufskrulSi Caxeda, Tundac erTi 

wamiT, cxadi gaxda, rom simulakri ar aris ubralod yalbi asli, aramed is 

kiTxvis niSnis qveS ayenebs TviT aslisa da modelis cnebas~.3 amiT mas eWvi 

Seaqvs mibaZvaSi, rogorc samyaros arsebobis ontologiur-metafizikur 

principSi, romlis Tanaxmadac agebulia platonis metafizikuri samyaro. 

simulakri niSnavs adamianis yofierebis sruliad gansxvavebuli modelis 

arsebobis SesaZleblobas, romelic ar emorCileba ideas, rogorc goni ere-

bis standarts. simulakri post-adamiania.

vinaidan rTulia sofistis brZenisagan garCeva, platoni cdilobs, 

gaigos da gamoavlinos, ras niSnavs, iyo namdvili brZeni, filosofosi, 

politikosi, moZRvari da pirovneba – Rirseuli adamiani. mas ramdenime 

varianti hqonda: aRezarda adamiani, daexmaros adamians, raTa masSi momx-

da riyo transformacia (maievtika), an cxadi gaexada adamianis (idea) da 

gaekeTebina arCevani pretendentebs Soris. SesaZlebelia filosofosis 

an vinmes aRzrda, romelic WeSmaritebisaken, sikeTisaken, Rirsebisken 

isw rafvis? es gulisxmobs garkveul azrovnebas da adamianis yofierebis 

garkveul wess. platonma dauSva ideis mimezisis sruli damaxinjeba, rac 

mdgomareobs imaSi, rom simulakr-sofists araferi aqvs sikeTis qmnasTan. 

igi inarCunebs msgavsebis garegan efeqts. es aris adamiani, romelic ar 

1 Фуко М. Слова и вещи, с. 344, СПБ, 1994.
2 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 333, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
3 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 331, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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emorCileba adamianurobis ideas, standartebs da gonierebis moTxovnebs. 

es iyo ararsebulis arsebulad aRiareba. problema da saSiSroeba is iyo, 

rom Zneli iyo ontiurad arsebulis ararsebulisagan garCeva. simulakri-

sofisti, rogorc wesi, eWvqveS ayenebs adamianis unars da adamianis ideis, 

gonierebis mixedviT cxovrebis mcdelobis warmatebas, adamianis ideis 

empiriuli realizaciis SesaZleblobas, rac eWvqveS ayenebs mibaZvis fe-

no mens, rogorc or samyaros Soris urTierTobis ontologiur prin cips. 

platons surs, gandevnos simulakri adamianTa sazogadoebidan, rad -

gan am tips sazogadoebis destruqciul elementad Tvlis. simulakr-so-

fis tma sazogadoeba gadaaqcia upirovno erTeulebis simravled da ara 

individebisa da pirovnebebis sazogadoebad, man gadaaqcia demokratia 

olqokratiad, romelic iyo pirovnuli principisgan daclili upirovno 

erTeulebis simravle.

delezis azriT, man yuradReba ar miaqcia simulakrs, rogorc adamianis 

arsebobis gansakuTrebul tips, romelic dRes adamianis yofierebis ga-

ba tonebuli tipia. ras gveubneba es faqti Tanamedrove sazogadoebaze da 

TviTon adamianze? simulakris dominireba adamianis ideisa da idealis dis-

kreditaciis niSania. simulakrma aCvena, rom adamianis ideas ar aqvs sa yo -

velTao sazrisi, epoqas axasiaTebs simulacia, aryofna, manipulacia, kon-

formizmi, adamianebis Seqmnis politteqnologiebi, zrdiloba (polit ko-

req tuloba) da ara zneobrioba. es aris Tanamedrove adamianis arsebobis 

wesi.

`metad aRar aris araviTari privilegirebuli Tvalsazrisi, ar aris 

obieqtic, arc yvelasaTvis saerTo Tvalsazrisi. ar aris araviTari ierar-

qia, ar aris arc meore da arc mesame. msgavseba rCeba, magram igi warmoiSoba 

rogorc simulakris garegnuli efeqti. igiveobac rCeba, magram is war mo-

iSoba rogorc kanoni, romelic yvelafers erTmaneTSi gadaxlarTavs da 

erTmaneTTan ukuabrunebs forsirebuli moZraobis traeqtoriiT.~1 es sru-

liad gansxvavebuli samyaros modelia, romelsac marTavs gansx va ve bu loba 

da qaosi.

simulakri aris adamianis yofierebis tipi, romelic uars, ambobs mi -

ba  Zos adamianis romelime gabatonebul ideas, an ideals. delezis az riT, 

adamianSi ar aris araviTari miswrafeba sikeTisaken, idealisken, adami-

ani iswrafvis mxolod Tavisuflebisken, yovelgvari ideis, idealis, stan-

dar tis batonobisagan, rasac adamiani unda baZavdes. adamianis arsebobas 

warmarTavs aracnobieri, survilebi da ara goneba. vTqvaT, ar unda ar se-

bobdes adamianTa dayofis da Sefasebis araviTari standarti, rac adamianTa 

Tanasworobas da Tavisuflebas zRudavs. amgvari Tavi suf leba adamianTa 

sazogadoebas qaosad xom ar aqcevs? es aris Tavisufleba yvelafrisagan Tu 

omi yvelasi yvelas winaaRmdeg.

1 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 346, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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aslis gonieris umTavresi niSania ideis erTguleba, midevneba, morCileba, 

anu idealuri, metafizikuri sawyisis morCileba, rac ar axasiaTebs 

simulakrs. igi gamodis ideis, metafizikis winaaRmdeg, radgan Tvlis, rom 

namdvili realoba ar aris goniTi, arc mudmivi igiveoba, romelic aris 

mibaZvis standarti. simulakri uars ambobs ideasTan msgavsebaze, saerTod 

ideisadmi mibaZvaze. igi ganasaxierebs sxvadasxva ideas sxvadasxva dros. 

simulakri da zekaci, vinc uars ambobs gonebis, metafizikis batonobaze, 

magram simulakrs ar aqvs sakuTari RirebulebaTa sistema, rac zekacTan 

dapirispirebas niSnavs. zekaci Caanacvla masis adamianma, xolo Semdeg – 

simulakrma.

simulakri aris adamianis tipi, romelic ar emorCileba gonebis prin-

ci pebs. platons surs simulakris tipis adamianis gandevna adamianuri 

sazogadoebidan, radgan es tipi miaCnia sazogadoebis damagrevel ele-

men tad. `simulakri SeuZlebels xdis yovel mowesrigebul Tanaziarebas 

(Tanamonawileobas), mkveTr ganawilebas, yovelgvar myar ierarqias. si-

mulakri afuZnebs momTabare (nomaduri) ganawilebis da mozeime, gamar-

jvebuli anarqiis samyaros~1, – wers delezi. nicSes da delezis pozicia 

gansxvavebulia. maTi azriT, survilebis da aracnobieri ltolvebis 

qaosi marTavs adamianis yofierebas, romelic araviTar gonier wesrigs ar 

emorCileba. simulakri aris survilebiT da aracnobieri ltolvebiT war-

marTuli yofierebis wesi. me-20 saukunis movlenebis fonze goneba aRmoCnda 

adamianis yvelaze saxifaTo mteri. delezic aris gonebis winaaRmdeg 

mebrZoli da gonebis batonobam adamianis, rogorc sicocxlis formis, 

gadagvareba gamoiwvia.

simulakris yofnis wesi Sinaganad orazrovania. `man~-i da simulakri 

orive aris pirovnulobaze uaris Tqma. masaSi pirovnuloba Canacvlebulia 

beladis pirovnebiT, xolo simulakri uars ambobs pirovnulobaze, rom 

SeniRbos sakuTari Tavi. simulakri, erTi mxriv, pozitiuri Sinaarsis 

mqonea, romelic cdilobs, daZlios Zalauflebis politteqnolofiebis, 

manipulaciis da konformizmis gavlena da ase SeinarCunos sakuTari 

identoba, meore mxriv, igi negatiuri fenomenia, romelic uars ambobs 

pirovnul yofierebaze. mas samarTlianad sjera, rom dRes adamianis idea 

xelisuflebis mier aris dadgenili da ar surs, daemorCilos individis 

Seqmnis politikur teqnologiebs – es aris misi Tavisufleba. simulakrumi 

aris postadamiani, rac niSnavs adamianis sruliad gansxvavebuli modelis 

arsebobis SesaZleblobas, amitom Cven ar gvWirdeba adamianis ideebi, eta-

lonebi. Cven unda uarvyoT adamianTa `cru~ mcdelobebi WeSmarit ada-

mianurobasTan dabrunebisa da adamianis adamianuroba davinaxoT sruliad 

gansxvavebulSi da axleburad davinaxoT. dRes xelisufleba iyenebs 

adamianurobis standartebs, rogorc normalurobisa da keTilgonierebis 

1 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 345, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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gamoxatulebas, raTa adamianebze dominireba moaxdinos. adamianurobis 

standarti aris dominirebis instrumenti. simulakris damokidebuleba Za-

lauflebisadmi Tavisufalia da iyo damoukidebeli, Tavisuflad az rov-

nebde, niSnavs, iyo is, vinc ar emorCileba xelisuflebis mier dadgenil 

adamianurobis zogad, Tanamedrove standartebs, magram igi amas aRwevs 

sakuTar pirovnulobaze uaris TqmiT. is postadamiania, adamiani mokvda. 

delezi Tvlis, rom `sofistis saboloo definicia migviyvans im wer ti-

lamde, romlis miRmac veRar ganvasxvavebT mas TviT sokratesgan. gana Tavad 

platonma ar miuTiTa platonizmis damxobis gzaze?~1 sofistis moqmedebis 

strategia aris simulacia, maSin, roca sokrate moqmedebs, swored aq aris maT 

Soris gansxvaveba. simulakris (sofistis) gansxvaveba sokratesgan maSinve 

cxadi xdeba, rogorc ki saqme midgeba moqmedebaze, rogorc ki sokrate 

gadawyvets moqmedebas da adasturebs, rom aris raRac sicocxleze ufro 

mniSvnelovani, xolo simulakris mTavari mizania, SeinarCunos sicocxle 

nebismier fasad, radgan misTvis erTaderTi sicocxle fasobs. es niSnavs, 

rom simulakri principulad ukuagdebs metafizikas, pirovnulobas, Rir-

sebas. mas ar SeuZlia Caidinos saqcieli da gaxdes pirovneba, `vin”, Ta visi 

arsis, Tavisi daniSnulebis gamoxatuleba. simulakri TviTon Ta vi suf-

le bis princips absurduls xdis, radgan Tavisufleba qaosad iqca. igi 

upirispirdeba samyaroSi arsebulis arsebobis ontologiur princips – 

Tavisuflebas da mis Sinagan dialeqtikurobaze miuTiTebs. Tu platonTan 

gamovlinda, rom mibaZvis principi ar muSaobs da ar aRmoCnda sayovelTao 

Zalis mqone, aseve, simulakri avlens, rom Tavisuflebis principi ga nu -

sazRvreloba da absolutizacia qaosis safuZvelia, rac TviTon Ta vi suf-

lebas saTuos da usazrisos xdis.

delezi simulakris gamarjvebis safuZvels imaSi xedavs, rom adamiani 

Sordeba adamianurobis ideals, risi mizezia is, rom `Cven uari vTqviT 

zneobriv yofierebaze esTeturi yofierebis sasargeblod~.2 es aris, faq-

tob rivad, platonis reabilitacia. platoni xedavda sofistis, rogorc 

adamianis yofierebis wesis, xifaTs sazogadoebisTvis da cdilobda am xi-

faTis acilebis saSualebebis naxvas. igi Tvlida, rom adamianis, rogorc 

gansakuTrebuli arsebulis, arsia sikeTis qmnis unari da movaleoba, anu 

eTikuri yofiereba. amave dros, platoni xedavs adamianuri yofierebis 

arsis damaxinjebas adamianis mier. igi aRiarebs mis ontiur arsebobas.

raSia platonis Secdoma: is, rom man adamianTa daxarisxeba moiTxova, 

adamianTa SerCevis kriteriumia mcdari (magaliTad, nicSe metafizikur 

avadmyofobad miiCnevda imqveyniuri principebiT amqveynad cxovrebas), 

Tu platonis Secdomaa, rom ver dainaxa simulakris arsi – Tavisufleba, 

romelsac SeuZlia Tavis arideba dayofis da mibaZvis principebze, ori 

1 Делез Ж. Платон и симулякр, с. 343, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
2 Делез Ж. Платон и симулялр, с. 345, Логика смысла, М., 2011.
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samyaros mimarTebis ontologiur princips ukuagdebs, anu yovel sistemaSi 

aris is, rac am sistemas safuZvels uTxris. platonma dainaxa, rom sofisti 

uars ambobs pirovnebad yofnaze, rom igi uars ambobs, iyo sikeTis mqmneli. 

igi aRiarebs mis ontiur da ara ontologiur arsebobas, rac amqveyniurobis 

sasrulobis, naklulobis erT-erTi gamoxatulebaa. yvela arsebulSi da 

adamianSic aris arara, rac mis adamianurobas upirispirdeba, magram ada mi-

anoba am araraze gamarjvebaSia.

simulakrma moaxdina mibaZvis profanacia. igi baZavs yvelas da aravis 

erTdroulad. aseve simulakri axdens Tavisuflebis profanacias. Tavi-

suf leba iqca pirovnulobaze uaris Tqmis uflebad da saSualebad. man 

mi baZvaze ki ar Tqva uari, aramed mibaZvis sagani uaryo. `platonizmis 

damxobisas~ msgavsebaze laparakia mxolod Sinagani gansxvavebis prizmis 

meSveobiT, xolo gansxvavebulis igiveobaze – rogorc pirvelad Zalaze. 

erTi da imaves da msgavss ar aqvs araviTari sxva arsi, garda simulaciisa, 

anu simulakris moqmedebis gamoxatvisa. meti aRar aris araviTari SerCeva, 

araierarqiuli qmnileba warmoadgens xdomilebis Tanaarsebobisa da erT-

d roulbis Senadnobs. es aris yalbi pretendentis triumfi~.1 Seicvala 

samyaro? ara, Seicvala adamianis yofierebis principi, eTikuri yofiereba 

Canacvlebuli iqna esTetiuri yofierebiT. arsebulis esTetikuri ar se-

bobis principia mravalferovneba da gansxvaveba. TiToeulis originaloba 

da arsebobis sazrisi mis gansxvavebulobaSia. Tumca es gansxvavebuloba ar 

aris ganumeorebloba, unikaluroba, ubralod, sxvad yofna. mizania, iyo 

gansxvavebuli nebimier fasad. es gansxvavebuloba pirveladi faqtia da 

aravin ar cdilobs identobis dadgenas. individuacia arsebulTa arsebobis 

principia, ori erTnairi foToli ar arsebobs. es aris adamianis arseboba 

singularul doneze, igi gansxvavebulia, romelic ver maRldeba pirovnul 

doneze, romelsac SeuZlia Tqvas: `me var.~ man uari Tqva pirovnul yofi e-

rebaze. `vin var me~ Tavisi arsiT adamianuri SekiTxvaa, amas cxoveli ve ras-

dros ikiTxavs. swored esaa umTavresi, rac adamianebad gvaqcevs.~2 platons 

ainteresebs, ramdenad SeiZleba daSordes adamiani adamianis ideals, arss 

(sofisti) da ramdenad SeuZlia adamians dauaxlovdes adamianis ideals, 

arss (sokrate). platonma dainaxa arsebuli, romelic araTanadroulia, 

ontologiurad ararsebulia, Tumca ontiuri arseboba axasiaTebs, xolo 

delezi ver xedavs mis samyaros modelSi arsebuls, romlis arsebobis wesi 

upirispirdeba delezis samyaros ontologiur princips. es aris pirovnuli 

yofierebis mqone arsebuli. delezi mas ver xedavs da verc mis Zalas xedavs. 

`vin~, pirovnuloba aris adamianis adamianad arsebobis safuZveli.

1  Делез Ж. Платон и симулялр, с. 345, логика смысла, М., 2011.
2  ziziulasi i., Tanaziareba da sxvadyofna, gv. 143, Tb., 2019.
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THE “MAN” AND SIMULACRA AS THE FORM OF HUMAN BEING

Modern thought, in its search for an authentic rule of human existence, reveals distorted 
rules of human existence: alienation, “man”, mass, conformism, absurdity. According to 
Deleuze, “the domination of simulacrum defines modernity”, the phenomenon of simulacrum 
first appeared with Plato, who unjustly discredited and rejected it as a false form of the form 
of human existence. Could not see the essence and strength of this form of human existence 
that it is a necessary form of human existence. The simulacrum reject every idea and ideal of 
human being.

Plato laid the foundation for a certain, unchanging, eternal idea and the ideal of man as 
the standard for selecting the right contenders. The right selection of candidates can be made 
according to the level and quality of imitation of this idea. Can this matter be given to Darwin’s 
natural selection, to human reason, the will to power to determine the status of the most 
adapted to life and but not the mind, not God, not another metaphysical should be standard 
of humanity? 

Deleuze asks: Is there even an authentic or non-authentic form of human existence, the 
idea and ideal of human existence? Rehabilitation of simulacra as a form of human existence 
means the overthrow of Platonism, Deleuze sees the task of himself and of philosophy as a 
whole in the overthrow of Platonism initiated by nietzsche. How should Deleuze’s attempt 
be evaluated, and what does it tell us contemporaries? Deleuze describes the signs of 
simulacrum, and our theoretical task is to continue to diagnose simulacrum in order to identify 
the symptoms that characterize simulacra as a form of human being. Plato not only sets the 
difference between people, the criterion for this difference, but also evaluates the value of 
different rules of human existence, the latter being the most important. People are not only 
different from each other, but people and the forms of their existence were divided into 
normal and abnormal, good and bad, good and evil, righteous and sinful. Which, according to 
Deleuze, can be considered as a theoretical and metaphysical basis for discrimination against 
people, restriction of freedom and equality. Plato had some existential motivation to create a 
certain model of the universe. The overthrow of Plato’s metaphysics is precisely the revelation 
of this motivation and the reversal of its consequences, the change of the rules of division and 
selection of people, and the abolition of the Platonic criterion of this division. Therefore, the 
main thing is to determine the personal motive for the creation of Plato’s metaphysics and its 
consequence for man.

The overthrow of Platonism means a change in the rules of the division and sorting of 
people and the denial of the Platonic criterion of this division. Understanding the motivation of 
Plato’s thinking and confirming the fallacy of this motivation. This is an interesting theoretical 
approach. We share Deleuze’s approach to Plato’s motivation, but we will not stop and ask: 
What is the defining motive of Plato’s motivation? It is necessary to find out what underlies 
Plato’s existential motivation and to justify its fallacy, as well as what is the main result of 



Philosophical-Theological Review, 12, 2022

58

Platonism, what is the personal existential motive of nietzsche himself and Deleuze himself 
in creating of metaphysics? For nietzsche the main existential motive of his thinking is to 
find out what is the cause of his personal misfortune, why he is punished, and whether it 
depends on man’s innocence or sin? What is the basis for declaring a person guilty? In their 
view, the Platonic principle of division instilled a sense of guilt to the man. This is unacceptable 
to nietzsche. The main existential question for nietzsche was “why”. He wondered the cause 
of his personal misfortune: Why me? Did he deserve it because he is a sinner, does not fit 
into a human idea or ideal or is it a completely random fact? nietzsche asks: Why should 
I have the consciousness of a sinner, the guilty, the flawed, and explain my misfortune by 
this fact? The basis for distinguishing between the plain and the guilty is the existence of a 
certain uniform standard of innocence, and by abolishing this standard, he will get a chance of 
survival. Deleuze’s existential motive: to argue that man should have the right to be different, 
anoral, not to obey general rules and standards of human being. There should be no unified, 
general understanding of man. Simulacra has no sense of guilt.

Plato’s personal motive – to distinguish people from each other, has its own existential 
motive, the motive of motivation. It had a historical and biographical basis. Plato has two 
examples of attempts to improve man: one is the Syracuse tyrant, that is, the transformation 
of society as a whole from above, and the other, the example of Socrates – the transformation 
of society from below, the moral and intellectual perfection of the individual.

The ontological concept of Democritus was existentially unacceptable to Plato, according 
to which the random nature of the origin of the universe did not allow the metaphysical-
ontological basis of human morality and the pursuit of goodness. The world was indifferent 
to the moral character of man, he wanted the world as an “ordo agathon” in which human 
nobility and morality would be valued. The world of existence is ruled by goodness as the 
beginning and purpose of all that exists.

According to Deleuze, Plato did not realize that simulacrum was the most realistic and 
widespread form of human existence, which is the form of human existence, that does not 
recognize the general idea of   man as an object of imitation, did not see its strength and that 
the idea of   man does not exist. Simulacra is the predominant form of human existence in the 
modern era. Simulacrum, on the one hand, has a positive content that seeks to overcome 
the influence of power, polit-technologies of subjects, manipulation and conformism and thus 
maintain its own identity, on the other hand, it is a negative phenomenon that denies personal 
existence. He rightly believes that today the idea of man is established by the government and 
does not want to obey the political technologies of creating the individual – it is his freedom. 
Simulacrum is post-human, which means the possibility of having a completely different model 
of human, so we do not need human ideas, etalons. We must reject the “false” attempts of 
human beings to return to true humanity and see human humanity in a completely different 
and new way. Today the government uses the standards of humanity as an expression of 
normalcy and common sense in order to dominate the people. The standard of humanity is an 
instrument of domination. Simulacra’s attitude towards power is free and being independent, 
to think freely means was one who does not obey the general, modern standards of humanity 
set by the government. But he achieves this by renouncing his own personality. He is the post- 
man, a man is dead.
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Simulacra’s on the one hand, Deleuze believes that being a simulacrum means being 
free from power manipulation, panopticon, conformism, and imitating everyone as oneself, 
hiding one’s identity, is a means of survival, maintaining freedom, on the other hand, being 
a simulacra Simulacra and mass people are nobody. He looks like everyone else. Its power 
lies in its anonymity. To be “nobody” means being under the power of “man”. Simulacra as a 
rule of existence, implies the reversal of a person’s personal existence, the disappearance of 
personality. Simulacra is a true picture of the modern world and an icon of a success-oriented 
human being at all costs. What it means and what it should be like to have a relationship with 
a person who does not know who he is. Simulacra is nobody, he can not answer the question 
“Who are you?” His answer is: I am nobody and “I will be even Gantenbein.” (Title of Max 
Frisch’s novel) Simulacrum does not exist morally, spiritually and metaphysically as a person. 

The rule of human existence is a cave (everydayness, “man”), where people are busy 
not only with real beings, but only with ghosts. According to Plato, the creation of goodness 
is a sign of a human being. According to Deleuze, the implementation of the human idea by 
man, both attempts at imitation proved unsuccessful: Socrates was executed and Adam’s sin 
separated man from the likeness of God. We became simulacra.

According to Deleuze, the copy of the idea is the one who directs his existence with the 
mind, while the simulacrum of the idea is the one who controls his existence not with the mind, 
but with the will, the unconscious. This is the nietzschean Dionysian type. Man has no idea 
of   humanity, no icon, no paradigm, no standard. Man either creates his own ideal of human 
existence, or has no ideal at all, and he is a simulacrum. Simulacrum calls into question the 
human ability and attempt to live according to the human idea, so he refuses to live according 
to the human idea, the ideal, and considers it a freedom, demanding his right to be different. 
This is freedom. More precisely, the experiment of freedom.

Why is the nature of simulacra dangerous? It creates a resemblance effect. Simulation, 
however, is built on inconsistency and difference. It notes only the external, unproductive 
effect of resemblance, which can only be achieved through cunning and the overthrow of an 
idea. The main difference in simulacrum is not the similarities. The sophist himself embodies 
the existence of the simulacrum, the sophist is neither wise nor philosopher, he is neither a 
politician, he is simply no one and the rule of his existence is not a imitation of the idea, he 
can imitate everyone, but always remains different, i.e. he simply does not imitate The idea 
of wisdom and deliberately distorts the understanding of wisdom. He cannot become wise, 
so he imitates and thus distorts the idea of wisdom itself. Even the right view is no more. 
The place of cognition is occupied by some ironic competition, the art of skirmish, which is 
beyond knowledge and view. This is a sophist, a sophist participates in everything, imitates 
everything, teaches everyone life. But his goal is chaos, and Socrates’s goal is to establish 
order, to understand the essence of what exists. The sophist embodies the evil power of a false 
pretender. Its purpose is to distort goodness. His argument is very similar to the argument of 
the cave dwellers about the real reality. They do not seek the truth, it is simply a matter of who 
competes better, convincingly describing landscapes, shadows, and gaining false popularity, 
influence in the absence of daylight.

Simulacra is a human who does not strive for goodness, He does not exist. Because 
according to Plato’s ontological metaphysical principle: “What is good is real and what is real 
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is good.” Simulation is not just a fake copy, but it calls into question the notion of copy and 
model itself. This is the main ontological-metaphysical result of simulacrum. It is an existing one 
that does not obey the principle of imitation and shows that the principle of imitation has not 
turned out to be a universal principle and thus violates the ontological integrity of Plato’s world.

Philosophers, sophists, and politicians claim to teach people, society, so that people can 
leave the cave and see the real reality. They are rivals and fair competition is needed to achieve 
a noble goal, a sophist violates both the principle of fair competition and a sophistic goal is not 
good. The sophist seriously imitates the wise, while Socrates the ignorant, and this is a hidden 
and ironic imitation. But the sophist is not wise, and Socrates is not ignorant. Socrates says that 
he is only a lover of wisdom and not a sage. It is difficult to distinguish a sophist from Socrates 
until Socrates acts, leaves the anonymity of the simulacrum, and becomes a person and does 
not answer the question “Who are you?”

Simulacra is a permanent process of formation that has no order, it is chaos. Simulation 
transform the principle of freedom into absurd, freedom has become chaos. He has lost the 
identity with himself, he is doubled. Simulacrum calls into question freedom and the rule of 
personal existence. To liberate man from imitating the idea or ideal of humanity is human 
freedom. Simulation creates only the effect of similarity, in fact its essence is the difference 
from the idea. It resembles none and all ideas at once. It creates the effect of similarity, thus 
making everything fake and introducing chaos.

The Power with its political technologies determine form of human being and it guides 
human choice. In this case, it is human freedom not to obey the human ideal set by the 
government. Only a simulator can do that. This is one way to maintain identity and freedom, 
the other way is to carry out personal action – this is Socrates. According to Deleuze, each 
epoch is characterized by something untimely, which is neither a past nor a future event, and 
its purpose – to resist this epoch – is to show the nature of the epoch, its limitations. “The 
overthrow of Platonism has caught up with something untimely in the most distant past.” 
This untimely could not fit into the system of the universe built by Plato. It was a simulacrum 
(sophist). But it is Socrates who was punished for this, the Sophist avoided it and his evil was 
completely ignored and punished the very one who exposed his evil nature. 

How stable is the dominance of simulacrum, what can be untimely in the world of 
simulacra, how does it destroy structure from within? Simulacra is not a individual who 
wants to be authentic, be a person and take responsibility, but there are people who want it. 
Simulacra is one who has escaped the dictatorship of imitation and who can, as the dominant 
model, destroy the modern “man” society from within and disobey the anonymity of “man”, 
the principle of mass and simulacrum, the political technologies of government. The ambiguity 
of the simulacrum phenomenon is that its freedom can force it to act and become a person, to 
take the place of the hero in the structure. This is a structural mutation. Structural mutation, 
neither can be explained and cannot be expressed in one word, it is the main event. (Foucault). 
The simulacra Sophist destroys the Platonic world from within. However, in the hero of the cave, 
in the simulacra itself, an intellectual mutation and rebellion of the simulacra can occur, and 
it is impossible not to allow the desire for personal existence to arise in it. Damon (Socrates), 
conscience (Heidegger), revolt (Camus) or dignity, after all, “people stand on the barricades.”
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Plato allowed the complete distortion of the mimesis of the idea, this distortion lies in the 
fact that the simulacra-sophist has nothing to do with the creation of goodness. Or it may be 
the type of human existence that does not attempt to imitate the human idea, the realization 
of the human idea in its existence. It retains the external effect of similarity. This is a person 
who does not obey the idea of humanity and the demands of reason. It was a recognition of 
the non-being es being, the problem and the danger was that it was difficult to distinguish 
ontic being from the non-being. The simulacra-sophist usually puts in question human ability 
and the success of the attempt to live according to the human idea,to the intellect.

The difference between the simulacra (Sophist) and Socrates becomes clear as soon as 
Socrates decides to act and proves that something is more important than life, the main goal 
of the simulacra is to preserve life at all costs because it’s form of being only. This means that 
simulacra to deny metaphysics, personality, dignity on principle. He can not commit behavior 
and become a person, “who”, an expression of his essence, his purpose. The simulacrum itself 
makes the principle of freedom absurd because freedom has become chaos. It opposes the 
ontological principle of existence in the universe-freedom and points to its inner dialectic. If 
it was revealed to Plato that the principle of imitation did not work and did not prove to be 
universal. The simulacrum also reveals that the vagueness and absolutism of the principle of 
freedom is the basis of chaos, which makes freedom itself problematic and meaningless. 

Deleuze sees the reason for the victory of the simulacrum in the fact that man is moving 
away from the ideal of humanity, the reason is that: “we have renounced moral existence in 
favor of aesthetic existence.” This is, in fact, a rehabilitation of Plato. Plato saw, the sophist is as 
a rule of human existence danger for society, and sought to find ways to avoid this danger. He 
believed that the essence of human being as a special being is ability and duty to do goodness, 
or ethical existence. At the same time Plato sees the distortion of the essence of human 
existence by man(sophist). He acknowledges ontic being of the simulacrum.  “ ”

The Simulacra made a profanation of imitation. He imitates everyone and no one at once. 
Simulacra also made a profanation freedom. Freedom has become a right and a means of 
denying the personality. He did not even refuse to imitate, but rather rejected the subject 
of imitation. Has the world changed? no changed the principle of human existence, ethical 
existence of human has been replaced by aesthetic existence. The principle of the aesthetic 
existence of the existing is diversity and difference. The originality of each and the sense of 
existence are in its difference. This difference is not uniqueness, just being different. The goal 
was to be different at any cost. It is a human being on a singular level, it is different, it cannot 
rise above the personal level, which can say “I am”. He has renounced personal existence. 
“Who am I” is essentially a human question, an animal can never ask. That’s the main thing 
that makes us to be human. Plato wonders how far a person can go from the human ideal, the 
essence (sophist) – and person can be how close to the human ideal, the essence (Socrates). 
Plato saw an existence that is untimely, ontologically non-existent, yet characterized by an 
ontic existence, while Deleuze does not see an existence in a model of his world whose rule of 
existence contradicts the ontological principle of Deleuze’s world. It is an existing being with a 
personal existence. Deleuze does not see him, nor can he see his strength. “Who”, personality 
is the basis of human existence.
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THE INFLUENCE OF DIGITALIZATION ON THE EMERGENCE                                                        
OF THE POSTMODERN

IntroducƟ on

Lyotard defines Postmodern as “disbelief in metanarratives”, whereby metanarratives are 
understood as totalizing narratives about the history and goals of humanity, which establish 
and legitimize knowledge and cultural practices. The two metanarratives that Lyotard used 
in the past as most important are “History as Progress towards Social Enlightenment and 
Emancipation” and “Knowledge as Progress towards Totalization”. Modern is defined as the 
age of metanarrative legitimation and Postmodern – as the age when metanarratives went 
bankrupt. 

Postmodern knowledge is a report on information societies. According to Lyotard, certain 
technical and technological advances have been made since World War II (his historical reference 
to the dawn of postmodernism) that have radically influenced and are still influencing the state 
of knowledge in the most advanced countries in the world. Lyotard chooses informatization as 
the determining element to characterize these technical and technological advances. Lyotard 
identifies the problem he is dealing with – the variable in the knowledge status – as a problem 
of legitimation. For Lyotard, this is both a matter of knowledge as well as power. Knowledge 
and power are just two sides of the same question: Who decides what knowledge is and who 
knows what needs to be decided? According to Lyotard, the question of knowledge in the 
computer age is more than ever a question of government. Who decides when there are large 
amounts of digital in databases stored knowledge, what knowledge is worth storing (what 
is legitimate knowledge), and who has access to these databases? Lyotard points suspicious 
fingers at multinational corporations. Using the example of IBM (International Business 
Machines Corporation), he proposes a hypothesis where the company owns a certain belt in 
the Earth’s orbital field in which satellites circulate communication and/or store databases. 
Lyotard asks them: “Who will have access to them? Who determines which channels or data 
are forbidden? The State? Or will the state just be a user?”

Digitalization of social and economic relationships affects all areas of human life: budget, 
market transactions, financial transactions, banking, industry, agriculture, medicine, education, 
and government. In addition to the positive effects such as time savings in data transmission 
and cost savings for the execution of work processes, digitalization is characterized by negative 
effects – new types of digital fraud and excessive enthusiasm for virtual reality. However, 
economic resources require the use of digital technologies in the entire economy and society. 

The question posed in this work is as follows: What influence did digitalization have on 
the emergence of the Postmodern? The aim of the work is to find out the connection between 
postmodernity and digitalization.
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The Postmodern

The term “postmodern” is used in many different situations and has several meanings. On 
art, literature, politics, architecture, and philosophy applied, it has specific connotations. That 
is a way of saying people are imprecise in the use of the word. The Postmodern and especially 
“postmodern knowledge” is difficult to imagine today without Jean-François Lyotard. The 
method that Lyotard chooses in his investigations is language games. Lyotard writes that 
the developments in postmodernism have mainly dealt with language: “Phonology and the 
linguistic theories, the problems of communication and cybernetics, modern algebras and 
computer science, computers and their languages, the problems of language translation and 
the search for compatibilities between languages, the problems of storing and the databases, 
the telematics and the perfecting of “intelligent” terminals, paradoxology”.1 

Lyotard’s use of language games derives from Ludwig Wittgenstein. The theory of 
language games means that each of the different categories of utterances can be defined 
based on rules that specify their properties and uses. Lyotard makes three especially important 
observations on language games. First, the rules for language games do not carry their own 
legitimation in itself but are subject to a “contract” between “Players” (interlocutors). Second, 
there is no game when there are no rules, and even a small change in the rules changes the 
game. Third, every utterance should be viewed as “movement” in a game. Various types of 
statements, as identified by Wittgenstein, refer to different types of language games. Lyotard 
gives us some examples of types of utterances. The “denotative” is an utterance that tries to 
correctly identify the object or the reference to which it refers (e.g., “snow is white”). The 
“Performative” is an utterance that is itself a performance of action upon which relates (like 
“I promise”). The “prescriptive” is an utterance that gives instructions, recommendations, 
inquiries, or orders (e.g., “Give me money”). For both Wittgenstein and Lyotard, language 
games are not comparable, moves in one language game cannot be translated into moves in 
another language game. For example, we cannot judge what should be the case (a prescription) 
from what is the case (a denotative). 

Lyotard’s choice of language games is primarily politically motivated and related to the 
close connection between knowledge and power. When examining the state of knowledge in 
the postmodern era, Lyotard examines both the political and the epistemological aspects of 
knowledge (legitimation) and sees the basic social bond – the minimum ratio necessary for 
the existence of society – as a movement within language games. Lyotard needs a methodical 
representation to apply it to society and to examine the status of knowledge in postmodern 
societies. He presents us with two alternative views of society that have been popular in 
this century: Society as a unified whole (“traditional” theory) or society as a binary division 
(“Critical” theory).

Lyotard rejects both alternatives because the choice seems complex or arbitrary and rejects 
a third alternative – that we could distinguish two types of equally legitimate knowledge, one 
based on the view of society as unified and the other based on the view of society as binary.2 

1 Lyotard Jean-Francois: Das postmoderne Wissen, Ein Bericht, Paris 1979, p. 29.
2 Woodward Ashley: Jean-François Lyotard, Melbourne 2017.
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Instead of the currently popular “modern” models of society, Lyotard argued that the status 
of knowledge has changed in postmodern, as has the nature of the social bond, particularly 
like this is evident in the knowledge institutions of the society. Lyotard presents a postmodern, 
methodological representation of society composed of diverse and fragmented language 
games, but games that strictly (but not rigidly – the rules of the game can change) control 
the movements that can be carried out in them with reference to narratives of legitimation 
deemed appropriate by their respective institutions. 

So, one follows orders in the army, prays in the church, provides questions in philosophy, 
etc. In his analysis of the level of knowledge in the postmodern, Lyotard first distinguishes two 
types of knowledge – “narrative” knowledge and “scientific” knowledge. Narrative knowledge 
is the type of knowledge that prevails in “primitive” or “traditional” societies and is based on 
stories, sometimes in the form of rituals, music, and dance.1 Narrative knowledge has non-
recourse to legitimation – its legitimation takes place directly within the narrative itself, in 
the “timelessness” of the narrative as a permanent tradition – it becomes told by people who 
have heard the story from others. Lyotard suggests incommensurability between the issue of 
legitimation itself and the authority of narrative knowledge.2

According to him, as for “scientific” knowledge, one of the most striking features is that 
scientific findings consist of the fact that there are only denotative statements, excluding all other 
types (narrative knowledge includes other types of statements, such as regulations). Scientific 
knowledge is legitimized by certain scientific criteria – the repeatability of experiments, etc. 
However, if the entire science project needs meta-legitimation (and the criteria for scientific 
knowledge even seem to require this), the science has no other recourse than narrative 
knowledge (that, according to scientific criteria, is no knowledge at all).3 This narrative has 
usually taken the form of a heroic epic, with the scientist being a “Hero of Knowledge” who 
discovers scientific truths. The distinction between “narrative” and “scientific” knowledge is 
one crucial point in Lyotard’s theory of Postmodern and one of the defining characteristics, in 
his view, is the dominance of scientific knowledge versus narrative knowledge. Lyotard sees 
a danger in this dominance; it follows from his point of view that reality cannot be captured 
within a discourse genre or representation of events where science overlooks aspects of 
events captured by narrative knowledge.4 In other words, Lyotard doesn’t think science can 
justify its claim to be a more legitimate form of knowledge than narration. A part of his work 
in “The Postmodern Knowledge” can be read as a defense of narrative knowledge before 
the increasing dominance of scientific knowledge. In addition, Lyotard sees a threat to the 
future of academic research, which arises from how scientific knowledge in postmodern was 
legitimized (as opposed to the way it was legitimized in the modern age).5

In the modern age, science was legitimized through one of several metanarratives, the two 
main approaches being Hegelian and Marxist. The Hegelian metanarratives speculate about 

1 Comp. ibid.
2 Comp. ibid.
3 GraƩ on Peter: “Jean François Lyotard”, Stanford 2018.
4 Comp. ibid.
5 Woodward Ashley: Nihilism in Postmodernity: Lyotard, Baudrillard, Vaƫ  mo, p. 105.
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the possible totality and unity of all knowledge; Scientific progress was legitimized by history, 
that one day it will lead us to this goal. The Marxist metanarrative gives science a role in the 
emancipation of humanity. According to Lyotard, postmodernity is marked through the end 
of the metanarratives. What is science legitimizing now? Lyotard’s answer is Performativity. 
Lyotard calls this the “technological criterion” – the most efficient input-output ratio. The 
technical and technological changes in the last decades and the development of capitalism 
have led to knowledge production increasingly influenced by a technological model. According 
to Lyotard, during the Industrial Revolution, knowledge stepped into the economic equation 
and became a force for production, but in the postmodern era, it became the central force for 
production. Lyotard believes that knowledge is becoming such an important economic factor 
that he suspects that one day there will be wars over control of information.1 

Lyotard calls the change in knowledge status due to the increase in the performativity 
criterion the “mercantilization of knowledge”. According to him, in postmodernity, knowledge 
has become a salable good. Knowledge is produced in order to be sold and consumed to 
fuel new production. According to Lyotard, knowledge has largely lost the truth value in 
postmodern, or rather, the production of knowledge is no longer an endeavour to produce 
truth. Today students no longer ask whether something is true but rather which one benefits 
them. Lyotard believes that the computerization and legitimation of knowledge through the 
performativity criterion eliminates the idea that the absorption of knowledge is inextricably 
linked with the training of the mind. Soon, he predicts, the education of people in their youth 
will be no more than preparation for life offered in one piece. Rather, it will become an ongoing 
process of learning updated technical information that is essential to the functioning in their 
respective professions.2

Lyotard doesn’t think the innovations he predicts in postmodern education will necessarily 
adversely affect scholarship. However, he sees a problem with the legitimation of knowledge 
through performativity. This problem is in the field of research. The legitimation through 
performativity lends itself to what Lyotard calls “terror” – excluding players from language 
games or the complete exclusion of certain games. Most true “discoveries,” argues Lyotard, 
are discoveries due to the fact that they are so radical that they change the rules of the 
game – they cannot even be articulated within the rules of the “dominant” game (which is 
dominant because it forms the consensus of opinions). Many discoveries do not have any use 
until some time after they are made. Hence, they seem to be of little value according to the 
performativity criterion. For economic reasons, legitimation through performativity tends to 
follow the consensus opinion: What will be considered by the majority of experts to be the 
most efficient input-output ratio, will actually be considered as the most likely to be the most 
performative-efficient and thus the safest, namely as an investment.3

Lyotard argues that legitimation through performativity goes against the interests of 
research. He does not claim that research should be directed towards the production of “the 
truth “; he does not attempt to revisit the metanarrative of modernity and reset legitimate 

1 Comp. ibid.
2 Khachatryan Marine: Modernism and Postmodernism, Bristol, 2017.
3 Comp. ibid.
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research. Rather, he sees the role of research in the production of ideas. The legitimation 
of knowledge through performativity terrorizes the production of ideas. Then what is the 
alternative? Lyotard suggests that one better form of legitimation would be legitimation 
through paralogy. The etymology of this word is found in Greek words “para” – next to, past, 
beyond – and “Logos” in its sense as “Reason” called. So paralogy is the movement beyond 
or against reason. Lyotard does not see reason as a universal and immutable human ability 
or a principle, rather than a specific and variable human production; For him, “paralogy” 
means moving against one established way of reasoning. In terms of research, this means the 
production of new ideas by violating established norms, and undertaking new steps in language 
games, changing the rules of language games, and inventing new games. Lyotard argues 
that this is actually in the scientific research that happens even though the performativity 
criterion of legitimation was imposed. This is particularly evident in what Lyotard referred to 
as “Postmodern Science” – as the search for instabilities. Knowledge is for Lyotard not only the 
known but also the “revelation” or “articulation” of the unknown. Therefore, he advocates the 
legitimation of knowledge through paralogy as a form of legitimation that satisfies both the 
desire for justice and would satisfy the desire for the unknown.1

DigitalizaƟ on

There are different definitions of “digitalization” that differ depending on the context. One 
of the most common associations with the term digitalization is a transformation from analog 
to digital. Researchers from different fields would define digitalization as the conversion of 
an analog or physical object into a digital object. A simple example of this would be taking a 
photo and converting it into a digital photo. A more complex example would be a synthesizer. 
Synthesizers are more likely to produce sound through continuous variables like those changing 
voltages through binary ones and zeros. Some industry experts have also offered additional 
definitions of digitalization. For example, Cisco (The Company) describes digitalization as 
“connecting people, processes, data, and things to provide information and actionable insight 
that enable business results.” This definition points to the importance of data and processes 
but also highlights the newly acquired knowledge that represents the key difference between 
business process reengineering (BPR) and digitalization.2

The first real-time use of the term “digitalization” in connection with computerization 
appeared in an essay in 1971. It was first published in the North American Review. In it, 
Robert Wachal discusses the social effects of the “digitalization of society” in connection with 
examining objections and potentials for computer-aided research in the humanities. From that 
very beginning, writing about digitalization has grown into huge literature – one that is less 
concerned with the specific process of converting analog data streams into digital bits. In this 
sense, digitalization largely relies on structuring many and different areas of social life, all 
about digital communication and media infrastructures.3

1 Aylesworth Gary: “Postmodernism”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Spring 2015 EdiƟ on).
2 Comp. Schallmo, D. R. A., Williams, C. A.: History of Digital TransformaƟ on, Basel 2018, p. 5.
3 Brennen, J. S., Kreiss, D.: DigitalizaƟ on, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 2016, p. 5.
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For example, Manuel Castells (2010) sees the digitalization of the “new economy, 
Society and Culture” as one of the defining features of the present. Castells’ work is part of 
a larger scientific work that focuses on the underlying media and communication system to 
explain or understand many, if not all, aspects of contemporary social life. Many scientists 
have argued that a single, networked, digitalized communication system connects almost all 
aspects of social life. This communication system is fully characterized by “new media,” often 
defined as media that can receive and manipulate digital signals. Scientists have analyzed in 
different ways, how digitalization shapes today’s world. For example, they have focused on 
increasing globalization, a process that expands the economy across national borders through 
digitalization. Some scientists argue that the digitalization and globalization of the economy, 
as a result, have undermined national sovereignty, reshaped the notions of materiality and 
place, and made possible new circulations of culture, capital, goods, and people. In finance 
alone, many scientists have demonstrated that digital media today is central to the global 
capital flows.1

In discussions about digitalization, “information” is often used as the organizational 
principle of many areas of social life. Although research on the “information society” is 
extensive and diverse, many go back to scientists who made great changes in the national 
established economies and occupational patterns. In this context, many have argued that 
digital media and computers are a new historic moment shared in, just as mechanization has 
facilitated the industrial revolution. While this is a common feeling, others have observed 
both its gross technological determinism and its implicit teleology, which are deeply rooted in 
narratives of historical progress. 

Other scientists explain the far-reaching effects of digitalization on social life by pointing 
out that digitalization brings with it the “convergence” of formerly disparate sectors of social 
life. In particular, many have argued that digitalization brings the convergence of different 
media with it, which is driving many of the broader societal and technological changes outlined 
below. Some scientists have argued that the ability of digitalization to produce a medium that 
mimics, simulates or consolidates all other media means that the digital must ultimately be 
viewed as a “generalized medium” that consolidates “various forms of information”. The rise 
of digital media has had a major impact on many considerations enabling how we should 
define and characterize a medium. That is not least because “the digital computer uses all 
other known media to reproduce or simulate”.2

While some use light semaphores to use digitalization as a form of communication, a 
narrower definition locates the concept’s origins in the development of binary numbers. Some 
identify the origins of digitalization in the late 17th century with the work of the philosopher 
Gottfried Leibniz, the first completed work on binary number systems. A little later, the ideas of 
Leibniz formed the basis of the Morse alphabet and thus became the basis of the Morse Code 
used for the standard system of the telegraph. Morse code is a binary system that is only based 
on two different states, proved to be far more resistant to errors in transmission, encoding, 
and decoding as alternatives. Through innovations like Morse Code, one of the earliest widely 

1 Comp. ibid.
2 Brennen, J. S., Kreiss, D.: DigitalizaƟ on, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 2016, p. 6.
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used digitalization systems, binary numbers laid the historical basis for later developments in 
computer science and digitalization. 

Digitalization is a process that has both symbolic and material dimensions. Therefore, 
digitalization generates information that can be expressed in many different types of 
materials and in many different systems. The basis of digitalization in modern computing are 
transistors, as devices that amplify and conduct electrical signals. Billions of transistors, made 
of semiconducting materials such as silicon crystals, can now be accommodated on a single 
microprocessor. The development of Transistors revolutionized electronics in the 1950s and 
1960s when the new devices replaced large, expensive vacuum tubes.1

Summary

In today’s society, one cannot overlook that religion no longer has authority on the scale 
it once had, and if at all, technological advancement has become possibly the most significant 
narrative of all. Ongoing technological advances (weapons, government spies, computer 
hacking, etc.) now dominate and control other states instead of any fear of them having divine 
justice. Governments can access our very private lives, intercept our exchanges and enable us 
to keep ourselves in advertising constantly; As Lyotard predicted, the world we fearfully live in 
will be dominated by technological progress, the internet, our culture, capitalism, our religion, 
and gadgets, our idols. 

The future is not something that can be predicted from the present since this would only 
be a present thought in the future. In this way, Lyotard has, from the beginning of his career 
up to the end, never claimed that everything is socially constructed, that all language games 
would have the same validity, or that we would be locked in the prison of language. Instead, 
all of his works try to attest to that which eludes language, although we never stop articulating 
this excess. 

Digitalization is a fundamentally disruptive force triggered by the fourth Industrial 
Revolution and the Internet of Things, and the way we are approaching and thinking has 
changed business processes and activities. The relationships between organizations are 
becoming increasingly digital (Corporations, government agencies, and others), and customers 
are reshaped and new business models invented. Nowadays, companies in all industries 
need agility, speed, flexibility, and the ability to quickly switch to new ones pursuing business 
opportunities and dealing with a rapidly changing global business environment to keep 
pace. Digitalization emphasizes the importance of advanced technologies at the heart of all 
processes and products to provide services.
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s alome belqania s alome belqania 

digitalizaciis gavlena postmodernis warmoSobaze

reziume

liotari gansazRvravs postmoderns, rogorc `metanarativebisadmi ur-

w munoebas~, romlis mixedviTac, metanarativebi gagebulia, rogorc ganzo-

ga debuli narativebi kacobriobis istoriisa da miznebis Sesaxeb, romlebic 

amkvidreben codnasa da kulturul praqtikebs. is gamoyofs or metanarativs, 

romelsac warsulSi yvelaze didi mniSvneloba hqonda. esenia: ̀ istoria, rogorc 

progresi socialuri ganmanaTleblobisa da emansipaciisken~ da `codna, ro-

gorc progresi ganzogadebisken~. modernizmi ganisazRvreba, rogorc meta-

na ratiuli legitimaciis xana, xolo postmoderni – rogorc epoqa, romlis 

drosac metanarativebi, ase vTqvaT, gakotrda.

postmodernuli codna aris angariSi informaciuli sazogadoebebis Sesaxeb. 

liotaris TqmiT, meore msoflio omis Semdeg (misi miniSneba postmodernis 

istoriis gariJraJTan dakavSirebiT) ganxorcielda garkveuli teqnikuri da 

teqnologiuri miRwevebi, romlebmac radikalurad imoqmeda da dRemde axdens 

gavlenas codnis mdgomareobaze msoflios yvelaze mowinave qveynebSi. liotari 

irCevs informatizacias, rogorc ganmsazRvrel elements am teqnikuri da 

teqnologiuri miRwevebis dasaxasiaTeblad. misTvis es aris rogorc codnis, ise 

Zalauflebis sakiTxi. codna da Zala erTi da igive kiTxvis mxolod ori mxarea: 

vin wyvets, ra aris codna da vin icis, ra gadawyvetileba unda iqnas miRebuli? 

liotaris azriT, kompiuteris epoqaSi codnis sakiTxi ise, rogorc arasdros, 

aris xelisuflebis sakiTxi. is svams kiTxvebs imasTan dakavSirebiT, Tu vin iRebs 

gadawyvetilebebs monacemTa bazebSi didi raodenobiT arsebuli da Senaxuli 

codnis Sesaxeb; romeli codnis Senaxva Rirs (ra aris legitimuri codna) da vis 

aqvs wvdoma am monacemTa bazebze? liotari TiTs iSvers transnacionaluri 

korporaciebisken. I-is (International Business Machines Corporation) magaliTis ga mo-

yenebiT, is gvTavazobs hipoTezas, sadac kompania flobs garkveul sartyels 

dedamiwis orbitalur velSi, romelSic Tanamgzavrebi avrceleben komunikacias 

da/an inaxaven monacemTa bazebs. liotari ekiTxeba maT: ̀ vis eqneba maTze wvdoma? 

vin gansazRvravs arxebis an monacemebis akrZalvas? saxelmwifo? Tu saxelmwifo 

ubralod momxmarebeli iqneba?~

socialuri da ekonomikuri urTierTobebis digitalizacia gavlenas ax-

dens adamianis cxovrebis yvela sferoze: biujetze, sabazro tranzaqciebze, 

finansur tranzaqciebze, sabanko saqmeze, mrewvelobaze, soflis meurneobaze, 

medicinaze, ganaTlebasa da mTavrobaze. garda dadebiTi efeqtisa, rogoricaa 

monacemTa gadacemiT drois dazogva da samuSao procesebis Sesrulebis xar-

jebis dazogva, digitalizacias axasiaTebs uaryofiTi efeqtebi – cifruli TaR-

li Tobis axali saxeebi da virtualuri realobis gadaWarbebuli enTuziazmi. 

Tumca, ekonomikuri resursebi moiTxovs cifruli teqnologiebis gamoyenebas 

mTel ekonomikasa da sazogadoebaSi.
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ganaTlebis filosofiis globaluri reformis 
transformaciuli dRis wesrigi

ganaTlebis globaluri ganviTarebis neoliberaluri tendenciebi aTw-

leulebis manZilze dominantobs ganaTlebis tradiciul, paternalur mo -

delebze. miuxedavad amisa, ganaTlebis Tanamedrove mkvlevarTa mier in-

ten siurad mimdinareobs refleqsireba warsuli gamocdilebis Sesaxeb, 

igulisxmeba Zveli paternaluri modelebi. udavod aRsaniSnavia, rom ga-

naT lebis politikisa da filosofiis finelma mkvlevarma pasi salbergma 

(2011) gamokveTa zemoT xsenebuli moZraobis ZiriTadi, fundamenturi ma-

xasiaTeblebi. magaliTad, globaluri tendencia saganmanaTleblo sistemis 

standartizaciisaken da aqcentireba saganmanaTleblo warmatebebisa 

da Sedegebis gazomvis instruqciuli kriteriumebis dawesebiT moi Txo-

va. ganaTlebis reformis axalma moZraobam, romelic mkafiod iden ti-

ficirebadi, globaluri ganaTlebis erTobliobas gulisxmobs, peda li-

rebas axdens `ZiriTadi sagnebisa~ da `ZiriTadi unarebis~ mimarTulebiT, 

saerTaSoriso testirebaTa SedarebiTa da analiziT, magaliTad, rogore-

bi caa: PISA, TIMSS da sxv.

am mocemulobaSi gansakuTrebul yuradRebas iqcevs ganaTlebisa da 

filosofiis Tanamedrove britaneli mkvlevris – riCard fringis fun da-

menturi Sroma – Education, social reform and philosophy of development (ganaTleba, 

socialuri reforma da ganviTarebis filosofia). kargad mogvexseneba, rom 

didi britaneTi tradicionalisturi qveyanaa, Sesabamisad, garkveulwilad 

originaluri da TviTmyofadia britanuli ganaTlebis sistemac. mniSvnelo-

vania, Tu ra mosazrebebi gamoiTqmis ganaTlebis, socialuri reformisa da 

filosofiis ganviTarebis mimarTulebiT oqsfordis universitetSi.

riCard fringi xazgasmiT aRniSnavs, rom codnis bunebis ganazrebisas, 

swored iseve, rogorc me-19 saukunis cvalebadi saganmanaTleblo sivrcisa 

da samyaros gagebisas, saWiroa, cxadvyoT ZiriTadi, fundamenturi filo-

so fiuri ideebi, romelnic am cvilebebisas, maTi aRwera-dasabuTebisas ga-

momJRavndeba. 

politikuri inovaciebisa da cvlilebebis fonze am wignSi ganxilulia 

istoriul-religiuri da kulturuli konteqstebi, romelnic gansa z R-

v raven ganaTlebis axal, inovaciur sistemebsa da modelebs. av to ri ga-

n sakuTrebul aqcentebs svams ganaTlebis bunebis istoriul kon te qs-

teb  ze da mis Sesabamisobasa da mniSvnelobaze, farTo sazogadoebis, mi  si 

interesebisa da moTxovnilebebis gaTvaliswinebiT.

fringis kvleva moicavs ganaTlebis filosofiis istorias, socialuri 

reformebisa da ekonomikuri aqtualobis konteqstSi. wignis pirveli na-
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wili moicavs ganaTlebis sistemis mdgomareobaze refleqsias me-19 sa u-

kunis inglissa da uelsSi. `ganaTleba yvelasaTvis~ saWiroebis da am mi ma-

r TulebiT sazogadoebis mzardi interesidan gamomdinare, man didi ga v-

lena moaxdina ganaTlebis ganviTarebaze da, Sesabamisad, ganviTarebul po-

li tikasa da integrirebul SeTanxmebebze, anu ganaTlebis TeoriaTa axal 

for mebze, romelic am talRas mohyva.

me-19 saukunis inglissa da uelsSi, `survilisamebr, elementaruli~ 

ganaTleba sajaro skolebis ganviTarebiTa da `antikuri universitetebis~ 

reformiT dagvirgvinda oqsfordisa da qeimbrijis universitetebSi. es 

movlena asaxavda socialuri da politikuri pirobebis, mocemulobebis 

Secvlas, ufro didi da farTo socialuri cnobierebis gaTvaliswinebiT 

da ukeTesi ganaTlebis moTxovniT yvelasTvis. SemuSavebuli reformebi 

gaaanaliza oTxma samefo komisiam. miuxedavad klasobriv-socialuri da-

yo fa-diferenciisa, SemdgomSi dainerga teqnikuri da profesiuli ganaT-

lebis ganmsazRvreli, diferencialuri sistemebi, radgan sruliad aSkara 

Seiqna cvlilebebisa da gardatexebis aucilebloba industriul velze. am 

movlenaTa kvalad, saWiro gaxda kvlav axali reformebis gatareba. 

1870 wels, saWiroebidan gamomdinare, Camoyalibda `skolebis sabWoebi~, 

magram problemad rCeboda `muSaTa klasisgan~ Seqmnili aJiotaJi, `ganaT-

lebis ufro farTo gagebisTvis~, rac nawilobriv ganpirobebuli iyo refor-

mirebuli `frenCizis~ Sedegad. `ganaTleba~ gaxda adamianis ganviTarebisa 

da keTildReobis erTaderTi piroba, xsna da gamosavali.

avtori aRniSnavs, rom swavlebis procesi odnavadac ar aris dazRveuli 

radikaluri gardaqmnebisa da cvlilebebisgan, raTa, rogorc saskolo, 

aseve sauniversiteto swavlebis done sazogadoebriv moTxovnilebebTan 

Tan xvedraSi movides da axali drois gamowvevebs upasuxos. am dros Cnde-

ba `axali universitetis~ idea, romelmac axali, inovaciuri da Ta na med-

ro veobisaTvis relevanturi axali gagebiT `ganaTlebuli adamiani~ unda 

aRzardos.

gamoikveTa `ganaTlebis~ istoriul ganviTarebaze dafuZnebuli, ino -

va ciebiT gajerebuli axali instituciuri mowyoba. filosofiuri `yofi-

erebis~ ukve arsebul konceptTa konkurenti, axali filosofiuri onto-

Te oriebi. ganaTlebis filosofiis istoriul WrilSi riCard fringi po-

zitivizmis, postmodernisa da marketingis gamowvevebs akavSirebs. ganaT-

lebis filosofiis istoriulad gansxvavebul koncefciaTa analizisas, 

avtori urTierTgamomricxav Sinaarsebs xedavs, TumcaRa, magaliTad, me-

19 saukunis cvalebad klimatSi, utilitarizmisa da idealizmis kveTisas, 

saganmanaTleblo azrovnebaSi, socialistur sazogadoebaSi idealisti mo-

azrovneebis dominantobaze amaxvilebs yuradRebas.

gamorCeuli, wamyvani filosofosebi, xSir SemTxvevaSi, maTi mkveT ri 

gansxvavebulobis miuxedavad, erToblivad urTierTqmedeben sagan manaT-

leblo sivrceSi, fundamentur, Zireul gadawyvetilebebsa da politikur 
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klimatzec ki. avtoris TvalsazrisiT, pozitivizmisa da postmodernizmis 

erTmaneTisagan mkveTrad gansxvavebuli, urTierTsapirispiro gavlena, 

anu `postWeSmaritebis~ dasawyisi, paradoqsulad waaxalisa swored po zi-

tivizmma, xolo postmodernizmi `sibrZnisadmi~ pativiscemiT ganawyo.

fringis TvalsazrisiT, amerikuli pragmatizmi ganaTlebis filosofi-

aSi – `theory of meaning~, anu `mniSvnelobis Teoria~, mWidro kavSirSia me-19 

saukunis amerikel filosofos Carlz sanders pirsTan, romelmac yu rad-

Reba gaamaxvila `rwmenis~ (belief) da ara codnis mniSvnelobaze, romelic 

lo  gikurad dakavSirebulia codnasTan da, Sesabamisad, gansazRvravs 

mom   devno qmediT aqtebs. rwmena dasaSvebi da misaRebia mxolod maSin, Tu 

mas warmatebul moqmedebamde, sargeblis momtan Sedegebamde mivyavarT, 

TumcaRa rwmena tovebs Ria kars, anu perspeqtivas daSvebuli Secdomebis 

gamosasworeblad. 

pirsis kvalad, ganaTlebis axali epistemologiuri paradigmis avtori, 

jon diui, cxadia, avtors ar rCeba yuradRebis miRma. rogorc amerikis 

SeerTebul StatebSi, aseve did britaneTSi, rogorc fringi aRniSnavs, 

farTod iqna aRiarebuli `aqtivobaze dafuZnebuli~ rogorc Teoria, 

aseve praqtika, ara `knowledge-centered~, `codnaze orientirebuli~, aramed 

`child-centered~, `bavSvze orientirebuli~ praqtika. jon diuis pragmatuli 

epistemologiis ganxilvisas, fringi mis mier SemoTavazebul mTavar 

modusebs usvams xazs. arsebobs `codna-rogorc~ ~knowledge-how~, xolo, me-

ore mxriv, `knowledge-that..~ anu, `icode, rom...~

ganaTlebis velze problemebi `azrovnebis~ `keTebisgan~ gamijnvis Se-

de gad warmoiqmneba, rac, ZiriTadad, ganpirobebulia Cven mier samyaros ga-

gebaSi Cvenive centraluri adgilisa da nawilis danaxvis SeuZleblobiT, 

radgan ver vaxdenT masSi praqtikul, qmediT CarTulobas. Sesabamisad, 

sistemaSi xorcieldeba Teoriuli codnis gandideba, xolo msjelobis, 

az rovnebis rolis daknineba, amitom ganaTlebis axali da uaxlesi fi lo-

sofiuri paradigmebis avtorni miiCneven, rom `ganaTleba~ aris pirveli 

nabiji artefaqtebis samyaros farTo ignorirebisken Cvens CvevaSi.

fringi xazgasmiT aRniSnavs, rom codnis bunebis ganazrebisas, iseve, 

rogorc me-19 saukunis cvalebadi saganmanaTleblo samyaros gagebisas, 

saWiroa, cxadvyoT ZiriTadi filosofiuri ideebi, romelnic am cvlilebebSi 

gamJRavndeba maTi aRwera-dasabuTebisas. magaliTad, idealizmis, rogorc 

aseTi, roli inteleqtis ganviTarebis istoriaSi, aseve, saWiroa, mivmarToT 

praqtikuli swavlebis Sesabamis safuZvlebs, romlebic teqnikur tre-

ningebSia asaxuli. fringi gansakuTrebul mniSvnelobas aniWebs ostat-

Segirdobis uZveles instituts da misi transformirebis aucileblobaze 

akeTebs aqcents. misi SexedulebiT, ganaTlebis sistemis erT-erT pirvel 

problemad praqtikuli swavlebis rolis saTanado Seufasebloba rCeba, 

rogorc zogad ganaTlebaSi, aseve axali kvalifikaciebis Seqmnisasac, 

ma ga liTad, EBacc, rac inteleqtis ganviTarebis Zireul instrumentad 
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gulisxmobs yoveldRiuri cxovrebis, cocxali, uSualo gamocdilebis faq-

tebis CarTulobas.

me-19 saukuneSi Seqmnil komisiebze da maT daskvnebze dayrdnobiT, 

rom lebic imxanad socialuri moTxovnebis Sesabamisad refleqsirebdnen, 

dadga saWiroeba, SemuSavebuliyo, sanukvari, universaluri modeli, ro-

melic adamianis srulfasovani ganxorcielebis SesaZleblobebs gvaC ve-

nebda, arTo eTikur da socialur farglebSi. es umniSvnelovanesi misia Ta-

vis Tavze filosofias unda aeRo.

Cveni epoqis dasawyisSive dominatur socialur filosofiad utili ta-

rizmi iqca, ramac uTuod didi gavlena moaxdina politikasa da sazogadoebriv 

urTierTobebze, adamianTa msoflmxedvelobaze. empirizmi, romelic `ga-

n  manaTleblobis~ niadagze warmoiSva da RirebulebaTa indikacia cdi -

lo bda, praqtikuli, pragmatuli sargeblianobis TvalsazrisiT, siamov-

ne  bisa da bednierebis Sesaxeb moqmedebis, moRvaweobis Teoria gamx da ri-

yo ze-sajaro politikis doneze, yvelasTvis bedniereba – yvelaze di di 

odenobiT. Rirebulebebi ganisazRvra adamianebis umetesobisTvis mi Re-

buli kmayofilebis mixedviT. es moiTxovda miRebuli siamovnebis, si ke-

Tis an sargeblobis Sefasebas. Sesabamisad, gardauvali aRmoCnda tra-

di ciis mniSvnelobisadmi gancdaTa Semcireba, agreTve, minavlda mem kvi-

d reobiTi, konservatoruli Rirebulebebis mniSvnelobac, maT Soris, 

re ligiuri mrwamsebisac. ufro sworad rom vTqvT, damkvidrda qcevis 

zogadi principebi, gansakuTrebiT iseTi, romelic socialuri politikis 

motivacias, mis mimdinareobas da praqtikaSi danergvas gansazRvravda, 

Semcirdes tkivili da tanjva sazogadoebaSi, ase rom, privilegirebul 

umciresobebs Tavad mouwevT maT xelT arsebuli upiratesobebis daTmoba.

jon stiuard milisa da koldrijis kvalad, nebismieri adamianis pirov-

nebad yofnis aspeqti moiTxovs adamianad myofobis sulier aspeqts, rac 

Tavisuflebisa da cnobierebis inteleqtualizacias, anu inteleqtualTa 

Semdgom ganaTlebas da am procesSi maT aqtiur monawileobas moiTxovs. 

bundovani da gauazrebeli `inteleqtualuri zrda~ ki adamianis meqanikur 

Zravad, meqanikur mowyobilobad gadaqcevas gulisxmobs.

rig gamocdilebaTa meSveobiT, maT Soris – religiuri, poeturi, musi-

kaluri da, rac, Cveni azriT, yvelaze mniSvnelovania, moraluri diskursis 

mniSvnelobiT, anu adamianuri Tvisebebisa da unarebis, harmoniuli ganvi-

Tarebis Sedegad, adamiani garkveuli memkvidreobis mflobeli xdeba, 

rasac meTiu arnoldma (1869-1963) `kultura~ uwoda. es gaxlavT kognitur-

inteleqtualuri, agreTve, moraluri da emociuri SesaZleblobebis har-

moniuli gamoxatuleba, rac adamians, mis bunebas gansakuTrebul Rirsebas, 

simdidresa da mSvenierebas aniWebs. am etapze xdeba sasuliero pirTa da 

pedagogTa gansakuTrebuli warmoCena kulturul samyaroSi. fringis 

Tval sazrisiT, es swored is socialuri klasia, romelsac platoni Tavis 

`saxelmwifoSi~ ̀ mcvel klass~ uwodebs da swored amgvari sasuliero pirebi 
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qmnian `erovnul eklesias~, romelic tradicionalisturi eklesiisgan ga-

moirCeva ara rogorc sqizmaSi wasuli jgufi, aramed kulturologiurad 

axali, kulturul-inovaciuri movlena.

fringis mixedviT, idealisturi STagonebebi klasikur filosofiaSi 

unda veZeboT. ase magaliTad, aristotele gascda fizikasa da metafizikasac, 

man realobis ufro Rrma axsna moiTxova. aqve avtori platonis metaforas 

gvaxsenebs, gzas, romelsac gamoqvabulis sibnelidan gavyavarT (cxadia, 

ganaTlebis saSualebiT) im ganzomilebaSi, sadac mxolod fizikur samyaros 

ki ar vpoulobT, aramed mis moralur, sulier da esTetiur garemoebebs. 

Sesabamisad, SesaZloa, davaskvnaT, rom axalgazrdobis, `neofitebis~ sa Su   -

alebiT gadalaxvadia fizikuri, materialuri samyaro. azrovneba Ta vi  su-

f ldeba dabali rangis gagebaTagan da ayalibebs ideaTa samyaros, anu `sa-

ukeTesos, rac yofila da Tqmula~. bevri verasdros axerxebs amis miRwevas 

da Sesabamisad, maT tutori, xelmZRvaneli, mimarTulebis maCvenebeli 

sWirdebaT. platonis mixedviT, es gaxlavT `meurve klasi~ (guardian class). 
aqve, uTuod gvagondeba koldrijiseuli `sasuliero pirebi~...

zemoTqmulidan gamomdinare, avtori ganaTlebis filosofiis ram de-

nime aspeqts gamoyofs. pirveli klasi `meurveTa klasia~, rac ganaTlebis 

udavo da aucilebel saWiroebas gulisxmobs, meore gaxlavT `mfarveli 

klasi~, romelsac samuel kolriji `sasuliero pirebs~ uwodebs, eseni 

arian, agreTve, sajaro skolis maswavleblebi, romelTa Sorisac riCard 

fringi ragbis maswavlebelasc asaxelebs, romelic sajaro skolis Zalze 

warmatebuli kuratori gaxda. rogorc meTiu arnoldi amtkicebda, kul-

tu rasa da anarqiaSi Tanasworobis Rirebuleba yvelaze maRla unda dam-

d gariyo. kulturis adamianebi WeSmariti Tanasworobis mociqulni unda 

gamxdariyvnen.

momdevno aspeqti ̀ elitaruli skolebi~ gaxlavT, rac gansakuTrebulad 

klasikosebis popularizaciiTa da mTlianobaSi klasikis, rogorc mTavari 

birTvis, SenarCunebisken iyo mimarTuli.

kidev erTi aspeqtia idealisturi xedvis sulieri ganzomileba. kol d-

rijis azriT, saxelmwifo sulieri realobaa, romelic miswrafebebs aer-

Tianebs. koldrijma am SemTxvevaSi yuradReba gaamaxvila ara sajaro sko-

lebze, rogorc liderTa Camomayalibebel instituciaze, aramed qris ti-

anul socializmze.

maS, Sejamebis saxiT, SesaZloa iTqvas, rom saukeTeso socialuri fi lo-

sofia, ganaTlebis mimarTulebiT, fringis mixedviT, iqneboda: sa zo gadoebis 

yvela wevris Rirsebisa da mniSvnelovnebis aRiareba maTi warmomavlobisa 

da profesiis miuxedavad. `ganaTleba yvelasTvis~ abso lu turi saWiro-

ebaa, cnobierebis amaRlebaa, maT Soris TviTSegnebis amaRleba, sxvada sxva 

ideebTan, TvalsazrisebTan komunikaciis gziT (vgulisxmobT: socialur, 

moralur, esTetiur xedvebs), romelic scildeba samyaros SezRudul, 

dasazRvrul, banalur gagebas; mniSvnelovania praqtikuli codnisa da 
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unarebis pativiscema, rac Zalze xSirad ar aris saTanadod, jerovnad 

aRq muli da Sefasebuli; calkeuli moqalaqis politikuri dis kursi da 

pirovnuli unarebi, romelic, agreTve, jerovnad ar aris Sefasebuli da, 

Sesabamisad, realizebuli.

istoriuli faqtebi da xdomilebebi mowmoben, rom ganaTlebis cvalebadi 

ideebisa da konstruqciebis gageba samomavlod sami filosofiuri mi-

mar  TulebiT xorcieldeba. eseni gaxlavT: idealizmi, utilitarizmi da 

socializmi. verc erTi am mimarTulebaTagan ganviTarebasa da gan xor ci-

elebas Tavisi `wminda~ formiT ver axerxebs. sruliad aucilebelia fi-

lo sofiuri debatebi sxvadasxva tradiciebis farglebSi. aucilebelia 

kompromisebi da filosofiuri instrumentebis CarTva-gamoyeneba cva-

lebad, transformirebad situaciebSi. sruliad aucilebeli xdeba fun-

da menturi cnebebisa da ideebis identificireba filosofiis wiaRSive, 

missave tradiciebSi, imis gaTvaliswinebiT, rom aseTi cnebebi Tavad iwyeben 

ganviTarebas kritikisa da empiriul garemoebaTa gziT.
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Qetevan Tskhvariashvili 

TRANSFORMATIONAL AGENDA FOR GLOBAL REFORM                                                                
OF THE PHILOSOPHY OF EDUCATION

Summary

neoliberal trends in the global development of education have dominated traditional, 
paternalistic models of education for decades. Yet by modern scholars of education, there is an 
intense reflection on past experiences, implied, of old paternalistic models. It is undeniable that 
the Finnish researcher of education policy and philosophy, Passy Salberg (2011) outlined the basic, 
fundamental characteristics of the above movement. So for example: the global trend towards 
standardization of the education system and the emphasis on establishing instructional criteria 
for measuring educational success and outcomes. The new education reform movement, which 
encompasses a clearly identifiable, global education mix, is pedaling towards “core subjects” and 
“core skills”, comparison and analysis of international tests, such as: PISA, TIMSS, etc.
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Particular attention is paid to the fundamental work of Richard Fring, a contemporary British 
scholar of education and philosophy: education, social reform and philosophy of development. 
The British education system as well. What matters is the views expressed in the development of 
education, social reform, and philosophy at Oxford University.

Richard Fringe emphasizes that in understanding the nature of knowledge, as well as in 
understanding the changing educational space and world of the 19th century, it is necessary to 
identify the basic, fundamental philosophical ideas that will emerge as these descriptions are 
substantiated.

Against the background of political innovations and changes, this book discusses the historical-
religious and cultural contexts that define new, innovative systems and models of education. 
The author places special emphasis on the historical contexts of the nature of education and its 
relevance and importance, taking into account the general public, its interests and needs.

Fringe’s research covers the history of the philosophy of education, in the context of social 
reform and economic relevance. The first part of the book includes a reflection on the state of the 
education system in 19th-century England and Wales. Due to the need for “education for all” and 
the growing public interest in this field, he had a great influence on the development of education 
and, consequently, on the developed policies and integrated agreements, ie the new forms of 
education theories that followed this wave.

In nineteenth-century England and Wales, “optional” elementary education was crowned with 
the development of public schools and the reform of “antique universities” at the universities of 
Oxford and Cambridge. This event reflected the changing social and political conditions, the data, 
given the greater and wider social awareness and demand for better education for all. The developed 
reforms were analyzed by four royal commissions. Despite the class-social division-differentiation, 
differential systems defining technical and vocational education were subsequently introduced, as 
the need for change and transformation in the industrial field became quite apparent. In the wake 
of these developments, new reforms became necessary.

“School councils” were formed out of necessity in 1870, but the agitation created by the 
“working class” for a “broader understanding of education” remained a problem, in part due to 
the reformed “franchise”. “Education” has become the only condition for human development and 
prosperity, salvation and solution.

The author notes that the teaching process is not insured in the slightest from radical 
transformations and changes to bring both school and university teaching levels in line with public 
needs and to meet the challenges of the new time. At this time, the idea of   a “new university” 
appears, which should bring up an “educated person” in a new, innovative and modern sense.

A new institutional arrangement based on the historical development of “education”, saturated 
with innovations, has emerged. A competitor to the already existing concepts of philosophical 
“being”, the new philosophical onto theories. In the historical context of the philosophy of 
education, Richard Fringe connects the challenges of positivism, postmodernism and marketing. 
In analyzing historically different conceptions of the philosophy of education, the author sees 
mutually exclusive contents, although, for example, in the changing climate of the 19th century, at 
the intersection of utilitarianism and idealism, in educational thinking, socialist society focuses on 
the dominance of idealist thinkers.
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Distinctive, leading philosophers, in spite of their sharp differences, often interact together 
in the educational space, even in fundamental, fundamental decisions, and even in the political 
climate. According to the author, positivism, which is markedly different from each other in 
positivism and postmodernism, or the beginning of “post-truth”, was paradoxically encouraged by 
positivism, while postmodernism was treated with respect for “wisdom”.

According to Fring, American pragmatism in the philosophy of education, “theory of meaning”, 
or “theory of meaning”, is closely related to the 19th century American philosopher Charles Sanders 
Pierce, who focused on the meaning of “belief” and not knowledge, which is logically related. With 
knowledge and accordingly determines the next action acts. Belief is permissible and acceptable 
only if it leads to successful action, to beneficial results, although faith leaves an open door, or 
perspective, to correct mistakes.

Following Pierce, the author of the new epistemological paradigm of education, John Dewey, 
clearly does not leave the author unattended. Both in the United States and in the United Kingdom, 
as Fring points out, “activity-based” theory and practice have been widely recognized, not 
“knowledge-centered”, “knowledge-oriented”, but “child-centered”, “child-centered” practices. . In 
discussing the pragmatic epistemology of John Dewey, Fringe highlights the main modes proposed 
by him. There is “knowledge-how”, and on the other hand: “knowledge-that ..” or, “know that ...”

In summary, the best social philosophy in the field of education, according to Fring, would be: 
to recognize the dignity and importance of all members of society, regardless of their background 
and profession. Through communication with ideas, views (we mean: social, moral, aesthetic 
visions) that go beyond the limited, defined, banal understanding of the world; It is important to 
respect practical knowledge and skills, which are too often not properly perceived and evaluated; 
The political discourse and personal skills of the individual citizen, which are also not properly 
assessed and consequently realized.

Historical facts and events testify that the understanding of the changing ideas and 
constructions of education will be implemented in three philosophical directions in the future 
.These are: idealism, utilitarianism and socialism. none of these directions can be developed and 
implemented in its “pure” form. Philosophical debates within different traditions are absolutely 
necessary. It is necessary to compromise and involve philosophical tools in changing, transforming 
situations. It becomes absolutely necessary to identify the fundamental concepts and ideas within 
the very core of philosophy, in its own traditions, given that such concepts themselves begin to 
develop through criticism and empirical circumstances.
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Tavisufleba da eqsistencialuri krizisi
FREEDOM AND THE EXISTENTIAL CRISIS

demurdemur jalaRoniajalaRonia

adamiani Tavisuflebis diskursSi

antikurobidan dRemde arsebobs maradiuli kiTxva: ra aris adamiani? 

TiTqmis yvela filosofoss ukvlevia adamianis arsi, misi yofiereba, magram 

kvlevisadmi interesi ara da ar neldeba.

adamiani mxolod cocxali arseba ki ar aris, msgavsad mcenarisa, mxolod 

sulis mqone ki ar aris, msgavsad cxovelisa, aramed is aris goniTi arseba. 

goni aris unari sakuTari Tavis daviwyebisa da am gziT saganSi CaZirvisa, 

rogorc unari sruli trancendenciisa (buaCiZe Tamaz, 1987:34). 

adamianis maZiebeli goneba vlindeba TavisuflebaSi, radgan is mud mivi 

arCevanis an anis winaSe dgas. adamianis idumali ocneba yovelTvis usas-

rulobasTan ziareba iyo. adamiani saidumlos matarebelicaa, es yvelaferi 

masSia, magram is yvelafers gareT eZebs, saidumloebiTaa moculi misi 

arCevani. mas es arCevani `ar moswons~ da mudmivad Soreuli `samSoblos~ 

ZiebaSia. es masSi badebs Tavisebur `nostalgias~, romelic adamians ayenebs 

daukmayofileblobis, sevdis, mowyenilobis, martoobis, sicarielis, ukva-

lod gaqrobis winaSe. adamiani gamosavlis ZiebaSia. usasruloba adamianuri 

cnobierebis Rrma wiaRidan, samyaros istoriis SoreTidan iyureba. am dros 

adamiani iwyebs an filosofosobas an RmerTis Ziebas, maSin isev daismeba 

mTavari kiTxva: mainc ra aris adamiani?

adamiani aris yofierebis yvelaze didi saidumlo. is yvela xorciel 

qmnilebaze maRla dgas, radgan gaaCnia goneba, Rirseba da, rac mTavaria, 

Tavisufali neba. adamianis arsebis gasagebad, Cveulebriv, irCeven or gzas: 

es gza midis dablidan maRla – cxovelidan adamianisaken, an maRlidan dabla 

– RmerTidan adamianisaken. 

filosofosoba mxolod da mxolod adamianis saqmianobaa, `ufro ma-

Ral safexurze igi aRar iqneboda saWiro, xolo ufro dabal safexurze 

igi aRar iqneboda aucilebeli~ (kasireri ernst, 1983:214). ar iqneboda, 

rad  gan RmerTebs filosofiuri Zieba ar sWirdebaT. qveda safexurze – 

cxovelebisaTvis filosofia zedmetia. amdenad, adamiania is naklovani 

arseba, romelsac sWirdeba Zieba, filosofosoba Tavisi arsebobis dasad-

genad. arseboba aq ukavSirdeba yofierebis garkveuli wesis arsebobas. 

`RmerTis yofierebis wesi aseve ar egueba filosofias, mxolod adamianis 

yofierebis wesi, adamianis raobaa kavSirSi filosofosobasTan da filo-

sofiasTan~ (avgustne netari, 1993:20).

cxoveli bunebis nawilia, is mTlianad bunebis qmnilebaa, buneba sagan-

gebod zrunavs masze. bunebisagan gamouyofloba cxovels yovel nabijze 

karnaxobs imas, Tu rogor unda moimoqmedos man. adamiani ki gamogdebulia 
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bunebidan da misi moqmedeba ar aris gansazRvruli bunebis mier. aq samyaro 

daiyo orad: adamiani da buneba. adamiani darCa Tavis TavTan marto da Tavis 

baton-patroni, romelmac Tavad unda gansazRvros Tavisi saqmianoba. 

adamiani gaxda Tavisufali arseba e.i. Tavis Tavis ufali, `ufloba~ 

niS navs, gamoZebnos Tavisi moTxovnilebebis dakmayofilebis gzebi da 

xer  xebi. amis gamosaZebnad mas gaaCnia cnobiereba. adamianma cnobierebiT 

unda SesZlos yvela siZnelis gadalaxva. amrigad, adamianisTvis Semec neba 

sasicocxlo aucileblobaa. is Semecnebis gareSe sasicocxlo moTxov ni le-

bas ver daikmayofilebda (is ver iadamianebda). 

sagnis arsebobaze, mis raobaze mxolod adamiani svams kiTxvas. Semec-

nebis sagani mxolod adamianisaTvis arsebobs. Semecneba, sagnis raobis 

wvdoma rTuli procesia da Tavisi arsiT cnobierebaSi sagnis gabatonebas 

niSnavs, am dros Cemi sakuTari interesebi daviwyebuli unda iqnas, anu me 

unda davdumde, raTa saganma ilaparakos. rogorc T. buaCiZe aRniSnavs: goni 

Semecnebis procesSi swored am funqcias asrulebs – is aris unari Tavis 

Tavis daviwyebis gziT Tavad saganTan gzis gakafvisa, saganTa Semecnebis 

poziciis dakavebisa, unari sagnis dauinteresebeli, uangaro Wvretisa, 

`Teoriisa~, goni Zalze mokled SeiZleba daxasiaTdes, rogorc unari sa ku-

Tari Tavis daviwyebisa da am gziT saganSi CaZirvisa, rogorc unari sruli 

transcendenciisa (buaCiZe Tamazi, 2005:34).

maqs Seleri svams sakiTxs – ra aris adamiani? iqve aRniSnavs: am dros 

sami erTdroulad gansxvavebuli idea gaxsendeba. pirveli aris bibli uri 

idea, RmerTma Seqmna adamiani Tavis xatad da msgavsad; meore, ada mi anis fi-

losofiuri idea. am ideis mixedviT, adamiani aris ̀ gonebiT dajil do ve bu  li 

cocxali arseba – `animal racionale~ da mesame – adamiani warmoiSva bunebis 

evoluciis garkveul safexurze da aris ganviTarebuli cxoveli. igi aris 

`iaraRis mkeTebeli cxoveli~ da `mwarmoebeli adamiani~ `homo faber~. 

qristianoba xedavs adamianSi or TvalSi sacem arsobriv Strixs: ada mi-

ani aris RmerTis xati da msgavsi – `vqmni kaci Cvens xatad da msgavsad~ (bib-

lia:1989). adamiani, rodesac ukavSirdeba sinamdviles, is qmnis `sam ya  ros~. 

misma enam kuTvnili unda miagos fenomens. iqmneba samyaros mise uli gageba 

da yalibdeba adamianis arsis definicia, romelic epoqis ganm sa zRvrelia. 

ras varT moklebuli adamianebi am dros? msoflmxedveloba moicavs Tu 

ara yvela ganzomilebas? rogor gavigoT me da samyaro da me am samyaroSi? 

sakiTxTa urTulesi wre ikveTeba, romelic orbunebovnebiT xasiaTdeba. 

amitom unda moxdes adamianis arsebis definiciebis gaazreba – adamianis, 

ro gorc `RvTis xatTan~ mimarTebiT, rasac filosofosebi garkveulwilad 

Tavs arideben. XXI saukune aris apokalifsuri periodi. adamiani arasodes ar 

yofila ase daucveli istoriaSi mimdinare procesebisagan, rogorc dRes. 

adamiani bunebiT Tavisufali arsebaa. es jildo mas ergo uflisagan. is 

Tavisufali nebis matarebelia, amitomac mas Seswevs Tavisufali arCevanis 

Zala. ̀ me Tavisufali var – niSnavs imas, rom me viqcevi da vakeTeb ise, rogori 
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qceva da keTebac mTlad ar aris winaswargansazRvruli arsebuliT~ (zurab 

kakabaZe, 1987:21). yovelma adamianma xelaxla da TviTon unda gadawyvitos, 

ris gamo Rirs amqveynad cxovreba da rogor unda Sexvdes Rirseulad Tavis 

aRsasruls, magram adamiani mTlad marto ar aris. SeiZleba gaesaubro sxva 

didi gonebis adamianebs, romelTac awuxebT adamianis bedi samyaroSi.

zurab kakabaZe mudmivad eZebda aseT moazrovne, didi gonebis adamianebs 

da axerxebda maTTan dialogs, ubralo saubars; kerZod, kirkegorTan, 

hegelTan, haidegerTan, huserlTan, kamiusTan, iaspersTan...

sokrates Semdeg mecnierebam bunebis uamravi saidumlo amoxsna – kos-

mosSi gaiWra. Semdgom urTulesi eqsistencialuri krizisis epoqac dadga. 

am periodSi yvelaze mZafrad Tavisuflebis problemam wamoiwia wina plan-

ze. upirvelesi kiTxvaa, Tavisufalia ki adamiani? zurab kakabaZis mTeli 

filosofiuri ganazrebani am pasuxis Ziebaa.

Tavisufali adamiani uflobs (batonobs) Tavis Tavze, Tavisi Tavis ba-

tonia, da es aris misi Tavisufleba. marTavs Tavis Tavs gareSe Zalis, iZu-

lebis, karnaxis gareSe; SeuZlia floba Tavisa, Sekaveba, Tmena, Tavis ar miS-

veba stiqiebis (emociebis, ltolvebis, vnebebis...) anabara.

ramdenadaa es SesaZlebeli? wminda beri siluani brZanebs: ̀ Seikari Tavi, 

rac ufro Seikrav Tavs, miT ufro Tavisufali xar~.

grigol nazianzeli aRniSnavs: RmerTma adamians pativi sca Tavisufali 

nebis miniWebiT. cuds airCevs Tu kargs, msgavsebas Tu aramsgavsebas, adamiani 

Tavis bunebas Tavisuflad flobs, radgan igi RvTis xatadaa Seqmnili.

edemis baRis Semdeg adamianis `Tavisufleba niSnavs mowyvetas, `nax-

toms~ danarCeni yofierebisagan, obieqturi yofierebisagan. am `naxtomis~ 

sa fuZvelze me vkargav obieqturi yofierebis, obieqturi Zalebis da faq-

to  rebis mxardaWeras. vkargav sayrdens da vakeTeb riskian nabijs – SeiZleba 

veRar vipovo es mxardaWera da sayrdeni (zurab kakabaZe, 1987:25), SeiZleba 

aRmovCnde savsebiT uniadago, aRmovCnde gandegili, Tavisuflebis amgvari 

kavSiri riskTan warmoSobs CemSi SiSs. SiSi badebs sakuTari Tavisuflebis 

uaryofis, Tavisuflebidan gaqcevis midrekilebas, magram isev ubrundeba 

adamiani Tavisuflebis Ziebas. 

Tavisuflebaze roca saubroben, ansxvaveben metafizikur Tavisufle-

bas, roca TavisuflebaSi igulisxmeba kacobrivi bunebis erT-erTi yve la ze 

fundamenturi Tviseba – nebis Tavisufleba, romelic gamoixateba pirov-

nebis Sinagani TviTgamorkveviT sikeTisa da borotebis winaSe. 

politikuri Tavisuflebaa, roca pirovnebis nebis aqtis `materiali-

zeba~ xorcieldeba socialur garemoSi. igi uamrav SezRudvas awydeba. ase 

warmoiqmneba adamianis garegani Tavisuflebisa da uflebaTa problema, anu 

problema (kanoniT, CveulebebiT, sazogadoebrivi moraliT) nebadarTuli 

saqcielisa garemomcvel samyaroSi, sazogadoebaSi. 

mTavaria Tavisuflebis mesame fenomeni – es aris sulieri Tavisufleba. 

sulieri Tavisuflebis dros adamiani uflobs Tavis egoizmze, Tavis vne-

bebze, codvil grZnobebze, survilebze – Tavissave Tavze. aseTi Tavisu-
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fleba moipoveba qristianuli cxovrebiT, romliTac qristians RmerTTan 

urTierTobis unari eniWeba. pavle mociquli brZanebs: `... sadac aris suli 

uflisa, iqvea Tavisufleba~ (2 kor. 3, 17).

Tavisuflebis sami aRniSnuli fenomenis analizidan varkvevT, rom 

Tavisufleba unda iyos TiToeuli adamianis umaRlesi mizani. qristiani ada-

mianisaTvis sulieri Tavisufleba marTlmadidebluri asketuri cxovrebis 

procesSi moipoveba (osipovi, aleqsi, № 29, 2002).

kakabaZe brZanebs: `ar dagaviwydes, rom adamiani xar, ara nivTi, ara cxo-

ve li, ara manqana, ara WanWiki, aramed swored adamiani – sulieri da gonieri 

arseba, amqveynad TavisuflebisaTvis, SemoqmedebisaTvis, siyvarulisaTvis 

movlenili, am qveynis mosavlelad da ara dasangrevad mosuli~ (kakabaZe, 

zurab, 1985:4).

adamiani yvela arsebulisagan gansxvavdeba goniT. goni adamianis 

cxo vrebis mniSvnelovani sferoa, gonis gamovlena xdeba eTikurSi, rogorc 

sin disi. 

ra aris sindisi? – `RvTaebis xma CemSi~, `Sinagani msajuli~, `CemSi ar se-

bu li RvTiuri nebis organo~. es yvelaferi adamianSia, es CemSia. sindisi Cemi 

`ze-mea~, romelic miCvenebs swor gzas. 

`sindisi, yovelives miuxedavad, yovel CvenTaganSia da gardauvlad 

moiTxovs obieqturad Rirebul, e.i. keTil saqciels. Tu sindisi ar motyuvda, 

ar dabrmavda yalbi SuqiT, mas ZaluZs, CaSalos nebismieri danaSaulebrivi 

saqme~ (kakabaZe, zurab, 1987:19).

sindiss Cven ganvicdiT, rogorc xmas, Zaxils... es xma Taviseburia – is 

ar Cagvesmis yurSi, is ar ismis garedan, sindisis xma Sinagania, amitom is 

mesmis mxolod me da sxva aravis, am xmas me vwvdebi ara yuriT, aramed mTeli 

`Sinagani arsebiT”, `guliT”. me vcxovrob masSi da is CemSia. 

ilia II brZanebs: `sindisi zneobrivi cxovrebisaken erTguli megzuri da 

megobaria, romelic gvibiZgebs swori, samarTliani arCevanisken; sulis mudam 

mnaTi patara wertilia usazRvro SesaZleblobebiT. sufTa sindisi mudmivi 

dResaswaulia~.

sindisi aris adamianis sulieri grZnoba – keTilisa da borotis garCevis 

SemZle. wminda mamebi gvaswavlian: `gaxsovdes, rom Sen xar xati da msgavseba 

RmrTisa, da valdebuli xar, es xati TviT RmerTs warudgino wmindad da 

Seuryvnelad. ubedurebaa, Tuki ufali ver icnobs Tavis xats, ver ipovis 

msgavsebas sakuTar TavTan. maSin warmoTqvams igi sastik ganaCens: `ara gicni 

Tquen~ (maT. 25,12). 

`rodesac adamians vaZlevT saSualebas, Tavad rogorc unda, ise 

warmoidginos sindisi da Tavisufleba, mxolod maSin xdeba sindisis 

Tavisuflebis cneba samarTlebrivad da politikurad ganxorcielebadi. 

xolo roca, amis sapirispirod, vcdilobT, pozitiurad ganvsazRvroT, 

Tu ras unda niSnavdes Tavisufleba da sindisi, maSin xdeba politikuri 

Tavisuflebis dasamareba~ (Fichte J.G. (1976: 177–178). 
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sindisis xmis gagoneba niSnavs, SeigrZno yvelaferi, rasac grZnob gar-

k veuli adamianis an cdomilebis mimarT. yvelaze xSirad igi am adamianebSi 

iwvevs sircxvilis grZnobas, an tkivils, radgan Cven ar gvsiamovnebs simar-

Tlis gageba Cven Sesaxeb. sindisis xma aRviZebs yvelafers CvenSi, rasac 

vgrZnobT adamianis cdomilebis an qcevis mimarT (Jonathan Strauss (2013:223). 
Znelia adamianis Secnoba, radgan igi RvTis xatadaa Seqmnili da suli da 

sxeulia adamianis Semadgeneli nawili. ra aris suli, jerac miukvlevelia 

CvenTvis. rogor avxsnaT, mag., azrovnebis unari, ra aris sicocxle, ras 

warmoadgens goneba, guli.

zurab kakabaZe filosofiuri diskursis serias uZRvnis sartris, ka-

mius, kafkas, huserlis eqsistencialuri problematikis konceptualur 

analizs. misTvis WeSmariti Tavisufleba aris zneobriobis safuZveli. 

iseTi arCevani, rodesac mudmivad giyurebs `mesame Tvali~, sindisis xma da 

Seni qceva gansazRvrulia amiT, amis gareSe ra aris Tavisufleba? misTvis 

mTavaria, Tavisufleba am principze daafuZnos.

igi adamianis fenomenis gasaanalizeblad da Tavisuflebis raobis 

asaxsnelad konceptualurad aaanalizebs sartris da kamius filosofiur 

naazrevs. sartrisaTvis adamians `misjili aqvs Tavisufali yofiereba~. 

sartris filosofiis mixedviT, adamiani pasuxismgebelia yvelafer adami-

ani seulze sakuTari Tavis CaTvliT, mxolod sakuTari Tavis winaSe da ara-

viTar gareSeze, RmerTi iqneba igi Tu buneba, ar aris damokidebuli Tavisi 

Tavis Tavisive arCevanSi. amitom igi SeZrwunebuli ki ar aris garedan mom-

di naris da raime gareganis winaSe, aramed naRvlobs Tavis Tavs sakuTari 

Tavis winaSe Tavisive Tavis gamo. mas sakuTari Tavis `Tavisuflebisagan 

gan Tavisufleba~ unda da amiT pasuxismgeblobis acileba, magram es SeuZ-

le belia, radgan TviT am survilis pasuxismgeblobac mas akisria da 

misi Tavisuflebis gamomxatvelia swored, rom igi marad msjavrdebuli 

darCeba TavisuflebiT da pasuxismgeblobas verasodes daaRwevs Tavs. mas 

Tavisufleba sevdad eqceva, rac misi Sinagani, sulieri wuxilis wyaro xdeba. 

`adamiani msjavrdebulia, iyos Tavisufali; mas misjili aqvs Tavi suf-

leba; igi dasjilia TavisuflebiT~. sartris mTeli filosofia, kerZod ki, 

misi umTavresi traqtati – `yofiereba da arara~ – am debulebaTa gaSlas da 

dasabuTebas emsaxureba.

sartris cnobili gamoTqma – `adamiani dawyevlilia TavisuflebiT~ (mas 

`misjili~ aqvs Tavisufleba) – garkveul dazustebas moiTxovs. am frTiani 

frazis pirdapiri azriT gageba sartris zogad msoflmxedvelobriv po-

ziciaSi ver Cajdeba. dawyevlac da sasjelic `garedan~ modis, rogorc wesi. 

amitomac samarTliania SeniSvna, rodesac sartris am debulebis garCevisas 

aRniSnaven, rom `misja SeuZlia mxolod sxvas~ (buaCiZe, Tamaz, 2003:80).

sartris azriT, adamiani dabadebidan sikvdilamde (mxolod es ori ram 

ar ekuTvnis mas, anu ver `gankargavs~ sakuTar dabadebas da sikvdils, rac 

mis absurdul yofaze miuTiTebs) TviTon aris yvelaferze pasuxismgebeli, 
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radgan mas arCevanis sruli Tavisufleba aqvs. arCevanis gakeTebaze uaris 

Tqmac isev misi arCevania da amdenad, adamiani principulad ver axer-

xebs `gaeqces~ Tavisufal arsebad yofnas da Tavi aaridos srul pa su xis-

mgeblobas. iseTi gancda geufleba, TiTqos viRacam dagwyevla da dagsaja. 

sartri swored am metaforuli mniSvnelobiT iyenebs am terminebs – 

`dawyevlili~, `dasjili~.

ontologiurad, adamiani imTaviTve ganwirulia, absurdis kedlebSi            

iyos gamomwyvdeuli. es kedlebia dabadeba da gardacvaleba, rac yvelaze 

ucxo da Sorebelia misTvis. Tu raime marTla ar viciT, Cveni ar aris, ver 

vflobT, ver ganvkargavT, verafers ver vuxerxebT, ubralod, amis Zala 

ar Segvwevs, Cvens nebaze maRla dgas, es aris Cveni rogorc dabadeba, ise 

gardacvaleba (`absurdia, rameTu davibadeT da absurdia, rameTu mov-

kvdebiT~ (Sartre J.-P.,1948:631). Cveni bedi Cven namdvilad ar gvekuTvnis, mag-

ram Cveni xvedri, dabadebidan sikvdilamde monakveTis saxiT, Cvens xelT                   

aris, fiqrobs sartri (bedisa da xvedris urTierTgansxvavebasa da, zoga-

dad, maT urTier TmimarTebaze). (ramiSvili valerian, 2002: 3-47).

miT ufro sainteresoa kamiusTan umTavresi kiTxvis arsi, Rirs Tu ara 

cxovreba? amave dros, es swored is sakiTxia, romelic adamianis winaSe 

maradiul kiTxvad, ZiriTad sakiTxad dgas. `dedamiwa trialebs mzis gar-

Se mo Tu piriqiT, sul erTia. mokled, es fuWi kiTxvaa, samagierod, vxedav, 

rom bevri adamiani kvdeba imis gamo, sicocxlis sababs rom iZleva (rasac 

sicocxlis sababs uwodeben, is igive warmatebiT sikvdilis sababicaa). me 

vTvli, rom saWirboroto sakiTxebidan yvelaze mniSvnelovani cxovrebis 

azria. rogor unda gaeces mas pasuxi~? (kamiu, alber, 2013:12).

kamiu adasturebs, rom adamianis cxovreba sazriss moklebuli da ab-

sur dulia, magram amasTan ar scnobs aqedan TviTmkvlelobaze daskvnis mar-

Tebulobas.

kamiu aRniSnavs, rom XX saukune winaswarganzraxul borotmoqmedebaTa 

epoqaa. aseT epoqaSi ufro mniSvnelovani xdeba imis garkveva, Tu rogor, ra 

wesiT vicxovroT samyaroSi, romelic Cven gvaqvs mocemuli da sadac yvela 

moqmedeba pirdapiri Tu arapirdapiri gziT mkvlelobamde midis, vidre 

xelaxla Zieba da Cveneba saganTa sawyisebisa (kamiu, alber: 2013).

kamius azriT, Tanamedrove epoqa, gansxvavebiT yvela sxva warsuli 

periodebisagan, xasiaTdeba adamianis, rogorc filosofiuri problemisa 

da filosofiis, rogorc adamianuri problemis ukiduresi gamwvavebiT. 

erTi mxriv, filosofiaSi adamiani sikvdil-sicocxlis Sesaxeb pasuxebs 

daeZebs, TviTmkvlelobis problemis gadaWras lamobs; meore mxriv ki, 

filosofiuri Seswavlis sagani gamxdara swored es TviTmkvlelobamde 

misuli adamiani.

warsul epoqebs adamianis winaSe ase mwvaved ar dausvamT zemoaRniSnuli 

problema. kamius azriT, es XX saukunis `damsaxurebaa~. absurdulobis 

grZno biT Sepyrobil adamians ar SeuZlia filosofiis gverdis avla, rad gan 
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mas Svela esaWiroeba absurdulobidan Tavis dasaRwevad (Tuki es saer Tod 

SesaZlebelia), Svela ki mxolod filosofias SeuZlia da marTebs kidec 

absurdulobis grZnobiT damZimebuli, anu yovelgvar optimistur msof l-

mxedvelobriv pozicias moklebuli adamianis nugeSi, fiqrobs kamiu.

vin aris, ras warmoadgens absurdis adamiani?! raSi mdgomareobs misi 

arseba?! 

kamius mixedviT, absurdi ar aris TavisTavadi, raime substanciuri, 

damoukidebeli viTareba. igi ar aris calke aRebul arc samyaroSi da 

arc adamianSi. absurdi Cndeba iq da maSin, sadac da rodesac adamiani da 

samyaro modian erTmaneTTan kontaqtSi, uCndebaT erTmaneTTan Sexebis 

wer tilebi, imyofebian urTierTmimarTebaSi. absurdi ibadeba am ori wevris 

dapirispirebiT, maTi konfrontaciiT (CantlaZe raul, 1983:48).

absurdi ewodeba adamianisa da samyaros mimarTebas, radganac es mimar-

Teba, kamius azriT, Tavis safuZvelSive absurdulia. absurdul mdgo-

ma reobaSi darCena autanelia; absurdi unda gadailaxos gonebis Suqze, 

– fiqrobs kamiu, gansxvavebiT kirkegorisagan da Sestovisagan, romlebic 

ara marto SesaZleblad, aramed mizanSewonilad da aucilebladac ki miiC-

nev dnen absurdul mdgomareobaSi yofnas, masSi darCenasa da masSi CaZirvas 

yovelgvari logikuris moxsnisa da saerTod racionalurze uaris Tqmis 

gziT, anu SiSveli rwmenis wyalobiT (baqraZe konstantine, 1962:150).

kamius mixedviT, filosofia warmoadgens adamianis absurduli yofi-

erebis ara uSualo gadalaxvis gzas da saSualebas, aramed am miznis misaR-

we vad swori, praqtikuli moqmedebis logikur-Teoriuli gansazRvris sa-

Su alebas. msoflmxedvelobrivi mrwamsis (Tundac pesimisturis) mopovebis 

saSualebas. 

zurab kakabaZe aRniSnavs, rom Tanamedrove moazrovneebi saocari erT-

su lovnebiT aRiareben imas, rom dRes dasavleTis azrovnebisa Semoqmedebis 

krizisia. Tanamedrove epoqis kriziss isini ̀ teqnikur gaucxoebaSi~ xedaven. 

gaucxoeba saerTod adamianis iseTi mdgomareobaa, romelSic adamianis 

sakuTari moqmedeba mis winaaRmdegaa mimarTuli. adamiani akeTebs da awar-

moebs raRac iseTs, rac upirispirdeba da aferxebs misi sakuTari si cocxlis 

ganxorcielebas; misTvis `teqnikuri gaucxoeba~ – esaa adamianis TviT-

gaucxoeba, romelic warmoiSoba misi teqnikuri saqmianobis Sedegad, ufro 

sworad, warmoiSoba imis gamo, rom kacobrioba Tavis ZiriTad saqmianobad 

teqnikur saqmianobas miiCnevs da aviTarebs mas swored rogorc ZiriTad 

saqmianobas. 

`teqnikuri gaucxoeba~ niSnavs adamianis TviTgaucxoebas teqnikis ku-

l    tisa da fetiSizaciis safuZvelze. adamianis sicocxle arsebiTad moq   me-

debaa. adamianis moqmedeba gamoixateba imaSi, rom bunebas, rogorc ra Rac 

`nedl masalas~, adamiani aZlevs garkveul saxes, romelic garkveul sa zoms 

Seesabameba. adamianis sicocxle bunebis maformebel-gardamqmneli moq me-

debaa. 
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`Tavisufleba arCevania, is yofierebaa arCevanis safuZvelze. arCev-

ani ki yovelTvis gulisxmobs arCevanis sazoms. arCevani moiTxovs sazoms, 

arCevani yovelTvis aris arCevani raime sazomis safuZvelze~ (kakabaZe, zu-

rab, 1987:23). sazomis kategoria Zalze mniSvnelovania, radgan zomaa is wer-

tili, zRvari, romliTac myardeba simfonia da misi darRveviT ki irRveva 

harmonia.

adamianis moqmedebis Tavisufleba gamoixateba imaSi, rom es moqmedeba 

ar aris SeboWili da SezRuduli raime erTxel da samudamod mocemul da 

mniSvnelobis mqone garkveuli viTarebiT. 

adamiani irCevs sicocxles sicocxlisa da sikvdilis SesaZleblobaTa 

Soris da amiT irCevs `ukvdavebas~. `ukvdaveba~ niSnavs sicocxles usasru-

lobis perspeqtiviT, magram adamianis `sasicocxlo moqmedeba~, saboloo 

angariSiT, aris gare samyaroze zemoqmedeba sxeulis saSualebiT. adamiani 

zemoqmedebs garemoze sxeuliT, romelic moqmedi organoa. 

filosofiam unda ipovos cxovrebis axali orientiri. amocanaa – daiZ-

lios garegani yofierebis fetiSizmi. 

RmerTma adamiani Seqmna Tavis xatad da msgavsad. pirveli codvis Cadenis 

Semdeg edemidan gamogdebul adamians ra `darCa iq~ da ra gamoyva iqidan? – 

ai, aq aris adamianis arsis saidumlo. saidumlo, romelic `metia~ adamianis 

aq yofnaze. adamianis maZiebeli goneba vlindeba TavisuflebaSi, ada-

mianis miswrafebam absoluturi Tavisuflebisakan ufro didi ube du re ba 

moutana TviTon adamians da kacobriobas, radgan Tavisufleba ga da izarda 

totalitarul ZaladobaSi sxvebze. miswrafeba absoluturi Ta vi suf le-

bisken gamoricxavs Tavisuflebas. 

kakabaZe brZanebs: `Tavisufleba zogjer nebaze ucabedad gaSvebuli 

mxeciviT SiSs iwvevs. isec xdeba, rom am `mxeciT~ SeSinebuli filosofosebi 

mis isev galiaSi Segdebas – Tavisuflebaze uaris Tqmas – cdiloben, mag-

ram Tavisuflebaze uari ar unda vTqvaT da arcaa es SesaZlebeli. fi lo-

sofosebi, albaT, veRar moaxerxeben am `mxecis~ isev galiaSi saimedod da 

damajereblad damwyvdevas. umjobesia, masTan `saerTo enis~ gamonaxva vca-

doT~ (kakabaZe, zurab, 1985:114). 

iaspersi aRniSnavda, ̀ rom me var me, es Cemi gziT ki ara, aramed naboZebia da 

amdenad, transcendentTan Rrma kavSirze miuTiTebs. adamianis Tavisufleba 

misi eqsistenciaa. es ki RmrTis sicxadidan miiReba, radgan Tavisuflebis 

sicxade RmerTis maCvenebelia~. 
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Demur Jalaghonia

MAN IN THE DISCOURSE OF FREEDOM

Summary

From antiquity to the present day there is the eternal question, what is a human? Almost 
all philosophers study the essence of human, its existence, but the interest in research does not 
diminish.

Human is the greatest mystery of existence. He stands above all carnal creatures because he 
has a mind, dignity, and what is most importantly human has a free will. Two paths are usually 
chosen to understand the human being: this path goes from the lower to the higher, from the 
animal to the human, or from the higher to the lower, from God to the human.  

Human became a free being e.g. he is the Lord of his own head; “righteousness” means finding 
ways and means to meet His needs. He has the consciousness to investigate this. Man must be able 
to consciously overcome all difficulties.

He is a free creature by nature. This reward was given to him by the Lord. He is the bearer of 
free will; therefore he has the power of free choice. “I am free – it means that I behave and do in a 
way that behavior and doing is not completely predetermined by the existing.” (Zurab Kakabadze, 
1987:21). 

But man is not entirely alone. You can talk to other big-minded people who are worried about 
human fate in the world.
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Zurab Kakabadze was constantly looking for such thinkers, and managed to have a dialogue 
with them, a simple conversation; In particular with Kierkegaard, Hegel, Heidegger, Husserl, Camus, 
Jaspers ...

After Socrates, science has solved many mysteries of nature – it was cut into space. The era of 
existential crisis has also come. During this period the most acute problem of freedom came to the 
foreground. The first question is whether a person is free? All the philosophical thoughts of Zurab 
Kakabadze are in search of this answer.

If a free man has (dominates) over himself, he is his own lord, and that is his freedom.
After the Garden of Eden, human “freedom” means a break, a “leap” from the rest of existence, 

from objective existence. On the basis of this “leap” I lose the support of objective existence, 
objective forces and factors. I am losing support and I am taking a risky step – I may not be able to 
find this support and backing”’ (Zurab Kakabadze, 1987: 25). 

Kakabadze says: “Do not forget that you are a human being, not an object, not an animal, 
not a machine, not a bolt, but a human-spiritual and intelligent being, who came to this world for 
freedom, creativity, love, to care of this world and not to destroy it.” (Kakabadze, Zurab, 1985: 4).

A man is different from all existing beings by mind. The mind is an important area of human 
life, the mind is revealed in ethics as a conscience.

What is conscience? – “The voice of God in me”, “The inner judge”, “and “The body of the 
divine will in me”. It”s all in the person, it’s in me. My conscience is my “over-me” – which shows 
me the right way.

“We experience the conscience as a voice, a call ... This voice is peculiar – it is not heard in the 
ear, it is not heard from outside, the voice of conscience is internal, so it is heard only by me and 
no one else, I hear this voice not by ear, but with the whole “inner essence”, with the “heart”. I live 
in it and it is in me.

Zurab Kakabadze dedicates a series of philosophical discourses to the conceptual analysis 
of the existential problems of Sartre, Camus, Kafka, and Husserl. For him, true freedom is the 
foundation of morality. Such a choice when the “third eye” – the voice of conscience is watching 
you and your behavior is determined by this, without this what is freedom? And exactly it is trying 
to establish on this principle of freedom.

“Freedom is a choice, it is existence based on the choice; and choice always implies a mea-
surement of the choice. Choice requires measurement, choice is always a choice based on some 
measurement (Kakabadze, Zurab, 1987: 23). The measurement category is very important. Because 
size is the point, the limit by which a symphony is established, and its violaƟ on causes violaƟ on of 
harmony.

Kakabadze says: “Freedom sometimes causes fear like a beast suddenly running at will. 
Sometimes happens that the philosophers, frightened by this beast, try to put it back in the cage 
– to refuse freedom. But we must not refuse freedom, and it is not possible. Philosophers will 
probably not be able tolock this “beast” back in the cage reliably and convincingly. It is better to try 
to “find a common language” with it. (Kakabadze, Zurab, 1985: 114).
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badri forCxiZe badri forCxiZe 

teqnikuri gaucxoebis zogad-filosofiuri 
problemuri aspeqtebi

XX saukunis 80-90-iani wlebidan evropuli filosofiis gansakuTre bu-

li yuradRebis centrSi moeqca mecnierul-teqnikur progresTan dakavSi-

re buli problemuri aspeqtebi. aRniSnul sakiTxTa mimarT dainteresebas, 

Tavis mxriv, araerTi qarTveli filosofosic iCenda, romelTagan yve-

laze metad gamorCeuli gaxldaT zurab kakabaZe. Tavis cnobil SromaSi 

– `eqsistenciuri krizisis problema~ gaucxoebis cnebas aseTnairad gan-

mar tavda: `gaucxoeba saerTod adamianis iseTi mdgomareobaa, romelSic 

adamianis sakuTari moq medeba mis winaaRmdegaa mimarTuli. adamiani ake-

Tebs da awarmoebs ra Rac iseTs, rac upirispirdeba da aferxebs misi saku-

Ta ri sicocxlis gan xor cielebas; adamianis moqmedebis, Sromis produq te bi 

gadaiqcevian iseT Zalebad, romlebic adamianis mimarT mtruli arian. rac 

ufro metia ada mianis mier warmoebuli produqti, miT ufro dakninebu-

lia adamiani, rac ufro mets awarmoebs is, miT ufro naklebadaa bednieri. 

aseTia gaucxoebis situacia~.1 

sazogadoebis bunebriv-istoriuli ganviTarebis erTian procesSi 

ada mianur individTa urTierTobis mowesrigebis formebi yalibdeboda 

socialuri cnobierebis mier organizebuli sistemebis saxiT. garkveul 

krizisul etapze inteleqtis aqtiuri funqciebis gamovlenam dasabami 

daudo aRniSnuli procesis mimarT Tvisobrivad gansxvavebuli fenomenis 

warmoqmnas da misi araTanabari siswrafiT ganviTarebas, rasac teqnikuri 

cnobierebis reproduqciis procesi SeiZleba davarqvaT. bunebismetyveli 

mkvlevrebis mier SemoTavazebuli dedamiwis warmoSoba-ganviTarebis asa-

ki, kerZod, misi organuli safaris Camoyalibebis xangrZlivobaTa cik-

lebi SeiZleba, arcTu SemTxveviT, mogveCvenos bibliuri Sesaqmis ana-

lo giad, sadac RvTaebrivi Semoqmedebis mTeli gvirgvini gaxlavT ada-

mi ani. sicocxlis genezisisTvis niSandoblivi ciklebis logikuri gan-

pi  robebuloba da Tanafardoba garkveul STabeWdilebas gviqmnis kos-

mi uri drois cvalebadobis kanonzomierebaze, rac damkvidrebuli iyo 

dedamiwis biologiuri sicocxlis aRmocenebamde da mis Semdeg. azri 

imaze, rom organuli buneba, araorganulTan SedarebiT, Tvisobrivi gar-

daq mnebis Sinagan procesTa Warbi intensivobis momcvelia, sadavo araa. 

mxedvelobaSi misaRebia is garemoebac, rom biosferos formirebamde, 

moZ raoba-cvalebadobis garegani kosmiuri procesi ganuwyvetel katak-

liz mebs ukavSirdeba, sadac nivTieri qaosis pirobebSi, dedamiwis qerqi 

1 kakabaZe z., rCeuli filosofiuri Sromebi, baTumi, 2012, gv. 12.
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warmogvidgenia asteroidebis, meteoritebis, kometebis, an ufro giganturi 

planetaruli namsxvrevebiT ganuwyveteli dabombvisa da TermobirTvuli 

afeTqebebis viTarebaSi. aRniSnul etapze saerTod gamoiricxeba organuli 

safaris gaCenis albaToba. amdenad, sicocxle Cndeba kosmogenuri katak-

lizmebis dacxrobisa da cvlilebaTa SedarebiTi wonasworobis pirobebSi. 

es siwynare da stabiluri wonasworoba am SemTxvevaSi ukve garegnuli xa-

siaTisaa, Sinaganad ki is, rac kosmogenur cvlilebebs garegnulad gan-

sazRvravs, organuli samyaros Sinagan mamoZraveblad yalibdeba. am Sinagani 

Zalis kataklizmur cvlilebaTa tolqmeds Seadgens cocxal organizmTa 

evoluciis bunebriv-istoriuli procesi. maSasadame, kosmogenuri katak-

lizmebis garegani intensivoba nivTier-materialuri movlenebis sferos 

Seadgens, xolo igive cvlilebebi, Sinagani Zalis gamoxatulebis mixedviT, 

sicocxlis evoluciis bunebriv-istoriuli procesis Taviseburebas war-

mo adgens. amitomac iq, sadac adgili aqvs pirvel maTgans, imavdroulad, 

SeuZlebelia adgili hqondes meoresac, Tumca, Tu moxda piriqiT, maSin es 

biologiuri safaris sruli katastrofiT dasruldeba. mocemul SemTxvevaSi 

uadgilod ar migvaCnia esqatologiur moZRvrebebTan kavSiri, rac, sxvaTa 

Soris, ucxo araa dasavluri filosofiisTvis, romelic garkveuli as-

peq tiT adamianis mier bunebaze zemoqmedebis mravalgvar mniSvnelobas 

bibliuri Tqmulebis memkvidreobad ganixilaven1. samyaros Seqmnis bolo 

fazaSi RmerTma umaRles adgilze daayena adamiani; man mouwoda adamsa da 

evas: `gaixareT, inayofeT, gamravldiT, SeavseT dedamiwa da daeufleT 

TevzTa, zRvisa, xmeleTisa da ciur binadarT, agreTve yovelgvar jogsa da 

faras cxovelTa, romelnic ki gaivlian miwaze~.2 es mowodeba, garkveuli 

azriT, SeiZleba bunebisadmi agresiuli damokidebulebis gamarTlebadac 

SeiZleba CavTvaloT, rac gasakviri araa, imitom, rom es adamianuri arsebis 

kanonzomieri gamoxatulebaa. religiuri anTropomorfizmis koncefcia, 

am mxriv, sasikeTo zegavlenas ver axdens bunebisadmi momxmareblur, ara-

keTilsindisier mopyrobaze. 

problemur analizs mivyavarT iqiTken, rom bunebisadmi adamianis da-

pi rispirebis mizezi TviT bunebaSi unda veZioT. evoluciis gansazRvrul 

sa fexurze adamianuri inteleqtis formirebam homosapienss misTvis ara-

sasurveli garemo pirobebidan Tavis daRwevis saSualeba misca. am de-

nad, cnobiereba, romelic teqnikur saSualebaTa warmoebis unaris gan m-

sazRvreli faqtori gaxlavT, amavdroulad, sasicocxlo funqciis mTa-

vari ganmsazRvrelic gaxda adamianis biologiuri TviTSenaxvis pro-

cesSi. aRniSnul faqtorTan mimarTebaSi, cxovelurma instinqtma ukana 

planze gadainacvla. adamianis Tvisobrivad gamokveTil maSindel saxes, 

biogenetikuri mutaciebis doneze, arsebiTi cvlilebebi aRar ganucdia, 

1 Философия техники в ФРГ, М., Прогрес, 1989. с. 6.
2 iqve.
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ufro metic, cnobierebis faqtoris aqtualizaciis intensiuri zrdis Se-

mdeg, teqnikuri warmoebis industrializaciisa da postindustriali-

zaciis eram aSkarad Seaferxa adamianis evolucia bunebrivi adaptaciis 

for miT da dasabami misca mis sapirispiro ukuprocess. 

filosofiaSi teqnikis pirvelmizezTa kvleva-Ziebis aRniSnul ganyo-

filebas safuZveli Cauyara ernst kapma, romelic gaxlavT avtori wignisa: 

`teqnikis filosofiis ZiriTadi mimarTulebani. axali Tvalsazrisis 

aRmoceneba kulturis istoriasTan mimarTebaSi~ (1877). 1898 wels teqnikis 

filosofias mieZRvna aseve germaneli filosofosis, fred bonis Sroma: 

`valdebulebisa da sikeTis Sesaxeb,~ amave problemas gamoexmaura Tavisi 

broSuriT: `XIX saukunis teqnikuri Sedegebi~ ruseTSi moRvawe inJineri, 

petre engelmaieri, Tumca mocemuli mecnierebis sistemuri Seswavla da-

iwyo mxolod XX saukuneSi. teqnikis filosofiis sxvadasxva aspeqtebi ga-

nixileba marqsizmSi, transhumanizmsa da rig sxva mimarTulebebSi.1 mar-

Ta lia, cnobierebis makonstruirebeli funqciis gaZlierebam, misma 

ada p taciam teqnikur garemosTan, cxoveluri instinqtebis Sesustebis 

gamo TandaTanobiT CaaxSo adamianis bunebrivi evolucia, Tumca gamo nak-

lis, uiSviaTes SemTxvevebSi, ar gamoiricxeboda gansakuTrebuli indi-

vi  dualuri unar-Cvevebis gamomJRavnebis faqtebi, romelic normaluri 

mdgomareobisagan gansxvavebiT, aRmatebuli Zalis saswaulmoqmedebas 

uaxlovdeboda. msgavs raRaceebs adgili aqvs dResac (bolo dros imdenad 

gansakuTrebiT momravlda Sesatyvisi faqtebi, rom SeuZlebelia yvela 

maTgani TaRliTobad da Sarlatanobad monaTlo). erTma SesaniSnavma 

Cve nma Tanaqalaqelma, mweralma, istorikosma da sazogado moRvawem, aw 

gansvenebulma jimSer ruxaZem adamianuri gonis farul, idumal Zalebsa 

da unarebs sagangebod miuZRvna metad saintereso wigni: `daujerebeli 

faqtebisa da saswaulebis rwmenis gzajvaredinze,~2 romlis redaqtoric 

gaxlavT Tqveni mona-morCili. wigni mogviTxrobs preistoriuli adamianis 

evoluciis, sxeulis sikvdilisa da sulis reinkarnaciis, telefortaciis, 

droisa da sivrcis paradoqsebisa da sxva saxis anomaliebis Sesaxeb. faq-

tobrivi masalis moculoba imdenad tevadia, rom maTi ubralo CamonaTvalic 

ki Zalze Sors wagviyvans. gvsurs Tu ara maTi dajereba, mainc aucileblad 

angariSi unda gaewios im saR, gonivrul mizanswrafvas, romelic mowo de-

bulia kacobriobis gasafrTxileblad mosalodneli kataklizmebis wi-

naSe, raTa adamianTa momxmareblurma, xarbma da angarebianma, bunebis wi-

naaRmdeg mimarTulma danaSaulebrivma saqmianobam gamoiwvios kanonieri 

da samarTliani aRSfoTeba progresuli moRvaweebisa, romelTac TavianTi 

zneobrivi misiis gansaxorcieleblad, marTebT win aRudgnen mtarvalTa 

1 Философия техники, история и современность, М., 1997, с. 16.
2 ix. jimSer ruxaZe, daujerebeli faqtebisa da saswaulebis rwmenis gzajvaredin-

ze, quTaisi, 2011.
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Zalauflebis Tavxedur agresias, raTa aqtiurad SeuSalon xeli bneli 

zraxvebis sisruleSi moyvanas. winaaRmdeg SemTxvevaSi, dedamiwa veRar 

mo iTmens abezari da umaduri kacobriobis zRvargadasul Tavxedobas, 

erTxelac moxdeba, ise mZlavrad daibertyavs tans, rom vin icis, meramdened, 

moiSorebs am Cvens civilizaciasac, romlis sicocxlec bunebas sikvdilis 

fasad ujdeba. samagierod, xelaxla dabadebs axals da ase moeqceva yvelas 

manam, sanam kacobrioba bolos da bolos gonebas ar mouxmobs, raTa man am 

sabediswero msjavridan gakveTili gamoitanos da totalur katastrofas 

Tavi aaridos. 

Zvelad, preistoriul warsulSi, am saswaulebrivi sakvirvelebis gamo, 

gansakuTrebuli ZaliT aRWurvil individebs, RvTaebriv warmomavlobas 

miakuTvnebdnen. amitomac preistoriuli periodi miTosur xanad unda 

movixsenioT. swored aqedan iRebdnen dasabams Soreuli Tqmulebebi da 

legendebi TavianTi namdvili da gamogonili gmirebiTurT. SeiZleba 

iTqvas, rom miTosi ar gamqrala arc istoriuli drois manZilze, igi Rrmad 

daileqa Cveni qvecnobieri arsebis siRrmeSi, saidanac moulodnelad da 

mZafrad gvaxsenebs Tavis Tavs idumali bedisweris grZneuli CurCuliT. 

preistoriuli da istoriuli epoqebis gzagasayarze, adamianur individTa 

mzardi umetesoba TandaTanobiT kargavda sakvirveli cxovelmyofeli 

unarebis gamomJRavnebis Zalas, vinaidan teqnikuri gaucxoebis procesSi, 

inteleqtualuri manipulaciebis meSveobiT, mimdinareobda ganusazRvreli 

sididis energiis gasxviseba-gasagnebis etapobrivi ciklebi, romelic 

kvalificirdeboda gaucxoebis nairgvari socialurad aprobirebuli fo-

rmebiT, rac martivad rom vTqvaT, niSnavs Sinagani margi qmedebis cxo-

vel myofel ZalTa koeficientis gareT gamodevnas. xangrZlivi vadis 

ganmavlobaSi, goniTi aqtebis inteleqtualuri konservaciis meSveobiT, 

mimdinareobda kolosaluri Zalebisa da unarebis ganivTeba usulo sag-

nebSi, romlebic Sromis teqnikuri SeiaraRebis gamoyenebiT, qmediT ber-

ke tebad gvevlinebian. cocxali Zalis aracocxal materiaSi gasxvisebam 

Seqmna nivTier-materialuri kvlavwarmoebis efeqturi ganxorcielebis 

istoriuli pirobebi. es procesi grZeldeba ramdenime aTaswleulis man-

Zilze da amJamad igi ukve apogeas aRwevs. 

Tavisi arsebobis manZilze adamianTa modgmam ori ZiriTadi fazis gav-

la SeZlo: sawyis fazaSi, milionnaxevari wlis manZilze igi yalibdeboda 

maRalorganizebul, gonieri instinqtebis mqone individad, romelic 

sisxlxorceulad iyo dakavSirebuli bunebasTan. safuZvels moklebuli 

ar unda iyos mosazreba imis Taobaze, rom aRniSnul periodSi, sul mcire, 

erTi didi da saintereso civilizaciis arseboba da ganadgureba mainc 

SeiZleba momxdariyo. Tu dasaSvebad miviCnevT im azrs, rom biogenetikuri 

evolucia, Tavisi Semaferxebeli teqnikuri garemoebis ararsebobis pi-

ro bebSi, bevrad ufro daCqarebuli tempiT ganxorcieldeboda, maSin Ta-

vi suflad SeiZleba davuSvaT, rom SedarebiT dabali cxovelmyofeluri 
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safexuridan umaRlesad organizebuli civilizebuli arsebis safexuramde 

amaRlebisTvis ori an sami asiaTaswleuli savsebiT sakmarisi iqneboda. 

momdevno fazaSi bunebis siurprizad SemoTavazebulma gamyinvarebam 

adrindeli adamiani mkacri da sastiki gamocdis winaSe daayena. Cveni 

varaudiT, swored aq dairRva misi Tavdapirveli mdgomareobis Sesatyvisi 

bunebrivi kvebis racioni. Tu is manamde iyo vegetarianeli, yvela msgav-

si tipis primatebTan erTad, gamyinvarebis Semdeg, ukve SeiTvisa xor cis-

mWamel mtacebelTa mxecuri Tvisebebi. aqedan moyolebuli, dRemde is 

yvela saxeobis mxecze ufro gaumaZRari sastiki da daundobeli xdeba. 

raoden gasakviric ar unda iyos, vegetarianelobidan xorcis Wamaze ga-

das vlaSi mas fasdaudebeli daxmareba gauwia inteleqtma, romelmac, pre-

istoriuli da istoriuli epoqebis gzagasayarTan, zed misi evoluciuri 

transformaciis magistraluri xazTan kacobrioba daayena sami dramatu-

li, magram gardauvali da aucilebeli radikaluri gadaxvevis winaSe, rac 

gulisxmobda, pirvel rigSi, vegetarianelobidan cxovelur sakvebze ga-

das vlas. es iyo kacobriobis upirvelesi radikaluri metamorfozi, ra-

sac SeiZleba, religiuri gagebiT, vuwodoT umZimesi codva, imitom, rom 

dRemde, sxvadasxva mgrZnobiare adamians, gansakuTrebiT bavSvebs, uxvad 

SemorCaT dasaklavi saqonlis mimarT mwvave sinanuli da sindisis qenjna. 

rom ara koleqtiuri socialuri cnobierebisTvis damaxasiaTebeli, sic-

ru eze dafuZnebuli gamarTleba da waxaliseba, raSic gadamwyvet rols 

TamaSobs religiuri tradiciac, calkeuli pirovneba amis gamo tragikuli 

dilemis mdgomareobas Tavs ver daaRwevda. bolos da bolos vaJa-fSavelas 

`gvelismWameli~amis gareSe mxatvrul Sedevrad ver mogvevlineboda. 

meore magistraluri gadaxveva, anu inteleqtualuri codva, gaxlavT so-

cialuri interesebis ganmsazRvreli `sicruis fenomeni~, romelic mi mar-

Tulia globaluri ganzogadebis masStabiT (igulisxmeba adamianTa So-

ris TviT kanibalizmamde miyvanili Seurigebloba da mtroba), pirveli 

codvis gamarTlebisaken. Tu ori dasaxelebuli codva preistoriuli 

xanis umZimesi memkvidreobaa, istoriulma yofierebam amas zed daurTo 

apokalifsuri Zrwolis momgvreli, mesame magistraluri gadaxveva, anu 

inteleqtualuri codva, romelic gaxlavT istoriuli drois me oTxe, 

falsificirebuli ganzomilebis reglamentiT Tavsmoxveuli, teq nok ra-

tiuli urTierTgaucxoeba adamianTa Soris, roca TiToeuli maTgani me-

oris mimarT kargavs socialuri Tanaarsebobis umTavres funqcias, Ri re-

bu lebasa da daniSnulebas.

haidegeri Tvlis, rom adamianma ukve gaacnobiera sakuTari `mim wo deb -

lis~ funqcia, risTvisac buneba gadaaqcia `miwodebad~. mamfordi mog vi-

wodebs megamanqanis ngrevisaken. sagulisxmoa isic, rom am orive fi lo-

so foss, da ara marto maT, ar sjeraT teqnikis gamo warmoSobili prob-

lemebis mogvareba isev ganviTarebuli teqnikis meSveobiT, miuxedavad misi 

SesaZlo srulyofisa da humanizaciisa. jon martini, erTi mxriv, aRiarebs, 
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rom `dRes gacilebiT ufro iolia mTeli planetis ganadgureba, vidre 

mis mimarT miyenebuli zianis likvidacia~, meore mxriv, teqnologiuri 

mizeziT warmoqmnili problemebis gadawyvetis erTaderT gzad esaxeba ara 

misi ganviTarebis Seferxeba, aramed intensiuri daCqareba. `aucilebelia, 

avirCioT da ganvaviTaroT iseTi tipis teqnologiebi, romlebic bunebas-

Tan harmoniaSi eqcevian~.1 msgavsi midgomebis polemikaSi skalimovski wers: 

`am gaukuRmarTebul da yovlismomcveli sirTuleebis safexurze teq-

nika ga daiqca Cvens fizikur da mentalur mfarvelad, Tu mainc im az rze 

dav dgebiT, rom is acarielebs Cvens bunebriv da adamianur garemos, pir-

veli adekvaturi reaqcia gamoixateba sxvagvari formisa da saxeobis Se-

mu Savebis Taobaze, rasac viTomda, arsebuli naklovanebebis aRmofxvra 

Se uZlia”.2 amgvarad, teqnikis filosofosTa erTi wyeba saWirod Tvlis 

teqnikis (teqnologiebis) humanizacias, raTa is bunebisa da adamianisTvis 

xelSemwyobi gaxdes, xolo meore wyeba, skalimovskisnairad, darwmunebulia 

yovelgvari teqnologiuri gajansaRebis mcdelobaTa warumateblobasa 

da saboloo marcxSi. sagulisxmoa isic, rom orive mxares gaaCnia TavianTi 

damajerebeli argumentebi. 

rogorc ukve iTqva, bunebis siurprizad SemoTavazebuli gamyinvarebis 

Jams, adamians mxsnelad moevlina inteleqti, romlis mier gaformebulma 

socialurma cnobierebam gamoamJRavna adaptaciis xelovnurad SeZenili 

unari da gezi aiRo teqnikuri garemos gamomuSavebisken. am meore fazis 

gvi andel safexurze teqnikuri garemo uSualod ki aRar gamomuSavdeba 

socialuri cnobierebis inteleqtualizaciis Sedegad, aramed sakuTriv 

teqnikuri rekonstruqcia ikavebs adamianuri inteleqtis adgils da amis 

Semdeg karnaxobs saTanado pirobebs socialur cnobierebas, raTa am uka-

nas knelma adaptacia ganicados adrindelTan SedarebiT, ufro pasi uri da 

daqvemdebarebuli Seguebis wesiT. am meore fazis Taviseburebas zed mi-

wevniT Seesabameba teqnikis filosofiis erT-erTi warmomadgenlis, e. kapis 

Tvalsazrisi, romlis mixedviTac teqnikuri SeiaraReba gaxlavT `pro-

eqcia,~Taviseburi gagrZeleba da gaZliereba adamianuri organoebisa.3 teq-

nikur adaptaciasTan dakavSirebiT, saintereso mosazrebebia gamoTqmuli 

s. flormanisa da f. rapis mier. flormani amtkicebs: `saWiroa yuradRebis 

gamaxvileba imaze, rom, rogorc wesi, inJinruli impulsi Cndeba yvelaze 

adrindel kulturebSi da maTi kvalis aRmoCena SesaZlebelia TviT gene-

tikur agebulebaSic~.4 aq aSkaraa, rom naturalisturi midgoma yuradRebas 

apyrobs teqnikur saqmianobaSi iracionalur determinantebze, Tumca 

1 Механика и цивилизация XVII–XIX вв., М., 1981, с. 45.
2 Сколимовски Х. Философия техники как философия человека // Новая технократическая волна 

на Западе. М., 1986, с. 89.
3 Kapp e. Grundlinien einer Philosophie der Technik. Zur Entstehungsgeschichte der Kultur aus neuen 

Gesichtspunkten. Dusseldorf, 1978, с. 327.
4 Habermas J. Technik und WissenschaŌ  als `Ideologie~, Frankfurt a. M., 1968, с. 129.
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f. rapis azriT, es ver uzrunvelyofs Tanamedrove, mecnierulad dafuZ-

ne buli teqnikis dinamikis gagebas, vinaidan, Tu am koncefcias ga da va-

for mulirebT evoluciuri Teoriis enaze: `garemo, romelsac unda Seve-

guoT, Tavdapirvelad Seiqmna adamianis mier, amgvarad, nebismieri adap-

tacia gardaiqmneba TviTadaptaciad, maSin, rodesac evoluciuri per-

s  peqtiva gamoyenebulia normatiul SefasebaTa misaRebad~ (8-139).1 rac 

Se exeba evoluciis mesame fazas, adamianTa absolutur umravlesobas 

misTvis jer ar miuRwevia, Tumca Tu mTlad fantaziebisa da gamonagoni 

qimerebis msgavs kategoriebSi ar movaqcevT e. w. zebunebrivi, RvTaebrivi, 

an demonuri personifikaciebis arsebobas, SegviZlia davuSvaT, rom sxva-

da sxva miTologiuri da religiuri Tqmulebebis saerTo msgavseba, an uc-

nauri identifikacia, emyareba im gamonaklisi individebis realur mo R-

vaweobas, romlebic TavianTi unar-SesaZleblobebiT warmodgenas gviq-

mnian biogenetikuri evoluciis mesame fazaSi Semaval adamianebze. es is 

fazaa, romlis realuri ganxorcieleba racionalur-empiriuli gans ji-

saTvis daujerebelia, magram mxedvelobaSi misaRebia iseTi idumali mov-

le nebis arsebobac, romelTac adgili aqvs religiuri da miTologiuri 

Tqmulebebis gareTac realur sinamdvileSi, Tundac parafsiqologiis, 

telekinezis, telepaTiis, telefortaciis, alqimiisa da magiis saxiT, ris 

sa fuZvelze aRmocenebuli warmodgenebi mTlad absurdulad ar unda mog-

veCvenos. aq isic gasaTvaliswinebelia, rom zogierT SexedulebaTa ab su-

rdulobis damtkicebas, pragmatizmis kuTxiT, ufro uaresi absurdis aRi-

arebiT aRweven.

sabolood SeiZleba iTqvas, rom cocxal da aracocxal samyaroTa 

mkacrma urTierTgamijvnam ukve Tavisi dro mecnierebaSic moWama. isedac, 

jer kidev Zveli berZeni filosofosebi kargad amCnevdnen, rom mizez-

Sedegobriv kavSirTa logikuri Tanmimdevrobis aucilebeli dasrulebis 

iqiT yo velTvis warmoiqmneba iluzia arafridan raRacis warmoSobis Se-

saxeb, rac mecnieruli msoflmxedvelobis princips ewinaaRmdegeba. imi-

saTvis, rom mecnierulad dasabuTdes da msoflmxedvelobrivad da-

majerebeli gaxdes raime, pasuxi unda gaeces kiTxvas sawyisi mizezebis 

Sesaxeb, razec empiriuli da racionaluri monacemebiT pasuxis gacema 

SeuZlebelia, radgan nebismieri aseTi axsna, Tavisi realuri droisa da 

sivrcis ganzomilebis sazRvrebSi, arRvevs logikuri igiveobis, wi na-

aRmdegobis SeuZleblobisa da sakmao safuZvlis kanons. Tu gvsurs, rom 

es kanonebi ar davarRvioT, yvelaferi iseTnairad unda vaRiaroT, rom 

nebismieri arsebuli, amave dros, maradiulad arsebulis gamovlenisa da 

kvlav ganmeorebadobis formas warmoadgendes, rac gamoricxavs Zvelze 

unaSTod dauyvaneli siaxlis warmoSobas. 

1 Rapp F. Philosophy of Technology: A Review in: interdisciplinary Science Reviews, 1985, с. 139.
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Badri Porchxidze

GENERALͳPHILOSOPHICAL ASPECTS OF TECHNICAL ALIENATION

Summary

From the 80-90s of the XX century, the problematic aspects related to the scientific-technical 
progress were in the center of special attention of the European philosophy. Many Georgian 
philosophers were interested in these issues, the most prominent of which was Zurab Kakabadze. 
In his famous work, `The Problem of Existential Crisis~, he defined the concept of alienation as 
follows: `Alienation is generally a human condition in which a person’s own actions are directed 
against him. Man does and produces something that opposes and hinders the realization of his 
own life; the products of human action, of labor, turn into forces that are hostile to man. The more 
product a person produces, the more degraded a person is, the more he produces, the less happy 
he is. This is the situation of alienation.~

In the unified process of the natural-historical development of society, the forms of ordering 
the relations of human individuals were formed in the form of systems organized by social 
consciousness. At a certain critical stage, the discovery of the active functions of the intellect led to 
the emergence of a qualitatively different phenomenon from this process and its development at 
an unequal rate, which can be called the process of reproduction of technical consciousness. The 
age of the Earth’s origin and development proposed by naturalists, in particular the cycles of the 
formation of its organic surface, may, not coincidentally, seem like an analogy to biblical creation, 
where the whole crown of divine creation is man. The logical conditioning and ratio of the cycles 
significant for the genesis of life give us some impression of the regularity of the variability of cosmic 
time, which was established before and after the emergence of biological life on Earth. It should 
also be borne in mind that before the formation of the biosphere, the external cosmic process of 
motion-variability was associated with continuous cataclysms. Under conditions of material chaos, 
the Earth’s crust is represented by continuous bombardment and thermonuclear explosions by 
asteroids, meteorites, comets, or more gigantic planetary debris. At this stage, the possibility of 
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organic coating is completely ruled out. Life emerges under conditions of weakening of cosmogenic 
cataclysms and relative equilibrium of change. Stable equilibrium in this case is already external in 
nature, while internally what constitutes cosmogenic change externally is formed as the internal 
driving force of the organic world. The consequence of the cataclysmic changes of this inner force 
is the natural-historical process of evolution of living organisms. 

The external intensity of cosmogenic cataclysms is a sphere of material events, while the 
same changes, according to the expression of internal force, are a feature of the natural-historical 
process of life evolution. Therefore, where the first of them takes place, it is also impossible 
for the second to take place, however, if the opposite happens, then it will end in a complete 
catastrophe for the biological cover. In this case, we do not consider it inappropriate to connect 
with eschatological doctrines, which, by the way, is not foreign to Western philosophy, in some 
respects, the multifaceted significance of human influence on nature is considered a legacy of 
biblical narrative. In the last phase of the creation of the universe, God raised man to the highest 
place; He called to Adam and Eve: `Rejoice, bear fruit, multiply, fill the earth, and subdue the 
inhabitants of the fish, of the sea, of the land, and of the heavens~. This call, in a sense, can also be 
seen as a justification for aggressive attitudes towards nature, because it is a lawful expression of 
human beings. The concept of religious anthropomorphism, in this respect, can not have a positive 
impact on unscrupulous treatment of nature. Problematic analysis leads to the point that we must 
look for the cause of man’s opposition to nature in nature itself. Thus, consciousness, which is the 
defining factor of the ability to produce technical means, at the same time, has become the main 
determinant of vital function in the process of human biological self-preservation. In relation to this 
factor, the animal instinct has shifted to the background. The qualitatively pronounced condition of 
man at that time, at the level of biogenetic mutations, no longer underwent substantial changes, 
moreover, after the intense growth of the consciousness factor, the era of industrialization and 
post-industrialization of technical production clearly hindered human evolution in the form of 
natural adaptation and gave rise to its opposite depression.

In the prehistoric past, individuals at a high biogenetic level, endowed with miraculous abilities, 
were considered to be of divine origin. That is why we should refer to the prehistoric period as a 
mythical era. This is where distant legends with their real and fictional characters originated. It can 
be said that the myth has not disappeared even in historical time, it has sunk deep into the depths 
of our subconscious being, from which it suddenly reminds us of itself with the mystical whisper of 
an unknown destiny. At the crossroads of prehistoric and historical epochs, the growing majority of 
human individuals gradually lost the power to display amazing vital skills, whereas in the process 
of technical alienation, step-by-step cycles of alienation of energy of indefinite magnitude were 
realized through intellectual manipulations, which qualified in various socially proven forms of 
alienation, which, to put it simply, meant the expulsion of the highest coefficient of inner vital 
force. For a long time, through the intellectual conservation of mental acts, a process of conversion 
of colossal forces and skills into inanimate objects was carried out, which, using the technical 
armament of labor, became the functions of the basic levers. The alienation of living force into 
non-living matter has created the historical conditions for the effective implementation of material 
reproduction. This process has been going on for several millennia and now it is already reaching 
its apogee.
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At the contemporary stage, that is at the second phase of consciousness, technology placed 
a human at the boundary of being and not being, where the technical progress and human vital 
functions exhausted the possibility and potential of their mutually useful existence, resulting in 
rather dramatic, crucial alternatives in the wake of this century: 1. Proceeding of the self-regulation 
of the technical progress will be possible even in case of the total extinction of humans; 2. Both 
technology and humans will be extricated simultaneously; 3. The technical progress will come to 
its end, and humans halted biogenetic evolution will be proceeded, that is a human will transfer to 
the third phase of social consciousness, to which the adaptation in the technical environment will 
not be the only and principal feature.

One should not justify the radical opinion that technology, with all of its features and 
attributes, is in acceptable and fatal the natural evolution of humans, as far as there is a certain 
boundary before which technology requires the intensive development of human physical and 
spiritual abilities, creative skills; in this respect, technology is a necessary and vital force, however, 
after technical tools take on the founction of an active and only producer, they no longer need the 
human involvement in various activities, closing the way for the vital self-realization. It is important 
that international relations, with their endless struggles and contradictions owing to their leader 
willing power, will not devoid the slight slow-down of the revolutionary rhythm of technology. 
Therefore, the only the solution is the realization of a kind of a mission of the third phase humans, 
cousing the survival or prolongation of life of the humankind in analogy with ancient myths and 
religious legens. The idea that organic nature, compared to inorganic nature, involves an excessive 
intensity of internal processes of qualitative transformations is undisputed.
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mirian ebanoiZemirian ebanoiZe

adamianis Semdgomi filosofiis problemebi

Cven vvardebiT xafangSi, rodesac vfiqrobT sakuTar Tavze, rogorc 

safuZvelze, samyaros centrze da srul erTobliobaze, romlis miRmac 

arafris warmodgena ar SeiZleba. 

inteleqti Cvenia Tu sayovelTao? individualuria Tu koleqtiuri? 

ras niSnavs sayovelTao inteleqtis epoqaSi cxovreba, sadac Cven mxolod 

am inteleqtis erTeuli formebi da kerZo SemTxvevebi varT? ras niSnavs 

inteleqtis winare istoriaSi cxovreba? – am principul kiTxvebs unda 

svamdes yvela, vinc Tavs gonierad Tvlis. aucilebelia koleqtivizacia 

da deprivatizacia gonebis: iqnen Cveni goneba arasodes ar iyo `Cveni~? 

cnobiereba Teatria, romelic scenaze TamaSdeba, aracnobieri ki siuJeti, 

rekviziti, yvelaferi, rac scenis miRma imaleba da rasac Cven verasodes 

ver vxedavT... enis zedapiris qveS vin gvaZlevs programas? aracnobieri 

inteleqtia? scena, romelzec subieqti nadirobs Tavis obieqtebze, mow yo-

bilia ara Tavad am subieqtis mier, rogorc haidegeri gveubneba. 

xelovnuri inteleqti araa saswaulebrivi sagani `jadosnuri lampa-

ris~, usazRvro inteleqtis anda sulac RmerTis, rogorc sruli kon tin-

gen turobis gagebiT – es mxolod postadamianuri fantaziis navardia. me-

dia ufro da ufro gatacebulia posthumanizmis ideebiT – tvinis da di-

gi taluri manqanis mierTebiT, e.w. `nevralinkiT~, romelsac axali eris 

ob skurantebi singularobas uwodeben. rogorc Cans, ukvdaveba teqnikis 

cru dapirebaa, rom mogyidon sxeulis gasaumjobesebeli saSualebebi da 

medikamentebi. igives emsaxureba rei kurcveilis singularuloba, elon 

maskis inteleqtis gaumjobeseba – Paypal-is damfuZnebeli axalgazrdaTa 

sisxls isxams. es yvelaferi posthumanizmis saxelwodebis qveS zedmetad 

adamianuria. maSin ras niSnavs araadamianuri? 

kventin meiasus wigni ̀ bolovadobis Semdeg~ da ̀ RvTaebrivi ararseboba~ 

gamowvevas ucxadebs korelacionizms (subieqt-obieqtis mimarTebas) kon-

tin genturobiT. noumeni gamocdilebaSi Semodis obieqtad, sadaa codna, 

romelic win uswrebs adamians? vitgenStainisTvis enis sazRvrebi gonebis 

(samyarosa da arsebobis) sazRvrebia. karnapi giodelis seminarebze das-

w rebis Semdeg aRmoaCens, rom ena metaenebisa da metalogikebis zRvaa, Se-

uzRudavi SesaZleblobebis okeanea. ganmanaTleblobis paradigma dama-

xinjda da sinamdvilis wesrigTan Tanxmobis receptad iqca. puankare aqedan 

gvafxizlebs: axali struqturebi axal gamocdilebas qmnian, iseve, rogorc 

rimanis geometria xsnis axal sivrceebs damkvirvebelisaTvis. 

Tavidan unda gaviazroT, ra aris adamiani, goneba, samyaro, ar unda vendoT 

gaqvavebul da dogmatur warmodgenebs. arc adamiani da arc samyaro ar arian 

winaswardadgenilni. adamiania? araa adamiani? is mxolod kerZo sivrces 
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moklebuli agentia ara mxolod multiperspeqtiulobiT (virtualurad 

miRebuli koleqtiuri perspeqtiviT), aramed aperspeqtiulobiTac. feis-

bu qis modeli ar gamogvadgeba: adamiani araa atomi, romelic sociumSi 

erTiandeba. arsebobs Tu ara sxva modelebi pirovnebisa da inteleqtis 

ukeT gasagebad? transcendentaluri pasiuroba kantTan, samyaros pasiuri 

gageba hegelTan Secvlilia CareviT da realobis gamdidrebiT. fasads 

miRma unda gavideT, davarRvioT gagebis kategoriebisa da intuiturad 

ga gebuli sagnebis gadaxlarTuloba, Sesabamisad, arc inteleqtia bu neb-

rivi mocemuloba. is yovelTvis xelovnuria da araadamianuri (artificial-
ization). inteleqti maRlaa gonebaze, rogorc organoze. es ukanaskneli 

jer kidev bunebaSia, sagnobrivia. inteleqti procesia sakuTari rea-

lo bis proeqtirebis (engineers), mdidrdeba is realobac, risi nawilic 

varT. saWiroa dinamika. unda davaRwioT Tavi transcendentaluri pasi-

uro bis bavSvobas, sadac goneba sufTa dafaa, samyaro ki monacemebi, 

proaqtiurobiT, intuiciis axali formebis SeqmniT. meore mxriv ki, goneba 

mastruqturirebelia, samyaro ki sufTa dafa. dasrulebuli universaloba 

gonebisa da samyarosi qreba. sazRvrebi gadaisinjeba, realoba mdidrdeba. 

sWirdeba ki trascendentaluroba, germanuli idealizmi an platoni xelov-

nur inteleqts? `viwro `xe~ amis gareSe problemaze orientirebuli al go-

riTmebia – amocanis gadaWra, yavis momzadeba Cven rom mogvewoneba, magram 

magiuri suliereba ar emateba algoriTms? adamianuri gamocdilebis 

transcendentaluri struqturis gemovnebiT moamzadebs? evoluciurad 

gaqvavebuli Cvevebi gansazRvravs `xis~ da adamianis raobas. orivem unda 

gadalaxos winaswar dadgenili struqturebi, winaaRmdeg imisa, rom Cveni 

saxe davamTxvioT universums, anu mivceT mas `saxe~.

teqnikac aRar unda gavigoT dogmaturad. biomravalferovnebis na-

c  vlad, teqnikis mravalgvarobaze unda vilaparakoT, sadac episte mo-

logiuri da ontologiuri sxvaobebia (Cinuri, rusuli teqnika...). romeli 

modeli unda avirCioT, saaTi Tu WianWvelebi? svams kiTxvas obieqtze 

ori entirebuli ontologiis meore warmomadgeneli, iraneli reza nego-

res tani. kartezianuli meqanizmi mizez-SedegobriobiT ingreva konti gen -

turobasTan SexebiT. organizmi araa meqanika, rogorc kantma gvaCvena ̀ msje-

lobis unaris kritikaSi~, aramed rekursuli mizezobrioba – Tu gav nad-

gurdebi, aRdgenas daviwyeb WianWvelebiviT. organizmi gansxvavdeba amiT 

mcenarisagan da cxovelisagan. teleologia refleqsuria da ara meqanikuri 

– winaswardadgenil wesebs ki ar vemorCilebiT (roca universaliebidan 

amovdivarT da mas calkeuls mivuyenebT, ganvsazRvravT), aramed cal ke-

ulisTvis vpoulobT zogads azrovnebiT – mudmivad vubrundebiT sakuTar 

Tavs, raTa gadavwyvitoT, rogori iqneba Semdegi nabiji da gadavamowmoT 

kanoni – esaa organuli safuZveli. amiT gadavlaxavT opozicias organulsa               

da meqanikurs Soris, epistemologiurad davsvamT kiTxvebs: SeiZleba sxva-

gvari teqnika? unda movergoT axals? dedamiwa, rogorc resursi, xelsawyo, 

mosaxelTebelia haidegerisTvis, xolo eqsperimentebis wyaroa elon mas-
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kisTvis (Tu ar gamouvida, mTvareze gadava). ekologiuri regulireba 

(dedamiwis movla) Tavad aris kibernetikuli azrovneba, SemTxveviTi 

araa, rom ekologiis istoriuli safuZveli faSizmTan iyo asocirebuli. 

aqamde adamiani ver grZnobda, ra iyo specifikurad adamianuri samyaroSi, 

aadamianebda ra mas. gaadamianurebuli samyaro myrali da binZuri gaxda. 

Cven vigrZeniT Cveni suni, rogorc patrik ziuskindis `sunamoSi~. Selingma 

miwaze daiwyo saubari, superorganizmze – geologma hettonma, amas jeims 

lavlokis gaias koncefcia moyva. momxibvleli termini ̀ humanuri~ Canacvlda 

neitraluri da SesaZloa agresiuli terminiTac. adamianis Careva da 

zemoqmedeba plane tis geoqimiur procesebSi anu anTropoceni kulturul 

terminad mog vevlina. bunebisa da kulturis dapirispireba gadalaxulia. 

humanizmis da teqnikis cru opozicia gvtovebda `Tanamedroveobis~ 

tyveobaSi. SegviZlia Tu ara, Tavi davaRwioT da gavTavisufldeT humanizmis 

tyveobidan? es samyaros ganTavisuflebaa. viwyebT sagnebisken svlas ada-

mianis gareSe. gve gona, rom sicive `obieqtur mdgomareobas~ aRniSnavs, 

ver vxedavdiT ada mians, rogorc aqtors, ramac Secvala neitraluri dam-

kvirvebeli, Tvali. 

dona haraveis `kiborgis manifesti~ 1985 wels gamoqveynda. masSi Cans 

momavlis konturebi: iSleba sazRvrebi, erTi mxriv, adamiansa da cxo-

vels, meore mxriv, adamiansa da manqanas Soris. kiborgi ar ocnebobs sa-

zo gadoebaze, rogorc organul ojaxze, oidiposis proeqtis miRmaa. ar 

aRiarebs samoTxis baRs, araa talaxisgan mozelili da arc mtvrad mi iq-

ceva. aqvs Tu ara sakuTari arsi anTroposs? bruno laturis msgavsad, ha-

ra veic Tvlis, rom bunebidan amoZirkva qmnida humanizms. manqana muqaraa, 

politika – motyueba, religia – gonebis dabindva, magram es yvelaferi 

isev Cven varT – gaSualebulni, wargzavnilni. `arsze~ reducirebis nac v-

lad, formaTa gacvla-gamocvla gvaiZulebs, Tavidan ganvsazRvroT Cveni 

Tavi. arqaul sazogadoebebSi ar iyo mkveTri gamijvnebi bunebasa da ada-

mians Soris. modernma Caatara bunebisa da sazogadoebis wmenda, ufro 

metic, esaa is ganjadoeba, rac mis konstitucias qmnis. amas mohyva imperiis 

gauCinareba, hibridebis gancalkeveba, analizi da sinTezi Tavidan (1.23-

41), moxda gamocalkeveba subieqtebisa da obieqtebis. mTlianoba, romelic 

win uswrebs nawilebs da risi reducirebac nawilebze SeuZlebeli iyo, 

Secvala atomebad gagebulma individebma, romlebic xelSekrulebiT 

qmnian mTlianobas meqanikuri jamis saxiT. moderni gamoricxvis principze 

iyo agebuli. identobebis postmodernuli Sereva aRaraa gamoricxulTa 

viqtimizacia. miviReT, eqskluziuri logikis nacvlad, inkluzia, an-an 

Secvlilia da...da-Ti, esec da isic. haraveiseuli feminizmis posthumanuri 

koncefcia aiZulebs feministebs, gascdnen genderis, feminizmis, politi-

kis tradiciul limitebs, identobis politikas. a-a-s, patriarqalobis, 

ko lonializmis, esencializmisa da naturalizmis egreT wodebuli `dasav-

luri tradicia~ qmnis problematur taqsonomiebs da `sxvis~ identobas, 

antagonistur dualizms, rac dasavluri diskursis wesrigs ayalibebs 
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logikidan praqtikamde, dominaciis qveS moyvebian qalebi, feradkanianebi, 

muSebi, buneba, cxovelebi... maRalteqnologiur kulturaSi dayofebs 

da gamijvnebs gamowvevebi aqvT. wera kiborguli teqnologiaa, politika 

ki brZola enisaTvis sruli komunikaciis winaaRmdeg, sadac erTi kodi 

Targmnis mTel azrovnebas: naTesaoba identobis nacvlad. haravei prob-

lemas gramatikaSi eZebs, radgan `gramatika politikis gagrZelebaa sxva 

saSualebebiT~. lakanisti irigarei mainc tovebs qals, romelic araa ma-

makaci, haraveisgan gansxvavebiT, romlisTvisac qali ar arsebobs da mo-

ukideblad, is arakacia. modernistuli konstruqciaa qali, rogorc buneba 

da deda miwisa. 

moderni udris aRSfoTebas. igi gamoricxvaze idga – mxileba msxverplad 

qceviT (Jirari). mamxileblis mamxilebeli ar dailevao. ufro da ufro axa-

li, ufro da ufro modernuli aZevebs nakleb modernuls da moZvelebuls, 

`aq~ da `axla~ mudam warsulis kuTvnileba xdeba. istorias bardeba, rac 

sruldeba, magram mere es dasrulebac bardeba istorias. dasasrulis 

dasasruli aRar unda dasruldes? am kiTxviT iwyeba postmoderni (POMO). 
Tuki modernis lozungi iyo NO PAST!, pomos lozungia NO FUTURE! – kritikis 

da mxilebis dasasruli. yvela gaZevebuli brundeba. Carecxilebi aRar 

arseboben. kvlav daiwyo Sereva da areva, oRond cinikurad. yovelgvari aR-

dgomis rwmenis gareSe. manqanebi da yvavilebi, angelozebi da sayvirebi, ci-

uri sxeulebi da ekologia, ena da dizaini, morali da ekonomika, adamiani aRa-

raa subieqti, aramed delegati. mTargmneli, Suamavali, manqana, anTropos. 

pomo (postmoderni) gansxvavdeba antimodernulebisgan, romlebic aR-

frTovanebiT TamaSoben modernis daweril scenarSi. modernis kons ti-

tucias aRiareben, oRond aRSfoTebis mimarTulebas cvlian (toni rCeba). 

postmodernulebisTvis aq da axla mxolod gameorebaa. CarCos inarCune ben 

kolaJiT, citirebiT, oRond es mkvdrebis gamofenaa. yvelaferi yavlga-

su lia! aRdgomis da gameorebis ar sjeraT. arc aslebis da originalebis, 

arc maRalis da dabalis, magram arc teqnikurisa da humanuris? sulieris 

da usulosi? adamiani da samyaro ar arian winaswardadgenilni. adamiania? 

araa adamiani? gamoikveTa Sualeduri instancia, mediumi, ena. Cven ki ar 

vla parakobT, ena gvlaparakobs. adamiani cvlilebebis avtori ki ara, Sem-

srulebeli, agentia (bruno laturi).

moderni esaa epoqa, rodesac biologiuri da socialuri mTlianad 

dascilda erTmaneTs. adamiani da buneba aRar hqmnian mTlianobasa da 

harmonias, risi safuZvelic RmerTia. mTlianad gamocalkevda samive: me-

qa nikuri, usulo buneba, sulieri, romelic mowyvetilia rasas, sqess, bi-

ologiur faqtorebs da RmerTi, romelic mxolod arbitris rolSia, nac-

vlad imisa, rom erTdroulad iyos imanenturi da transcendenturi. hib-

ridebis gamravlebam gamoiwvia: berketi, tumbo, mikrobebi, eleqtrooba, 

atomi, varskvlavebi, wisqvili, aracnobieri, gantolebebi, robotebi... 

fsev doobieqtebis gamravleba: caTambjenebi, kiborgebi, devnilebi, romel-

Tac ar ician, ra uyon. moderni daibna. xomeinis revolucia progresi iyo 
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Tu regresi? Cadris universitetSi tarebis ufleba romelia, nabiji 

win Tu ukan? isteriuli mxileba realobas zurgs aqcevs. fizikursa da 

xelovnurs, arafizikurs Soris gadRabnil xazze xdeboda politikuri 

ver SemCneva kiborgebisa. TandaTan es ufro da ufro SeuZlebelia. mesame 

samyaro Crdilidan gamodis – sxva, monstri, Sua miwis imperia. sasaxle da 

baRi airia. biologiursa da socialurs Soris zRvari ispoba: bruno la-

turiseuli kantis perifrazireba ase JRers: `ori ram makvirvebs amq-

veynad, ozonis xvreli Cems zeviT da moraluri kompleqsi CemSi~. (1. 46) 

veRar gagvirkvevia, ozonis xvreli romels mivakuTvnoT, biologiur 

problemebs Tu socialurs? macivridan antarqtidamde aRaraa sxvaobaa. 

berlinis kedlis dacema simboluri aqti unda yofiliyo, raTa opoziciebi 

moSliliyo. gamoCndnen hibridebi, Suamavlebi, mesameebi, romlebic versad 

ewerebian. gamoCnda mesame samyaro – ltolvilebi. gamoCndnen kiborgebi 

da hibridebi. araidenturi kiborgebi, romlebic yovelTvis aq iyvnen, 

mesameebi subieqtebsa da obieqtebs Soris. hibridebi sazogadoebisa 

da bunebis naerTia. xelovnur-sakonstitucio sazRvrebi ingreva. ga-

moC  nda miwa sagnobriobisagan daclil adamianursa da araadamianur 

`saganTa~ Soris (1. 13-18). globalizaciis centri adamiani iyo da ara miwa. 

heliocentruloba mxolod safarvelia gonebis, anu kogitos batonobis 

epoqisa. globalizacia swored parmenideseuli sferulobaa, burTi, ro-

melic leonardos adamianis fexebisa da xelebis simetriulia, magram 

ufro metad Tvalis. Tumca Tvali ver xedavs Tavis safuZvels. Tundac 

amotrialdes da trascendencia ganicados, is mainc verafers gaigonebs 

(haidegerianulad). nicSe dionisur koleqtiurobaSi poulobs safuZvels 

maradiuli mobrunebis individuaciis principiT. es ukve ara xedvebi, 

aramed Zalebia, rac qmnis sagnebs, rogorc interpretaciebi – faqtebs 

(faqti, facere laTinurad Sekervas niSnavs). miwis aRmoCeniT dasavluri 

individualizmis amosavali wertili `kogito~ aRaraa samyaros safuZveli 

– transcendentaluri, statiuri, safuZvelSi myofi subieqti, romelic 

aistoriulia da mowyvetilia bunebas, ufro metic, swored masze daafuZna 

kantma fenomenaluri samyaro kopernikiseburi gadatrialebiT. subieqti, 

rogorc substancia, qvemdebare Cawolilia sagnebSi. msoflmxedvelobad 

qceuli samyaro agebulia (Tavad Cven mier), rogorc suraTi, romelsac 

ideologia hqvia. buneba mis miRma ar arsebobs. bunebaze Tavad ideologia 

laparakobs, rogorc Tavis `safuZvelze~, namdvili safuZveli ki gaqra 

– aRaraferi viciT masze: mxolod carieli xvreli, dumili, sicariele. 

es adamianuri `arabunebrioba~ ki ara, araadamianuri bunebriobaa. Tuki 

fixtesTan `arame~ igive `mea~, romelSic me sakuTar Tavs veRar cnobs da 

mes gaucxoebis Sedegia buneba, SelingTan xelovnebas SeuZlia gaucxoeba 

daZlios imiT, rom `me~-Si aRmoaCinos `ara-me~ da `ara-me~-Si me. `igiveobis 

filosofia~ adamianSi aRmoaCens bunebas da bunebaSi adamians, ris fonzec 

aRar Cans originaluri bruno laturis da `ooo~-s (`object oriented ontology~) 
adamianisSemdgomi, posthumanuri samyaro. 
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Mirian Ebanoidze

PROBLEMS OF FURTHER HUMAN PHILOSOPHY

Summary 

We fall into a trap when we think of ourselves as the basis, the center of the universe, and the 
complete whole beyond which nothing can be imagined.

Is intellect ours or universal? Individual or collective? What does it mean to live in the age 
of universal intellect, where we are only units of this intellect and particular cases? We must first 
understand what man, mind, world are, we must not trust petrified and dogmatic notions. Neither 
man nor the universe is predestined. Nor is intellect a natural given. He is always artificial and 
inhuman (artificialization). The intellect is above the mind as the natural thing. Intelligence is the 
process of designing our own reality (engineering), enriching the reality of which we are a part. 
Nor should the technique be understood dogmatically. Instead of biodiversity, we take a variety of 
techniques.

Human interference and impact on the geochemical processes of the planet, this is the 
Anthropocene. The fascinating term “humane” has been replaced by a neutral and possibly 
aggressive term. Can we deluse and free ourselves from the captivity of humanism? This is the 
world as it is.

Haraway predict outlines of future world in his `manifest of keiborg”: eliminate borders 
between human and animal, on the other side between machine and human . Does antropos have 
essence? It is created by exclusion from nature. We are frightened by machines, cheated by politic, 
obscured by religion, but we are all them mediated and delegated. Writing is a kiborgian deal. 
Not to obey to one language, to globalization with hidden antropocentrizm means to be open 
toward hibrids, land, impery, which was demonized and reweald as a third world – refuges, other, 
keyborg. Postmodern makes us free from regection, from wictimisation of obsolete and ashamed 
but without belief of resurrection. They are dead. Beyond ideology in the new age there is no 
reality but only a black hole, a waste, emptiness. ̀  Object oriented ontology” finds there posthuman 
reality. I think spinosean deity including postmodernistic version of Latours ,gaia theory” could be 
defeated by shellingian naturephilosophy, because it predicts the third world epoch after modern 
and postmodern.
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`eqsistenciuri krizisi~ – zurab kakabaZiseuli analizi

zurab kakabaZis Semoqmedeba, gansakuTrebiT misi moRvaweobis `anT-

ro pologiuri periodis~ nawarmoebi, xelovnebisa da literaturisadmi 

miZ Rvnili eseebi Tu filosofiuri saubrebi, ori fundamenturi monog-

ra fia: `eqsistencialuri krizisis problema da edmund huserlis `tran-

cendentaluri fenomenologia~ da `adamiani, rogorc filosofiuri pro-

b lema~ gamsWvalulia adamianis filosofiasTan dakavSirebuli prob le-

me bis kvlevebiT. mas ekuTvnis, agreTve, werili – `bunebis erTi ucnobi 

aspeqtis Sesaxeb~, sadac is msjelobs erisa da individis unikaluri Tvi-

se bebis gadarCenisTvis. kakabaZis SromebSi naTlad Cans praqtikuli yo-

fierebisadmi gamoxmaureba, igi acnobierebs Tavisi yofnis wess da mo-

uwodebs adamianebs TviTgaumjobesebis gzisken obieqturi Rirebulebis 

gaTvaliswinebiT (bregaZe, 2013: 472). kakabaZisTvis, aRniSnavs a. bregaZe, 

filosofiis ZiriTadi sakiTxi uSualod mas, adamians exeba, romelic, amave 

dros, cxovrebis WeSmariti wesisa da mimarTulebis sakiTxia. marTalia, 

filosofia ver gaigeba marto cxovrebis codniT, aRniSnavs bregaZe, magram 

WeSmariti filosofiisTvis mas didi mniSvneloba aqvs, igi mis erTgvar 

sasicocxlo masalas warmoadgens (iqve).

rogorc zurab kakabaZis Sromebidan Cans, igi ibrZvis burJuaziulobis, 

fiurerizmis, subieqtis dakargvis, adamianTSoris gaucxoebis, nivTTa fe-

tiSizmis, standartizaciisa da komformizmis, teqnicizmisa da scientizmis 

winaaRmdeg. zurab kakabaZe ganixilavs, agreTve, adamianis problemis kerZo 

mecnierulsa da filosofiur koncefciebs, aCvenebs maT Soris gansxvavebas. 

zurab kakabaZes didi wvlili miuZRvis egzistencialuri anTropologiis 

kvlevis saqmeSi. igi egzistencialur anTropologias ganixilavda sxva 

danarCen Tanamedrove dasavluri filosofiis mimdinareobebTan kavSirSi. 

naSromSi `eqsistencialuri krizisi problema da edmund huserlis tran-

cendentaluri fenomenologia~ zurab kakabaZe xazs usvams Tanamedrove 

burJuaziuli yofis uaryofiT zegavlenas adamianze da miuTiTebs Tana-

medrove epoqis krizisze, adamianis gaucxoebaze. is erT-erTi pirvelTa ga-

nia, vinc CvenSi mwvaved daayena es problema, filosofiurad gaiazra misi 

warmoSobis safuZvlebi. gaucxoeba,– kakabaZis ganmartebiT, adamianis ise-

Ti mdgomareobaa, romelSic adamianis sakuTari moqmedeba mis winaaRmdegaa 

mimarTuli. adamiani akeTebs da awarmoebs raRac iseTs, rac upirispirdeba da 

aferxebs misi sakuTari sicocxlis ganxorcielebas. gaucxoebis saxelTagan 

Tanamedrove sazogadoebSi gabatonebulia `teqnikuri gaucxoeba~. es aris 

adamianis TviTgaucxoeba teqnikis kultisa da fetiSizaciis safuZvelze. 

am dros adamians miaCnia, rom yvela mniSvnelovani sasicocxlo problema 
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SeiZleba gadawydes mxolod teqnikis saSualebiT. adamianis moqmedebis, 

Sromis produqtebi gadaiqcevian iseT Zalebad, romlebic adamianis mimarT 

mtrulad arian ganwyobili. rac ufro metia adamianis mier warmoebuli 

produqti, miT ufro dakninebulia adamiani, rac ufro mets awarmoebs 

is, miT ufro naklebadaa bednieri. ase gvixsnis da gvixasiaTebs kakabaZe 

adamianis gaucxoebul mdgomareobas (kakabaZe, 2012: 12).

rodesac adamiani daqvemdebarebuli xdeba teqnikaze da misi ZiriTadi 

sazrunavi mxolod mis ganviTarebaze fiqria, aman SeiZleba katastrofamde 

miiyvanos kacobrioba. `saSiSroebis yvelaze popularuli da amasTanave, 

albaT, ramdenadme zedapiruli magaliTia atomuri bombi~, – aRniSnavs 

kakabaZe (kakabaZe, 2012: 14). misi azriT, saxifaToa ara teqnika TavisTavad, 

aramed teqnika, romelic gadaqceulia ZiriTad sazogadoebriv saqmianobad, 

maSasadame, saxifaToa teqnikis kulti. 

zurab kakabaZis azriT, adamiani maSin ucxovdeba, rodesac igi wydeba 

sakuTar fundamentur arss. teqnikuri ganviTareba aSorebs adamians 

fun damentur wesebs. imisaTvis, rom gairkves adamianTan dakavSirebuli 

problemebi, Tavdapirvelad unda gavigoT, Tu ra da vin aris igi, saidan 

aris da saiT miemarTeba. kakabaZis azriT, adamianma yvelaze naklebad swo-

red es icis, rac uamravi mizeziTaa gamowveuli. maT Soris mTavari isaa, 

rom adamiani yvelaze urTulesia arsebulTa Soris, SemecnebisTvisac 

Zneli misawvdomi. adamianis fundamenturi arsis gasaRebs kakabaZe xedavs 

sicocxlis codnaSi. `adamianis sicocxle moqmedebaa. es moqmedeba mu-

dam garesamyaroskenaa mimarTuli. garesamyaros, upirveles yovlisa, 

warmoadgens garkveuli sxeulebrivi ram, buneba. buneba adamianisaTvis aris 

raRac `nedli masala~. bunebisaTvis, rogorc nedli masalisaTvis, adamiani 

garkveuli maformebel-gardamqmneli faqtoria. am azriT buneba `adamianis 

qmnilebaa~ (kakabaZe, 2012: 17). es azri ase unda gavigoT, rom buneba aris 

adamianis sasicocxlo saSualeba, misi sasicocxlo moqmedebis sagani da 

iaraRi. adamiani bunebasTan unda iyos mudmivi urTierTobis procesSi, Tu 

unda, rom gadarCes da SeinarCunos sicocxle. 

zurab kakabaZis azriT, rom gavigoT ra aris gaucxoeba, unda vicodeT, 

ra aris cxovreba. igi cdilobs, ufro konkretulad agvixsnas, Tu ra aris 

teqnikuri gaucxoebis Sinaarsi. rogorc is ganmartavs, teqnika niSnavs im 

garkveuli saSualebebis sistemas, romlebic adamianis nacvlad asruleben 

samuSaos. Tavidanve SeiZleba SevamCnioT, rom teqnikas misi gaabsolutebisas 

namdvilad SeuZlia Seaferxos adamianis sicocxle, rogorc Tavisufali 

moqmedeba. marTlac, roca me virCev sicocxles, amiT me Cems moqmedebas, 

Cemgan gamomdinare moqmedebas virCev. amave dros, me virCev Cemi moqmedebis 

mudmiv cvalebadobas, virCev sul axali da axali sazomebis Sesatyvis 

moqmedebas. teqnikuri iaraRis moqmedeba ki aris ara Cemi moqmedeba, aramed 

moqmedeba Cems nacvlad. teqnikis absolutizacia niSnavs im Tvalsazrisis 

gaziarebas, romlis Tanaxmadac yvela mniSvnelovani sasicocxlo problema 
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SeiZleba gadawydes teqnikis saSualebiT. amgvari Tvalsazrisis maRiarebel 

adamianebs, aRniSnavs kakabaZe, imis imedi aqvT, rom yvela sasicocxlo mo-

Txovnilebas teqnikis daxmarebiT daikmayofilebs. am dros aviwydebaT, rom 

adamianis yvelaze fundamenturi moTxovnileba isaa, rom Cven TviTon vi mo-

q medoT da mudmivad vcvaloT am TviTqmedebis sazomebi (kakabaZe, 2012: 18). 

zurab kakabaZe teqnikis absolutizaciis safuZvels naturalistur 

mso flmxedvelobaSi xedavs. XIX-XX saukuneSi, rodesac ukve xdeba natu ra-

listuri msoflmxedvelobis gafurCqvna da teqnikuri afeTqeba, aqtiurad 

iwyeba fiqri naturalistur-teqnicisturi msoflmxedvelobis mier Seqm -

nili safrTxeebis mosagvareblad, romelic Tvdapirvelad iwyeba nicSeTi 

da Semdgom sicocxlis filosofiis saxiT yalibdeba, romlis mTavar sakiTx-

sac adamianis sicocxle warmoadgens, – wers kakabaZe. sicocxlis filoso-

fia yuradRebas amaxvilebs sicocxlis problemaze, gansakuTrebiT ki adami-

anis sicocxleze da xazs usvams am ukanasknelis arsebiT Taviseburebas. si-

cocxle, fizikuri procesebisagan gansxvavebiT, arsebiTad SemoqmedebiTi 

procesia. aRsaniSnavia, rom sicocxlis filosofiis warmomadgenlebi mka-

fiod gamoxatavdnen TavianT damokidebulebas teqnicizmis winaaRmdeg da 

adamians mouwodebdnen meti Tavisuflebisken. sicocxlis filosofiis 

warmomadgenlebis Tanaxmad, adamianma ar unda SezRudos Tavisufali, aq-

tiuri SemoqmedebiTi neba, ar unda SeboWos is raime dadgenili kanonebiT, 

ar unda daabrkolos nebis uSualo impulsebi. goneba maTTvis teqnikuri 

gonebaa. amitom isini gvirCeven, ar movusminoT gonebas, ganvTavisufldeT 

misgan. sicocxlis filosofia am azriT iracionalizmia da anarqiuli 

amboxia araadamianuri teqnikuri wesrigis winaaRmdeg, – aRniSnavs kakabaZe 

(kakabaZe, 2012: 24). kakabaZe aqve aRniSnavs, rom, miuxedavad sicocxlis 

filosofiis mcdelobisa, is ver iZleva ̀ sicocxlis WeSmarit orientacias~, 

radgan misi amboxebuli xedva ver gvaZlevs mwyobr harmoniul aspeqts, 

radgan man xeli Seuwyo `agresiuli individualizmis ganviTarebas~. 

kakabaZe Tvlis, rom gamosavali isev da isev filosofiam unda moZebnos, 

magram es ar unda moxdes ise, rogorc xdeboda adre anu obieqtivisturad, 

adamiani moiazreboda rogorc meoradi, raRac gareganis qveS moqceuli. 

Tanamedrove dasavlurma filosofiam ki es yvelaferi piriqiT Seatriala 

da mTavar amosaval da sakvlev obieqtad iqca adamiani da misi sicocxle, 

adamiani, rogorc Tavisufali ideis matarebeli, romelic mudam qmna-

do baSia. jer unda CavwvdeT adamianur bunebas, gavaanalizoT misi fun-

da menturi buneba da Semdgom amisa vifiqroT, Tu rogor movagvaroT na-

turalistur-teqnicisturi msoflmxedvelobis mier gamowveuli prob-

lemebi. `Tanamedrove evropuli `eqsistenciuri~ krizisis arseba natu-

ra listur-pozitivisturi msoflmxedvelobiT gapirobebulobaa, – ase 

afasebs kakabaZe adamianis problemas. adamianis sicocxlis arseba Ta vi-

sufal-individualuri da amasTan erTad harmoniul-dakavSirebuli aq-

tivobaa, romelsac aqvs `ukvdavebis~ perspeqtiva. naturalistur-po-
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zitivisturi msoflmxedveloba adamianis sicocxles fizikuri obi eq tis 

yofierebis analogiurad warmoidgens. sxvagvarad rom vTqvaT, natu ra-

listur-pozitivisturi msoflmxedveloba warmoidgens adamians, ro-

gorc Tavisuflebas moklebul arsebas da amis Sesabamisad adamianis 

cxov rebas udgens Sesatyvis wess – Tavisuflebis gamanadgurebel wess. 

kakabaZis daskvniT, eqsistenciuri krizisidan gamosvla naturalistur-

pozitivisturi msoflmxedvelobis daZlevas niSnavs. magram es daZleva 

ar unda moxdes Zvel msoflmxedvelobebTan upirobo dabrunebis gziT, 

ramdenadac isinic damZimebuli iyvnen obieqtivisturi SecdomebiT da 

adamians warmoidgendnen rogorc garedan gapirobebuls, obieqts, Ta-

visuflebis armqones. gamosvla `eqsistenciuri krizisidan~ niSnavs pozi-

tivizmisa da `obieqtivisturi~ tradiciis radikalur daZlevas imis me-

SveobiT, rom filosofiur-maorientirebeli xedva obieqtidan subi eq ti-

saken, adamianisaken Semobrundeba. ase warmoudgenia da ase gvixasiaTebs 

kakabaZe adamianis egzistencialuri krizis problemas da am problemis 

daZlevis gzebs.

rogorc zemoT aRvniSneT, kakabaZe eqsistenciuri krizis daZlevas 

xedavs naturalistur-pozitivisturi msoflmxedvelobis uaryofaSi im 

gziT, rom unda moxdes xedvis cvlileba da xedvis mobruneba obieqtidan 

subieqtisaken1. misi azriT, sicocxlis filosofia am mxriv radikaluri ar 

aRmoCnda da Sesabamisad ver SeZlo bolomde adamianis sicocxlis arsebis 

da misi ganxorcielebis SesaZleblobis gamovlena. aqedan gamomdinare, 

kakabaZe askvnis, rom Tanamedrove evropuli filosofia `obieqtivisturi~ 

tradiciebis radikaluri daZlevis amocanis winaSe dgas da Tvlis, rom 

edmund huserlis filosofiuri moRvaweoba swored am amocanis gadawyvetas 

eZRvneba. Tavisi transcendentaluri fenomenologia huserlma miiCnia 

filosofiisa da evropis cxovrebis axal, mxsnel orientaciad, romelsac 

SeuZlia gamoiyvanos evropa `eqsistenciuri krizisidan (kakabaZe, 2012: 60). 

kakabaZe aRniSnavs, rom huserlma (romelsac pretenzia hqonda adamianis 

cxovrebis axal orientaciasTan miyvanaze) Tavisi transcendetaluri fe-

no menologia scno kacobriobis axal orientaciad, romelic Zlevs epoqis 

kriziss. kakabaZe aanalizebs epoqis huserliseul kriziss (kakabaZe, 2012: 

63). huserlma aRiara `evropuli kacobriobis~ radikalur-kritikuli si-

tuaciis faqti da ramdenadac evropulis cnebaSi igi sazogadod ada mi-

anuris garkveul nimuSsa da umaRles dones gulisxmobda, amdenad, Ta na-

medrove evropis krizisze msjelobis dros mas mTlianad Tanamedrove ka-

cobriobis krizisi hqonda mxedvelobaSi (iqve). kakabaZis azriT, huserli 

1 bolo aTeuli wlebis ganmavlobaSi subieqturobis problemiT dainteresebam 
erTbaSad imata ara mxolod filosofiaSi, aramed bevr sxva empiriul discipli-

naSic. imis gaTvaliswinebiT, rom huserlisTvis subieqturoba yovelTvis iyo in-

teresis mTavari sagani, Tanamedrove debatebSi misi relevanturoba cxadi unda 
iyos, – wers dan zahavi wignSi `huserlis fenomelogia~ (zahavi, 2016: 2).
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mTeli adamianuri cxovrebis kriziss xedavs evropuli mecnierebis krizisSi 

da es evropuli mecnierebis krizisi ganapirobebs adamianuri yofierebis 

kriziss. konkretulad ras gulisxmobda huserli evropuli mecnierebis 

krizisSi, swored amis dazustebas da mis analizs cdilobs kakabaZe. 

huserli, wers kakabaZe, bunebrivia, rom aRiarebs da ar uaryofs Tanamedrove 

mecnierebebis warmatebebs garkveuli problemebis gadawyvetaSi, aRiarebs 

agreTve gonis Sesaxeb specialuri mecnierebebis mecnierul simkacresac. 

ismis kiTxva, Tu mecnieruloba, mecnieruli simkacre da sizuste ar 

aklia Tanamedrove mecnierebebs, maSin ra kriziszea saubari? `evropuli 

mecnierebebis krizisze~ saubris dros huserls mxedvelobaSi aqvs krizisi 

adamianis cxovrebisaTvis maTi mniSvnelobis dakargvis azriT. kakabaZes 

mohyavs citata huserlis Sromebidan: `Cvens cxovrebiseul gaWirvebaSi... 

es mecniereba verafers gvetyvis. is principulad gamoricxavs swored im 

sakiTxebs, romlebic yvelaze ufro gadaudebelia adamianebisTvis Cvens 

bedkrul droSi, roca maT Tavs dastexian sabediswero gadatrialebebi, 

is gamoricxavs sakiTxebs mTeli adamianuri arsebobis azrianobasa da 

uazrobaze~ (kakabaZe, 2012: 64).

rogorc kakabaZis Sromebidan irkveva, iseT mecnierebad, rome lic ada-

mians am krizisis daZlevaSi daexmareba, erTaderTi aris gonis mecni ere-

bebi da sabolood ki filosofia, magram Cvens droSi aseT mecnierebebs 

ver xedavs huserli. misi azriT, ambobs kakabaZe, ki arseboben, magram isini 

crurwmenebis ZaliT Cveulebriv mecnierebebad gadaiqcnen, faqtebis Sesaxeb 

mecnierebebad. da ramdenadac subieqturobis, goniTobis problemebi 

ar emTxvevian faqtebis problemebs, amdenad isini aRar CaiTvleba go nis-

mecnierebebad. aq is azricaa nagulisxmevi, rom filosofiam, romelic uZ-

ve lesi droidan acxadebda pretenzias yofierebis yvela SesaZlo saxeze 

warmodgenebis dafuZnebaze, Sewyvita Tavdapirveli pretenziis gamarT-

leba. yovelive zemo Tqmulidan SeiZleba davaskvnaT, rom huserli evro-

puli kacobriobis kriziss xedavs ara Tanamedrove mecnieruli azrovnebis 

si susteSi, aramed mis calmxrivobaSi.

Semdeg kakabaZe ayalibebs huserlis azrs imis Sesaxeb, Tu ra gamosavals 

xedavs igi kritikuli situaciidan gamosvlisTvis. huserli Tvlis, wers 

kaka baZe, rom kritikuli situaciidan gamosvla mxolod Semmecnebeli 

go nebis daxmarebiT SeiZleba, rom is aris cxovrebis yvelaze ufro 

saimedo orientiri (kakabaZe, 2012: 65). am gzaze umTavresad mainc miaCnia 

racionalizmis calmxrivobis daZleva, romelic mecnierebisa da Semecnebis 

cnebis siviwroveSi mdgomareobs. igi racionalurobaSi raime mavnes ki 

ar xedavs, is meorexarisxovnad miaCnia adamianis mTliani yofierebis 

aRsaqmelad, – aRniSnavs kakabaZe. rogorc vxedavT, huserli mecnierul az-

rovnebaSi moiTxovda radikalur reformas, kerZod, moiTxovda mxolod 

gonis mecnierebebis gardaqmnas da ara yvela mimarTulebiT. am gardaqmnis 
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dafuZnebas avalebs filosofias. filosofiis radikaluri reforma 

huserls esmis, rogorc obieqtidan subieqtze filosofiuri mzeris gar k-

veuli Semobruneba, anu `obieqtivizmis~ gadalaxva (kakabaZe, 2012: 68). Tavis 

filosofiur moRvaweobaSi huserlma swored obieqtidan subieqtisken 

mze ris dasaxelebuli Semobruneba ganaxorciela, – wers kakabaZe. Cveni az-

riT, swored es unda iyos huserlis filosofiis mTavari kredo, mze ris Se-

mobruneba obieqtidan subieqtisaken. filosofiis radikaluri re forma, 

romelic miznad daisaxa huserlma, ver ganxorcieldeba warsu lis fi-

losofiis upirobo aRorZinebiT, vinaidan rogorc kakabaZe aRniSnavs, `igi 

yovelTvis iyo damZimebuli obieqtivisturi crurwmenebiT~. am obiqtiviz-

mis gadalaxvaSi mdgomareobs filosofiis radikaluri huserliseuli 

gar  daqmna. Tavis filosofiur moRvaweobaSi huserlma swored obieqtidan 

su bieqtisken mzeris dasaxelebuli Semobruneba ganaxorciela (kakabaZe, 

2012:69). sxva sityvebiT, es aris huserlis Semobruneba transcendenta lu-

ri fi losofiisken: epoqe, reduqcia da transcendentaluri idealizmi. 

obieqtidan subieqtze filosofiuri mzeris Semobrunebis ganxorcielebi-

sas huserlma TandaTanobiT gamoimuSava Sesabamisi meTodologiuri mid-

goma, romelic cnobilia fenomenologiuri meTodis saxeliT da lozungi: 

`ukan TviT sagnebisaken~ – gamoxata intencionalobis, fenomenologiuri 

epoqesa da fenomenologiuri reduqciis meTodologiur poziciebSi. 

huserli intencionalobas Tvlis cnobierebis Sinagan da ara garegan ma-

xasiaTeblad, misi meSveobiT myardeba kavSiri or samyaroul obieqts 

Soris, es aris kavSiri cnobierebasa da mis obieqts Soris. intencionaluri 

obieqti Cemi intenciis obieqtia da is ar unda gavaigivoT romelime go-

nebriv konstruqciasTan. huserliseuli intencialobis analizi ar aris 

metafizikuri realizmis ganmtkiceba. swored amasve aRniSnavs huserlis 

mkvlevari zahavic. huserlis transcendetalur filosofiur kvlevebs 

Sors mimavali implikaciebi ga aCnia subieqturobasa da samyaros Soris 

kavSiris fundamenturi gagebisTvis (zahavi, 2016: 102). unda iTqvas, rom 

swored es ̀ transcendenturi svla~ aris is axali meTodi, romelic cnobilia 

fenomenologiuri meTodis sa xel wodebiT da romlis mizania, daadasturos, 

rom `subieqtad yofna niSnavs TviTcnobierebis modusSi yofnas~.

obieqtidan subieqtze filosofiuri mzeris Semobrunebis ganxor-

ci elebisas huserlma TandaTanobiT gamoimuSava Sesabamisi meTo do lo-

gi uri midgoma da Tavisi ZiriTadi meTodologiuri principi gamoxata, 

ro gorc lozungi `ukan TviT sagnebisaken~. es principi huserlma da-

akon kreta `fenomenologiuri epoqesa~ da `fenomelogiuri reduqciis~ 

meTodologiur poziciebSi. amiT gamoirkva, rom lozungi `ukan TviT 

sagnebisaken~ konkretulad niSnavda: `ukan cnobierebis intencionaluri 

cxovrebisken~ (kakabaZe, 2012: 82). kakabaZe cdilobs, gagvarkvios yovelive 

amaSi, magram zemoT mocemuli terminebis gagebis gareSe ver gavigebT 

huserlis amosaval principebs, rasac gvianalizebs kakabaZe. es sakiTxi 
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kakabaZes gaanalizebuli aqvs zemoT dasaxelebul naSromSi saTauriT 

`ideebidan cnobierebis intencionaluri cxovrebisaken~ (gv. 82-161). 

am Tavidan gamomdinare gTavazobT mokle analizs. aqve mniSvnelovania, 

gamovkveToT, Tu fenomenis rogor cnebas iyenebs fenomenologia. fenomeni 

obieqtis uSualo mocemulobaa. Tu gvsurs, aRmovaCinoT, rogoria obieqti 

sinamdvileSi, unda gadavabijoT imas, rac oden fenomenuria. filosofiur 

tradiciaSi umeteswilad fenomenis cnebis swored am versias vpoulobT, 

– wers kakabaZe. fenomeni aris is, Tu rogor Cndeba obieqti CvenTvis, Cveni 

TvalebiT danaxuli da Cveni kategoriebiT gaazrebuli. magram is ar aris 

obieqti, rogorc is TavisTavadaa. fenomenologia rom fenomenis am cnebas 

iyenebdes, SeiZleba igi marTlac araferi yofiliyo, garda subieqturis Tu 

zedapiruli mecnierebis. fenomenologia aris filosofiuri refleqsia 

imaze, Tu rogor gvaCveneben obieqtebi sakuTar Tavs. 

huserlis `transcendentaluri subieqti~, romelic igi man miiRo 

epoqes ganxorcielebiT da fenomenologiurad mocemulis TematizebiT, 

aris is gamyofi xazi, romliTac is emijneba dekartes (dekarte asabuTebs 

usamyaroo subieqtis arsebobis SesaZleblobas, huserli ki piriqiT, 

SeuZlebelia usubieqto samyaros warmodgena) da kants (kanti aRiarebda 

transcendentalur subieqts, rogorc abstraqtuls da idealurs). 

maTgan gansxvavebiT, huserli aRiarebs, rom `Cemi transcendentaluri 

subieqturoba aris Cemi konkretuli da individualuri subieqturoba~. 

huserlisTvis transcendentaluri da empiriuli subieqti ar niSnavs 

or sxvadasxva subieqts Soris kavSirs, aramed niSnavs or gansxvavebul 

gagebas, rogorc pirvelads da meorads Soris kavSirs. huserlis azriT, 

– wers kakabaZe, – vidre Cven vcxovrobT obieqtTa TavdaviwyebulobaSi, 

transcendentaluri subieqti damaluli rCeba, magram epoqe da reduqcia 

SesaZlebels xdis mis gamovlenas. epoqes meSveobiT – romelic arc 

meti, arc naklebi, fenomenebze (mCen obieqtebze) fokusirebaa – vaRwevT 

subieqturobis Rvawlis gagebas. samyaro araa is, rac, ubralod, arsebobs. 

samyaro Cndeba da am Cenis struqtura ganpirobebulia subieqturobis mier, 

romelic SesaZlebels xdis mas. swored am konteqstSi huserli ityoda, 

rom absurdulia, visaubroT gonebisgan absoluturad damoukidebeli 

samyaros arsebobaze, romelic nebismieri SesaZlebeli gamocdilebiseuli 

da cnebobrivi perspeqtivisgan mowyvetiT iarsebebda (iqve).

Teza: `Cven sagnebTan dabruneba gvWirdeba~. huserliseulad es ase 

unda gavigoT: `Tu gvsurs, WeSmaritad SevimecnoT fizikuri obieqtebis 

yofna, Cven sabolood mogviwevs subieqturobasTan mibruneba, romelsac 

es obieqtebi gamocdilebaSi aqvs, radgan mxolod masSi aCveneben Tavs 

obieqtebi ise, rogorc isini arian. subieqturoba realobis SesaZleblobis 

pirobaa. subieqturobis gareSe realoba ver iqneba~.

huserli yuradRebas amaxvilebda realobis mocemulobaze, anu imaze, 

Tu rogor gveZleva realoba gamocdilebaSi. sxva sityvebiT, ̀ Cven saSualeba 
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ar unda mivceT winaswar Camoyalibebul Teoriebs, forma miscen Cvens 

gamocdilebas – Cveni Teoriebi gamocdilebam unda gansazRvros~. huserli 

Tavis fenomenologiur princips ase ayalibebs: `Cven saSualeba unda mivceT 

pirveladad momniWebel Wvretas, rom iyos yovelgvari codnis wyaro. wyaro, 

romelsac veranairi avtoriteti (Tundac Tanamedrove mecniereba) ver 

daayenebs kiTxvis niSnis qveS~ (iqve). huserlis es principi Tavis SinaarsSi 

gulisxmobs transcendentalur Semobrunebas, romelic moiTxovs me To-

do logiur Semzadebas. amitom huserli sakvanZo mniSvnelobas aniWebs 

epoqes daniSnulebis sworad gagebas. rogorc aRvniSneT, epoqe gulisxmobs 

realobis mimarT midgomis cvlilebas da ara realobis gamoricxvas sakvlevi 

sferodan. fenomenologiuri refleqsiis moxdena niSnavs cnobierebis 

mzeris mipyrobas TviTon cnobierebisaken. SeiZleba iTqvas, rom huserlis 

fenomenologiurma reduqciam gagvaxsena sokrates lozungi `Seican Tavi 

Seni~.

qarTvel filosofosTagan, zurab kakabaZis msgavsad, huserlis feno -

menologiur meTods udides Sefasebas aZlevs guram TevzaZe. `Tana med-

rove filosofiuri azrovneba warmoudgenelia edmund huserlis fe-

nomenologiasTan mimarTebis gareSe. filosofiuri kvlevis fenome no-

logiuri meTodi gamoiyeneba mecnierebisa da kulturis mraval sfe ro-

Si~ (TevzaZe, 2002: 303). rogorc TevzaZe aRniSnavs, igi araerTma mkvle-

varma gamoiyena codnis sxvadasxva sferoSi. magaliTad, maqs Selerma 

fe nomenologiuri TvalsazrisiT zneobrivi Rirebulebebi Seiswavla, 

karl iaspersma – fsiqopaTologiaSi gamoiyena, martin haidegerma – eqsis-

tencialur analitikaSi, moris merlo-pontim – SegrZnebis fsiqologiis 

Seswavlisas da a. S.
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Vardo Beridze 

“EXISTENTIAL CRISIS” ZURAB KAKABADZE’S ANALYSIS

Summary

In the transition period of modern civilization, the ongoing global processes in the world in 
their scale, essence and impact require philosophical understanding.

Our era is characterized by a number of specific features. Analyzing these features and 
drawing appropriate conclusions are the major tasks of philosophy. At the same time, among the 
traditional and eternal philosophical problems, the research and analysis of philosophical problems 
of philosophical anthropology, human values   and culture in general are priority at the modern 
stage.

Based on such research, on the one hand, the established tradition in the field of Georgian 
philosophical thought will continue and, on the other hand, it will respond to the demands of the 
time. Based on the research, the involvement of Georgian philosophical thinking in the field of 
global philosophical research will be ensured and achieved.

The pandemic period that has engulfed the world today is not the prerogative of analyzing 
just one particular area of   science. This is a complex problem in its essence, as well as it is 
anthropological-existential analysis of man. Thinking about human existence and making it as the 
subject of his future judgment is an anthropological problem, and its analysis is the prerogative of 
philosophical anthropology.

About above mentioned thesis the Georgian thinkers will make their own analysis in this 
regard. By this we are eager to say that Georgian philosophers and philosophical thinking with 
a rich tradition in Georgia will be at the height of the call, will perceive in time and will make 
its analysis in the realm of world thought. Zurab Kakabadze, a Georgian philosopher of the 20th 
century is one of such philosophers.

Zurab Kakabadze’s research area was: Modern Western Philosophy, Philosophy of Culture, 
Philosophical Anthropology, Issues in the Field of Ethics and Aesthetics, Literature and Art. In his 
study of human philosophical problems he criticized the naturalistic-mechanistic worldview that 
emerged from the era of scientific and technical progress, as well as which evaluates man from this 
position.

In his works, Zurab Kakabadze conveys the pain of man which was brought by the industrial 
age and the belief in the omnipotence of science. These visions on the issues were so important 
and interesting that his works were translated abroad in many languages as well. Knowledge and 
analysis of the views of a Georgian philosopher of this level are necessary.

The opinion of the German philosopher Martin Heidegger – “Unless we understand what is, 
we can never be a part of what will be” – emphasized that today main field from which the basic 
orders for society come is science. And art itself must be formed in accordance with it. Our century 
has demanded a new method based on the integration of reality and the concrete sciences which 
are based not only on the work of the intellect but also on emotional mathematical perceptions 
and artistic visions in addition to precise mathematical calculations and rationality. In this regard, 
the study of Zurab Kakabadze’s legacy is also noteworthy.



114

fenomenologiuri paradigmebi

PHENOMENOLOGICAL PARADIGMS

mamuka doliZemamuka doliZe

kreaciis da ideaciis fenomenologiuri gageba 

logikur gamokvlevaTa erT-erT qveTavSi `ideaTa Sesaxeb~ huserls Se -

mo hyavs `noemas~ cneba. arsebobs varaudi, rom `noema~ igive gotlib fre-

ges mier dadgenili sazrisia, rac fsiqologizmisgan ganwmendil go ne  ba Si 

miewereba Semecnebis obieqts (1). aseTi Sedareba ar unda iyos mar Te bu li. 

gotlib fregesTan azrovneba ar aris intencionaluri procesi da fe no-

me nologiaSi Semotanili `noema~ ver gauTanabrdeba logikur sazriss. es 

termini ufro cocxali cnobierebis nakadis Sinagan struqturas axa si-

aTebs. aseTi struqtura fsiqologiuri procesisgan imiT gansxvavdeba, rom 

ar aris Caketili fsiqikis farglebSi da gadis azrovnebis mimdinareobis ga-

reT, transcendentur obieqtze. 

huserlTan gonebis Sinagani cxovrebis imanenturobas ara aqvs gareTa 

mxare; Tavisi idealuri mizandasaxulobiT, fenomenologiuri azri aRe ma-

teba realur fsiqikur process. misi Sinaganoba, anu imanenturoba TviT-

gadalaxvadi, sakuTari sazRvrebis damarRveveli intenciaa, romelic azrs 

SeiZens gare samyaros saganTa wvdomiT da maTi Sinagani gasazrisebiT. 

`noemas~ interpretaciaSi didi sifrTxile gvmarTebs. ise ar unda ga-

vi goT, TiTqos wminda cnobierebis usazRvro imanenturoba uSualod si-

namdviles asaxavs. noema niSnavs, rom cnobiereba ise miedineba, TiTqos is 

aRwevdes Tavis mizans – arsebuli sagnis aRqmas an warmosaxvas, an Semecnebas, 

an intuicias. sityva `TiTqos~ azrovnebis gareT mimarTul miswrafebas 

aRniSnavs. Cveni mentaluri qmedeba Tavis struqturul garkveulobas 

da arsobriv siwmindes imiT aRwevs, rom TiTqos miznad dasaxuli hqondes 

yofierebis gamosaxva, adamianis azrovnebisgan damoukideblad rom ar-

sebobs. aq laparakia cnobierebis qcevaze, orientaciaze, Tu ra aqvs gonebas 

mizanSi amoRebuli da ara imaze, Tu ras moinadirebs amis Sedegad. 

azri ver iqneba azri, Tu is ar miedineba azris gareT myofi samiznisken, 

sul erTia, aris es cocxali samizne, Tu is carieli adgilia, rac mxolod 

Semecnebis provocirebas iwvevs. noemas konteqstSi huserls ainteresebs 

ara arsebuli, aramed is, rac rogorc arsebuli, dasZravs cnobierebas 

mkvdari wertilidan da gamoiwvevs WeSmaritebasTan moTamaSe mentaluri 

talRebis mdinarebas. 

huserlis mixedviT, faqtobriv sinamdviles mijaWvuli goneba gvagonebs 

iluziaSi myof, zmanebebiT monusxul, sizmar-cxadSi mTvlemare adamians. 

mxolod gonis maRviZara saaTiT, noemas meSveobiT, gamodis es bundovani 

arseba mocimcime ariTmiis sizmriseuli koSmaridan da iwyebs intensiur, 



115

mamuka doliZe – kreaciis da ideaciis fenomenologiuri gageba 

  

mCqefare cxovrebas SesaZleblobis horizontis mimarT, sadac zRvari 

waSlilia sinamdvilesTan TiTqos momxdar da namdvil Sexvedras Soris. 

sazRvari irRveva cxadsa da sizmars Soris, radgan cnobierebas frTebs 

asxams ara faqtiuri sinamdvile, aramed am faqtebis SesaZleblobaTa ho-

rizontis gaxsna. cnobiereba, TiTqos rom miedineba faqtebis sanapirosken, 

noemas gziT ufro Sors midis. aRwevs da gars uvlis samyaros albaTur 

xdomilebaTa kunZuls, gascdeba varaudebis burussac da uecrad WeS ma-

ritebis naTelSi dainaxavs sakuTar Tavs, im usaxelo da Seucnobad Se-

moqmedebiT energias, romelic TiTqos aris da arc aris, ver cnobierdeba, 

magram verc gare samyaros farglebSi eteva; iRvreba yoveli WurWlidan, 

iqneba es wminda gonebis sfero Tu yofierebis sivrce-droiTi forma. 

TiTqos-da wvdomis magiur sityvebSi ismis misi sicocxlis majiscema da 

iq, sadac SesaZlebloba amarcxebs faqtiur realobas, cnobierebis intencia 

sicocxlis ukvdavebis wyaros TiTqos ki ara, namdvilad poulobs, sakuTari 

Sinagani cxovrebis dausrulebel perspeqtivaSi. 

cnobierebis sicocxle aris yoveli dabrkolebis mZleveli, mizan da-

saxuli moZraoba. aravin uwyis saidan modis da saiT miedineba azrovnebis 

ankara nakadi; aRwevs Tu ver aRwevs fantaziis zRvasaviT gaSlil SesaZ-

leblobebs, sadac gonis frTaSesxmuli ocneba saxavs Tavis sanukvar mizans. 

iqneb, amitomac mogvaniWa gamCenma warmosaxvis unari, rom Cveni fiq-

ris matarebeli gascdes yovel sadgurs, gaSordes ukve momxdar, Semdgar, 

frTamokvecil realobas, gaeqces usaxur, usaxelo, gaucxoebul, gaufa-

surebul, gaqvavebul nivTTa materias, mowydes usulgulo fizikur re-

alobas, sadac arsTa sagnobrivi raoba amaod eZebs yofierebis mraval-

ferovan samosels, raTa WeSmariti Rirebulebis saxiT warsdges gonebis 

Tvalis winaSe. 

fiqris matarebeli mirbis, mifrinavs, miedineba usasrulobisken, radgan 

SesaZlebel arsTa simravles ara aqvs sazRvari. bolo ar uCans erTmaneTs 

adevnebul sadgurebs. ver gaigeb, rkiniseburi logikis liandagi maRla 

miiwevs, Tu qvesknelSi Cadis, Tu wreze trialebs. mxolod bindiT mocul 

varaudebSi mzesaviT moelvare goneba anaTebs sulis mogzaurobis aRmaval 

gzas, sadac grZeldeba fenomenologiuri reduqciis procesi. 

liandagidan gadasuli fiqris uwyveti Semadgenloba gascda faqtebis 

samyofels, TiTqos gadascda Tvalsawiersac, magram aRarc axal SesaZ-

leblobebze SeCerebula. cnobierebis matarebeli midis da midis, bolo 

sadguri gaurbis mas; ai, unda miwvdes, gaigos, amoicnos dasaxuli mizani; 

mizani, rac sulmouTqmelad win miarbeninebs, magram azriT misaRwevi isev 

vercxliswyaliviT xelidan usxlteba. is ganuazreblad eTamaSeba fiqrebSi 

CaZirul gonebas, rogorc TanSobili ideebiT dajildoebuli bavSvi, 

erTdroulad brZenic da umecaric. grZeldeba dausrulebeli TamaSi. 

TamaSi wesebis gareSe, radgan kreaciuli Tavisufleba ver itans veraviTar 
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wesebs, SezRudvebs, Tavis ukidegano moZraobaSi inarCunebs mxolod si na-

nuls arsTa Semecnebis gardasul miRwevaTa mimarT. 

aseT sulier RiaobaSi usasrulod farTovdeba cnobierebis sauflo da 

fsiqikur grZnobas aRmatebuli gancda gonebas karnaxobs moixedos ukan, 

SeigrZnos, rom isariviT gatyorcnil fiqrs aqvs meore, aranakleb arsebiTi 

mxare. aravin icis, saidan modis da saiT miemarTeba cnobierebis nakadiT 

gamaxvilebuli azri. aravin icis imitom, rom fiqri ara mxolod miuwvdomels 

eswrafvis da eTamaSeba, ukanac ixedeba wyvdiadiT moculi saTavisken. 

mexsierebis ukanmoxedva uxsovari warsulis genetikur wiaRSi iseve 

Tvaluwvdenelia, rogorc winxedva. gonebis Tvalis ori sapirispiro mzera 

orazrovani RimiliT migvaniSnebs, rom azrovnebis intencionalobas aqvs 

ori sicocxle; fiqri mimavali raRacisken da fiqri momavali saidanRac. 

pirveli intencionalobis ZaliT, azrovneba Tavis wminda arsobriv 

mimdinareobaSi eswrafvis sagans, rac SesaZloa iyos, an dasaSvebia, arc iyos. 

amitom, fenomenologiuri ideacia (ganzogadeba) SeiZleba warumateblad 

damTavrdes da gonebam ver SeiZinos arsebobis egzistencialuri sazrisi. 

marto yofierebaze mizanmimarTeba samyaros sruli SemecnebisTvis 

sakmarisi ar aris. aq unda ganxorcieldes Sebrunebuli procesi: anu unda 

Sebrundes ideaciis aqti da gardaisaxos kreaciul reduqciaSi. 

qarTul enaSi arsebobs am ormxrivi intencionalobis aRmniSvneli 

ora z rovani sityva – ltolva. ltolva, rogorc miswrafeba raRacisken 

da ltolva, rogorc gamoqceva raRacisgan. enis mravalmniSvnelovneba da 

sityvis TamaSi gzas gvixsnis, movwydeT calsaxa azrovnebis liandags da 

intencionalobis ori sapirispiro forma qarTuli sityvis erTianobaSi 

davsaxoT. 

enis semantikuri mravalferovneba cnobierebis or sapirispiro Se-

nakads erT talRaSi awonasworebs, rac saSualebas gvaZlevs, Cveni sulieri 

cxovrebis Seuqcevad da azriT mouxelTebel mdinareSi (SevadaroT herak-

lites mdinares) erTxel mainc SevcuroT, anu CavwvdeT sapirispiro in-

ten cionalobaTa dabalansebul mdgradobas. marTalia, aq azrovnebis sa-

wi naaRmdego impulsebi urTierTSerwymulia, magram es aris erTianoba 

gansxvavebaSi: erTarsSi myofi intenciebi arsebiTad mainc gansxvavdebian 

erTmaneTisgan: 

intencionaloba ken ideacias exmaureba da wminda cnobierebaSi Semec-

nebis sagnis konstruirebas axdens. intencionaloba dan ki kreaciul re-

duqcias gamoxatavs da warmoadgens subieqtis subieqturobis meamboxe 

Za las, romelic Semecnebis miRwevaTa dekonstruqcias axdens da ewina aR-

mdegeba nebismieri codnis obieqtivaciis process. 

dapirispirebul intencionalobaTa zemoT aRniSnul erTianobaSi Tavs 

iCens problema: meore intencionaloba, rogorc gonis SemecnebiTi win-

swrafvis sawinaaRmdego kreaciuli qvedineba, ukan ixedeba mexsierebis 

siRrmeSi, arsidan arsebobis genezisis saTavisaken. es ukan moxedva ar niS-
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navs am faruli dinebis aRma Setrialebas. cnobierebis yoveli moZraoba, 

iqneba es SemecnebiTi, Tu SemoqmedebiTi, rogorc droSi mimdinare procesi, 

yovelTvis win miiswrafis, warsulidan momavlisken. 

meore intencionalobis Sepirispireba pirvelTan, azrovnebis dinamikis 

mimarTulebis cvlaSi ar gamoixateba. ubralod axali intencionaloba 

mni Svnelobs ara rogorc swrafva miznisken (intencionaluri obieqtis 

kon struirebisken), aramed rogorc wamosvla sawyisidan, rogorc gamom-

di nareoba yofierebis qmnadobis kreaciuli dasabamidan. swored amitom, 

SemoqmedebiTi intencionalobis subieqturi impulsi angrevs yovel bas-

tions, romelsac fenomenologiuri Semecneba aRmarTavs Tavisi obieqtis 

saxiT. sapirispiro intenciaTa brZolis am ngreva-SenebaSi myardeba is 

qme diTi dialeqtika, azrovnebis SemoqmedebiT individuacias logikuri 

zogadobisken rom warmarTavs. 

kreaciuli intencionalobis SemoyvaniT SeiZleba avxsnaT is faqti, Tu 

ratom gadis pirveli intencionaloba wminda cnobierebis farglebs gareT 

Semecnebis obieqtze. germaneli filosofosis, iurgen habermasis argumen-

ti huserlis winaRmdeg, rom am ̀ gareT gasvlaSi~ Caqsovilia adamianis kogni-

turi interesi, rac, faqtobrivad, samyaroSi TviTorientaciis da gadarCe-

nis egzistencialuri interesia, SeiZleba CavanacvloT ufro martivi 

axsniT: intencionalobis orgvari buneba gviCvenebs, rom wminda cnobiere ba 

gadis gareT, transcendentur saganze imitom, rom is garedanaa Semosu li. 

meore intencionaloba wamosulia yofierebis qmnadobis kreaciuli da-

sabamidan. samyaros genezisis am sawyisidan Semodis is adamianis gonebaSi, 

rac iwvevs mis SemoqmedebiT brZolas racionaluri azrovnebis urCxulTan. 

sulis amboxeba obieqturi codnis winaaRmdeg sulac ar niSnavs, rom de-

konstruqciis Sedegad gveqneba sruli anarqia da qaosi cnobierebis sfe-

roSi. subieqtivaciis process gaaCnia intencionaluri struqtura, ra Ta 

azrovnebaSi Tavi davaRwioT qaoss da kreaciul procesSi vixiloT STa-

gonebis muza, ganvWvritoT SemoqmedebiTi logikis gza, rac, faq tobrivad, 

mkacri mecnierebis sferodan mxatvrul esTetikur samyaroSi gadasvlas 

niSnavs. 

swored am daxlarTuli da winaaRmdegobiT savse bilikebiT mivdivarT 

Semoqmedebis nakadTan; cnebebis da metaforebis Tavbrudamxvev morevTan, 

raTa gadavagdoT logikuri msjelobis bade da cocxlad daviWiroT azri, 

Tavis ganumeorebel, unikalur da Tanac myar zogadobaSi. 

aseTi `Tevzaobis~ Sedegad viWerT SemoqmedebiT azrs, anu hermenev ti-

kuli azrovnebis cocxal pulsacias; iqneba es ideis gamonaTeba, mxatvruli 

saxe Tu misi winamorbedi qvecnobieri impulsi. igi warmoadgens faqtiur 

realobasTan da obieqtur codnasTan Seurigebel Zalas, rasac vgrZnobT, 

rogorc saTqmels, romelic yalibdeba da gamoiTqmeba TviTon sityvis 

Tavisufal eqspresiaSi. 
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* * ** * *

axla SegviZlia SevajamoT huserlis mier Catarebuli uzarmazari samu-

Sao Semecnebis SemoqmedebiTi individuaciis kvlevaSi da warmovadginoT es 

procesi zemoT ganxiluli ormxrivi intencionalobis Suqze. 

transcendentaluri reduqcia, huserlma rom daagvirgvina ideaciis 

procesi, marto wminda cnobierebis miswrafebas ar gviCvenebs Semecnebis 

sagnisken. azris dinebaSi datrialebuli ukanmoxedvis talRa im wyarosac 

naTelhyofs, saidanac moedineba is. es wyaro aris RvTaebrivi sityva, Se-

moqmedebis is sawyisi energia, romlis ZaliTac cnobiereba aRemateba sa-

kuTar Tavs, rogorc ideaciis sapirispiro kreaciis procesi. yofierebis 

es wyvdiadiT moculi sawyisi Seumecnebadia, iracionaluria, magram sulis 

gamonaTebis gansakuTrebul viTarebaSi intuiciurad misawvdomia. es aris 

arsidan arsebobis, ideidan samyaros genezisis idumali aqti. 

sityvis samoselSi gaxveuli da logikis badeSi moqceuli wminda cno-

biereba swored samyaros sawyisi kreaciidan iZens SemoqmedebiT energias, 

raTa daadginos, ras niSnavs arseboba da egzistencis Sinagani, ormxrivi 

intenciiT gamomuSavebuli mniSvneloba miaweros Tavis obieqts – gare si-

namdvilis fenomenologiur mocemulobas.

arseboba sxva araferia, Tu ara sityvidan arsebobis qmnadobis kreaciuli 

aqti. fenomenologiis, rogorc Semoqmedebis filosofiis saganZuridan 

gamotanili es saboloo daskvna, Tavisi teleologiuri sazrisiT, exma-

ureba biblias da lingvistur asociacias iwvevs rolan bartis cnobil 

sentenciasTan – samyaro aris teqsti (2).

gamoyenebuli literatura:

1. Husserl and Analitic Philosophy by Richard Cobb-Steves, Kluver Academic Publisher, p. 172
2. Барт Р. S/Z, М., 2001, с. 8-41

Mamuka Dolidze

PHENOMENOLOGICAL INTERPRETATION OF CREATION AND IDEATION

Summary

The presented article is devoted to the investigation of intentional consciousness in the style 
of phenomenological conception by Edmund Husserl. The author asserts that phenomenological 
intentionality does not coincide with purposefulness of human thinking. This intentionality is 
complicated process, which takes into account the development of thought toward the aim and 
at the same time it is the reversible process of moving back to the primordial source of human 
existence. The creative energy of word which seems to be responsible for the genesis of the world, 
presents the oppose pole of this two-fold intentionality.
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As a matter of fact, the author takes into account the creative aspects of modern pheno-
menology, which evidently goes beyond Husserl’s conception of pure consciousness. The process 
of phenomenological reduction can be extended in the sphere of intentional objects. Above all, 
the intentionality appears to be the essential feature of human existence. It rewards the man with 
freedom of choice. At mercy of this freedom, our consciousness is able to grasp the external things 
and events of external world. The great puzzle of history of philosophy – coincidence of thinking 
and being can be solved thanks to the existential nature of mind’s intentionality. Our cognition is 
open toward the external being. There is an equality between immanent and transcendent points 
of phenomenological being and the origin of this being has the spiritual-linguistic nature.

Eventually the author comes to the conclusion, which coincides with the idea of Rolland 
Barthes that the world represents the text. 
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dekartis sizmari – biografiuli konteqsti

1619 wlis 10-dan 11 noembris Rames frang filosofos rene dekarts, 

ro melic imJamad germaniaSi imyofeboda, hqonda misi mecnieruli da 

filosofiuri biografiisTvis gansakuTrebuli mniSvnelobis sizmari. 

ufro sworad, sami sizmari erTmaneTis miyolebiT. Tavad dekarti am 

sizmars miawers `gansacvifrebeli mecnierebis~ aRmoCenas. miuxedavad 

imisa, rom es sizmari originaluri formiT ar aris SemorCenili da mxolod 

misi pirveli biografis – abat adrian baies mier aRwerili saxiT aris 

Cvenamde moRweuli, is araerTxel yofila filosofosebis da biografebis 

Seswavlis da komentirebis sagani. fsiqologebic iCendnen mis mimarT 

interess. magaliTad, arsebobs masze froidis komentari. xolo iungis 

skolis cnobilma warmomadgenelma mari-luize fon francma dekartis 

sizmars vrceli statia miuZRvna, sadac is mas analizuri fsiqologiis 

poziciidan ganixilavs. es ucnauri sizmari sxvadasxva aspeqtiT dRemde 

rCeba mkvlevarTa yuradRebis centrSi. Cveni statiis mizania dekartis 

sizmris biografiuli konteqstis Cveneba.

dekartis cxovrebadekartis cxovreba1 

rene dekarti daibada 1596 wlis 31 marts turenis provinciis patara 

qalaq la e-Si. deda erTi wlis Semdeg mexuTe Svilis mSobiarobas gadahyva 

bavSvTan erTad. male mamam – qalaq renis parlamentis wevrma, aznaurma 

ioaxim dekartma – meore coli SeirTo. dekartis sityvebiT, mas dedisgan 

fermkrTali saxe da qronikuli xveleba gamohyva. rva wlisa is miabares 

iezuitebis koleJ `la fleSSi~, anJus provinciaSi. susti janmrTelobis 

gamo mas aq calke oTaxi gamouyves, sadac is dilaobiT xSirad didxans 

rCeboda sawolSi – Cveva, romelic dekarts sicocxlis bolomde gahyva. 

mama did imedebs ar amyarebda Tavis sust, mudam wignebsa da fiqrebSi 

CaZirul Svilze. man 16 wlisam datova `la fleSi~ da sacxovreblad parizSi 

gadavida, sadac megobrebTan erTad maTematikis da musikis Seswavlas 

Seudga. filosofosebidan ufro skeptikosebs kiTxulobda, gansakuTrebiT 

montens da Sarons. parizSi dekarti dardimandul cxovrebas eweoda, 

uyvarda farikaoba, cxenze jiriTi, CogburTi da musika. qalebs Tavazianad 

1 biografiuli cnobebi aRebulia Semdegi wyaroebidan: Adrien Bailliet, Das Leben des 
René Descartes, Kitab, Klagenfurt & Wien 2006; Poser, H., Rene Descartes. Reclam StuƩ gart 2003; 
Specht, R., Descartes. Reinbek 2006; Marie Louise von Franz, Der Traum des Descartes wignSi: Ja-
cobson, H., von Franz, M.-L., Hurwitz, S., Zeitlose Dokumente der Seele, Rascher Zürich 1952; Асмус, 
В.Ф., Декарт, Гос. Изд. Полит. Литературы, М., 1956.
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gverds uvlida. Cveulebisamebr, aqac gvian dgeboda da sul ufro da ufro 

metad eZleoda ganmartoebul cxovrebas. 1616 wels puatieSi is samarTlis 

bakalavri da samarTlis licenciati gaxda, Tumca iuristad arasdros 

umuSavia. ufro samxedro saqme itacebda, romlis Sesaswavladac holandiaSi 

Cavida da protestant, Tumca safrangeTis megobar moris fon nasaus imJamad 

saxelganTqmul samxedro skolaSi Caewera. monawileobda holandielebis 

brZolaSi espanelTa winaaRmdeg. 1618 wlis 10 noembers bredaSi gaicno 

cno bili holandieli eqimi isaak bekmani, romelmac is daarwmuna fizikaSi 

maTematikis gamoyenebis aucileblobaSi. bekmans miuZRvna dekartma Tavisi 

pirveli momcro naSromi `musikis kompendiumi~, romelic proporciis 

moZRvrebas da musikalur intervalebs ganixilavda piTagorul tradiciaze 

dayrdnobiT da amiT xazs usvamda musikaSi maTematikis rols. 

1619 wels, 30-wliani omis dasawyisSi, dekarts evropis sxvadasxva qa-

laqsa da qveyanaSi vxvdebiT – kopenhagenSi, dancigSi, poloneTSi, avstriaSi, 

ungreTSi, bohemiaSi. frankfurtSi is eswreba imperator ferdinand II ko ro-

nacias. 1619/20 wlis zamTarSi, xanmokle mSvidobis dros, is ger ma niis qalaq 

ulmSi gaicnobs cnobil maTematikoss iohan faulhabers, ro zen kroicerTa 

ordenis wevrs. arsebobs mosazreba, rom Tavad dekartis laTinuri ini-

cialebi R. C., romelic rozenkroicerTa inicialebs em Tx  veva, zustad ro-

zen kroicerul yaidazea gaformebuli. amasTan rozen kroiceri iyo1. biog-

rafebs Soris am sakiTxze azrTa sxvadasxvaobaa, magram sayuradReboa, rom 

dekartis sigelSi misi dekartis cnobili devizi ovi diusis tristiadan: 

Bene vixit, qui bene latuit2 (`kargad man icxovra, vinc kargad damala Tavi~) 

praqtikulad rozenkroicerTa cxovrebis wesis identuria. danamdvile biT 

cnobilia aseve, rom dekarti icnobda imJamad gavrcelebul alqimis tur 

da magiur literaturas – agripa neteshaimelis, raimund lulis, aTana sius 

kirxeris da sxvaTa wignebs. 

1619 wlis 10-dan 11 noembris Rames, germaniaSi qalaq ulmis axlos, 

dunais noiburgSi yofnisas, dekartma naxa sami sizmari, romlebmac ise 

aRavso enTuziazmiT, rom RvTismSoblisadmi madlierebis niSnad veneciis 

maxloblad, loretoSi mosalocad wasvlis aRTqma dado da ramdenime wlis 

Semdeg aRasrula kidec. aqve unda iTqvas, rom dekartisTvis 10-11 noemberi 

zogadadac mniSvnelovani TariRia. jer erTi, 11 noemberi – es aris misi 

Tvistomis – wminda martin turelis dRe da meorec, 10-11 noembers misi 

cxovrebis sami mniSvnelovani movlena moxda: 1618 wli 10 noembers man gaicno 

isaak bekmani – misive sityvebiT Tavisi `sulieri gamomRviZebeli~, 1619 

wlis 10-11 noembers naxa Tavisi cxovrebis sami umniSvnelovanesi sizmari 

da erTi wlis Semdeg, 1620 wlis 11 noembers am sizmrebis safuZvelze mas 

1 am sakiTxs dawvrilebiT ganixilavs Jak mariteni: Maritain, J. The Dream of Descartes. 
Kennicat Press/Port Washington, N.Y. 1944. gv. 17 da S.

2 ix. dekartis 1634 w. aprilis werili mersenisadmi: Oeuvres de Descartes, Correspondance 
I (Ed. Adam/Tannery), Paris 1897, gv. 286.
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gaexsna `scienƟ a mirabilis~ – `gansacvifrebeli mecniereba~ da misi gamoyenebis 

gzebi.1 1620 wels, savaraudod, is monawileobda brZolaSi praRasTan axlos 

TeTr mTaze. am brZolis Sedegad taxti dakarga bohemiis mefem fridrix 

pfalcelma, romlis qaliSvili – elizabet pfalceli ori aTeuli wlis 

Semdeg dekartTan mimoweras iwyebs samSvinvelis da sxeulis mimarTebaze, 

risi Sedegicaa, faqtobrivad, filosofosis traqtati `samSvinvelis vne-

bani~. 1625 wels dekarti isev parizSia da dioptrikis problemebs ikv-

levs. aq is umegobrdeba pater mersens – `swavluli evropis kuriers~, ro-

melmac sxvadasxva qveynis swavlulTa korespondencia misawvdomi gaxada 

mecnierebisa da mkiTxvelTa farTo wreebisTvis. 

1628 wels dekarti sacxovreblad gadadis holandiaSi – imdroindeli 

evropis yvelaze tolerantul qveyanaSi, sadac farTod iyo ganviTarebuli 

vaWroba da mecniereba da aseve saxviTi xelovneba. es aris, sxvaTa Soris, 

frans halsis da rembrandtis epoqa. pirvelma misi portretic ki daxata. 

aq is mWidrod urTierTobs adgilobriv filosofosebTan, mecnierebTan 

da TeologebTan. gaicnobs oranieli princis mdivans konstantin hiugenss 

da mis vaJs – SemdgomSi saxelganTqmul fizikoss – qristian hiugenss, 

romelTanac mamobrivi urTierToba uyalibdeba. Tavisi cxovrebis wesis 

erTguli filosofosi aq daaxloebiT 24-jer icvlis sacxovrebels da misi 

misamarTi, rogorc wesi, gasaidumloebulia. dekarti ufro xSirad soflad 

eZebda sacxovrebel adgils, vinaidan Zalian uyvarda bunebaSi yofna. rogorc 

wesi, ori oTaxi hqonda – erTi sacxovrebeli da meore – laboratoria, sadac 

sxvadasxva fizikur da anatomiur eqsperiments atarebda. aq dawera erTgvari 

sabunebismetyvelo enciklopedia `samyaro anu traqtati sinaTlis Sesaxeb~ 

(1632), romelsac galileis procesiT SeSinebuli ar aqveynebda, vinaidan 

wignSi italieli mecnieris msgavs mosazrebebs gamoTqvamda. traqtati 

srulad misi sikvdilis Semdgom gamoqveynda. filosofiuri oponentebi 

dekarts religiisTvis Ziris gamoTxras abralebdnen, rac imJamad saxifaTo 

braldeba iyo. dekarti gaurboda am sakiTxze Ria filosofiur diskusiebs, 

magram sabednierod mas gamouCndnen gavleniani mfarvelebi misi `le 

fleSeli~ maswavleblis pater dines da frangi diplomatebis saxiT. maTi 

wyalobiT, is gadaurCa gardauval represiebs.

am periods ekuTvnis misi Tavisufali urTierToba ubralo holandiel 

gogo helena iansTan, romelmac mas 1635 wlis zafxulSi qaliSvili fransine 

aCuqa. gogona daaxloebiT 5 wlis asakSi gardaicvala. helenas Sesaxeb meti 

araferia cnobili. aseve meti araferi viciT zogadad dekartis qalebTan 

urTierTobis Sesaxebac.

1637 wels gamovida dekartis `msjeloba meTodis Sesaxeb~, romelmac mas 

swrafad gauTqva saxeli, 1641 wels – `meditaciebi pirvel filosofiaze~ 

(Tumca muSaoba wignze 1634 wels daiwyo), xolo 1644 wels – `filosofiis 

1 M.-L von Franz, gv. 54.
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sawyisebi~. am filosofiuri naSromebis garda, dekarts ekuTvnis araerTi 

sxva mniSvnelovani naSromi geometriis, fizikis, fsiqologiis da sxva sfe-

roebSi.

1649 wels dekarts Tavis maswavleblad iwvevs SvedeTis dedofali 

qristina, romelic filosofiiTaa dainteresebuli. filosofosi didxans 

yoymanobs, magram bolos ver uZlebs dedoflis daJinebas, mis winadadebas 

Tanxmdeba da imave wlis Semodgomaze stokholmSi miemgzavreba. axalgazrda, 

energiuli qristina, romelsac saqme Tavze sayrelad aqvs, ver iclis 

dekartisTvis da mxolod momdevno wlis ianvarSi uniSnavs mas Sexvedrebs 

kviraSi samjer dilis 5 saaTze, Tan energiulad moiTxovs misgan saTaveSi 

Caudges saswavlo reformas SvedeTSi. etliT dilis voiaJebi Zilis 

moyvaruli filosofosisTvis sabediswero aRmoCndeba. CrdiloeTis susxian 

diliT erT-erTi aseTi mgzavrobisas dekarti civdeba da mas filtvebis 

anTeba emarTeba. is uars ambobs iqauri eqimebis daxmarebaze, vinaidan maT ar 

endoba da 9 dRis Semdeg, 11 Tebervals, 54 wlis asaks miRweuli, aResruleba 

stokholmSi. 16 wlis Semdeg mis neSTs safrangeTSi gadaasveneben. manamde 

sami wliT adre misi wignebi eklesias indeqsSi Seaqvs, Tumca es xels ver 

uSlis mTel evropaSi maT triumfalur svlas.

sizmarisizmari

dekartis sizmris Sinaarsi, rogorc zemoT ukve iTqva, Cven viciT mis 

pirvel biograf adrian baies gadmocemiT, vinaidan Tavad filosofosis 

momcro naSromi – `Olympica~, romelic sagangebod am sizmars eZRvneboda, 

dakargulia. wignis saTauri imaze mianiSnebs, rom sizmari, dekartis azriT, 

mas `zemodan~ moevlina. baies mixedviT, dekarti `Olympica~-Si, ase iwyebda 

Tavisi sizmris aRweras: `1619 wlis 10 noembers, rodesac me enTuziazmiT 

aRvsili viyavi da mivageni gansacvifrebeli mecnierebis safuZvlebs~, 

romelsac gverdze minaweri hqonda: `1620 wlis 11 noembers me daviwye gan-

sacvifrebeli mecnierebis safuZvlebis gageba~. anu dekarts mxolod erTi 

wlis Semdeg erTgvari gabrwyinebis, inspiraciis gziT gaexsna adre gancdilis 

mniSvneloba da misi gamoyenebis gzebi. sizmramde periodSi is mTeli ZaliT 

cdilobda, suli gaeTavisuflebina yovelgvari winaswari azrebisgan, raTa 

sufTad ganecada is da ase epova WeSmariteba, rac misi cxovrebis erTaderTi 

mizani iyo. sainteresoa, rom dekarts hqonda winaTgrZnoba, rom im Rames 

mniSvnelovan sizmars naxavda.1

adrian baie 1691 wels gamoqveynebul dekartis vrcel biografiaSi 

Semdegnairad aRwers mis sizmars:2 is Cven mogviTxrobs, rom 1619 wlis 10 

no embers Zilad midrekilma, aRvsilma enTuziazmiT da azriT, rom am dRes 

1 Adam/ Tannery, X, gv. 186.
2 Bailliet, A., La Vie de Monsieur Des-Cartes, Paris, 1691, gv. 81-86 da zemoT miT. germ. Targm.              

gv. 30-35.
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ipova gansacvifrebeli mecnierebis safuZvlebi, man erT RameSi erTmaneTis 

miyolebiT naxa sami sizmari, romelic, misi azriT, mxolod zemodan 

SeiZleboda movlenoda. mas Semdeg, rac daiZina, mis warmosaxvas warmoudga 

ramdenime suli, ramac is ise SeaSina, rom moeCvena, TiTqos quCaSi midioda da 

iZulebuli gaxda marcxena mxares gadabrunebuliyo, raTa iqiT wasuliyo, 

saiTac surda, vinaidan marjvena mxares iseT Zlier sisustes grZnobda, 

romlis atanac SeuZlebeli iyo. aseTi saxiT gadaadgilebis gamo rcxvenoda 

da mTeli ZaliT scada, gamarTuliyo, magram igrZno, Tu rogor amovarda 

Zlieri qari, romelmac qarborbalasaviT sam-oTxjer daatriala marcxena 

fexze. magram es ar iyo is, ramac SeaSina. imis gamo, rom ase miaTrevda Tavs, 

mas eCveneboda, rom yovel nabijze ecemoda manam, sanam ar dainaxa romeliRac 

kolegiis Ria karebi, sadac Sevida, raTa epova TavSesafari da wamali Tavisi 

avadmyofobisTvis. is cdilobda, Sesuliyo kolegiis eklesiaSi salocavad, 

magram rodesac SeamCnia, rom Cauara nacnobs, romelsac ar miesalma da 

scada, mobrunebuliyo misTvis pativis misagebad, movardnilma qarma, ro-

melic eklesiisken qroda, ukan gadaagdo. am dros eklesiis ezoSi dainaxa 

kidev erTi adamiani, romelmac saxeliT mimarTa da Tavazianad da ridiT 

uTxra, rom Tu survili aqvs, moZebnos batoni n. da is misgan raRacas miiRebs. 

batonma dekartma warmoidgina, rom es aris nesvi, romelic ucxo qveynidanaa 

Camotanili. magram is ufro iman ganacvifra, rom yvela, vinc am adamianis 

irgvliv Sekrebiliyo da mas esaubreboda, myarad idga fexebiT miwaze, 

Tavad ki imave miwaze tortmanebda da Zlivs gadaadgildeboda. Tan isic 

SeamCnia, rom qari, romelmac misi warmodgeniT ramdenjerme mainc daagdo 

miwaze, sagrZnoblad Cacxra. aq mas gamoeRviZa da maSinve igrZno namdvili 

tkivili, romelmac Zalze SeaSina – xom ar iyo es yovelive oinebi boroti 

sulisa, romelmac misi cduneba moindoma? maSinve gadabrunda marjvena 

mxarze, vinaidan marcxena mxarze CaeZina da ase naxa es sizmari. man locviT 

SesTxova RmerTs, daecva is Tavisi sizmris mavne Sedegebisgan da exsna 

yvela im ubedurebisgan, rac mas emuqreboda im codvebis gamo, romelic 

misi aRiarebiT sakmaod mZime iyo da cis risxvas imsaxurebda, Tumca sxvebis 

TvalSi is sakmaod uzado cxovrebas eweoda.

am mdgomareobaSi kvlav CaeZina, TiTqmis orsaaTiani RviZilis Semdeg, 

romelic man amqveyniur sikeTeTa da ubedurebaTa Sesaxeb sxvadasxva 

ganazrebaSi gaatara. CaZinebisTanave naxa axali sizmari, romelSic moesma 

mkveTri, sulSi Camwvdomi xma, romelic quxilis xmad moeCvena. gancdilma 

SiSma myisve gamoaRviZa da Tvalebgaxelilma oTaxSi dainaxa, Tu rogor 

cvioda cecxlovani naperwklebi. es mas adrec xSirad mosvlia, amitom misTvis 

Zalian uCveulo ar iyo RamiT, gabrwyinebuli TvalebiT uaxloesi sagnebis 

xilva. magram axla mas mounda filosofiuri sabuTebis gamoyenebiT Tavisi 

sulisTvis xelsayreli daskvnebis gakeTeba, amitom Tvalebis monacvleobiT 

gaxela-daxuWviT scada dakvirveboda mis win arsebul saganTa Tvisebebs. 

aman gaufanta SiSi da srulad damSvidebuls kvlav CaeZina.
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maSinve naxa mesame sizmari, romelic pirveli orisgan gansxvavebiT 

ukve saSineli aRar iyo. mesame sizmarSi man magidaze ipova wigni, Tumca ar 

icoda, Tu vin moitana is. gadaSala da naxa, rom `leqsikoni~ iyo. gauxarda, 

radgan imedi hqonda, rom is did sargebels moutanda. imave wams xelSi 

aRmoaCnda sxva wigni, romelic aranakleb axali iyo da man aseve ar icoda, 

Tu saidan gaCnda is. aRmoaCina, rom es iyo sxvadasxva avtoris leqsTa kre-

buli saTauriT `Corpus poetarum da a. S.~1  cnobismoyvareobam sZlia da mo-

unda erT-erTis wakiTxva, romlis saTauric iyo `Quod vitae sectabor iter?~2 am 

dros dainaxa ucnobi adamiani, romelmac mas warmoudgina poeturi piesa 

saTauriT `Est et non~ (`ki da ara~), romelsac ucnobma didebuli piesa uwoda. 

batonma dekartma mas uTxra, rom is am piesas icnobs da rom is Setanilia 

avsoniusis `idiliebSi~, romelic nawilia im poeturi krebulisa, magidaze 

rom devs. dekarts Tavadve mounda, eCvenebina piesa ucnobisTvis, amasTan 

Tavs iwonebda imiT, rom srulyofilad icoda misi Tanmimdevroba da kom-

pozicia. sanam is wignSi saWiro adgils eZebda, ucnobma hkiTxa, Tu sad ipova 

es wigni. dekartma upasuxa, rom ar icis, Tu rogor aRmoCnda wigni masTan 

da rom mas aqamde meore wigni eWira xelSi, romelic es-esaa gaqra, Tumca 

misTvis ucnobia, Tu vin moitana da vin gaaqro is.

sityvis dasrulebisTanave SeniSna, rom wigni isev gaCnda magidis meore 

bolos. magram dainaxa, rom es `leqsikoni~ pirvels ar hgavda. amasobaSi 

avsoniusis leqsebs miagno poetur krebulSi, Tumca ver ipova piesa, romelic 

iwyeboda sityvebiT `Est et non~ da ucnobs uTxra, rom icoda avtoris erTi 

leqsi, romelic iwyeboda sityvebiT ̀ Quod vitae sectabor iter ?~. ucnobma sTxova, 

eCvenebina misTvis es leqsi. batonma dekartma daiwyo misi Zebna da waawyda 

miniaturebs, romlebzec patara portretebi iyo amokveTili, ris gamoc man 

aRniSna, rom es wigni Zalian lamazia da rom es is gamocema ar aris, romelic 

mas adre unaxavs. yvelaferi ase iyo, sanam wigni da ucnobi uecrad ar gaqrnen 

misi warmosaxvidan ise, rom mas ar gauRviZia. sayuradReboa, rom mas Semdeg, 

rac daeWvda, sizmari iyo es yovelive Tu xilva, man nanaxi ZilSive miiCnia 

sizmrad da vidre gaiRviZebda, axsna kidec is. man CaTvala, rom `leqsikoni~ 

sxva araferia, Tu ara yvela mecniereba erTad aRebuli, leqsebis krebuli 
`Corpus poetarum~ ki – gaerTianebuli filosofia da sibrZne. vinaidan mas 

su lac ar miaCnda gasakvirad, rom poetebi, maT Soris mobriyvonic, ufro 

seriozul, ufro gonivrul da ufro keTilxmovan sentenciebs gamoTqvamen, 

vidre SeiZleba vipovoT filosofosTa nawerebSi. am saswauls is miawerda 

RvTaebriv enTuziazms da warmosaxvis Zalas, romelic bevrad ufro iolad 

da bevrad ufro brwyinvaled gviCvenebs sibrZnis marcvals (romelsac iseve 

Seicavs yvela adamianis goneba, rogorc yvela kaJi – cecxlis naperwklebs), 

vidre es filosofosTa gonebas xelewifeba.

1 dekarts daesizmra realurad arsebuli romauli leqsebis anTologia, romelsac 
`la fleSis~ koleJSi saxelmZRvanelod iyenebdnen.

2  romaeli poet avsoniusis leqsi `rogor avirCio cxovrebis gza~.
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batonma dekartma, romelic ZilSi agrZelebda Tavisi sizmris axsnas, 

miiCnia, rom poeturi piesa im gaurkvevlobaze, Tu rogori cxovrebis 

gza unda avirCioT, romelic iwyeboda sityvebiT `Quod vitae sectabor iter ?~, 

gamoxatavda brZeni adamianis keTil rCevas an sulac moralur Teologias. 

amis Semdeg, daeWvebulma imaze, sizmars xedavda Tu meditirebda, man 

emociebis gareSe gaiRviZa da gaxelili TvalebiT gaagrZela sizmris 

axsna imave mimarTulebiT. wignSi warmodgenili poetebisgan is eloda 

gamocxadebas da enTuziazms, ris imedsac ar kargavda. poeturi piesa `Est et 
non~, romelic piTagoras `ki da aras~ exmianeboda, mas esmoda rogorc WeSma-

riteba da mcdaroba adamianis Semecnebasa da saerod mecnierebebSi. rodes-

ac mixvda, rom SeeZlo yovelive amis gamoyeneba, is Zlier gaTamamda da Tavi 

daarwmuna imaSi, rom am sizmris meSveobiT Tavad WeSmaritebis sulma ineba, 

gaexsna misTvis yvela mecnierebis saganZuri. da ramdenadac mas mxolod 

isRa darCenoda, aexsna amokveTili patara portretebi, romelTac meore 

wignSi waawyda, maT sxva axsna ver mouZebna da isini daukavSira Sexvedras 

erT italiel mxatvarTan, romelic mas meore dRes ewvia.

man miiCnia, rom am bolo sizmarSi, romelic Zalze tkbili da sasiamovno 

iyo, gamoxatuli iyo misi momavali. masSi mocemuli iyo mxolod is, rac mas 

eloda darCenili cxovrebis manZilze. wina ori sizmari man aRiqva, rogorc 

mkacri gafrTxileba ganvlili cxovrebis gamo, romelic, rogorc Cans, arc 

Tu ise ucodveli iyo RmerTis da adamianebis winaSe da CaTvala, rom es iyo 

im SiSis da SfoTvis mizezi, rac Tan axlda orive sizmars. nesvi, romelic 

miarTves pirvel sizmarSi, misi TqmiT, niSnavda martoobis momxiblaobas, 

magram is warmodgenili iyo rogorc wminda adamianuri sazrunavi. qari, 

romelic kolegiis eklesiisken miaqanebda, roca man marjvena mxares tkivili 

igrZno, sxva araferi iyo Tu ara boroti genia, romelic ZaliT cdilobda 

mis gadagdebas iqiT, sadac is sakuTari nebiT unda wasuliyo. amitomac ar 

dauSva RmerTma, mas Tavadve gaegrZelebina gza da misca saSualeba, gadaeg-

do is wminda adgilisken suls, romelic mas ar mouvlenia, Tumca dekarti 

Rrmad iyo darwmunebuli, rom swored RvTis sulma ubiZga mas, gadaedga 

pirveli nabijebi am eklesiisken.

is SiSi, romelmac Seipyro meore sizmarSi, misi azriT, gamoxatavda 

sinderezs anu sindisis qenjnas im codvebis gamo, romelic man, rogorc 

Cans, Caidina ganvlili cxovrebis manZilze. Weqa-quxilis xma niSnavda WeS-

maritebis suls, romelic imisTvis mouvlines, rom misiT gamsWvaluliyo. 

bolo warmosaxul suraTSi marTlac iyo raRac enTuziazmisa, romelic, Se-

saZloa, wina saRamos dekartis mier alkoholis miRebiT yofiliyo ga mow-

veuli, vinaidan es wminda martinis dRe iyo. magram dekarti irwmuneba, rom 

man mTeli dRe da saRamo sruliad fxizlad gaatara da ufro metic, Rvino 

ukve sami Tvea, ar daulevia. is dasZens, rom es enTuziazmi mas STabera sulma, 

romelic mis tvins sizmramde ramdenime dRe aRanTebda da winaTgrZnobiT 

avsebda da romelsac araferi hqonda saerTo adamianur gonebasTan.
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rogorc ar unda yofiliyo, am Ramis mZlavrma STabeWdilebam dekarti 

ise SeZra, rom is gamudmebiT imaze fiqrobda, ra gaekeTebina axla. is loc-

vebs aRavlenda RmerTis da mariam RvTismSoblis mimarT da SesTxovda maT, 

eCvenebinaT misTvis WeSmaritebis Semecnebis gza. qalwuli mariamisadmi 

madlierebis niSnad man aRTqma dado, rom, rogorc piligrimi, dauyovnebliv 

wavidoda mosalocad italiaSi, loretoSi. 

interpretaciebiinterpretaciebi

dekartis sizmris Tanmxleb garemoebebze da mis mniSvnelobaze mravali 

mosazreba arsebobs. Cven mokled SevexebiT ramdenime maTgans.

Tavad dekarti `meTodis Sesaxeb msjelobis~ meore nawilSi ase aRwers 

Tavis mdgomareobas im RirsSesaniSnavi Ramis wina dReebSi: imxanad gaxldiT 

germaniaSi, sadac jarSi gamiwvies; iq omi jer ar damTavrebuliyo. rodesac 

imperatoris kurTxevis ceremonialidan nawilSi vbrundebodi, zamTris piri 

idga. gzad SevCerdi erT sadgomSi, sadac Tavis Sesaqcevad arc Tanamosaubre 

myavda da, sabednierod, arc araviTari sazrunavi Tu sadardeli mawuxebda. 

dilidan saRamomde Tbil oTaxSi martod myofi, mTeli arsebiT veZleodi 

fiqrebs [...]

[...] azrad momivida isic, rom wignebSi mocemuli mecnierebebi – yovel 

SemTxvevaSi isini, romelTa safuZvlebic mxolod saalbaToa da ara vi-

Tar sabuTebs ar eyrdnoba, mravali sxvadasxva pirovnebis naazrevze rom 

aRmocenda da TandaTanobiT ganviTarda – sruliadac ar gaxlavT uf ro 

axlos WeSmaritebasTan, vidre saRad moazrovne adamianis martivi msje lo-

bebi im saganTa Sesaxeb, romelTac igi piradad awydeba xolme. [...]

[...] Cemi ganzraxva gaxldaT mxolod imis cda, rom gardameqmna sakuTari 

azrebi da amego isini iseT niadagze, romelic mxolod da mxolod Cemi 

iqneboda.1

Semdeg dekarti ganixilavs gonebis saxelmZRvanelo Tavis cnobil 

oTx wess, romelTagan pirvels Semdegnairad aRwers: arasodes CameTvala 

WeSmaritad raime, rasac yovelgvari yoymanis gareSe ar miviCnevdi aseTad, 

e. i. saguldagulod movridebodi aCqarebas da winaswar ganwyobas; daskvnad 

mimeRo mxolod is, rasac Cemi goneba imdenad naTlad da garkveviT gan W-

vretda, rom araviTari sababi ar meqneboda igi eWvqveS dameyenebina.2

`msjelobis~ es adgilebi TiTqos aSkarad miuTiTebs imaze, rom dekarts 

Tavis sizmrebSi swored WeSmaritebis povnis is meTodi gaexsna, rac yve-

la ferSi eWvis Setanas da Semecnebis mkafio da garkveul msjelobebze 

dam yarebas gulisxmobda. maTematikaSi Tu yvela msjeloba isedac aseTia, 

filosofiaSi is swored am meTodiT mivida Tavis `Cogito-mde~, rogorc 

ueWvel debulebamde, razec Semdeg daafuZna mTeli Tavisi filosofia.

1 dekarti r., filosofiuri traqtatebi, frangulidan Targmna dodo labuCiZe- 
xoferiam, ilias sax. universitetis gamomc., Tb., 2018, gv. 160 da S.

2 iqve, gv. 165.
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am mimarTulebiT akeTebs dekartis aRmoCenis interpretacias laib-

nicic, romelmac 1675-1676 wlebSi parizSi yofnisas gadawera dekartis 

adreuli laTinuri xelnawerebi, romelTa Soris, rogorc Cans, misi `Olym-
pica~-c iyo. laibnici wers1: dekartma [...] axalgazrdobaSi gadawyvita 

filosofiis reformireba ramdenime sizmris da avsoniusis gamonaTqvamis 

– `rogor avirCio cxovrebis gza?~ – Sesaxeb ganazrebebis safuZvelze. amaze 

metyvelebs Tavad misi Canawerebi.

miuxedavad imisa, rom, erTi SexedviT, dekartis sizmris aseTi gageba 

sruliad logikuri Cans, sxvadasxva komentatori mis gansxvavebul in ter-

pretacias akeTebs. 

dekartze erT-erTi uaxlesi monografiis avtori, Tanamedrove kana-

deli mkvlevari sofi Jama filosofosis sizmars miiCnevs iniciaciur, wi-

nas warmetyvelur sizmrad. sizmris konteqsts is Taviseburad warmoaCens. 

misi azriT, sayovelTao saxalxo zeimis samzadisma noiburgSi, romelic 

amqveyniuri siamovnebis da garTobis xasiaTs atarebda, sapirispiro ganw-

yo bilebebi gamoiwvia momaval filosofosSi. Tavis TavSi CaRrmavebam 

da ganazrebebma is daarwmuna meomris karieris uperspeqtivobaSi da am-

qveyniuri siameebis amaoebaSi da wminda martinis msgavsad, romelic le-

gendis mixedviT, aseve meomari iyo, Semoabruna Sinagani cxovrebisken: `mas 

rCeboda mxolod WeSmaritebis siyvaruli da misi Zieba gaxda amieridan 

dekartis cxovrebis erTaderTi saqme~.2 Jama ar akeTebs sizmris Sinaarsis 

konkretul interpretacias, Tumca darwmunebulia mis winaswarmetyvelur 

xasiaTSi. 

dekartis gamomcemeli da biografi Sarl adami da mis kvalobaze sxva 

biografebi, rogorc, magaliTad, J. sirveni, e. Jilsoni, r. Spexti, v. asmusi 

da sxvebi, `gansacvifrebeli mecnierebis~ ufro maTematikur interpre ta-

ci  ebs gvTavazoben. isini miiCneven, rom dekartis aRmoCena SeiZleboda yo fi-

liyo an e. w. `universaluri maTematika~, an algebris reforma an analizuri 

geo metria.3

rogorc kaTolikuri filosofiis warmomadgeneli ganixilavs dekar-

tis sizmars Jak mariteni. is dawvrilebiT exeba im periodis dekartis 

cxovrebis da mis sizmarTan dakavSirebul sxvadasxva garemoebas. mag-

ram kritikulia misi damokidebuleba dekartis sizmris da misi `gan sa -

cvi f rebeli mecnierebis~ mimarT. is zogadad undoblobiT ekideba skep-

sisze damyarebul kartezianul filosofias, romelmac absoluturi 

mniS vneloba mianiWa adamianur gonebas da yvelaferze maRla daayena igi, 

`romelic yvelafers dagvpirda da yvelaferi uaryo, adamianebi CamoaSora 

maradiul WeSmaritebas da gaaubedura isini~. es mecniereba maritenisTvis 

1 Фокин С. Л. Ночь рождения философа, или три сна Декарта, Историко-философские штудии, 
Том 9, n 2 (18), 2020, gv. 5 (110).

2 iqve, gv. 9 (114).
3 Specht, gv. 19. Асмус, gv. 49 da S. Marie-Louise von Franz, gv. 61 da a.S.
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ar aris WeSmariti mecniereba. `is boroti geniis mier filosofosis tvinSi 

naSobi Semodgomis Ramis sizmaria – dekartis sizmaria~.1 aseTia frangi 

neoTomistis verdiqti.

dekartis Sesaxeb 1929 wels gamocemuli ortomiani monografiis avtorma 

filip leruam TxovniT mimarTa zigmund froids, gaekeTebina filosofosis 

sizmris interpretacia. werilis germanuli originali dakargulia, magram 

misi franguli Targmani leruas monografiaSia moyvanili.2 sapasuxo 

werilSi froidi aRniSnavs, rom Znelia avtorisgan sizmrebis personaJebze 

konkretuli miTiTebebis gareSe maTi axsna da rom amitom misi kvlevis 

Sedegebi savaraudod leruas molodins ar gaamarTlebs. Semdeg is dasZens:

Cveni filosofosis sizmrebi im kategorias ekuTvnis, romelTac uwo-

deben sizmrebs zemodan (Träume von oben), e. i. isini iseTi ideuri war mo naq-

mnebia, romlebic SeiZleboda cxadSic gaCeniliyo da sizmarSic da romelTa 

Sinaarsic naklebad warmosdgeba Rrma fsiqikuri mdgomareobidan. amitomac 

vlindeba maTi Sinaarsi ufro xSirad abstraqtuli, poeturi an simboluri 

formebis saxiT. Semdeg froidi wers, rom aRniSnulis gamo aseTi sizmrebis 

axsna sxvebisTvis rTulia, Tumca Tavad sizmris avtorisTvis es Zalze 

iolia, vinaidan aseTi sizmrebis Sinaarsi axlosaa maT cnobier azrebTan. 

sizmrebi zemodan froids esmis ara mistikuri, aramed fsiqologiuri ga-

gebiT. gadaadgilebis siZneleebi sizmarSi, froidis azriT, garkveul Si-

nagan konfliqtze miuTiTebs. misi interpretaciiT, marcxena mxari codvas 

da borotebas ganasaxierebs, qari ki – borot genias. `ucxo qveynidan 

mor  Tmeuli nesvis~ dekartiseul interpretacias, rogorc adamianuri 

sazrunavis gamomxatveli martoobis momxiblaobas, froidi originalurs 

uwodebs, magram Tavad amas axalgazrda dekartis SesaZlo seqsualur 

fantaziebs ukavSirebs, vinaidan sizmars Tan axlavs codvis cnobiereba.

aseve sainteresoa dekartis sizmris mari-luize fon franciseuli 

interpretacia. is amodis analizuri fsiqologiidan, farTod iyenebs e. w. 

amplifikaciis meTods da exeba sizmris TiTqmis yvela detals, romlebzec 

aq ver SevCerdebiT. fon franci dekartis sizmris ganxilvisas xSirad 

iSveliebs k. g. iungis sxva terminebsac. analizisas iyenebs, magaliTad, 

sinqronistulobis princips. is midis daskvnamde, rom pirvel sizmarSi 

nesvi, rogorc momrgvalebuli sagani gamoxatavs TviTobas, rogorc mo na-

das, Tumca animasac gulisxmobs (iungis terminebi – n. b.). bolo or sizmarSi 

TviToba gamoxatulia, rogorc simravle. fon francis azriT, amaze 

mianiSnebs naperwklebi da adamianTa portretebi. anu moxda pirveli sizmris 

erTiani TviTobis multiplicireba, pirovnebis gamravleba. `cnobierebis 

erTianoba – Tavad dekarti mxolod moazrovne mes miiCnevda erTaderT 

1 Maritain J., gv. 29.
2 werilis rusuli Targmani ix. fokinis zemoT miTiT. statiis meore damatebaSi,              

gv. 29 (134).
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mSvinvier realobad – daimsxvra da sizmari gviCvenebs, rom adamiani Sinaganad 

mravalia da mraval sxva adamianTanaa ganuyrelad dakavSirebuli~.1

fon francis interpretaciiT, sizmari aseve gviCvenebs, rom Rrma ga-

nazrebebma dekarti Seiyvana iseT sulier-mSvinvier sinamdvileSi, romlis 

Sesaxebac mis gonebismier azrovnebas warmodgenac ar hqonda. nesvis sim-

bolo ki, misi azriT, miniSnebaa imaze, rom TviTobas surs gaxdes bunebrivi 

adamianis nawili, raTa sinaTle modiodes adamianis mTeli samSvinvelidan 

da ara mxolod misi azrovnebidan.

sabolood fon franci dekartis sizmars miiCnevs aracnobieris mniS-

vnelovan gacxadebad, romlis Rirsic is gaxda da romelmac mas moutana 

sulis ganwmenda da WeSmaritebis Ziebis Jini da SesZina Tavdadebis unari.2 

dekartis sizmars ganixilavs aseve misi filosofiis Rrma mcodne merab 

mamardaSvili.3 is filosofosis sizmars masSi azrTa samyaros dabadebaze 

miniSnebad miiCnevs:4 dekartTan azrovneba yalibdeba rogorc meditaciaTa 

Tanmimdevruli rigis produqti. asevea cnobil sizmarSi, romelic man ixila 

1619 wlis 10 noembers, rodesac boroti qari eklesiisken miaqanebda. eklesia 

ki dekartis sizmarSi sikeTis simboloa, iseve, rogorc qari – borotebis 

simbolo [...] 

mas Semdeg, rac dekarti odnav wynardeba Tavis sizmarSi da rwmundeba, 

rom mas – iseT subieqts, romelic mTlianobaSi mainc azrobriv aqts 

axorcielebs, RmerTi exmareba (swored am daxmarebas ewodeba bunebrivi 

sinaTle), mas imedi aqvs, rom Tu am sinaTlisken gzas gaagrZelebs, RmerTi 

SemdgomSic Seeweva. Tavidan mas daesizmra wigni, rogorc erTgvari 

`gansacvifrebeli mecniereba~, romelic yvela mecnierebis erTobliobas 

warmoadgenda da komentatorebi mas xSirad `enciklopedias~ uwodeben. 

sinamdvileSi ki dekarts daesizmra, rom arsebobs erTgvari faruli Sinagani 

harmonia, romelic yvela sagans ise akavSirebs erTmaneTTan, rom Tundac 

yvela maTgani ar icode, erTs mainc Tu moeWidebi, swori gziT waxval.

[...] anu Tavad samyaroa Cems mier gaucnobierebeli kanonebis mixedviT ise 

mowyobili, rom es kanonebi me maZlevs saSualebas, lokalur bnel wertilSi 

ganvaxorcielo aqti, romelic moiTxovs samyaros yvela kanonis codnas. me 

ki, Tumca ar vici isini, mainc vaxorcieleb aqts. e. i. arsebobs garkveuli 

daxmareba samyaros mxridan anu rogorc dekarti ambobs, `katena~, jaWvi, 

iakobis kibis msgavsi, romlis daxmarebiTac is caSi, RmerTTan lamobda 

asvlas.5

1 von Franz, M.-L. gv. 99 da 117.
2  iqve, gv. 119
3 Мамардашвили М., Эстетика мышления, Моск. школа полит. исследований, М., 2000, gv. 213-

214 da 221-224.
4 iqve, gv. 213.
5 iqve, gv. 223.
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mamardaSvili yuradRebas amaxvilebs imaze, rom ̀ enciklopediis~ Semdeg 

dekarti xedavs ̀ poetur korpuss~, rac, misi azriT, miuTiTebs gamocdilebis 

gacnobierebis anu meditaciis gziT azrovnebis realur aqtTa dabadebaze. 

ganxilvis bolos is imowmebs Tavad dekartis sityvebs da maTze dayrdnobiT 

askvnis, rom es adgili sibrZnis da warmosaxvis, anu sibrZnis da poeziis 

gaerTianebas gamoxatavs.

amrigad, Cen vxedavT, rom, Tumca biografebi da komentatorebi gan-

s xvavebul interpretacias ukeTeben dekartis sizmris Sinaarss, magram 

uklebliv yvela aRiarebs imas, rom es sizmari umniSvnelovanesi movlena iyo 

misTvis filosofosad da mecnierad Camoyalibebis da zogadad ganviTarebis 

gzaze. sizmarSi gancdili mas Tan sdevda mTeli cxovrebis manZilze da did 

gavlenasac axdenda mis naazrevze, iqneboda es filosofia Tu maTematika. 

qvemoT Cven ganvixilavT dekartis sizmris biografiul konteqsts, 

rad gan migvaCnia, rom Sinaarsobrivi da fsiqologiuri aspeqtebis gverdiT, 

rac Tavidanve bunebrivad moeqca mkvlevarTa yuradRebis centrSi, mas aqvs 

agreTve ganviTarebis fsiqologiuri, kerZod, biografiuli aspeqtic, rac 

dRemde naklebad iyo Seswavlis sagani. 

biografiuli konteqstibiografiuli konteqsti

adamianis biografias axasiaTebs garkveuli kanonzomierebebi, romlebic 

adreuli epoqebis adamianebisTvisac iyo cnobili. magaliTad, Zveli Cinuri 

sibrZne ambobs: `adamianis cxovrebaSi sami fazaa – 20 weli swavla, 20 weli 

brZola da 20 weli dabrZeneba~. cxovrebis fazebs Zveli berZnebic aRweren. 

magaliTad, aTeneli saxelmwifo moRvawe da cnobil Svid brZenTagan erT-

erTi – soloni, Tavis leqsSi, romelic adamianis sxvadasxva asaks exeba, 

cxovrebas 10 Svidwleulad yofs da mokled, magram Zalze mkafiod da 

arsebiTad axasiaTebs TiToeul maTgans.

romaelebi adamianis cxovrebaSi gamoyofdnen 5, ZiriTadad 15-wlian 

fazas.1

bevri didi adamianis avtobiografiaSia aRwerili maTi cxovrebis fazebi 

da maTTvis damaxasiaTebeli niSnebi. sainteresoa am mxriv xandazmuli 

goeTes dakvirveba: `bavSvi realistia, Wabuki – idealisti, zrdasruli – 

skeptikosi da moxuci – mistikosi~. 

gasul saukuneSi froidis fsiqoanalizma axali biZgi misca cxovrebis 

fazebis kvlevas, magram fsiqoanalizi adamianis ganviTarebas adreul asakSi 

amTavrebs. is adamians ganixilavs rogorc biologiur arsebas, ZiriTadad 

mis ltolvebs swavlobs da fsiqikas mxolod `zednaSenad~ miiCnevs da mis 

1 qvemoT mocemul mimoxilvaSi gamoviyeneT Semdegi literatura: livexudi b., ada-

mi anis cxovrebis gza, gamomc. `awmyo~, Tb., 2002; Burkhard G., Das Leben in die Hand neh-
men. Fr. Geistesleben, StuƩ gart 2017; Reiner J., Die Jahrsiebte wignSi: Treichler, M. (Hrsg.), Biografi e 
und Krankheit. Urachhaus, StuƩ gart 1995. gv. 23.
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ganviTarebaze naklebad laparakobs. Tumca, mogvianebiT fsiqoanalizuri 

skolis warmomadgenelma erik eriksonma am mimarTulebiT mniSvnelovani 

nabiji gadadga win. man biografiis kvleva gaafarTova da is fsiqosocialuri 

ganviTarebis rva safexurad dayo. eriksonma gansakuTrebuli yuradReba 

miaqcia adamianis me-s, rogorc misi individualuri birTvis ganviTarebas 

da Semoitana me-s identobis da identobis krizisis cneba.

gansakuTrebuli wvlili miuZRvis adamianis biografiuli kanon zomi-

erebebis SeswavlaSi cnobil germanel fsiqolog Sarlote biulers. is 

cxovrebas 5 fazad yofs, magram amasTan erTad yovel adamianSi garkveuli 

laitmotivis arsebobaze miuTiTebs. biuleris azriT, am laitmotividan 

gamomdinare irCevs adamiani cxovrebis mizans da misi ganxorcielebis gzebs. 

am Tvalsazrisis mixedviT yoveli adamianis cxovrebas aqvs mTavari mizani, 

rac laitmotivad gasdevs mas.

italiuri warmoSobis germaneli filosofosi da Teologi romano 

gvardini adamianis biografias yofs 9 fazad, romlebic, erTi mxriv, erTob-

livad qmnian mTlian adamians da, meore mxriv, imavdroulad, Tavadve arian 

mTliani adamianis gamovlineba cxovrebis yvela etapze. 

yovel fazas axasiaTebs specifikuri krizisi, romlis daZlevac ganvi-

Tarebas uwyobs xels da momdevno fazaze gadasvlis saukeTeso winapirobaa. 

germaneli fsiqologi marTa moersi cxovrebas ganixilavs rogorc 

amocanas, romelic adamianma unda Seasrulos Tavis sxeulebriv da mSvin-

vier-sulier Zalebze dayrdnobiT. amasTan is sulier aspeqts gadam w-

yvet mniSvnelobas aniWebs da xazs usvams adamianSi sulieri mxaris gan vi-

Tarebis aucileblobas. moersis azriT, zrdasruli adamiani Tavadaa pa-

su xismgebeli sakuTar aRzrdaze, misi valia TviTganviTarebaze zrunva. 

is biografias yofs 7 da 14-wlian 6 fazad da aRwers yoveli maTganisTvis 

da maxasiaTebel niSnebs da yuradRebas aqcevs TiToeul fazaSi adamianis 

Tavisi amocanisadmi midgomis Taviseburebebs, mis socialur urTierTobebs 

da Rirebulebebisadmi mimarTebas.

holandieli fsiqiatri bernard livexuli eyrdnoba adamianis rudolf 

Staineriseul gagebas, romelsac wiTel zolad gasdevs ganviTarebis idea. 

Staineris kvalobaze livexudi adamianis arsebas ganixilavs rogorc 

sxeulis, samSvinvelis da sulis diferencirebul mTlianobas da adamianis 

cxovrebas 10 Svidwleulad yofs. sxeuli winaswar gansazRvruli kanonebiT 

imarTeba, suli ki Tavis birTvTan, adamianis me-sTan erTad momavlisken, 

maRali Rirebulebebisa da Tavisuflebiskenaa mimarTuli. maT Sorisaa 

moqceuli samSvinveli, romelsac me-s ZalisxmeviT gamudmebiT SeuZlia 

ganviTardes sicocxlis bolomde. Tumca Tu es Zalisxmeva ar iqneba, is 

avtomaturad mihyveba sxeulis kanonebs da masTan erTad degradacias 

ganicdis, gansakuTrebiT zrdasrulobis da xandazmulobis periodSi.

Staineris da livexulis mixedviT, es Svidwliani periodebi Semdegia: 

I-III Svidwleuli – fizikuris da fsiqikuris erToblivi ganviTareba, I-IV 
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Svidwleuli – sakuTriv mSvinvieri ganviTareba, VII-IX Svidwleuli – sulieri 

ganviTareba da bolos X Svidwleuli wina cxra SvidwleulSi miRweulis 

erTgvar Sejamebas, sinTezs warmoadgens.

amasTan livexudi xazgasmiT aRniSnavs, rom es Svidwleulebi unda gavigoT 

ara rogorc kalendarulad zustad fiqsirebuli, aramed aproqsimatuli 

TariRebi. ase fiqrobs biografiis uklebliv yvela mkvlevari. Tumca 

miuxe davad amisa, isini aseve Tanxmdebian imaSi, rom Svidwleulebi, ro-

gorc ganviTarebis periodebi, mkafiod dakvirvebadi da Seswavladi kanon-

zomierebebia.1 amas adasturebs uamravi cnobili Tu Cveulebrivi adamianis 

biografiebis kvleva, romelic ama Tu im asakisTvis damaxasiaTebel mni S-

vnelovan kanonzomierebebs gviCvenebs. Cveni Temis CarCoebis gamo, Cven aq 

ver SevexebiT yvela asakis Taviseburebebs da SemovifarglebiT mxolod 

im Svidwleulebis mokle daxasiaTebiT, romlebic mniSvnelovnia dekartis 

sizmris biografiuli konsteqstis saCveneblad. 

pirveli Svidi weli umniSvnelovanesia bavSvis ganviTarebisTvis. am 

periodSi is swavlobs siaruls, laparaks, iwyebs azrovnebas. daaxloebiT 3 

wlis asakamde is sakuTar Tavs saxeliT anu mesame pirSi moixseniebs da mxolod 

Semdeg ambobs pirvelad sityva mes sakuTari pirovnebis aRsaniSnavad. bavSvi 

am asakSi Zalian bevrs swavlobs. zrdasrulobaSi adamianebi axlis miRebis da 

swavlis aseTi unaris mcire nawils mainc rom inarCunebdnen, yvela brZeni da 

geniosi iqneboda. am asakSi bavSvs Zalian uyvars TanatolebTan TamaSi, didi 

siamovnebiT usmens zRaprebs, romlebsac zedmiwevniT zustad imaxsovrebs. 

TamaSi misTvis cxovrebaSi varjiSia, zRaprebi ki fantaziis da azrovnebis 

ganviTarebis uSreti wyaro. ZiriTadi unari, riTac bavSvi am asakSi swavlobs, 

mibaZvis unaria. is baZavs ufrosebis qcevas da naklebad iTvaliswinebs 

maT sityvebs da darigebebs. misTvis mTavaria ufrosis qceva da ara misi 

Segonebebi. am asakSi bavSvi srulad eufleba motorikas da kargad flobs 

sakuTar sxeuls. mas adridanve amosdis sarZeve kbilebi, romelic jer kidev 

araa misi sakuTari, aramed memkvidreobiT aqvs miRebuli. daaxloebiT 6 

wlidan is iwyebs kbilebis cvlas anu mas amosdis ukve sakuTari, saboloo 

kbilebi da is TandaTanobiT xdeba inteleqtualurad da xasiaTobrivad 

skolisTvis momwifebuli. SemTxveviTi araa, rom yvela civilizaciaSi 

saskolo swavleba daaxloebiT 7 wlis asakSi iwyeboda. ukve amaSi Cans, rom 

Svidwliani dayofa ar aris xelovnuri da adamianis ganviTarebis kanon-

zomierebas Seesabameba.

7-dan 14 wlamde bavSvi bevr adrindel saqmianobas agrZelebs, magram 

misTvis axalia sistematuri swavlis unaris gamomuSaveba, rac misi azrov ne-

bisTvis garkveul gamowvevas warmoadgens. am asakSi is emociuradac ufro 

viTardeba. misi grZnobebi ufro Rrmavdeba, rac sxvadasxva Sinagani kri-

zisis saxiT vlindeba. qvecnobierad bavSvi iwyebs Tavisi TviTobis Ziebas, 

rac garesamyarosTan konfrontaciasa da sapirispiro sqesis aRmoCenaSi 

1 livexudi b., gv. 41-42.
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povebs gamoxatulebas. pirveli aseTi krizisi xSirad ukve 9 wlis asakSi 

iCens Tavs. xdeba sxeulebrivi funqciebis, gansakuTrebiT sunTqvis da 

sisxlis mimoqcevis ritmebis da maTi urTierTmimarTebis TandaTanobiTi 

stabilizacia. am asakSi bavSvi eZebs jansaR avtoritets da xSirad poulobs 

kidec mas jer mSoblebis, Semdeg ki Tavisi maswavleblebis saxiT. kargi 

maswavlebeli misTvis SeiZleba gaxdes jansaRi gamaSualebeli rgoli 

massa da samyaros Soris da erTgvari Semamzadebeli momdevno asakisTvis, 

rodesac is ukve ara garegan avtoritets, aramed sakuTar damoukidebel 

azrovnebas da nebas daeyrdnoba. es asaki sruldeba gardatexis periodiT 

e. w. pubertetiT, romelic biWebSi daaxloebiT 14 wlis asakSi, gogonebSi ki 

cota ufro adre iwyeba. aqac naTlad Cans Svidwliani ritmis mniSvneloba.

14 wlidan iwyeba e. w. sqesobrivi momwifebis asaki da gogonebsa da 

biWebs Soris ikveTeba mkafio gansxvavebebi, gansakuTrebiT sxeulebriv 

ganviTarebaSi. am dros ltolvebi da vnebebi boboqrobs orive sqesis mo-

zardebSi. Tavs iCens emociuri polarobebi. am mdgomareobas kar gad ga-

moxatavs goeTes sityvebi: `camde aRtacebuli, sikvdilamde daT r gu nvili~. 

Zlierdeba azrovneba. mozards uCndeba kiTxvebi sakuTari Tavis da samyaros 

Sesaxeb: `vin var me?~, `ra minda cxovrebaSi?~, `ra SemiZlia?~, `rogoraa sam-

yaro mowyobili?~ da a. S. am dros iwyeba, rogorc wesi, ganaTlebaze da momaval 

profesiaze fiqri. es sakmaod rTuli periodia ganviTarebaSi, vinaidan am 

dros mozardi jer kidev ar aris Camoyalibebuli pirovneba, Tumca aqvs amisi 

pretenzia da amitom zrdasrulebis mxridan faqiz mopyrobas saWiroebs. 

aq mozardi Tavis patar-patara Secdomebs da sisuleleebsac idens, rac 

aucilebelia pirovnuli momwifebisTvis, vinaidan is am asakSi yvela ze 

mets mainc TanatolebTan urTierTobebidan da sakuTari Secdomebidan 

swavlobs da ara ufrosebis miTiTebebidan. dauSvebelia zedmeti kritika da 

misi jer kidev patara bavSvad miCneva. Wkuis swavleba, meurveoba da zedmeti 

darigebebi piruku Sedegs iwvevs da xSirad ufrosebTan konfliqtebis 

da sakuTar TavSi Caketvis mizezi xdeba. am SvidwleulSi sruldeba sxe-

ulebrivi ganviTareba da ufro Zlieri impulsi eZleva sakuTriv mSvinvier 

ganviTarebas. daaxloebiT 21 wlisTvis axalgazrda ukve umaRlesi ganaT-

lebis bolo etapzea da male Seudgeba profesiul saqmianobas. 

21 wlidan iwyeba adamianis sakuTriv mSvinvieri ganviTareba, romelic 

daaxloebiT 40-42 wlis asakamde grZeldeba. am fazis dasawyisSive axalgaz-

rda ukve SeiZleba CaiTvalos zrdasrul pirovnebad, romelsac SeuZlia 

sruli pasuxismgeblobis aReba sakuTar moqmedebebze. Tumca es ar niSnavs, 

rom man amiT ganviTarebac daasrula. piriqiT, namdvili damoukidebeli 

cxovreba da ganviTareba axla iwyeba. oRond es ukve aRar aris ganviTareba 

garedan, aramed ganviTareba Signidan anu TviTganviTareba, romelic 

damoukidebel da suverenul pirovnebaSi sicocxlis bolomde grZeldeba. 

es aris Sinagani da garegani faTerakebis asaki. axalgazrda adamiani 

ganicdis Zalebis mozRvavebas, manamde uCveulo SemoqmedebiT aRmafre nas, 
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gegmavs Tavis momaval cxovrebas.1 Semdeg is iwyebs profesiul saqmianobas 

da, rogorc wesi, qmnis ojaxs. am Svidwleulis Sua periodSi – daaxloebiT 

23-25 wlis asakSi – xSirad xdeba, rom adamians moulodnelad exsneba Tavisi 

momavali `misia~, anu mis cxovrebaSi Semodis raRac mniSvnelovani faqtori 

an iseTi idea, romelic gadamwyveti aRmoCndeba mTeli misi momdevno 

saqmianobisa da zogadad misi biografiisTvis. kulturis da mecnierebis 

istoria mraval magaliTs gviCvenebs imisas, roca swored am asakSi adamianis 

biografiaSi dgeba kulminaciis momenti. gaugebrobis Tavidan asacileblad 

aqve unda aRvniSnoT, rom es asaki ar aris erTaderTi kulminacia adamianis 

biografiaSi, magram dekartis sizmris biografiuli konteqstis gasagebad 

CvenTvis swored am asakTan dakavSirebuli kulminaciaa mniSvelovani. 

mokled ganvixiloT aseTi kulminaciis ramdenime magaliTi. 

franciskelTa ordenis damaarsebeli, didi religiuri moRvawe, poeti 

da mistikosi francisk asizeli (1181/82 – 3. 10, 1226) mdidari italieli 

vaWris ojaxSi daibada da bavSvobidanve fufunebaSi izrdeboda. siWabukeSi 

Zlier itacebda rainduli faTerakebi, gamoirCeoda meTauris TvisebebiT 

da Tanatolebic xSirad irCevdnen TavianT winamZRolad. is 23-24 wlis 

asakSi mZimed gaxda avad. gankurnebis Semdeg Tumca dakarga Zveleburi in-

teresi amqveyniuri cxovrebisadmi, magram mainc ver acnobierebda bo-

lomde Tavis amocanas da aqtiurad iyo Cabmuli mSobliuri asizis xan-

mokle, warumatebel omSi mezobel perujasTan, ufro metic, saomari 

JiniT aRtkinebulma gadawyvita, apuliaSi SeerTeboda papis jars axali 

saomari TavgadasavlebisTvis. gzad mimavals, spoletoSi, mas RmerTi 

ecxadeba sizmarSi da aniSnebs, rom omis gulisTvis ar ganukurnavs mZime 

avadmyofobisgan. is kvlav avad xdeba, magram am gamocxadebis Semdeg ukve 

xvdeba zegardmo miniSnebas da asiziSi dabrunebuli sabolood zurgs 

Seaqcevs faTerakian raindul cxovrebas, radikalurad cvlis Tavisi 

cxovrebis wess da dgeba qristes da adamianebis samsaxurSi.2 cota xnis Semdeg 

– 1206 wels – daaxloebiT 24 wlis asakSi xdeba kulminacia mis biografiaSi: 

asizis axlos, san damianos eklesiaSi, jvarcmis win locvisas mas ecxadeba 

cocxali qriste da Tavisi `Cangreuli saxlis~ gamagrebas akisrebs. amis 

Semdeg is tovebs mamiseul saxls, asizis axlos leprozoriumSi uvlis 

yvelasgan mitovebul keTrovanebs, aarsebs Ratak berTa ordens da xdeba 

misi Tanamedrove da momavali TaobebisTvis didi magaliTi RvTisa da 

adamianebis msaxurebaSi.3 rogorc vxedavT, francisk asizelis moqceva 

ar yofila myisieri procesi, aramed moxda TandaTanobiT, nabij-nabij 

misi SemzadebiT, Tumca is daiwyo da dasrulda meoTxe Svidwleulis Sua 

periodSi.

1 O’neil, G., O’neil, G., Der Lebenslauf, Fr. Geistesleben StuƩ gart, 2014, gv. 27.
2 Feld, H., Franz von Assisi und seine Bewegung, Primus, Darmstadt, 1996, gv. 510.
3  Gobry, I., Franz von Assisi. Rororo, Reinbek, 1986, gv. 20-25.
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iohanes kepleri (27. 12. 1571 – 15. 11. 1630) gracis landSaftis skolis 

maTematikis profesori iyo, rodesac 1595 wlis 19 ivliss, arasruli 24 

wlis asakSi, mTeli misi cxovrebisa da profesiuli biografiisTvis mTavari 

idea gaucxadda. is moswavleebs ciur mnaTobTa konstelaciis problemebs 

uxsnida, rodesac hqonda moulodneli gabrwyineba, romelsac Semdegnairad 

aRwers Tavad kepleri:1 me vfiqrob, gangebis nebiT moxda ise, rom SemTxveviT 

momeca is, rasac manamde veranairi ZalisxmeviT ver vaRwevdi; es miT ufro 

mjera, rom yovelTvis SevTxovdi RmerTs locvebSi, eneba Cemi gegmebis 

aRsruleba, Tuki kopernikma WeSmariteba gvamcno. am sityvebidan Cans, rom 

gabrwyinebas win uZRoda kepleris cnobieri Zalisxmeva da mis winaSe mdgari 

astronomiuli problemebis gadawyvetis mcdelobebi. swored am movlenis 

wina periodSi gaCenil kiTxvebze pasuxi miiRo man 1595 wlis 19 ivliss. Tavad 

gabrwyinebis Sinaarsi aseTi iyo: dedamiwa (igulisxmeba dedamiwis orbita 

– n. b.) aris yvela orbitis sazomi. mis irgvliv SemovweroT dodekaedri. 

am ukanasknelis irgvliv sfero marsis sferoa. marsis sferos irgvliv 

SemovweroT tetraedri; tetraedris irgvliv sfero iupiteris sferoa. 

iupiteris sferos irgvliv SemovweroT kubi. kubis irgvliv sfero saturnis 

sferoa. dedamiwis sferoSi CavsvaT ikosaedri. masSi Cawerili sfero veneras 

sferoa. veneras sferoSi CavsvaT oqtaedri. masSi Cawerili sfero merkuris 

sferoa.2

amrigad, keplers e. w. 5 platonuri sxeulis saxiT warmoudga planetaTa 

moZraobis kanonzomierebebi. am gabrwyinebis Sedegi iyo kepleris pirveli 

wigni ̀ samyaros saidumlo~, romlis Sesavlidanacaa moyvanili misi sityvebi. 

amis safuZvelze Camoayaliba man mogvianebiT Tanamedrove astronomiisTvis 

fuZemdebluri sami kanoni. 

germaneli filosofosi da fsiqologi franc brentano (16. 01. 1838 – 17. 

03. 1917), romelmac orive am dargis ganviTarebaSi mniSvnelovani wvlili 

Seitana da mTel mimdinareobebsac Cauyara safuZveli, mZimed da xangrZlivad 

gaxda avad 1860 wlis gazafxulze, roca is 23-me welSi iyo gadasuli.3 

avadmyofobas Tan axlda didi Sinagani krizisi, romelic misi Tanamedrove 

filosofiisadmi `saSineli eWvebiT~ da imedgacruebiT iyo gamowveuli. 

avadmyofobis dros is intensiurad eZebda am eWvebis daZlevis gzebs. 

avadmyofobisgan TandaTanobiT gamojanmrTelebas brentano ukavSirebs 

`masxivosnebel da mxnel ideas~,4 romelic mas moevlina da romelmac axali 

Zalebi STabera da filosofiis mimarT rwmenac daubruna. krizisis daZlevis 

meore faqtori is iyo, rom misi maswavleblis, trendelenburgis daxmarebiT 

1  Hemleben, J., Kepler. Rororo, Reinbek 1995, gv. 26-27.
2  iqve, gv. 27.
3  Wehrle, J, M., Franz Brentano und die zukunŌ  der Philosophie. Rodopi, Amsterdam – Atlanta, GA 

1989, gv. 60-64 da 165.
4  Kraus, O., Franz Brentano. Mit Beiträgen von Carl Sumpf und Edmund Husserl. C. H. Beck, München 

1919, gv. 90.
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man xelaxla aRmoaCina aristotele, rac amave periodSi moxda. brentanos 

mxsneli idea iyo antikurobidan me-19 saukunemde filosofiis istoriis 

TiToeuli periodis fazebad dayofa. TiToeuli aseTi periodi moicavda 4 

fazas. yoveli maTgani iwyeboda filosofiis aRmavlobiT da mTavrdeboda 

misi dacemiT. am Tvalsazrisis mixedviT, filosofiam mTlianobaSi sami 

aseTi oTxfaziani periodi gaiara: antikur epoqaSi, Sua saukuneebSi da 

axal droSi. brentano am koncefciis mixedviT alagebda filosofiis 

istorias Tavis leqciebsa da wignebSi da misi erTguli darCa sicocxlis 

bolomde. aseve sicocxlis bolomde iyo misi inspiraciis ZiriTadi wyaro 

aristoteles da Toma aqvinelis filosofia.

fridrix nicSes (15, 10. 1844 – 25. 08. 1900) biografiaSi daaxloebiT 24 wlis 

asakSi moxda ori mniSvnelovani movlena, romelmac gansazRvra mTeli misi 

Semdgomi filosofiuri da literaturuli kariera. 1868 wlis 8 noembers man 

laipcigSi gaicno rixard vagneri, romelsac male daumegobrda. ramdenime 

Tvis Semdeg ki – 1869 wlis gazafxulze – Tavisi maswavleblis fridrix 

riClis rekomendaciiT, yovelgvari akademiuri praqtikis sawinaaRmdegod, 

gaxda bazelis universitetis eqstraordinaruli profesori (erTi wlis 

Semdeg ki ordinariusi), Tumca jer disertaciac ki ar hqonda daculi da 

doqtoris xarisxi manamde gamoqveynebuli naSromebis safuZvelze sas-

wrafod daawies laipcigis universitetidan, sadac is riClis studenti 

iyo.1 orive movlenam erTbaSad gauTqva saxeli axalgazrda nicSes, rac 

Semdeg misi nawarmoebebis wyalobiT msoflio popularobasa da gavlenaSi 

gadaizarda.

avstrieli logikosi da maTematikosi, kurt giodeli (28. 04. 1906 – 

14. 01. 1978) venis universitetSi Teoriul fizikas swavlobda, rodesac 

is filosofosTa e. w. venis wres dauaxlovda da maTTan saubrebsa da 

diskusiebSi CauRrmavda filosofiis, logikis da maTematikis problemebs, 

gansakuTrebiT ricxvTa da simravleTa Teorias. codnis gasaRrmaveblad is 

venis wris wevr maTematikos karl mengeris kolokviumebsac eswreboda. aq 

is safuZvlianad gaecno e. w. hilbertis programas, romelic maTematikis 

arawinaaRmdegobriobidan amodioda da mis srul formalizebas isaxavda 

miznad. giodelma 1930 wlis TebervalSi venis wris warmomadgenlis hans 

hanis xelmZRvanelobiT daicva disertacia Temaze `logikuri aRricxvis 

sisrulis Sesaxeb~, romelSic jer kidev uSvebda hilbertis programis 

ganxorcielebis SesaZleblobas. magram ukve imave wlis seqtemberSi man 

zust mecnierebaTa Semecnebis Teoriisadmi miZRvnil kionigsbergis 

konferenciaze gaakeTa moxseneba, romelsac konferenciis monawileebma, 

romelTa Soris bevri msoflio saxelis mqone filosofosi da maTematikosi 

iyo, didi yuradReba ar miaqcies. konferenciis bolo, mesame dRes mokle 

Semajamebeli gamosvlebisas giodelma, romelmac dainaxa, rom misi mox-

1 Frenzel, I., Friedrich Nietzsche, Rororo, Reinbek, 2000, gv. 38-43.
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se neba auditoriisTvis gaugebari darCa, erT winadadebaSi Camoayaliba 

Tavisi axali aRmoCena, romlis Sinaarsic aseTi iyo: SesaZlebelia [...] 

iseTi Teoremebis [...] moyvana, romlebic Tumca Sinaarsobrivad sworia, 

magram klasikuri maTematikis formalur sistemaSi ver mtkicdeba.1 

es iyo misi cnobili e. w. arasrulobis pirveli Teorema, romelic man 

maTematikurad daamtkica da romelmac gadatrialeba moaxdina logikasa da 

maTematikaSi. amiT kurt giodelma safuZveli gamoacala david hilbertis 

formalizaciis programas, romelsac maSin bevri cnobili maTematikosi 

da logikosi iziarebda. am pirveli Teoremis safuZvelze giodelma wa-

mo ayena da daamtkica arasrulobis meore Teorema, romlis mixedviTac 

aqsiomaTa sistemis arawinaaRmdegobrioba ver gamoiyvaneba Tavad am aq-

siomaTa sistemidan. giodelis TeoremaTa mniSvneloba bevrad scdeboda 

maTematikis da logikis farglebs. isini da maTgan gamomdinare daskvnebi 

didi monapovari iyo zogadad adamianuri azrovnebisTvis. kurt giodelma 

es aRmoCena gaakeTa aseve meoTxe Svidwleulis Sua periodSi – 23-24 wlis 

asakSi – da jer kidev sruliad axalgazrdam TvalsaCino adgili daimkvidra 

ara marto logikis da maTematikis, aramed zogadad adamianuri azrovnebis 

istoriaSi. giodeli sicocxleSi cotas aqveynebda. mogvianebiT man RmerTis 

arsebobis ontologiuri argumentis sayuradRebo logikuri dasabuTebac 

warmoadgina, magram Tavisi mecnieruli karieris bolomde zemoT moyvanili 

aRmoCena mainc mis udides miRwevad darCa. 

bevri sxva magaliTis moyvanac SeiZleboda didi adamianebis biogra fi-

ebidan, magram vfiqrobT, esec sakmarisia dekartis sizmris biografiuli 

konteqstis saCveneblad. cxovrebis meoTxe SvidwleulSi gadasuli dekar-

tic TandaTan, nabij-nabij uaxlovdeboda Tavisi `gansacvifrebeli mec-

nierebis~ aRmoCenas, romlis konturebic Tavdapirvelad mis sizmarSi ga-

moikveTa. mosamzadebeli safexurebi iyo misi `gamomRviZeblis~, holan-

dieli eqimis isaak bekmanis gacnoba da masTan saubrebi, maTematikos da 

rozenkroicer iohan faulhaberTan urTierToba da sizmris wina dRe-

ebis peripetiebi, fiqrebi da gancdebi, romlebic mas TiTqos raRac mniS-

vnelovani movlenisTvis amzadebdnen cxovrebaSi. da es moxda kidec im 

samnawiliani ucnauri sizmris saxiT, romelic filosofosma ixila 1619 wlis 

10-11 noembris Rames da romelmac mis momaval miRwevebs daudo safuZveli 

filosofiasa da mecnierebis sxvadasxva dargSi. rogorc zemoT adrian baies 

aRweridanac vnaxeT, Tavad dekartis interpretaciiTac mis sizmarSi `ga-

moxatuli iyo misi momavali. masSi mocemuli iyo mxolod is, rac mas eloda 

darCenili cxovrebis manZilze~.

1 Goldstein, R., Incompleteness – The Proof and Paradox of Kurt Gödel, Atlas Books/W. W. Norton & 
Company, New York London, 2005, gv. 145-1.
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Nodar Belkania

THE DREAM OF DESCARTES ͵ A BIOGRAPHICAL CONTEXT

Summary

This article deals with the famous dream of Descartes (31.03. 1596 – 11.02.1650) and attempts 
to examine the biographical context of this dream.

In the night of november 10-11, 1619, when the young Descartes was staying in Germany, 
he had a very important for his biography dream, which was actually three dreams in a row. 
Biographers and commentators are unanimous in the opinion that this prophetic dream, in which, 
in the budding philosopher’s own words, a “wonderful science” was revealed to him, was of 
decisive importance for his development as a philosopher and mathematician.

The original version of the dream, which Descartes recorded in his own hand in his small 
manuscript “Olympia”, has been lost together with the manuscript. Leibniz still knew it in the 
original. The content of the dream has been handed down to us by the first biographer of the 
philosopher Adrienn Baillet. In 1691, he published a comprehensive biography of Descartes, in 
which the three dreams are described in detail. 

Briefly discussed in the article are the interpretations of Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, Jacques 
Matitain, Sigmund Freud, Marie Louise von Franz, Merab Mamardashvili, Sophie Jama. They 
interpret the dream from different points of view. 

Some commentators are sure that Descartes’ famous philosophical method of universal doubt 
with the “cogito” was revealed to him through the dream. Others are more inclined to think that 
the dream is a reference to his later discoveries in geometry and mathematics.

Sigmund Freud and the C. G. Jung disciple – von Franz interpreted Descartes’ dream according 
to their psychological schools.

Our starting point was modern developmental psychology and the research of Charlotte 
Bühler, Romano Guardini, Martha Moers, Bernard Lievegoed, etc. They studied the laws of human 
biography in different directions. Most of these researchers see several seven-year periods in the 
biography from birth to death, which have certain culminations in the life and work of the human 
being. Such moments of culmination, which fall out of the ordinary fairway of life, usually have 
great significance for the further life and work of the person concerned. One of these culminations 
is in the middle of the fourth seven-year period- about 23-25 years. Based on this research, we have 
tried to make clear the biographical context of Descartes’ prophetic dream. 

In the article we point out that the age of the young Descartes during the dream – he was about 
24 years old at the time – is significant because it falls precisely on the biographical culmination – 
the middle of the fourth seven-year period. 

Some examples are given from the lives of the great personalities of religion, philosophy and 
science, such as Francis of Assisi, Johannes Kepler, Franz Brentano, Friedrich nietzsche and Kurt 
Gödel – which clearly show that at this age a striking break in biography can be observed, which 
had a decisive effect on their further lives and careers. 

The article attempts to show that, in addition to the content-related aspects of Descartes’ 
dream, which are the main focus of interest for researchers, it is also important to take into account 
the indicated moment of biographical culmination in order to understand the full scope of its effect 
on the entire further life and work of the great philosopher and mathematician. 
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MODERN ISSUES OF PHILOSOPHY OF LANGUAGE

Antonio Domínguez Rey 

ONTOETIC SYNTHESIS OF LANGUAGE  
(Second part)

Abstract. Language is a unique and complex phenomenon. Its study requires a specific method 
of knowledge. Verbal acquisition and learning depends on the intersubjective and pronominal 
relationship in which it is manifested: I-You-He (It). This activity reveals a logical and pre-predicative 
priority, one a priori given later. From it, a principle of relation follows which is present in every 
linguistic term. We call it, starting from Humboldt, Husserl and Amor Ruibal, a priori principle of 
categorial correlation. Its foundation is ontopoetic: an existential act whose knowledge is to say. 
This implies a sound and conceptual qualitative leap (Saussure), a phono-semic or word elation 
(Husserl). The forms of knowledge revealed in this process synthesize, on the one hand, Aristotle’s 
apophantic (logical judgment) and practical (poetic) processes; on the other hand, and from the 
grammatical form of Humboldt, the two critiques, of Reason and of Judgment, by Kant; and in 
our day, some relationships of linguistic computation (Chomsky), of the neurological world and 
epistemological notions of the quantum method. 

Keywords: nomination, phono-seme (word), gramma, relation, idea-concept, sign, retro-
projection, imagination, quantum-qualia, ontopoetics.

Transcendental imaginaƟ on: idea and concept

Guillaume’s recourse to imagination explains, on the one hand, the gap that every 
representation presupposes in memory as a reminder of the presence of something given to 
knowing and its appearances; on the other hand, the internal action of the formative retro-
projection of language: the horizon opening. Words are also imaginative in character. They 
stimulate thought. Saussure (2002, 199) considers “very positive illusion of the spirit”, and 
profound, to think that things “would be naturally given in language”. And this illusion is not 
opposed to the ontological link, previously indicated, of reality and language, but it is presented 
to us as a point of view, or a peculiar way of perceiving things (Domínguez Rey, 2019, 514-515). 
The language has its own. It arises in a resonant environment. It is something fictum, formed, 
with the Latin root fict (fictio) of formation.

Imagination is imago in action. Language acquires this character by being gramma 
and perspective and, at the same time, by resorting to its own dynamism, both in the wave 
recursion and in the cognitive one between that reference from singular to universal, from 
indeterminacy to determination, and vice versa. Linguistic forms contain the dynamism 
that generates them: Humboldt’s creative energeia; Kant’s imaginative, presenting force, or 
Einbildungskraft; Husserl’s formal principle; the projection of the << active power >> of the 
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ontological sign (sensation-cognition-thing or object) as its reflection in the form of language 
(Amor Ruibal); the words-ideas of Boulgakov (1991, 26; cf. 51, 60): “forces, ideal potentialities 
that have the capacity for incarnation”;1 Chomsky’s I-Language. And with precedents in Hindu 
imaginative thought, in Plato, Aristotle, Saint Augustine, Saint Thomas, Thomas of Sutton, 
Ockham, Nicholas of Cusa, Descartes; Santayana’s any mental figment, qualitatively congruent 
(“subtle congruity”) with reality from the Word, as the natural name and the objective form of 
things in Cusa; the Wittgenstein’s logical-linguistic figure, already identified with the objective 
world; a long list of thinkers. From the energeia of Aristotle, there is a historical constant of 
power and formal organization of thought and language in the philosophical tradition until 
Humboldt, among others, Saint Augustine, Saint Thomas, Cusa, Suárez: verbum mentis, vis, 
virtus operativa, nomen naturalis, proles mentis, up to our days.

Imagination is also the intuitive power of the intentional horizon of consciousness. The 
synthesis of intuition and intention in the imaginative mental space is sealed by meaning, 
articulating its acts as meanings. And the meaning already includes the elation of the phonic 
sound as a signifier. The verbal noun significant (a present participle) radiates the action that 
promotes it by resonating on the cognitive horizon. It is significant actuality of the imagining 
process in the knowledge’s act. The sign is the imago established there and thus understood.

Los significados contienen doble apariencia de un mismo fenómeno de fondo. Son, por 
una parte, ideas, y, por otra, determinaciones conceptuales. Ideas con aquella dirección 
teleológica antes mencionada y determinación conceptiva del entendimiento en tanto signo 
suyo. Conviene recordar aquí la diferencia entre idea estética y concepto establecida por Kant 
interpretando a Platón. El lenguaje no alcanza a expresar ni a explicar el ámbito representativo 
de la imaginación porque estas funciones presuponen conceptos (1908, 314). Ahora bien, el 
libre juego de la imaginación acontece acordado con las leyes generales del pensamiento, 
por lo que sus representaciones van parejas, por lo menos, a los actos conceptivos, y además 
los potencian y estimulan (1908, 292-293, 316-317, 354). La idea es proyección y apertura, 
pero indeterminada, en un horizonte de implícita comparación representativa y conceptiva 
orientada a un juicio basado en la finalidad del objeto que realmente es sujeto recursivo de 
atribuciones. La idea abre y funda perspectiva. El concepto se determina en el halo de su 
orientación: se articula después de la idea, dice Kant (1908, 197). Es, deducimos, la relación 
mental de nociones y atributos correlacionados, cuyo núcleo supone en Kant proyecciones 
formales espontáneas del entendimiento que denomina categorías y permiten conocer los 
fenómenos así revelados y objetivados. Esa operación ya corresponde al juicio lógico. La idea 
relaciona; el concepto categoriza las correlaciones y el juicio deduce las leyes formales de lo 
así regulado.

The meanings contain a double appearance of the same background phenomenon. 
They are, on the one hand, ideas, and, on the other, conceptual determinations. Ideas 

1 Boulgakov’s gnoseological ontology requires special study. Glosses Humboldt, especially the energe-
Ɵ c sense of the name and the word, but from a previous theological context. Give preeminence to the 
pronoun over the predicate. In their nominal relaƟ onship, being – the ousía or essence –, the word 
and the predicate are hypostasized, which it surpasses in depth (Boulgakov, 55, 57, 67). His refl ecƟ on 
is also ontopoeƟ c for us.



Philosophical-Theological Review, 12, 2022

142

with that teleological direction mentioned above and conceptual determination of the 
understanding as its sign. It is worth remembering here the difference between aesthetic 
idea and concept established by Kant interpreting Plato. Language is unable to express or 
explain the representative domain of the imagination because these functions presuppose 
concepts (Kant, 1908, 314). Now, the free play of the imagination occurs in accordance with 
the general laws of thought, so that its representations go hand in hand with, at least, the 
conceptual acts, and also enhance and stimulate them (Ibid., 292-293, 316- 317, 354). The 
idea is projection and openness, but indeterminate, in a horizon of implicit representative 
and conceptual comparison oriented to a judgment based on the purpose of the object that 
is really the recursive subject of attributions. The idea opens and founds perspective. The 
concept is determined in the halo of its orientation: it is articulated after the idea, says Kant 
(Ibid., 197). It is, we deduce, the mental relationship of correlated notions and attributes, the 
nucleus of which supposes in Kant spontaneous formal projections of the understanding that 
he calls categories and allows us to know the phenomena thus revealed and objectified. This 
operation already corresponds to logical judgment. The idea relates; the concept categorizes 
the correlations and the judgment deduces the formal laws from what is thus regulated.

Lo importante aquí es la proyección eidética de la intuición reflexiva (1908, 353) más allá 
del alcance de la razón determinante, pero intuición acorde con los conceptos estimulados por 
ella en el entendimiento desde las síntesis a priori de la sensibilidad espacio-temporal.

The important thing here is the eidetic projection of the reflective intuition (Kant, 1908, 
353) beyond the scope of determining reason, but intuition in accordance with the concepts 
stimulated by it in understanding from a priori syntheses of space-time sensitivity.

El problema de Kant: error críƟ co

El lenguaje participa de esta doble naturaleza. Y de aquí parte un error crítico que ha 
dominado gran parte de la estética y de la teoría literaria. Kant dice que el poeta “osa dar 
cuerpo a las ideas de la razón que son seres invisibles” y que sobrepasan los límites de la 
experiencia, de la que, no obstante, parten, rivalizando además “con el preludio de la razón 
en la búsqueda de un ideal supremo” (1908, 314). Por eso, la poesía es la sensibilización del 
concepto y la razón. Su talento es el potencial de la imaginación, que piensa más allá sin 
determinar lo que piensa hasta que suscita un concepto que la determina, pero sin reglas, 
por lo que tal concepto es original y autónomo: abre paso a una regla nueva no deducida de 
ningún principio ni ejemplo previo (1908, 317).

Kant’s problem: criƟ cal error

Language participates in this double nature. And a critical error starts from here and that 
has dominated much of aesthetics and literary theory. Kant says that the poet “dares to embody 
the ideas of reason that are invisible beings” and that go beyond the limits of experience, from 
which, however, they start, also competing “with the prelude of reason in the search of a 
supreme ideal” (Kant., 1908, 314). For this reason, poetry is the awareness of the concept and 
reason. Its talent is the potential of the imagination, which thinks beyond without determining 
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what it thinks until it elicits a concept that determines it, but without rules, so such a concept 
is original and autonomous: it opens the way to a new rule not deduced from no previous 
principle or example (Kant., 1908, 317). 1

Aunque Kant separa este proceso, que es el del genio, del científico, expone cómo se 
origina un concepto, la concepción intelectual, y la regulación de su proceso. Debemos 
suponer, por tanto, que el concepto lógico mantiene de algún modo este origen regulador y 
se limita a determinar polos de los principios derivados de tal procedimiento, la regulación de 
regulaciones. De aquí proceden las categorías, dotadas en su espontaneidad fenoménica, al 
determinar los objetos del entendimiento, de la orientación creadora revelada en el proceso 
estético de una obra, es decir, poiético. 

Although Kant separates this process, which is that of the genius, from the scientist, 
he exposes how a concept originates, the intellectual conception, and the regulation of its 
process. We must assume, therefore, that the logical concept maintains, in some way, this 
regulatory origin and is limited to determining poles of the principles derived from such a 
procedure, the regulation of regulations. From here the categories come, endowed in their 
phenomenal spontaneity, when determining the objects of understanding, with the creative 
orientation revealed in the aesthetic process of a work, that is, poietic.

Poetry contributes to the concept, which is the objective determination of the 
understanding and the categorical pole of the judgment, the prospective dimension that 
subtends it and launches to categorize the reality ajar by the productive imagination, capable 
of transforming the nature of what is perceived into something else and of expressing the 
unspeakable. Such is the function of the poetic background of language. The imagination 
prolongs, vivifies, like the sound background turned into signifier, the power and cognitive 
scope of the perception between the presence and absence of the imagined, evoked, said and 
represented. It deepens on the phenomenal knowledge of reality. The sensible idea (aesthetics: 
an idea that already touches the sentive and non-sensitive, with an intellectual pulse) frames in 
its horizon the circled scope of the concept oriented to objective determinations. It energizes 
it. The idea is avant-garde and ventures into the “vast, stormy ocean” of the map (“auf die 
Karte des Landes”), an unfathomable noumenal world that overflows with knowledge (Kant, 
1998, 336). The idea can remain hidden and, nevertheless, operative in the common reason 
of knowing (Ibid., 197). It is there as a germ of his: “den diese [die Idee] liegt, wie ein Keim, 
in der Vernunft” (Ibid., 862). Germ that also concerns to the initial scheme of the concept in 
the architectural and systematic development of reason. Kant compares this germ with the 
oequivoca generatio of worms, initially imprecise, later with their own form, acquired based 
on the system they are made up. Idea (aesthetic or conceptual sensitization) and concept 
(science) are two words of the same generative process.

1 This process has been widely criƟ cized. For Amor Ruibal, the idea is the result of judgment, the end 
of the logical relaƟ onship of concepts formed from previous noƟ ons. However, this change in episte-
mological direcƟ on responds to the fact that the projecƟ ve force of the idea is implicit in the internal 
relaƟ onship of the logical process. Kant’s concept must be understood as the concreteness of the 
laƟ tudo or intensive and syntheƟ c amplitude of the ferƟ le concepƟ on of the mental realm raised by 
the X factor, indeterminate, but acƟ ve, of the sƟ ll unknown reality. The fl ying idea moves in this area, 
as if opening the way and proposing possible syntheses of the processed experience.
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There is, therefore, a hidden removal at the bottom of reason and the idea engendered in 
the dynamism of the imagination opens up, founds perspective. It is the imago aspect of the 
imagination. Its components even act hidden, but eliciting a synergy of attributes and abilities. 
Kant describes the spontaneous and autonomous origin of the concept of imagination (an 
imago, therefore), harmoniously correlating the cognitive faculties, what he calls genius 
endowed with a talent capable of universally transmitting the soul (harmonizing principle, 
it follows) from knowledge thus intertwined (Kant, 1908, 317). That harmony is, we add, the 
rhythm of the process that advances out to sea, like a bow, according to the map that is being 
configured of the universe. Therefore, the sensitization of the concept or the procedure of 
reason means the opposite of what we believed. The hidden, ontopoetic germ that feeds it 
awakens in reason.

In such a rhythm, language emerges as an imprint, a convergent nucleus of cognitive 
correlations aroused by the natural impulse of intelligence immersed in the vital environment. 
Kant (1998, 862) suggests that the process of clarifying the idea in the stormy sea of   knowledge 
proceeds in a rhapsodic way, through ballads, coupling sequences of reality, until the whole of 
the composition is perceived, that is, its theme and the parts that make it up while determining 
it. The philosopher has the artistic image of the rhapsodist in mind. The germ of the word. 1

Words are now determinations of the horizon opened by the gramma by determining a 
form in the reflective process of thought. And the form is induced by the designation that it 
encrypts and towards to which it is oriented. It is poetic, exposes Eduard von Hartmann, who 
makes explicit the creative context of the idea and the Word, its poetic effect (Hartmann, 
1887, 718-719; cf. 1995, 220). Its projection is holistic and ubiquitous, as Ortega y Gasset 
says of the abstract (2006, 161). It is radiated in a similar way to the vibration and quantum 
interferences of the wave-particle when focusing a perspective on the sea and unfathomable 
world of knowledge.2

This context changes the conceptual and aspectual horizon of language. The word 
specifies the significant dynamism, surpassing its determination. It always refers to another, 
either present or absent. The projection that underlies it is its horizon of integration, the 
syntagm, phrase, sentence that frames it, if it is not already valid as a unit of significance, 
even as a syllable. In this case, it refers to the attribute of reality it refers to, to its adverbial 
context, to its being-there (Dasein), and unravels the relationship that transcends it, the verb 
form Being, or another equivalent, as a mark of existence, attribution and saying feature: the 
ontopoetic unit that endorses it. For this reason, grammar, the impressive gramma whose 
imprint is formative energy, rather than a specular reflection, and even though it is, it is – 
we do not leave the relational and attributive verb to be – the background of thought, its 
deep scheme, summarizes Guillaume (1973, 109). And schema is the conceptual projection of 

1 It is true that he does not make it explicit, that he barely touches language and does not pay aƩ enƟ on 
to grammar, as Boulgakov observes (1991, 85), criƟ cizing his inadvertent of the syntheƟ c and correla-
ted process of the verbal scheme in the determinaƟ on of thought. We refer, however, to the previous 
note.

2 There are electromagneƟ c acceleraƟ ons of the neural network close to the speed of light. This energy 
is quanƟ fi ed by so called physics: quantum. It has hardly been applied to language.
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reason developing by itself, according to Kant (1998, 862-863). Everywhere we return to the 
same point of the projective germ.  

In the word, its components are equivalent and homologous, with a difference of 
homologated. 1 Sound and concept mutually qualify by reason of a common sense whose 
presence refers to what has not yet been deciphered, latent, noumenal and unspeakable, but 
magnetic, as it moves to say it. It is a fundamental relationship. It transcends the components 
and reflects its constitutive entity: the form of thought in knowing activity. The sound wave 
is diluted in the absence, its resonance remaining in the imaginative depth, whose vibration 
induces in the interstices a correlation of notes, attributes, which we call notion, concept, idea. 
And that form is a saying act: it projects, expands what happens there. Names harmonizing on 
the horizon of common reason – the lect phenomenon previously explained – the concepts 
and cognitive faculties. Hence its architectural complexity, as Kant calls that of the rational 
system. This rhythm reveals the entity of the object thus constituted including the existential 
and attributive relationship being-entity, the act being (ons, ontos, present participle of the 
Greek verb eimí “Being”), therefore also a saying act. This relationship is activated in every 
moment of the speech. It must be said then that, when we speak, we do not reproduce the 
origin of language, but we do reproduce its foundation. The unit of action or linguistic quantum 
(phonemic articulation) is really qualia.

CriƟ cal reason overlap

The Kantian method is still in force today in neurobiological research with differentiated 
nuances and paradoxical as it may seem. Neuroscience starts from an experimental basis, in a 
certain noumenal way: there are neural registers of synapses, but we ignore their foundation, 
not their function. Real objects are not in the brain. Neuroscience designs a mental entity 
as an object (mentalese), identifies it with neurological pictures or models and replaces it 
(Ersatz) instead of the still unknown real object. They are object-neurons. To do this, it 
groups together the processes by a combinatorial addition, in the perceptual phase; that is, 
it relates them through intuitions, ideas (hypotheses, schemes, modules) or orientations that 
establish adequate concepts, in the cognitive phase. He applies these concepts to the data 
of the experience and obtains categories (levels) that are integrated into simple propositions 
in turn chained into other complex ones (cf. López García, 214, 30). The propositions contain 
the principles and laws of what is regulated and their interactions. It is the phase of logical 
judgment. The difference is that neurobiology does not base the judgment or deduce its classes, 
but functional parallels, levels of connection, integration, types of neurobiotic networks, laws 
in any case perceptual; for example, the brain of beauty or intuitive aspects about the self 
established by Vilayanur Ramachandran (2011, 230, 289-292). So also the classical rules and 
objectives of art highlighted by Jean-Pierre Changeux (2016, 22-23, 206-207), such as the 

1 We do not consider in this study the HumboldƟ an diff erence of sign, related to the concept and, 
symbol, to the idea, of great importance in linguisƟ cs and literary theory. The sign supposes an opera-
Ɵ onal idenƟ ty of elements and, the symbol, a correlaƟ on. For us they are the only discursive nuclear 
diff racƟ on of language. The ontopoeƟ c relaƟ onship correlates the wave-parƟ cles, integrates and ex-
pands them. Cf. Trabant (1992, 71).
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novelty, Alberti’s consensus partium, the “parcimonie” (explain a lot in a Little words, with 
algorithmic allusion, but also Baltasar Gracián’s Sharpness and Art of Wit). And all this with 
the realistic tension of bottom-up and abstract interconnections: top-down. The basis of the 
ontopoetic nomination.

Nothing new. Such rules are “neural frames” (Changeux, 2016, 206) subjected to these 
conceptual tensions. They are interspersed, as in Kant´s, concepts, categories, axioms of 
intuition, but with a high explanatory potential of the processed experience.

We find a similar method in Dehaene’s research (2014, 267): abstraction-category-word 
or “explicit form” of “a compact set of neurons”. In reality, the hypothetical deductive method 
is practiced with more or less falsifiable abductions. And it is intended to explain in this way 
the formality of language, the constitution of intimacy, free will and the consciousness of the 
self, practically reduced to an allocentrism by recursion of mirror neurons (Ramachandran, 
2011, 292). Even more radical is the telenomy of Gerald M. Edelman, who excludes all the 
contribution of philosophy before a theoretical framework of the body-brain system (isn’t it all 
body?) founded on selective, synaptic principles, and evolutionary variation. Evolution is now, 
since Darwin, the rational foundation of transformations. There is, therefore, a foundation, 
but no one identifies it as such outside of its manifestations. It would be its own cause, or 
without it. Something that is there. Pure being-there (Dasein) of the event with no questions 
other than its realizations.

The significance would then be, starting from George Lakoff, an incarnation of cognitive 
models with schematic structures of image, proposition and metaphor-metonymy. The 
redundancy, requests for principle and ad hoc creation of a substitute conceptual lexicon for 
the philosophical and rhapsodic Kantian is evident. For example, Changeux (1983, 174-175) 
describes the concept as an image or memory object with a weak sensory component, which 
he then denies: it is pruning (élagage) of the sensible and is already enriched by combinations 
from chains of mental objects. That is, what man want to define is presupposed and the process 
of abstraction overlaps. Likewise, Edelman identifies the concept with the mapping of the 
brain’s own activities and with non-direct inputs. The spirit is a material product – understand 
neurological – and, like thought, not transcendent, but it acts according to objectives and ends. 
A continuous conceptual spare (Ersatz). Now, the subject-predicate structure discovers an I / 
not-I interaction that places us in a logical prelation of a higher order prior to language, but 
in which it is inscribed. (Cf. Edelman, 1992, 16-168, 244, 369, 371, 386). Kant and Humboldt 
resonate even in the symbolic character of language, but without their thought.

In keeping with language, the tree structures of the syntax and the lexicon cannot be 
explained a priori without a modular interconnection of categorical correlation. For example, 
if there is no kind of connective substructure between the angular gyrus, on which abstract 
relationships depend, and the arcuate fasciculus, which connects the Wernicke and Broca 
areas, how do we obtain a general sense that includes lexemes, meanings and syntactic 
relationships instead? Some author attributes to the anthropological evolution of these areas 
the neurological potential of the explosive development of language (Ramachandran, 2011, 
211). Is there no abstract formation in the scheme of the lexicon, its semantics? They are not the 
processes abstract, recorded as something concrete, of the dynamic core and of the neurological 
interactions of the syntax, the combination of lexicon and phrase in sentence comprehension, 
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the one recorded in the lower left frontal gyrus (LIFG) and the other in the upper left temporal 
(STG)? How is the function of the angular gyrus abstract, that of the arcuate fascicle and thus that 
of other convolutions concrete? Edelman and Giulio Tononi (2002, 177) state that dynamic core 
interactions are not a function of an activity. Who, what factor induces the chain of abstractions, 
that is, of formal processes or forms of interwoven forms? Isn’t this the Logos?

The neurological arborization seems, rather, an explanatory scheme of something 
presupposed and not previously justified: the integrative, but reductive function of language. 
The partial results of the investigations condition the unthinkable or implicit from the beginning 
and reduce it to its requirements, constraints and presuppositions. Thus, intelligence can be 
technically separated from creativity, as if it were not intelligent, or consciousness which can 
be identified with the flow and information of the electromagnetic field of the brain (cemi 
theory; cf. Mcfadden, 2020). Does anyone doubt that the context of the motor cortex influences 
semantic processing? What else does it mean to be a motor? (cf. De Marco et al., 2018). And it 
is also found next to the sensory cortex. Are sensory neurons not moving, motorized?

Other investigations, extraordinary in experimental richness, consider “phenomenological 
consciousness” to be prescientific, and surpassed. It is affirmed that an idea is conscious when 
it is encoded by a set of neurons within the << global neural workspace >>, hypothesis of 
Dehaene (2014, 32), and of Changeux (2016, 20) based on the idea of   “conscious work space”, 
proposed by Bernard Baars in his work A Cognitive Theory of Consciousness (1988). And this 
implies a “global diffusion of information” from the cortex to the brain as a whole, to which 
consciousness “corresponds”. It corresponds, and is its correlate. The author signs the record. 
Instead, it does not tell us how the idea itself is formed. Rather, it presupposes or assumes that 
there is no other way to certify it. Or projects the current state of idea onto the neurons. Or 
it equates the neurological formation of experience with its spontaneous mental formation, 
unless we give neurons an attribute of intelligence. Dehaene (2014, 95) admits, however, 
that consciousness does not access raw sensation, but rather “an expert construction of the 
external world”, and that, before being conscious, a sensation “has to be recoded into an explicit 
form by a compact set of neurons” (Ibid., 267). That is to say, consciousness corresponds to 
neurons building with the mind a global space that replaces or would be that of abstraction. 
And so other similar questions arise about the phenomenal, neo-Kantian construction, or the 
epigenesis of consciousness and language. We move into its internal form, as in a kind of a 
priori simultaneously a posteriori.

Given the unquestionable experimental richness of neuroscience, scientists need a new 
conceptual lexicon that structures, justifies and supports it (cf. Domínguez Rey, 2006, 307-
318; 2008, 259-267). Once this lexicon is analyzed, the result of a higher logical order, that 
of the categories, propositions and values   assigned to its components and results, according 
to Edelman’s cartography, as well as its projective mental incarnation, differs little from the 
Kantian epistemological system and from the gnoseological and anthropological system, by 
Humboldt. A projective brain is even conceived of simulations of perceived reality according to 
the rules and laws of neurological planning and reduced to the neurocomputation principles 
(Berthoz, 2009, 17). The gnoseological difference is total, however, with respect to this new 
neurobiotic “philosophy”. In this sense, Edelman’s critique of generativism and cognitivism is 
correct, but it also turns against epigenic nativism without a valid starting point on the concept 
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of reality. Does the real have a cartographic map or is it confused with the neuroelectric, 
spectrographic, iconic constellations of the “particular reentries” of the brain areas? Is this 
the criterion of truth, the real biotic functioning of the combinations of chemical, atomic, and 
electromagnetic chains in the brain? The kinetic potential of processed experience? Why are 
the combinations not retro-projectives of sense even though they have enzymatic feedback, 
bacterial feedback inhibition, and anticipations in electrical oscillators? Meaning is projected 
by the analyst according to the content of environmental concepts.

We are continually witnessing a conceptual, telelenomic homology, with no explicit 
difference of homologated. The circularity of thought reverses neurobiological presuppositions 
in a questioned, uncritical immanence. There is an explicit neurobiotic basis for thought. 
However, there is a lack of a well-founded existential projection criterion. Neuroscience does 
not have a Kant or a Humboldt yet. And Edelman implies that they are no longer needed.

Surplus form: the unspeakable

Ontopoetics surpasses the aporias of knowledge, rational and experimental (Kant’s 
oequivoca generatio), by revealing its common creative root. Its germ or gramma transcends 
regulatory schemes and principles, laws that encrypt the continuation of the world in the 
human mind. This transcendence is the internal form (Humboldt’s innere Sprachform, formal 
and grammatical principle) of verbalized thought. To get into that form, to discover it within 
oneself, is to enter the formative genesis of revealed thought. The hermeneutical principle. 
This penetration is verified whenever we speak, phonic or mentally. Language remakes its 
foundation in each act of speech. It is accumulated and transferable energy that powers its 
original source. That is why thought overreacts, unveiling new dimensions, activates and 
expands it. In turn, the “cognitive power” thus increased, develops more that of language, 
in mutual overpressure (Humboldt, 1988, 54). The foundation maintains the reversibility 
observed in the lexeme with respect to the reference and its cognitive implications. And if 
language does not reach the horizon that imagination and idea raise, as Kant deems, or thought 
overflows it, other philosophers repeat with similar words – “language never covers the idea 
exactly”, so, in consonance with Humboldt, Michel Bréal, Amor Ruibal and Ortega y Gasset 
(2009, 494): “every expression is a metaphor (..) the logos itself is a phrase” –, the excess of 
content, the unspeakable, ventures from the fragment, residue or glow that it contains. Even 
in a latent state.

The exceedance of the content is also a correlate of the elative or significant sound, 
which overacts by disseminating – logograms, anagrams – and reverberating within the 
knowing compound after the trace of the unspeakable. Sound rolls time itself – “le son roule 
le temps lui-même” – as if it made it visible and its inability to contain its content is its own 
sound quality, thinks Emmanuel Lévinas (2009, 91, 90). The audition becomes imago. The 
double and asymmetric, let’s say, respective incontenence of the intertwining of thought and 
sound (Saussure’s pensée-son) is the preponderant formality (“überwiegende Formalität”) of 
language as cognitive power or Humboldt’s Denkvermögen (1988, 54): the form of thought. 
This form is something new and works radiated in various directions with differentiated 
potential whose difference is also formal, formalizing. The unspeakable of the stormy sea of   
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the idea in the world as a germ of the reason is a differential formant of knowledge. Such a 
difference increases the pressure and enhances the activity (energeia) produced.

Once formed, language possesses at any moment of its own, observes Humboldt (1988, 
2), “that which makes it a whole”. In the sentence the unity of the whole system is already 
found. And this by virtue of the a priori categorical correlation, we say, that subtends it. The 
word, Amor Ruibal infers (2005, 174), “must include all the virtual value of a proposition, 
and therefore of a phrase”. And about the propositions Kant deduces the types of judgment, 
its concepts, categories, laws and principles. It presupposes the verbal base from which it 
starts. And that is also done years later by Husserl and Amor Ruibal, laying respectively the 
foundations of structuralism and the Science of Language.

Before, Humboldt takes the step that Kant left in the air by concentrating on the 
transcendental concepts and ideas of reason. Language harmonizes and stimulates categories 
of thought (Humboldt cites several of the four kinds of judgment). They are forms that 
reverberate when the expression of the simpler ideas is linked grammatically in the simple 
phrase (Humboldt, 1988, 3). The German linguist unifies the function of rational and aesthetic 
judgment (the two Kantian critiques) in language. The reason for this is that language returns 
(wiedergiebt) with the object represented the sensation produced by it and locks the world 
with man, says Humboldt (1988, 428) comparing language with the emotional expression 
exhaled by the breath of the voice – existence breathing – and the sense that welcomes it. In 
thought, then, there is an ergative factor that is language. The successive elation of wave and 
idea integrated in the accent – speech soul for Humboldt – of the phono-seme creates an imago 
that is the germinal synthesis of a new entity in the world. We can call this mental reading 
factor (lect) –production reads itself: it is metapoetic – an aeon of the cognitive gramma or 
reverberating wave of the mind. A kind of grammatical synapse that perhaps indicates some 
correlate of genomic vibration in cells. We consider it an existential aeon by resorting to this 
Ionic participle of the Greek verb eimí (to be). It synthesizes the integrative resonance Being-
Thinking-Saying previously exposed.

EnergeƟ c predicate

Humboldt’s (1988, 608) “energetic predicate” is a “synthetic act” in which the existential 
dynamism of being is understood as acting both internally (state of consciousness) and 
external (active process). Such dynamism is identified with the grammatical form that attaches 
a subject and a predicate in the same way as the synthetic grammatical act of every name: 
the fusion between its constitutive elements and the radical theme. The act of fusion is the 
verb form Being or, on the ontoverbal plane, Being itself developing, that is, we understand, 
becoming a Being-entity. This is how, according to Humboldt (1988, 609), the passage from the 
speculative or from the “intimacy of the home” to the real takes place. And in this development 
the energetic and predicative action that attaches the being to the subject of the attributes is 
involved. A latitudo entis is generated, Francisco Suárez would say, of simultaneous intensive 
and expansive character. It is the internal explosion of the existential tension accumulated by 
quantum and qualitative vibration of the human being.

The implications of this operation are several and important. Humboldt implies that 
the grammatical form is equivalent in the sentence to the entitative unfolding of the being, 
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understanding what happens within oneself when acting in the world. And this compression 
becomes in the act and the grammatical form that encrypts it duty and power to also exercise 
it in function of the phrase, that is, of the other names mentioned above. Such an act is 
“positional self-activity”, like that of thought-sound, and that of the name and its morphemes, 
which tie man to the world. An ontological and neurological knot or nexus, as recognized 
by neurobiology (Changeux, 1983, 174). And that act, Humboldt adds, gives life to the other 
names that enter the phrase. The nominal constitution is effected, therefore, as a function of 
the latent life contained in the elements, say atomic, of language. And only this propagation 
of life is up to the verb. From this we deduce that the verb is already present, in some way, in 
every name, since it is the internal form that constitutes it: its active, vital principle.

Another implication of this assumption is that the simple contact of two terms 
presupposes, in the whole language, a union or dependence, a fusion that results fission or 
difference, variation, like that produced by the glow of a ray coming from somewhere, explains 
Humboldt. The verb is the very radiance that radiates and thunders, he says (1988, 609). It 
establishes another order of value in existence. Chomsky’s “Merge” concept inherits this 
contiguous implication of two elements in the sentence.

The derivations of Humboldt’s energetic predicate extend to other gnoseological, linguistic, 
bioethical, atomic, and even spiritual issues. It warns that the glare of the self-active positional 
act is not something that comes from the simple fact of joining two names, or the subject and 
the predicate, and that it is not a question here of speculating on the unitive apposition of the 
spirit and the immutable, but that there is something prior which underlies all this: the spirit 
is immutable – “sondern der Geist ist unvergänglich” (1988, 609). The clarity of the idea (the 
Logos) illuminates its phenomenological contours and the ontological principle. An animated, 
vital Logos. The light of Life (cf. Philonenko, 2006, 226-227).

Humboldt is also implicitly referring to the identical conformation of existential and 
predicative energy in every logical act. The problem of identity is typically philosophical. 
Language provides the integrative, synthetic and fusible revelation – a synthesis of mental light 
– but also fissional, dilated, of the naming that implies a concrete entity in the copulative “is”, 
an entity in itself. And that glow of  inner vision also alludes to the act or latent actuality of 
existence that indicates the verb as a background predicative relationship in all entities, and 
so in all names as well. 1 

1  This nodal point, concentrated and expansive, is also observed in the biblical verb, especially in the 
Psalms and proverbial texts, observes Alviero Niccacci (2020, 241). In the temporal and aspectual 
merism of the same Ɵ me axis, past and future are superimposed in parallel (qatal-yiqtol) with a fi lter 
in the present, a present-past-future, to enunciate in the morphemaƟ c adjuncƟ on, as retractable as 
expansive, a staƟ c center and, at the Ɵ me, dynamic. This center repeats itself as a creaƟ ve form of 
Ɵ me. Therefore, of existence. And even more signifi cant is the waw arƟ culatory point, actually a fl ying 
morpheme that moves along the temporal and narraƟ ve axis as the breath of a gramma of ontopoeƟ c 
emergence. Specifi cally, the phrase waw-x-qatal, ~che funge da antefaƩ o della narrazione che segue” 
(Niccacci, 2020, 65). Here is a clear example of a retroprojecƟ ve funcƟ on and background energeƟ c 
preaching. The volaƟ le repeƟ Ɵ on of waw is pure creaƟ ve upwelling. The knowledge of Niccacci’s 
Sintassi, and the cited reference, is due to Adriana Noemí Salvador’s doctoral thesis, elaborated on 
unpublished works by the Italian biblical writer: Alviero Niccacci’s Contribu  on to the Hebrew Verbal 
System in Old Testament Poetry. Analysis and Cri  cal Evalua  on (NaƟ onal University of Distance Edu-
caƟ on. Madrid, March 2020).
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The energetic predicate develops the nominative precedence of the name. It rotates on 
itself from the presence of something indeterminate in the mind and that induces the nominal 
attributive act. This induction reveals more aspects, traits of the imprecise X, which is becoming 
a node of the attributions at the same time that it reverts to them with more features, profiles. 
This inductive projection of attribution is considered by Husserl as modified from the previous 
existence judgment. Not “it is the same to name something existing as such and to state (to 
predicate) that it exists” (Husserl, 1984, 489). Now, in the expression “as such” (“als solches”) 
an existence is already recognized, and double, but de same: that of the name as a cognitive 
gemination, as we saw previously, and that of something X, not just anything, since we attribute 
a name to it differentiated. The attribute is already a quality of existence, and not beside 
(nebenher) the being of the judgment (Husserl, 1984, 487), but of the being as such. The word 
is existential quality: qualia. If the judgment mentally distances itself for an instant from Being 
to recognize it as existing, it is already a word. The intuition to being is Being.

In the energetic predicate an alternating attributive flow is produced in which the node 
is already the objective pole and the flow is such a predicate. The bond that surrounds the 
growing bundle of attributes, traits and qualities, is also polarized in the electrical flux, which 
is that of consciousness. We have two poles rotating in the same flow. And as this flowing 
is being the existence of the one who knows integrated into the background world of the 
subject-thing (object) ontological nexus, it is noted differentiated in the process as one-self 
something, in turn self-attributed, but as if the initial X, already objectified, and the process will 
also speak, differentiated, and someone will recognize them by listening to them. Object in an 
X-background and subject-loop in another immeasurable background are now subject to new 
attributions with subtle emergent and expansive differences. An emergent and pre-predicated 
subject. The projected rotation on itself expands at a differential point. It is a process that 
is captured without being able to get its entire radiation and it is a word. The two poles are 
already subject to a new relationship, which diffracts the ontological power generated there, 
creating a singular horizon of expansion with new correlations. It creates the scope of its own 
projection. The name powers the name by replicating the core that constitutes it. The process 
of this revelation is ontopoetic. No other creates by expanding.

Here is the quantum and qualitative point of language, the ontological difference of Being, 
the lexical and predicative difference of the logical and grammatical proposition of thought. 
It is also a nodal vertex, in our opinion, of the Chomskyan Computation Component of the 
cognitive system and language faculty, as well as of the Merge operation (Chomsky, 2015, 207-
208). Being computes.

Retro-pro-jecƟ on: metapoeƟ c funcƟ on

We have referred several times to the phenomenon of retro-pro-jection. 1 It is a cognitive 
process revealed in the functioning of language. It includes recursion, replication, the anaphoric 
and cataphoric horizon, as well as the logogrammatic, and phenomenological retention 

1 We separate here with hyphens, and as an isolated example, the prefi xes of this word to highlight the 
intermediate posiƟ on of the reversible and anƟ cipatory process PRO. The reversal gives it more potenƟ al. 
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and projection. It refers to the drive name of all nominations. It functions as a significant 
background resonance (a qualified continuum), phonemic (Aristotle’s foné semantiqué). The 
phonic articulation is already phonemic, differential and distributive (phonological). This 
presupposes that the wave function (phono-acoustic: emitting and receptive at the same time 
in each speaker, through dual organs with function interference) has become an “article”, a 
singular particle: articulated space-time of thought whose turns permeate and segment the 
elements thus qualified in a new comprehensive level. We can call this segment-particle a 
linguistic quantum or a unit of phonemic action (Cf. Domínguez Rey, 2019, 518-519). 

The phono-seme is characterized, at the same time, by the fusion of tone, timbre, 
accent, and as a gramma. It is, we stated at the beginning of this study, a continuation of the 
Nature energy in man and a synthesis of the Space-Time-Mode hypercategories, which imply 
Movement and Action. This spatio-temporal articulation presupposes physical, psychic and 
mental action according to the phonic and conceptual (phenomenological) Mode. It creates 
depth by radiating the sound, leaving behind it (presence-absence) an internal vibration that 
fosters the phonemic foundation of language (Humboldt, 1988, 474, 651). A specific unit of 
linguistic knowledge is established there.

The singular linguistic quantum is the values   of traits in the relational impregnation 
or correlation of the components of the sign in a transcended instance. The correlation is 
already mental and presupposes an unconscious comparison, assimilated in the process of 
acquiring and learning a language. The comparison indicates a pre-logical judgment in the 
development of children’s thinking, confirmed by neuroscience. Therefore, and at least and in 
principle, two orientations work there: prospective linear and retroprojective, where Saussure 
(2002, 96) frames the meaning, backwards (“à rebours”). The result is a holistic function or 
correlation radiated on the double plane of presence and absence, which is paradigm and 
syntagma, since they overlap. Each plane is subtended by the other. The verbal process thus 
considered synthesizes the three-dimensional space-time of basic physics, its processes of 
impulse (locution), induction (rotation), expansion (radial vibration) and of superposition by 
coating, as in the cognition of quantum physics. This is how the lexemes are generated and, 
with their projection, and also the new lexical units.

The allusion to quantum physics is made not only by the articulated indeterminacy of 
principle, the wave diffraction of photons and ocular, phonic-acoustic engrams, with radiated 
brain interference (Dehaene, 2014, 267), but also the interactive link between the speaker 
and the energy of nature. With the denomination of linguistic quantum we want to indicate, 
above all, the parallel and coincidence of terms, concepts, correlations and functions of 
quantum physics and ontopoetics when explaining the operating principle of language. They 
are general and specific modes of knowledge. Thus, among others, in addition to those above 
mentioned, the notions of superposition, intertwining, calculation potential and of processed 
experience; the interaction of presence and absence of form with incalculable distance reach; 
the embodiment of meaning, for us the inherence of meaning; derived ontological problems, 
such as the identity of the self, reductive in neurobiotic, revealing fusion-fission in linguistics, 
and the opening of creative consciousness, ontopoetics, etc.

In the language formation, a coating of power or ergative function is involved. The 
phonemic elations, restricted in the linear and discrete syntagmatic plane, multiply correlated 
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in the significant and its reversal. They acquire continuity due to the sense that encompasses 
them and endows them with synthetic intension, as a nucleus rather than atomic, ontopoetic. 
The network of paradigmatic networks potentially comprises all possible combinations. Its 
background is an exponential reserve of new relationships, forms, and explains, on the one 
hand, the evolution of languages, and on the other, the typology of each one and between 
groups of them. The domain of language, “infinite and without borders”, thus includes, 
according to Humboldt (1988, 477), “the embodiment of everything thinkable”.

The operative determination of verbal wave-article (the phonemic type, first level of 
articulated sense or Sinnnesartikulation) constitutes what we call metapoetic function of 
language. Its retro-projective character is also a spectrum of the turning of consciousness on the 
units of knowledge. Its discriminating, diacritical capacity (Aristotle’s diaíresis), differentiates 
units, elements, and contemplates them (intends and intuits) simultaneously. That is why 
some thinkers speak of mirror, reflection, homology of pensée-son, and also of mirror-neurons, 
whose coordination nevertheless reveals their condition of copy, the neurological relational 
foundation and the blind spot of vision as well as the mute, silent, but active, of the verbal 
pause and halftime, which is also a rhythmic function : head and end modulations of phonic 
formants, overlapping of patterns in brain gray matter; synergy of occipital and acoustic zones 
in the brain, etc.

The metalanguage is a logical and iconic function of articulated knowledge based on 
this other deeper METÁ feature. We say iconic because the prelative imago arising there 
radiates in each language and in the language an icon of its formation. The tone-timbre-accent 
relationship presupposes the intersubjective dimension in speech and the resonance both 
social and those of the environment and surroundings: integrated society and individual. A 
linguistic unit by subsumption of background without prevalence of part, since it occurs in 
the ontological, and ontic, entitative, genetic and ontopoetic priority (thinking- being-existing-
saying), and even quantitatively qualified.

Humboldt (1988, 478, 479) deduces from here, to explain the impossible natural union 
of sound and concept, as well as the distinction between itself and the categories, a third 
integrating element, sensitive, extensive (space) or intense (time), according to degree 
difference. This factor, inherited and expanded by Chomsky (cf. Smith-Allot, 2016, 107-108) 
with neurological and enactive implications, is, for us, the formal principle of integration. The 
result of it is the horizontal, vertical, radiated, allogrammatic superposition – connotations, the 
entire logogrammatic process –, in rotation of syntagma and paradigm, as a leak and reversal 
point. This turning – lect function – comes from the cognitive nucleus of constant and mutable 
relations and oscillations of the linguistic sign (Amor Ruibal, Saussure). It also includes the 
traces that language treasures of its phono-semic formation process and, once formed, of the 
reversion it carries out on thought (Humboldt, 1988, 17, 21, 159), as a background resonance 
or pro-consciousness. 1 For Humboldt (ibid., 21), language is simultaneously, as in Plato, image 

1 We emphasize the words footprints and resonance because Humboldt uses them associated with the 
habit that results from the use of language. Resonance aff ects the correlaƟ ve vibraƟ on of the object, 
the sensible, objecƟ ve and conceptual order, once the phenomenon is processed by the understan-
ding and designated, evoked, by the word. A pro-conscious reverberaƟ on is created in which langu-
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and sign: “zugleich Abbild und Zeichen”. The aforementioned twirl and continuous re-entry of 
the verbal process evidently has an electromagnetic and behavioral basis in the brain. 1

The operational simultaneity gives the form (shape) in any of its functions the value 
of a relational synthetic core. The background is active in it, that is, the entire linguistic-
epistemological system. That is why the distinction between figure and background, as 
established by the Gestalt theory (form), is not very adequate, except for methodological 
reasons. Both planes are formal, actually a single plane with double or varied imaginative 
projection. The Gestalt figure is an outlined surface and evokes an inductive background that 
remains flat. It hides the depth that underlies it, since there is in it an implicit process of ideal 
folding, reflection or projection of the visual system on the formative period of the idea arising 
there; at least, to understand the constituted shape. And the same thing happens with the 
sound wave regarding the idea.2 The intuitive instant of Gestalt configuration also remains at 
the apex of differentiating synthetic fusion. In ontopoetic form, space vibrates, resonates. It 
acquires and extends the intensity of time. A quantum introjection of overlays and re-coverings 
occurs. The space is animated. If it is autogenous, as in the work of art, as observed by Henri 
Maldiney, 2012, 272), it is due to the orbited tension of time, especially the neurological one. 
The space-time form continues the dynamism and vibration of Nature in the living articulation 
of language.

All this makes possible the semiotics or general science of signs, whose basic paradigm 
is the linguistic one. The phono-semi-iconic effect is more subtle than the acoustic-visual 
interference of the Gestalt image and the reductive neurological one. The synergy of the 
optic and acoustic nerves, excited from two respective receptor sources and active in the 
prefontal area, crosses the brain longitudinally and transversely. The initial segmentation of 
the word is unconscious and begins in the primary visual auditory area (V1) with millions of 
neuronal discharges whose registration is impossible to make, observes Dehaene (2014, 267). 
Likewise, the thalamic-cortical interconnection or reentries of the so-called dynamic core; of 
the pyramidal cells of the cortex with long axons distributed horizontally in other areas of the 
brain; the reverse conexion of the inside of the frontal lobes; the intersection of the angular 
gyrus, with abstract nuances, between the temporal, occipital and parietal lobes; the arched 
fascicle, which interconnects the Wernicke (semantics) and Broca (syntax) areas; the function 
of the amygdala, related to emotions; identification of fluctuations in evoked potentials (P300 
wave) with consciousness, etc., induce electromagnetic signals, parameters and reactions. On 

age recovers its Logos value simultaneously apophanƟ c and poeƟ c. The noƟ on of pro-consciousness 
has already been cited at the beginning of this study (Miguel-Héctor Fernández-Carrión, 2020, 31-32) 
It can also be applied to the self-appropriaƟ on which the speaker makes of the social icon of langu-
age and that funcƟ ons as a resonant of unconsciousness in spontaneous processes, but even as a 
background for talking, opinion, ideological validity, Heidegger’s worldliness, etc. Expressions in this 
regard are abundant. Here it works as an implicit other, a latent, introjected alterity. 

1 Proof of this are the language defi ciencies that have arisen, such as aphasia, when the overlapping of 
syntagmaƟ c and paradigmaƟ c relaƟ onships decompensaƟ on, for example, in the areas of Wernicke 
(loss of semanƟ c sense and constancy of syntacƟ c regulaƟ on) and Broca (the opposite: syntacƟ c dis-
connecƟ on and permanence of meaning).

2 C. Ortega y Gasset, 2006, 170-171; 2004, 768; Boulgakov, 1991, 31.
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the other hand, they do not explain the transcendental phenomenon of language and art, 
rather they reduce it if we try to understand their values   with watertight modules or simple 
neural oscillations, warns Gerald M. Edelman (2006, 156). The same impressions would not 
have the same effect if they could be reproduced in the brains of different speakers and artists. 
Furthermore, what can be understood by information transfer in the human genome and 
in language differs fundamentally. In the genomic process, once the protein is synthesized, 
Francis Crick observed (1970), the sequenced transmission of the nucleic acid is irreversible.

The simultaneous convolutions of the brain anfractuosities, with possible vibration and 
intracellular resonance of the respective neurons, are neither the retroprojective correlations 
of the lect factor nor of the phonemic particles. The brain and chemical patterns subtend the 
linguistic ones, but do not constitute them as such. They are not identified with the mental 
radiation, syngeneic, of the qualitas and processual sense revealed there. 1 The patterns, cards 
or mental maps alternate with each other and even overlap each other, producing an effect of 
holistic depth that reverberates the harmonic set of cognitive faculties as a spectrum.

The icon is kinesic, kinesthetic, biotic, and refers to the cognitive nuclear imago, the 
radiated depth of the idea in the projection of the communicative horizon, its vibratory 
background. And this depth surpasses the flat and plastic character of the purely figurative, 
Gestalt form, of a background as superficial as its figure: “la form n’est pas la contrepartie 
du fond, parce que’elle n’est pas la figure”, observes Henri Maldiney (2012, 272). The Gestalt 
background is contour, focused environment, spectral simulation, and the imago is the 
illuminating formal process or projection of the ontopoetic background of knowledge, its PRO 
phoric orientation. We refer to the knowing realm of thought in its reflective beginning, there 
where mental energy makes its first reflection by awakening in it, as Humboldt (1981, 97-98) 
says, self-awareness, language and the first impulse of speech, scope and orientation of man in 
the world. The background and native apex of the idea. This opening to the environment with 
internal energy, realizing oneself and being orientated (Husserl, Ernst Cassirer, Karl Jaspers, 
Heidegger, Roman Ingarden, Hans-Georg Gadamer and other thinkers here located) is the 
same opening of “intimate contact” with the object in the intimate objectifying process and of 
intersubjective encounter with the other, the otherness. 2 This is the force of language, more 

1 Cf. Domínguez Rey, 2009, 124-126, 208-212, 256-259, 270-275; 2014, 57-64). 
2 It would be necessary to inquire into the human genome if there is an energeƟ c nucleus that integra-

tes the replicaƟ ve funcƟ on of DNA, the diff erenƟ ated syntheƟ c RNA and the vibraƟ on of subatomic 
parƟ cles. And to see if such energy induces a gravitaƟ onal refl ex that drives neuronal oscillaƟ ons 
capable of moƟ vaƟ ng the phonic arƟ culaƟ on of the breathed air and with deicƟ c orientaƟ on. The 
hypothesis of an underlying network dynamism between the universe and the brain (Vazza-Feleƫ  , 
2020), with similar confi guraƟ ons, levels of complexity and self-organizaƟ on, opens up new expecta-
Ɵ ons in this regard. Does the a priori neurobiological correlate have a prior inducƟ on to the “pre-re-
presentaƟ ons”, to the mixture (blending) of nerve cell networks? If there is a selecƟ ve “generator of 
diversity” and simultaneosly integraƟ ng, as it seems to exist in atomic maƩ er, we have reached the 
nerve center of unknown X. A dynamic center that is syntheƟ c, diff erenƟ al and distribuƟ ve at the 
same Ɵ me. We will have divinized the seminal component of the unknown, as did Saint AugusƟ ne, 
with Platonic and Aristotelian precedent. And at this point it is inevitable to recall Plato’s Philebus (39 
a-c): man has within him a grammarian and a painter, the gramma and the perspecƟ ve of the scheme 
or copy. The hypothesis of “mental Darwinism” (Changeux, 2016, 203-206) recalls the origins of the 
Logos. The phonic sound and the ontological rotaƟ on of the energeƟ c predicate would then have a 
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intensive than extensive (Humboldt, 1981, 197). The language-concept, the name-idea and 
various other philosophical, linguistic and poetic denominations of the history of thought.

The original foundation of language reveals a qualitative entity formed by continuous 
correlation of elements and functions. At the same time he discovers, in the words of Pierre 
Emmanuel (1967, 281), and according to Baudelaire’s correspondences, mysterious solidarity 
(“solidarités mystérieuses”) that transcend its formations. Speaking, one feels himself 
immersed in the universal commonality, and anonymous, of the crowd. That feeling is singular, 
the “universal singular”, not the individual, but the depth of the multitude that, without 
knowing itself, encourages informed as something universally singular.

The unthinkable of depth transcends the correlation of the essential form that discovers 
the pre-logical categorical priority (Husserl, 1929, 285-286, 295). In his singularized community, 
Pierre Emmanuel (1967, 274) intuits, as if glossing Humboldt, an anticipation of a word that 
is the “abyssal support” of language. It refers to a common presence of unifying clarity: “un 
être-ensemble pressenti par-delà ce qui individualise et divise”. Such a presence would also 
be the stagnation of consciousness and emotional opacity: “l’étanchéité des conciences et la 
mutuelle opacité des coeurs”. The French poet and thinker alludes with these words, it seems 
to us, to the ideal and unifying, ontological essence of the being of entities, but also to the 
mental calm and the immutable radiance of Humboldt’s ideal predicative union. It would be a 
noumenal being, unnamed, but at the same time nominating, an enlightening word tension. 
The underlying tension precisely contradicts the stagnation – “l’étanchéité” – of consciousness 
and emotional opacity.

Language is, as we are discussing, an atomic removal of the ideality of consciousness. 
Ontopoetics surpasses the antinomies of phenomenology and linguistics. The essence of 
the verbal sign is a continuous conformation. The apparent delay of the unifying instant – it 
transcends the orbit of space-time as the transcendental self and objective unity – remains 
a germinal gramma of the entitative correlation. When the self and the object conform 
themselves as entities, but never symmetrical, nor totalized, the background that transcends 
them resonates. Language is, even abyssed, a glow of being in the entity. Heidegger (1977, 329) 
attributes this glow to the poetry of thought and considers it “leap over the pit”, connoting 
grave: “der Sprung über einen Graben”, he says about the internal twisting of thought on itself 
to translate a sentence of Anaximander (“Der Spruch des Anaximander”). Thinking is original 
poetry: “Das Denken ist die Urdichtung” (Ibid, 328).

If there is an original radiance, even if it is on the edge of the abyss, and at the root of the 
word, some place or its correlate illuminates, even if it is the wandering flash of an already 
extinguished star. This is the complicit, geminate and twin, difference between poetry and 
philosophy.

The ontopoetic background of thought reveals something more than the wave-particle 
or part of an ontological recursion. It projects the speaker on the singular background and 
foundation of universal resonance when feeling transcended in the unspeakable or nameless, 

common neuroatomic precedent. The bioƟ c background of our organism would produce a singular 
globalizing wave, without specifi c neuronal determinaƟ on, which would give meaning to the whole 
process. Kant’s Einbildungskra  , Eduard von Hartmann’s poe  c form, Husserlian Sinngebung, Heide-
gger’s Ereignis, etc. Ontopoetry.
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the anonymous Kantian ocean of existence. The horizon of poetic thought transcends the 
sound barrier, the logical understanding of the singular-universal and the splitting of concept 
and category.

Kant’s “rhapsodic” method, the retroprojection of the internal form, of Humboldt’s 
energetic predicate, of Eduard von Hartmann’s poetic form, and the pre-logical nexus of relative 
entity (Amor Ruibal), suture, without saturating it, the unspeakable opening of thought. And 
then the unspeakable is the ineffable. That which prompts the creator to say even more, 
commenting on what was said or forgetting it, immersed in the search for something that 
requires a new language or silence, another way of speaking. It is the total opening (ἀπείρων) 
of the language. The unrelated relationship. Saying exposed to its significant tension without its 
own meaning or saying. It explodes the content of meanings and “the totality that it embraces”, 
says Levinas (1982, 236). It opens up to the immense, nameless, unknown. In the ineffable there 
is, however, a subliminal light more intense and in the distance than the reason that catches it, 
intuits Tymieniecka (1990, 89). It is Logos, however, as we have been exposing. Reason lights up 
looking for the light that worries it. And science is no stranger to this search. He has discovered 
the gramma incision of energy in the mind or qualitative instant of knowledge.

Such proposals continue to deepen the ontological difference and the mental leap, not 
only of Nietzsche and Heidegger, but also of Chomsky. “The being of the entity is the ἐνέργεια” 
(“Das Sein des Seienden ist die ἐνέργεια”), says Heidegger (1977, 371) in line with Humboldt’s 
energetic predicate, the two thinkers glossing the Greek emergence of thought. And the 
difference between the input and output of energeia in the emergent and computational 
process of language presupposes, on the other hand, as in the brain, a “Great Leap Forward” 
capable of producing an assembly (“Merge”) of elements, forms, levels, in the oscillation, let-
us say, electromagnetic of thought. (Chomsky, 2006, 183-184).

Epilogue

As a synthesis of what is exposeded here, and considering that the concepts of quantum 
and qualia form a unit of action in language according to a wave of meaning, the aeon, we can 
technically call this phenomenon quaeon (que): quantity and quality in an operative constant 
of meaning, not reducible to its formants or components. With this name we synthesize the 
particle (article)-wave duality of the phono-sema by synthesizing a nucleus of dynamic integrity 
that is both discrete and continuous in the flow of consciousness. 1 It is a synthetic-analytic 

1 It is a phenomenon similar to that of the introducƟ on of the conƟ nuity of classical physics in quan-
tum, of a discrete nature, and of the principle of complementarity of Niels Bohr (cf. Dolidze, 2013, 
127-128). Now, the correlaƟ on index of the linguisƟ c terms and elements – their acƟ on potenƟ al (the 
quaeons) – complements them by inducing a sense as a reading (lect) unit of understanding. It is its 
character symbol or radiated dimension of opening of the sign to more meaning or interpretaƟ on. 
And this already introduces us to hermeneusis. There is a conƟ nual request for meaning in the built-in 
map of elements. Under this aspect, ontopoeƟ cs is a constant and creaƟ ve opening of meaning with 
existenƟ al resonance in the world. The philosopher and writer Mamuka Dolidze (2013, 134, 135) – we 
already menƟ oned this – intuits in the dynamic integrity of maƩ er a ~self-interpretaƟ on” that founds 
~self-creaƟ on in intenƟ onality of being”. And he considers it relevant to Max Plank’s constant of acƟ -
on in physics. This idea can be coordinated with Humboldt’s energeƟ c predicate. On the other hand, 
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rhythmic unit that includes the differential of relation and integration (i n / p) previously exposed. 
It also figures out the entitative and a priori nexus of subject-object correlation and the hinge 
of the energetic predicate. It includes different elements and functions whose simultaneous 
performance constantly enhances them and discovers other yet unkown roots of its own. It 
therefore implies an inherent comparison, deductible a posteriori. The asymmetry of elements 
correlated in unity of action, the exceedance of one component with respect to another, does 
not imply entropy here. On the contrary, asymmetry increases the effect of meaning, as shown 
in anagrams and in the economy of verbal structures and functions regarding to the meaning 
of a word, phrase, sentence, text. There is a constant retro-(ahead)-projection of parametric 
values into a field of real significance. This presupposes a novelty of continuous opening of 
reality in language, and vice versa. The pre-sense and gramma resonance of the pre-logical 
nexus functions as a guide (“pilot wave” of quantum hypotheses) or orientation of activities, 
achievements, in an indefinite horizon. And this function is simultaneous to the formation 
or emergence of a phono-(semi-ideo)-referential core. And this is the ontopoetic function of 
language and knowledge. 

The poetic experience knows this priority-guide of something not known in advance 
that, nevertheless, is being realized and ends up being a poem without there being a final 
predetermination in it. Its constants, rhythmic laws, are unique. Although they apply to new 
compositional attempts, they do not guarantee poetic uniqueness. They would be icons, 
clones, pure rhetoric, not essential poetry. However, the intention would also be ontopoetic.

The quaeon continues to be subject to new intuitive and contextual projections. There is 
not an adequate and unanimous explanation. Ontopoetics transcends gnoseological aporias.

In addition, taking into account that each language unit is, in itself, an energetic nucleus 
of correlations, and therefore, a potential action, quantum, we represent the basic nomination 
formulation, already known, as: “T (R): PRO Tc (T’): Lxc ↭ L∞. Its energy value is also qualitative. 
That is why we abbreviate it by calling it a queaeon (que). It is also a pre-scientific germ of 
knowledge: ontological unity of being (existing) – thinking – saying. Ontopoetics.
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antonio domingues rei antonio domingues rei 

enis ontopoeturi sinTezi

(meore nawili)

reziume

enis aq warmodgenili analizi im Temis gagrZelebaa, romelic gadmocemulia 

Jurnalis wina gamocemaSi. avtori farTod ganixilavs lingvisturi filo so-

fiis problemebs, huserlis cnobierebis fenomenologiis da sicocxlis fe-

nomenologiis (enis ontopoeziis) Suqze. igi agreTve exeba humboltis Se xe-

dulebas enis, rogorc energetikuli fenomenis Sesaxeb, sadac sityva da idea 

erTi ganuyofeli arsia, romelic aris SegrZnebadic da transcendenturic; 

amiT aixsneba msoflio enaTa simravle. kantis moZRvreba sityvis, ideis da cne-

bis mimarTebis Taobaze, avtors exmareba farTod gaaSuqos ortega i gasetis, 

hartmanis, Comskis, sosiuris, valter beniaminis, bulgakovis da sxva gamoCenil 

mkvlevarTa lingvisturi Tvalsazrisebi. naSromis epilogSi keTdeba metad 

saintereso daskvna analogiis Sesaxeb, erTi mxriv, enis Tanamedrove gagebasa 

da, meore mxriv, kvanturi Teoriis indeterministul interpretacias Soris. 

avtoris azriT, atomur fizikaSi korpuskularul-talRuri dualizmi neiro-

mec nierebaSi cnobierebis fenomenologiuri nakadis da neiromeqanizmebis du-

alizms gviCvenebs, rac originalurad aisaxeba Tanamedrove lingvistikaSi, 

sityvis kreaciul energiasa da mis refleqsur-gamomsaxvelobiT funqciasTan 

mimarTebis sferoSi.
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ekoeTikuri da ekokulturuli modelebi

ECOETHICAL AND ECOͳCULTURAL MODELS

anastasia zaqariaanastasia zaqariaZe Ze 

bunebis uflebebi VS uflebebi bunebaze –                    
ekoeTikuri perspeqtiva

adamianis da bunebis urTierToba rTuli da winaaRmdegobrivia. es urT-

ierToba istoriulad icvleboda adamianis evoluciis procesSi sazoga-

doebrivi formaciis cvlasTan erTad. kacobriobis istoriis manZilze adg-

ili hqonda lokalur da globalur cvlilebebs, me-19 saukunemde anTro-

pogenuli cvlilebebi SedarebiT SeumCneveli iyo. me-20 saukuneSi teqnikur 

revoluciasTan, ekonomikur zrdasTan da resursebis araTanabar ganawile-

basTan dakavSirebiT ekologiuri situacia kardinalurad Seicvala. kaco-

brioba aRmoCnda axali urTulesi globaluri problemebis winaSe, Tavi 

iCina ekologiurma krizisma, romelic ganpirobebulia rogorc social-

ur-ekonomikuri, teqnikur-teqnologiuri mizezebiT, aseve sulierebis Ri-

rebulebebis gadafasebiT. 

Tanamedrove filosofosebis mtkicebiT, `tradiciuli anTropologi-

uri peizaJi~, romelSic yofierebis analizi iwyeboda sruliad konkretuli 

erTianobidan – `me samyaroSi~ – dRes icvlis konfiguracias. 

zurab kakabaZe samarTlianad aRniSnavs, rom `adamianis cxovrebis mov-

lenebi SeuZlebelia, aixsnas sayovelTaod ucvleli mimarTebebiTa da gan-

sazRvrulobebiT~ (kakabaZe, 2018: 78).

tradiciuli midgomis SemTxvevaSi adamiani, me iwyebda imiT, rom sam-

yaros ganayenebda sakuTari yofierebidan. adamiani aRaraa warmodgenili 

rogorc garegansazRvruli da Tavis mimarTebebSi ganmeorebadi. me ukve 

aRar warmogvidgeba rogorc daqvemdebarebuli sayovelTaod ucvleli 

mimarTebebze da mTlianad dakidebuli gansazRvrulobebze. am gadmosaxe-

didan davinaxavT, rom adamianis cxovrebis sazrisze da Rirebulebaze war-

modgenebi icvleba da rom adamianis fundamenturi arseba aris ara raciona-

luri Semecneba, aramed Semoqmedeba. 

Cveni mokle kvlevis amocanaa, axsnas: bunebis uflebebi Tu uflebebi 

bunebaze? 

Tavidanve aRvniSnavT, rom Tanamedrove ekoeTikuri perspeqtiva 

gulisxmobs, rom me samyaroSi aradiqotomiuri erTobaa da masSi arsebobs 

mxolod bunebis uflebebi da arasdros uflebebi bunebaze, rac ekoeTikis 

Tanamedrove dafuZnebis winapirobaa.

* * *

faqtia, rom teqnikuri revoluciiT gamowveuli `cxovrebis xarisxis~ 

zrdis mavne Sedegebi. adamianma gvian aRiqva ekologiuri katastrofis saSiS-
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roeba. mxolod gasuli saukunis meore naxevarSi momzadda pirveli garemos-

dacviTi `SezRuduli pasuxismgeblobis koncefcia~, mogvianebiT ki axali 

gafarToebuli `maRali pasuxismgeblobis koncefcia~.1 gaCnda globaluri 

procesebis ganviTarebis da misi Sedegebis prognozis aucilebloba. romis 

klubma, romelic gansakuTrebuli avtoritetiT sargeblobs msoflios in-

teleqtualur centrebs Soris, erT-erTma pirvelma ganixila globaluri 

procesebi da miuTiTa ekologiuri krizisis moaxlovebaze da usasrulo 

ekonomikuri zrdis Sedegebis saSiSroebaze. romis klubis pirvel moxsene-

baSi ̀ zrdis zRvrebi~ (“The limits of the growth”) denis medouzma TanaavtorebTan 

erTad warmoadgina globaluri modelirebis Sedegebi, romlebmac cxadyo 

katastrofis gardauvaloba ganusazRvreli zrdis Tanamedrove tenden-

ciebis SenarCunebis SemTxvevaSi da gamoiTqva dasabuTebuli SeSfoTeba 

Seqmnili situaciis gamo. klubis damaarsebeli cnobili sazogado moRva-

we aurelio peCei Tavis wignSi `adamianuri Tvisebebi~ werda, rom proble-

mis arsi, romelmac Tavi iCina adamianis evoluciis Tanamedrove etapze, 

mdgo  mareobs imaSi, rom adamianebi ver aswreben kulturis adaptirebas maT 

mierve inicirebuli cvlilebebis Sesabamisad. am krizisis mizezi adami anis 

Sinagan bunebaSia. amitom yvela am problemebis gadaWra SesaZlebelia mxo-

lod adamianis Sinagani mrwamsis Secvlis Sedegad. sazogadoebam unda Sei-

gnos Tanamedrove ekologiuri krizisis saSiSroeba da arsebiTad Secvalos 

bunebisadmi Tavisi mtacebluri damokidebuleba (Peccei: 1977). Tanamedrove 

msoflio problematika globaluri xasiaTisaa da ver gadawydeba calkeu-

li, Tundac uZlieresi qveynebis damoukidebuli ZalisxmeviT. `dedamiwaze 

sicocxlis gaqrobis da planetis daRupvis moaxloebuli saSiSroebis wi-

naSe damdgar kacobriobas erTaderTi gza aqvs darCenili – gaerTianeba, am-

biciebis uaryofa, Zalauflebisa da ganusazRvreli gamdidrebis survilis 

daZleva, – xazgasmulia romis klubis moxsenebebSi, rogoricaa kingisa da 

Snaideris `pirveli globaluri revolucia~ (A.King and B. Schneider: 1997) da 

Snaideris `skandali da sircxvili: siRaribe da umuSevroba~ (Bertrand Schnei-
der: 1995) da sxv. adamianis fizikuri gadarCena romis klubis mesveurebma 

adamianis sulierebis radikalur cvlilebas daukavSires. romis klubis 

moxsenebebma msoflioSi progresulad moazrovne politikosebis, mecnier-

Ta da sazogado moRvaweTa mxardaWera da mowoneba daimsaxura. imis miuxe-

davad, rom yvelam ar gaiziara maT mier SemuSavebuli pesimisturi scenari, 

romis klubis moxsenebebi kacobriobis sulier cxovrebis mniSvnelovan 

movlenad iqca. maT Secvales msoflio azrovneba da stimuli misces axal 

politikur, ekologiur da ekonomikur Zvrebs, dasaxes ganviTarebis axali 

trendi. msoflioSi Seqmnilma mZime ekologiurma da socialurma viTarebam, 

adamianis bunebisadmi momxmareblurma damokidebulebam ganapiroba axali 

1 1972 wels stokholmSi gaimarTa saerTaSoriso konferencia, romelic miZRvnili 
iyo ekologiuri da garemosdacviTi problebisadmi, ganxiluli iyo ekonomikis 
da ekologiis urTierTdamokidebulebis sakiTxebi.
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kompleqsuri sagnis, metamecnierebis – ekologiuri eTikis ganviTareba, 

romelic gansazRvravs adamianis da bunebis moralur urTierTobas, zneo-

briv principebs, normebs da qmedebebs. ekologiuri eTika sazogadoebrivi 

Segnebis formaa da dafuZnebulia ekologiis da klasikuri eTikis ZiriT-

ad principebze. Tanamedrove filosofiisTvis ekoeTikas warmoadgens ara 

periferiaze gandgomil, ganyenebul segments, aramed zneobis filosofiis 

gansakuTrebulad saTuT da mniSvnelad nawils. esaa swored is segmenti, sa-

dac adamiani, rogorc ekocentruli diskursis kreatori, iRebs pasuxismge-

blobasac da valdebulebasac samyaroze, sadac xdeba ara ganyeneba adamian-

isa bunebisgan, aramed bunebis Sinagani Rirebulebis aRiarebis gziT xdeba 

bunebis sazRvrebis gafarToeba.

mokle istoriuli eqskursi mokle istoriuli eqskursi 

termini `ekologia~ samecniero brunvaSi Semoitana germanelma mecni-

erma, biologma ernst hekelma (1834-1919), biologiis erT-erTi ganStoebis 

aRsaniSnavad. droTa ganmavlobaSi ekologiis interesebi gascda bio-

lo giuri mecnierebis CarCoebs, miiRo kompleqsuri saxe da aisaxa Ta-

namedrove cnebebSi da terminebSi: globaluri ekologia, adamianis eko-

logia, socialuri ekologia, sainJinro ekologia, kulturis ekologia, 

cnobierebis ekologia, adamianis ekologia, istoriis ekologia, religiis 

ekologia, sulierebis ekologia, ekologiuri eTnografia da sxva. termini 

`eTika~ pirvelad Tavis SromebSi gamoiyena didma berZenma filosofosma 

aristotelem, romelic Tvlida, rom eTikis mizania adamianis qmedeba 

da ara codna. is iziarebda antropocentristul azrebs, romlebic ar 

Seesabameba ekoeTikis normebs. eTikis gamoyofa, rogorc filosofiis 

gansakuTrebuli kategoriis, dakavSirebulia sofistebis moZRvrebasTan 

(V). klasikuri eTika, ekologiuri eTikisagan gansxvavebiT, Camoyalibebuli 

filosofiuri moZRvrebaa moraluri da zneobrivi faseulobebis da 

normebis Sesaxeb. ekologiuri eTika jer ganviTarebis da Camoyalibebis 

procesSia da TandaTan ixveweba, zustdeba adamianis moRvaweobis kon-

kretul sferoebTan dakavSirebiT (biosamedicino, metyeveoba, agraruli, 

sainJinro teqnologiebi, genuri inJineria, turizmis eTika). ekoeTikis 

sferoa agreTve kosmosuri sivrcis aTvisebis, mtknari wylis gamoyenebis 

da klimatis cvlilebasTan dakavSirebuli eTikuri problemebi. sazo-

gadoebrivi formaciis cvlasTan da, Sesabamisad, sulier da kulturul 

ganviTarebasTan erTad icvleboda eTikuri Sexedulebebic, rac gamoixata 

sxvadasxva msoflmxedvelobaSi. pirveli filosofiuri Sexedulebebi Ca-

moyalibda bunebaze fiqris safuZvelze. adamianis bunebisadmi damo ki-

debulebis am periods cnobili ekologi vl. boreiko (2005 w.) sakulto 

urTierTobis etaps uwodebs. adamianis da bunebis urTierTobis am eta-

pis istoria asaxulia miTebSi, sakulto ritualebSi, Zvel ZeglebSi. is-

to riulad miTologia msoflmxedvelobis pirvel formas warmoadgens. 

primitiuli miTologia, anu pirveli miTebi `is xatovani, poeturi enaa, 
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romlis saSualebiT Cveni winaprebi cdilobdnen, aexsnaT bunebis movle-

nebi, samyaros Seqmnis, sicocxlis warmoSobis saidumloeba~. yvelafer xi-

luls, cocxal arsebebs, mcenareebs, cxovelebs, mzes, mTvares, mdinare-

ebs, tye ebs, varskvlavebs uZvelesi adamiani aRiqvamda rogorc RvTaebis 

xi lul saxes da Tayvans scemda. amrigad, ekologiuri eTikis elementebi 

aRiniSneba ukve uZveles epoqaSi. ekoeTikis principebis CamoyalibebaSi 

didi roli Seasrules Zvelma berZenma moazrovneebma. antikuri saberZneTis 

gamoCenili filosofosi da maTematikosi piTagore Tvlida, rom adamianis 

cocxal bunebasTan damokidebulebis mixedviT SeiZleba imsjelo mis 

zneobriv maCveneblebze. sawinaaRmdego azris iyo aristotele, romelic 

antropocentrul Sexedulebebs iziarebda da amarTlebda naklebad go-

nivrebis – cxovelebis da mcenareebis eqsploataciis yvela formas. bunebis 

kanonebSi filosofosebi eZiebdnen materialuri da cocxali samyaros 

absolutur kanons, cxovrebis arss. sicocxlis sawyiss anaqsimandre 

xedavda samyaros usasrulobaSi, uaryofda RmerTebis, RvTaebis arsebobas, 

Tumca is gansakuTrebiT Tayvans scemda mzes (`me am qveyanas movevline, 

rom vixilo mze~); anaqsimeni gamoyofda haers, heraklite Tayvans scemda 

cecxlis stiqias. mas ancvifrebda is garemoeba, rom adamianebi ugul-

velyofen zneobriv kanonebs, radgan darwmunebuli arian, rom isini msof-

lio procesebis erTaderTi ganmkargvelebi arian, maSin, roca adamiani 

bu ne bis mxolod erT-erTi Semadgeneli nawilia. igi Tvlida, rom samyaro 

yvelasaTvis erTi da igivea, is ar aris aravis mier Seqmnili da mudmivad 

ar sebobs. Zveli saberZneTis udidesi filosofosi, atomisturi Teoriis 

Se mqmneli demokrite amtkicebda, rom amqveynad yvelaferi arsebuli ato-

mebisagan Sedgeba, romlebic mudmivad arseboben da, Sesabamisad, sam ya-

roc mudmivad iarsebebs. bunebaSi yvela movlena mkacrad imarTeba mi ze-

zob riobis da urTierTSepirobebis kanonebiT. udidesi materialisti fi-

losofosi epikuri (341-270 w.a.), rogorc demokrite, iziarebda aTeisturi 

ideologias da Tvlida, rom samyaro usasruloa da mudmivi da ar imarTeba 

RmerTiT, religias ki damamSvidebeli funqcia akisria. sxva ideologias 

iziarebdnen kinikuri (sokratuli) filosofiuri skolis warmomadgenlebi 

(antisTene, platoni, diogene da sxv.), romlebmac gamoacxades Tavis devizad 

`bunebasTan dabruneba~. kinikebis filosofiuri skola miCneulia rogorc 

uZvelesi `mwvaneTa partia~. kinikosebi mxars uWerdnen cxovrebis ubralo, 

keTilgonivrul, aramaterialur cxovrebis wess da ugulvebelyofdnen 

mi Rebul zneobriv normebs. droTa ganmavlobaSi mkvidrdeba adamianis 

upiratesoba bunebis winaSe. es procesi gamovlinda `axali drois fi lo-

sofiaSi~, sazogadoebis pirveli teqnokratiuli modelis Semqmnelis 

frensis bekonis SromebSi (`axali organoni~, `axali atlantida~). Suasa-

ukuneebi gamoirCeoda religiuri moRvaweebis mier bioeTikis ideebis 

damkvidrebiT. isini yvela cocxal arsebas aRiqvamdnen, rogorc `RvTis 

qmnilebas~, romelsac mofrTxileba da dacva sWirdeba. gansakuTrebuli 

Rvawli am sakiTxSi miuZRvis gamoCenil religiur moRvawes, RvTismetyvels, 

franciskanelTa ordenis damaarsebels, kaTolike wmindans franciske 
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asizels (1182-1226), romelic 1979 wels romis papma ioane-pavle II eko lo-

gebis ciur mfarvelad gamoacxada. Tavisi mosazrebebi franciske asizelma 

poetur nawarmoebSi, himnSi `simRera mzes~ ganaviTara. is qadagebda siy va-

ruls `Cvens patara Zmebisadmi~, icavda maT uflebebs, rogorc cocxal ar-

sebaTa Tanasazogadoebis sruluflebiani wevrebisa. legendebis Tanaxmad, 

franciske asizeli esaubreboda cocxali bunebis warmomadgenlebs – 

frinvelebs, sxvadasxva cxovelebs, mzes, qars da ase Semdeg, aRuTqvamda maT 

siyvaruls da pativiscemas da isinic gagebiT ekidebodnen mis qadagebas da 

siyvaruliTve pasuxobdnen mas. franciske asizelis gavlena saukuneebis 

manZilze Zalian didi iyo. 1931 wels cxovelTa dRisadmi miZRvnil Sekrebaze 

dawesda cxovelTa saerTaSoriso dRe 4 oqtombers, franciske asizelis 

gardacvalebis dRes, mis sapativsacemod da saxelis ukvdavsayofad. 

franciske asizelis mimdevrebi 21-e saukuneSic mravlad arian. mis eTikur 

Sexedulebebs iziarebs romis papi franciske I, romelmac Tavisi saxeli mis 

sapativsacemod airCia. cocxali arsebebis uflebebs aRiarebda frangi 

moazrovne m. monteli: `Cven arc meti, arc naklebi varT imaTze, vinc am cis 

qveS cocxlobs~. antropocentristuli ideebis gamomxatveli, gamoCe ni-

li frangi filosofosi, mecnieri, maTematikosi, rene dekarti (1596-1650)  

saqvey nod cnobili debule bisa – `me vazrovneb, maSasadme, varsebob~ (“cogito, 
ergo, sum”) sawinaaRmdegos iziarebda. igi uaryofda adamianis zneob rivi pa-

su  xis mgeblobas sicocxlis da cocxali arsebebis mimarT. katego ri ulad 

uar yofda am ideebs frangi filosofosi h. mori. me-18 saukunis gamoCe nili 

moRvawe, humanisti, ganmanaTlebeli fr. volteri akritikebda dekarts da 

mis mimdevrebs. mas eTanxmeboda meore frangi ganmanaTlebeli J. J. ruso. 

ingliseli filosofosi j. loki ikvlevda adamianis SemecnebiTi unars da 

ganaTlebis rols sazogadoebaSi eTikis normebis damkvidrebaSi. jer kidev 

me-17 saukuneSi Tavis naSromSi `mosazreba ganaTlebis Sesaxeb~ werda, rom 

eTikuri Cvevebi da damokidebuleba cocxali samyaros mimarT adamians 

bavSvobidan unda gamoumuSavdes. 

1824 wels riCard martinis xelSewyobiT inglisSi daarsda `cxovelTa 

dacvis `pirveli sazogadoeba, mogvianebiT aseTive sazogadoebebi daarsda 

germaniaSi, aSS-Si, SvedeTSi da norvegiaSi. cxovelTa dacvis organizaci-

eb ma mniSvnelovani wvlili Seitanes ekologiuri eTikis ideebis da princi-

pe bis Camoyalibeba-ganviTarebaSi da praqtikul ganxorcielebaSi. bevr 

qve yanaSi dawesda SezRudvebi nadirobaze, Tevzis rewvaze (zuTxis rewva 

kaspiis zRvaSi), mSeneblobaze (balatonis tbaze da sxv.). 1985 wels Catarda 

sa erTaSoriso konferencia `ekologiuri eTika da mzis sistema~, romelmac 

biZgi misca ekoeTikis axali mimarTulebis ganviTarebas. Seiqmna nakrZalebis 

qseli, gaixsna cxovelTa TavSesafrebi. germaniaSi pirvelad msoflioSi 

Seiqmna gadagdebuli saSinao mcenareebis TavSesafari. barselonaSi 2004 

wels aikrZala korida. didi mniSvneloba hqonda ekologiuri eTikis gan-

vi TarebaSi ekologiuri Teologiis mosazrebebs, msoflio xalxebis eko-

logiur tradiciebs. bioeTikis principebis aRiarebam safuZveli Cauyara 

ekologiuri eTikis filosofiuri koncefciis Camoyalibebas. 
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1975 wels Jurnal ̀ eTikaSi~ cnobilma sazogado moRvawem, filosofosma 

x. roston III gamoaqveyna statia saxelwodebiT `es aris ekoeTika~? roston 

III-is da bunebisdacviTi filosofiis asociaciis iniciativiT 1990 wels 

daarsda `ekoeTikis saerTaSoriso sazogadoeba~, romelic marTavs kon-

ferenciebs, gamoscems literaturas ekoeTikis dargSi, aqtiurad aris 

CarTuli ekologiuri eTikis ganviTarebaSi. cnobilma amerikelma fi-

lo sofosma iujin xargrouvma 1979 wels daaarsa Jurnali `ekologiuri 

eTika~ (“Environmental ethics”), 1992 inglisSi gamodis Jurnali `ekologiuri 

faseulobani~ (“Environmental values”), germaniaSi popularobiT sargeblobs 

Jurnali `ekologia da eTika~ (“Okologie und ethic”), ekofilosofia (“Ecophi-
losophy”), Jurnali `sasoflo-sameurneo da ekologiuri eTika~ (“Journal of 
agricultural and environmental ethics”) da sxv. 1977 w. londonSi `cxovelTa uf-

le bebis saerTaSoriso ligis~ Sekrebaze miRebuli iyo `cxovelTa uf-

le bebis msoflio deklaracia~ da erTi wlis Semdeg damtkicebuli iyo 

iuneskos mier parizSi. deklaraciaSi aRniSnulia biologiuri formebis 

Tanasworoba da arsebobis ufleba. strasburgSi 1987 w. damtkicda `Sinaur 

cxovelTa dacvis evropuli konvencia~, romelic Seicavs debulebebs 

Sinaur cxovelebis Senaxvis, movla-patronobis da cxovelebiT vaWrobis 

Sesaxeb. 1982 w. gaeros generalur asambleaze gamocxadebuli iyo bu ne-

bis saerTaSoriso qartia, romlis mixedviT `sicocxlis nebismieri for-

ma imsaxurebs pativiscemas imisagan damoukideblad, Tu rogori sar ge-

beli moaqvs mas adamianisaTvis... adamiani yvela cocxal arsebebTan da-

mokidebulebaSi unda xelmZRvanelobdes zneobrivi kodeqsiT~. 2000 wels 

miRebul `dedamiwis deklaraciaSic~ anlogiuri moTxovnaa Cadebuli. 

bio eTikis principebis aRiarebam safuZveli Cauyara ekologiuri eTikis 

mecnierul principebis da filosofiuri koncefciis ganviTarebas. 2004-

2005 wlebSi iuneskos komisiis mier damuSavebuli iyo ̀ bioeTika da adamianis 

uflebebis deklaracia~, dadgenili iyo ekologiuri eTikis ZiriTadi 

principebi, adamianis da garemos urTierTobis, misi pirobebis da Sedegebis 

normatiuli parametrebi. bioeTikis sakiTxebs gaeroSi ganagebs specialuri 

komiteti, ekoeTikis saerTaSoriso centrs aqvs Tavisi saiti. 

1970 wlidan ekologiuri eTika aRiares damoukidebel disciplinad, 

xolo 1971 wlidan ekologiuri eTikis kursi ikiTxeba viskonsinis univer-

sitetSi (aSS), inglisSi, avstraliaSi, kanadaSi, germaniaSi, safrangeTSi, 

ukrainaSi, ruseTSi. ekologiuri eTikis ideebis daxvewaSi da ganviTarebaSi 

CarTulia TvalsaCino mecnierebi, filosofosebi (x. roston III, iujin xar g-

ro uvi, beard kalikoti da sxva). 

garemosdacviTi eTikis akademiuri da sistemuri dafuZneba daiwyo 

gasul saukuneSi1. misi fuZemdeblebi germanel-frangi Teologi, eqimi da 

1 garemosdacviTi eTikis ideebis aqtiuri gavrceleba daiwyes specializebul-

ma Jurnalebma, kerZod, 1979 wels aSS-Si filosofosma iujin hargrouvma daiwyo             
“Environmental Ethics”-is gamocema; inglisSi 1992 wlidan gamodis Jurnali “Environ-
mental values”; germaniaSi – `ekologia da eTika~ (“Ökologie und Ethik”).
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filosofosi alber Svaiceri da amerikeli ekologi, zoologi da filoso-

fosi aldo leopoldi Tvlidnen, rom `sicocxlis mimarT pativiscema~ unda 

gamxdariyo sayovelTao eTikis da zogadad adamianebis msoflmxedvelo-

bis safuZveli. eTika Tavisi arsiT gulisxmobs pasuxismgeblobis aRe bas 

yve laferze, rac cxovrobs. Se sa ba misad, adamianis arsebobis azri mik-

rokosmosisa da makrokosmosis mudmiv TviTganviTarebasa da harmo ni za-

ciaSia. Tu a. Svaiceris yuradReba mo ral  zea orientirebuli, maSin o. leo-

poldis naSromebSi eTikuri codnis struqturaSi dominirebs eko lo giuri 

aspeqti: bunebasTan konfliqti winaswar aris gansazRvruli ara mxolod 

misi resursebis arasaTanado ga moyenebiT, aramed danaxvis uunarobiT. 

dedamiwa, rogorc sazogadoebis na wili, yvela adamians ekuTvnis. 

ekologiuri eTikis fuZemdeblad aRiarebuli arian amerikeli ekologi 

da garemos damcveli oldo leopoldi (1887-1948) da germaneli eqimi, fi-

losofosi, ekologi, musikosi, da kulturologi albert Sveiceri(1875- 

1965)1. 

oldo leopoldi iyo aSS-s ekologiuri sazogadoebis prezidenti 

da `veluri bunebis sazogadoebis~ erT-erTi damaarsebeli. man bevrad 

gauswro Tavis dros da, samwuxarod, misi Sexedulebebi da mosazrebebi 

Tanamedroveebis mier ar iyo aRqmuli mis sicocxleSi. xolo gardacvalebis 

Semdeg igi aRiares ekologiuri esTetikis da eTikis damfuZneblad. le-

opoldis klasikur naSromSi (eseebis krebuli) `qviSiani sagrafos klen-

dari~ gaSuqebulia ekologiuri eTikis da garemosdacviTi esTetikis 

zogadi debulebebi. wigni daibeWda 1949 w. misi gardacvalebis Semdeg da 

sayovelTao aRiareba moipova. naSromi gamoacxades `amerikis garemos da-

c vis wminda manuskriptad. leopoldis eTika ZiriTadad bioeTikis de bu -

lebebzea dafuZnebuli. man ganaviTara mosazreba, rom biologiuri sa-

xeobebi sayuradReboa ara mxxolod sargeblianobis da esTetikuri mo-

saz rebebis, aramed TviTmyofadobis, sakuTari istoriis da faseulobis 

ga mo. xelovnuri Careva da maTi struqturis Secvla, ucxo elementebis 

Se tana miuRebelia. mis naSromTa meore krebulSi `wriuli mdinare~ (1953 

w.) ganxilulia ekologiuri eTikis konkretuli sakiTxebi. ekologiur 

eTi kas leopoldma `dedamiwis eTika~ uwoda. man gailaSqra bunebisadmi 

momxarebluri, mtacebluri midgomis winaaRmdeg da mianiSnebda cocxali 

bunebis esTetikur da eTikur Rirebulebaze. `garemos, dedamiwis dacva ar 

aris sufTa ekonomikuri problema,  sakiTxis ganxilvisas eZieT ara mxolod 

ekonomikuri sargebeli, aramed isic, rac misaRebia eTikuri da esTetikuri 

TvalsazrisiT~, – werda oldo leopoldi. leopoldis mixedviT, eTika eko-

logiuri mniSvnelobiT aris adamianis qmedebaTa SezRudva ar se bobisaTvis 

brZolis procesSi.

albert Sveicerma Tavis naSromebSi `kultura da eTika~ da `swavleba 

garemosdacviTi moralis Sesaxeb~ Camoayalba e. w. universaluri eTikis 

1 albert ainSteinma Sveicers `saukunis pirovneba~ uwoda. 1952 wels albert Svei-

cers mSvidobis dargSi nobelis premia mieniWa.
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ZiriTadi principebi. igi iziarebda i. kantis mosazrebas, rom kulturis 

mamoZravebeli Zala zneobaa da ara hegelis `msoflio goni~. ekologiuri 

eTikis principebi, romelic safuZvlad daedo Tanamedrove swavlebas, 

Sveicerma erT-erT bolo naSromSi `mokrZaleba sicocxlis mimarT~ Camo-

ayaliba. am filosofiuri doqtrinis amosavali wertilia humanuri damo ki-

debuleba cocxal arsebaTa mimarT, rogorc adamianis erT-erTi ZiriTadi 

movaleoba. leopoldisagan gansxvavebiT, Sveiceri Tvlida, rom adamiani 

mokrZalebas unda ganicdides yvela cocxali arsebis mimarT da xazgasmiT 

aRniSnavda, rom ekologiuri eTika gulisxmobs pasuxismgeblobas yvela 

cocxali arsebis – mcenareebis da cxovelebis mimarT, romlebic ekolo-

giur Tanasazogadoebebs Seadgenen da aqvT arsebobis Tanabari ufleba. 

norvegielma filosofosma arne nessma (1912-2009) 1950 wels gamoaqveyna 

mis mier SemuSavebuli biocentrizmis filosofiuri doqtrina, romlis 

Semadgenel nawils `siRrmiseuli ekologiis~ rva ZiriTadi principi war-

moadgenda. man moaxdina ori mecnierebis – filosofiis da ekologiis ide-

ebis konvergencia da damsaxurebulad miiRo Tanamedrove ekologebis aRi-

areba. termini `siRrmiseuli ekologia~ nessma pirvelad gamoiyena Tavis 

statiaSi saxelwodebiT `zedapiruli da siRrmiseuli perspeqtiuli eko-

logiuri moZraobebi~ (“The shallow and the deep, long-range ecological movements” 
(1973). axali eTikur-ekologiuri mimarTuleba `siRrmiseuli ekologia~ 

uaryofs adamianis gansakuTrebul faseulobas da Tvlis, rom biosferos 

nebismieri Tanasazogadoeba erTnairad faseulia Tavis sargeblianobis 

Tu arasargeblianobis miuxedavad. biocentruli Tanasworoba gulisxmobs 

biosferos yvela elementebis sicocxlis da gamravlebis Tanabar uflebebs. 

zemoT moyvanili mokle istoriuli eqskursi naTlad gvaCvenebs, rom gasuli 

saukunis 70-iani wlebis dasawyisidan garemosdacviTma eTikam gamoTqva 

pretenzia, rom is aris TviTkmari disciplina da mas SeuZlia ganaviTaros 

moraluri principebisa da imperativebis unikaluri sistema, romelic 

adgens bunebis samyaroSi adamianis qcevis wesebs. 

samyaros erTianobisa da harmoniis idea, masSi ekologiuri balansis 

arseboba am balansis SenarCunebis Segnebuli garantiaa.

ekoeTika xsnis adamianisa da garemos mimarTebis eTikur imperativs. 

miTosSi arsebobda tabu, romelic krZalavda bunebaSi wonasworobis dar-

Rvevas. ekoeTikuri paradigmis dabadeba logikuri Sedegia zneobriv-eko-

logiur krizisSi myofi teqnologiuri civilizaciis gadarCenisa. planetas 

emuqreba katastrofa. `ratom?~ – es SekiTxvaa ekoeTikaSi domi nan turi.

ekologiuri eTikis zogadi principebia:

cxovrebis yvela formis pativiscema, romelic adasturebs yoveli 

cocxali arsebis Rirebulebas: `sicocxlis yvela formas pativi unda sce, 

miuxedavad imisa, ramdenad sasargebloa igi adamianebisTvis~; 

biomravalferovnebis principi, romelic aRiarebs mis Rirebulebas da 

misi SenarCunebis aucileblobas;

biosferos mdgradobis SenarCunebis principi mdgradi ganviTarebis 

koncefciis safuZvelia;
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samarTlianobis principi adasturebs adamianTa Soris garemosdacviTi 

usafrTxoebis uflebis Tanabar ganawilebas; amave dros, yvelas ekisreba 

pasuxismgebloba mis SenarCunebaze. 

sifrTxilis principis Sesabamisad, politikis SemuSavebisas, romelic 

pirdapir an arapirdapir gavlenas axdens garemoze, pirvel rigSi, gasaT-

valiswinebelia SesaZlo scenarebidan yvelaze saSiSi;

saerTo sakuTrebis principi bunebrivi resursebis flobisa; am prin-

ci pis Sesabamisad, adamianebs aqvT Tanabari pasuxismgebloba bunebriv re-

sursebze.

garemosdacviTi eTika, romelic moqmedebs rogorc adamianis saqmiano-

bis moraluri regulatori, romelic mimarTulia bunebis Secvlaze, ro-

gorc Cans, axali msoflmxedvelobis sistemis fundamentur elementad iT-

vleba. sazogadoebisa da bunebis harmoniuli, Tanmimdevruli ganviTarebis 

idealze sazogadoebrivi cnobierebis orientireba arsebuli krizisis da-

Zlevis aucilebeli pirobaa.

am logikiT, rogorc Cans, kargia yvela am sagnis sicocxlisa Tu arsebo-

bis SenarCuneba, wyaloba da TanagrZnoba unda gavrceldes yvela maTgan ze. 

eko-eTikuri Sexedulebebi primitiuli, ararefleqturi saxiT sinkre tiul-

miTologiuri cnobierebis ganuyofeli nawilia. sxva diskursebSi eko-eTi-

kuri ideebi anTropocentristuli kliSeebiT aris fragmentirebuli

is, rom adamiani gascda bunebas, datova igi sakuTar socialur samyaroSi, 

mniSvnelobaTa da faseulobaTa samyaroSi, ar aSorebs mas fizikuri da 

biologiuri kanonebis moqmedebidan. amaSi rCeba adamianis damokidebuleba 

bunebaze. adamianisa da bunebis urTierTobis xelaxla harmonizaciisTvis 

saWiroa socialur RirebulebaTa sistemaSi SemovitanoT kidev erTi – 

bunebis arsebobis Rirebuleba. mis safuZvelze iqmneba garemosdacviTi eTika 

– rogorc doqtrina imis Sesaxeb, Tu ra unda iyos bunebasTan urTierTobaSi 

da rogorc moraluri normebis sistema, romelic aregulirebs adamianis 

garemosdacviT saqmianobas.

dRes ekologiuri eTikis mTavari safuZvelia debulebebi msoflios 

erTianobis, Tanamedrove samyaroSi kacobriobis mniSvnelovani rolis 

Sesaxeb da adamianis pasuxismgeblobis Sesaxeb mis momavalze, warmodgeni-

lia sxvadasxva filosofiur sistemaSi, rac am poziciebis obieqturobis 

dadasturebaa.

garemosdacviTi eTika dRes aqtiurad viTardeba, misi bevri sakiTxi 

sadavoa da Sors aris saboloo gadawyvetilebisgan. garemosdacviTi eTi-

kis, rogorc socialur-filosofiuri fenomenis, maxasiaTebelia is, rom 

is scildeba sazogadoebis farglebs, maT Soris mis sferoSi, rogorc 

Tanabari subieqtebi ara mxolod adamianebi, aramed bunebrivi obieqtebi da 

fenomenebi. Sesabamisad, misi Seswavla moiTxovs socialur-filosofiuri 

da sabunebismetyvelo mecnierebis meTodebis harmoniul Serwymas.

ekologiuri eTikis ganviTarebis Sedegi unda iyos rogorc sazo ga-

doebaSi, ise individualur cnobierebaSi ekoeTikuri idealis, rogorc 
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Tanmimdevruli `sazogadoeba-bunebis~ sistemis modelis mtkiceba, rom-

lis kenac unda miiswrafvodes. aseTi modeli SeiZleba warmovidginoT ka-

cobriobis miznad mimdinare globaluri garemosdacviTi krizisidan ga-

mosvlisTvis. bunebis uflebebi aris eTikuri konstruqcia, idea, ara faqti 

da ara nivTi. 

yvela cocxal arsebas, iseve, rogorc adamianebs, romlebsac aqvT Tana-

bari Sinagani Rirebuleba (sasargeblo sakuTari TavisTvis), aqvT moralu-

ri statusi da, Sesabamisad, aqvT Tanabari moraluri (bunebrivi) uflebebi. 

sxva sityvebiT rom vTqvaT, yvela cocxali arsebis Tanabari Sinagani Rire-

buleba aris maTi yvela Tanabari moraluri uflebebis arsebobis safuZve-

li. igive exeba ekosistemebs, aracocxal bunebas da kosmossac ki. 

adamiansa da bunebas aqvT Tanabari uflebebi moraluri mniSvnelobis 

TvalsazrisiT, magram gansxvavebuli klasifikaciiT. adamiansa da beRuras 

aqvs sicocxlis Tanabari uflebebi, magram, adamianisgan gansxvavebiT, 

beRuras ar aqvs sindisis Tavisuflebis ufleba, radgan mas es ufleba ar 

sWirdeba. sxvadasxva eko-filosofosebma SesTavazes sxvadasxva bunebis 

uflebebi, Semdegi ZiriTadi uflebebi: 1. sicocxlis ufleba; 2. bunebriv 

garemoSi bunebrivi Tavisuflebisa da keTildReobis ufleba (velurobis 

ufleba); 3. arsebobisaTvis saWiro ufleba; 4. adamianisgan miyenebuli 

vnebisgan dacvis ufleba;. adamianis kontrolisa da marTvisgan Tavisufali 

yofnis ufleba; 3. kanoniT dacvis ufleba. 

xazgasmiT unda aRiniSnos, rom bunebis uflebebi, iseve, rogorc adami-

anis uflebebi, ar aris absoluturi. gamonaklis SemTxvevebSi xandaxan unda 

dairRves, magram maSin es moiTxovs seriozul moralur msjelobas. 

buneba miCneul unda iqnas moralur partniorad (subieqtad). bunebis 

uflebebis dacva, misi pativiscema niSnavs misi interesebis xelSewyobas, 

ganurCevlad Cveni grZnobebisa Tu piradi interesebisa, magram ubralod im-

itom, rom es samarTliania. adamiani aRiarebs bunebis uflebebs, amave dros, 

iRebs valdebulebas, daicvas es uflebebi, radgan uflebebi warmoudgene-

lia valdebulebebis gareSe. aqedan logikuri daskvna gamodis – bunebis 

uflebebi da arasdros uflebebi bunebaze.

bunebis uflebebze saubrisas unda gvaxsovdes, es uflebebi TavisTavad 

ar arseboben, aramed warmoadgenen konkretuli adamianuri sazogadoebis 

portretis zneobrivi Wrilis anarekls.

Teologiuri argumenti bunebis uflebebis arsebobis sasargeblod 

ambobs, rom samyaro uzenaesi arsebis nebis Sedegad Seiqmna. Sesabamisad, 

cocxali arsebebis, ekosistemebis, aracocxali bunebis uflebebis xelyofa 

ar SeiZleba, vinaidan am SemTxvevaSi irRveva maTi Semoqmedis uflebebi. 

yvela qmnileba Seqmnilia rogorc arsebobis mqone, Tavisufali da, Se-

sa bamisad, sicocxlis uflebisa da sakuTari sicocxlis wesis uflebis 

mqone. aq saubaria moralur/ bunebiT uflebebze, eTikuri safuZvlis mqone, 

dauwerel kanonebze, romlebic gansxvavdeba iuridiuli kanonebisgan. bu-

nebis uflebebi warmoadgenen asaxvas RmerTis sidiadisa da didebulebisa. 
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RmerTis SemoqmedebiTi nebiT Seqmnil cocxal da aracocxal bunebas aqvs 

Tandayolili RvTaebrivi Rirebuleba da rogorc RmerTis mier SeqmnilT 

aqvT maTTvis miniWebuli RvTaebrivi uflebebi. 

saintereso magaliTebis mopovebaa SesaZlebeli anTropologiur kvle-

vebSi – ernst kasirerTan, ruT benediqtTan, frezerTan, embelTan. amer-

ikeli indielebis da mravali azieli budistis eTika, kultura da religia 

Tvlida, rom cxovelebs hqondaT uflebebi da amitom am uflebebs adamiane-

bi icavdnen. cxovelTa uflebebi aRiarebuli iyo Zvel egvipteSi, maT Sesax-

eb werdnen Zveli romis iuristebi da arabi moazrovne iz-din ibn abd-salami. 

k. marqsma Semoitana xeebis uflebebis koncefcia. dalai lamam Seqmna spe-

cialuri `locva cocxali arsebisTvis~, sadac axsena cocxali organizme-

bis uflebebi: 

ekoeTikosebi bunebis uflebebSi gamoyofen:

sicocxlis uflebas; 

uflebas, iarsebos bunebriv garemoSi;

uflebas, iyos daculi kanoniT da

uflebas, daculi iqnes adamianis mier miyenebuli vnebisgan.

amasTan bunebisdacviT konteqtstSi ufleba aris is, rac uzrunvely-

ofs sasicocxlo interesebs, xels uwyobs saWiroebebis dakmayofilebas, 

miznebis miRwevas. 

ufleba ekuTvnis mas, vinc mas iyenebs da ara mas, vinc gamoxatavs nebas. 

ekoeTikur diskursSi samarTlis subieqti aris is, vinc ganzraxulia, isar-

geblos uflebiT, samarTlis amocanaa am uflebis misTvis garantireba. 
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Anastasia Zakariadze

RIGHTS OF NATURE VS. RIGHTS TO NATIREͳ ECOETHICAL PERSPECTIVE

Summary

In the discourse of XXI century philosophy, ecoethics is not an apostate, isolated segment of 
philosophic periphery, but a parƟ cularly tender and important part of moral philosophy. This is the 
segment where man, as the creator of ecocentric paradigm of thinking, takes both responsibility 
and obligaƟ on to the world as a whole enƟ ty, where there is no place for separaƟ on from human 
nature but the recogniƟ on of the inner value of nature expands the boundaries of nature.

 In the correlaƟ on “I in the World”, there are only rights to nature, never rights to nature. This 
is a prerequisite for the modern establishment of eco-ethics.

The rights of nature are an ethical construcƟ on, an idea, never a fact, or a thing.
All living beings, as well as human, have equal inner value (useful to themselves), have moral 

status, and therefore have equal moral (natural) rights. In other words, the equal intrinsic value 
of all living beings is the basis for the existence of all their equal moral rights. The same goes for 
ecosystems, non-living nature and even the cosmos.

 Man and nature have equal rights in terms of moral signifi cance, but with diff erent classi-
fi caƟ ons. Man and any creature of nature have equal rights to life, but, unlike man, they do not 
have right of free conscience. They simply do not need this right.

 Nature should be considered as a moral partner (Subject). ProtecƟ ng the rights of nature, 
respecƟ ng it, means promoƟ ng its interests, regardless of our feelings or personal interests. Man, 
recognizing the rights of nature, at the same Ɵ me undertakes responsibility to protect these rights, 
because obligaƟ ons are unthinkable without responsibiliƟ es. 

 Thus, we have to conclude, that eco-ethical perspecƟ ve makes it possible to argue that - 
“rights of nature” is correct uƩ erance and “rights to nature”- is invalid.
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ekologiuri kultura da kulturis ekologia

ganmanaTleblobis epoqaSi Camoyalibebuli samyaros anTropocentruli 

modeli, romelic gadaWarbebiT afasebda adamianis SesaZleblobebs, ucxa-

debda ndobas racionalizms da amkvidrebda sinamdvilis ganxilvis sci-

entistur models, romelic TavisTavSi gulisxmobda bunebis damorCilebas 

da marTvas. 

mecnieruli azrovneba uSualod aris dakavSirebuli teqnikisa da teq-

nologiebis ganviTarebasTan. jer kidev am epoqaSi gaacnobieres, rom ar 

arsebobs simdidre teqnikis gareSe. amdenad, simdidresa da keTildReobas 

mowyurebuli adamianebi sinamdvilesTan calmxriv, pragmatul urTi er-

Tobebs amyareben. aseTi mimarTebis SemTxvevaSi ki daviwyebulia adamianisa 

da bunebis erTianobis principi. adamiani arsebiTad cxovrobs teqnikis 

mier Seqmnil nivTTa samyaroSi, nivTebis warmoeba da kvlavwarmoebis buneba 

ki maT permanentul gaumjobesebas moiTxovs da adamiani swored nivTTa 

cvalebadobis procesSia imdenad angaJirebuli, rom sabolood aviwydeba 

bunebasTan misi bunebrivi kavSiris arsebobis faqti. 

TiTqmis ori saukune dasWirda inteleqtualur samyaros, rom arsebuli 

problema gaecnobierebina da eRiarebina, rom bunebisadmi mtacebluri 

midgoma masze gabatonebis survilma, scientizmma, teqnicizmma da indus-

trializaciam kacobrioba ufro bednieri ki ar gaxada, aramed piriqiT, ufro 

gaamravla problemebi da maT Soris umniSvnelovanesad iqca bunebis dacvis 

sakiTxi. am faqtis ugulvebelyofam SeiZleba katastrofamde miiyvanos 

kacobrioba. am sakiTxze aqtiuri msjeloba evropul inteleqtualur 

wreebSi arsebiTad me-20 saukunis 70-ian wlebSi daiwyes. amave periods 

ganekuTvneba zurab kakabaZis mcire zomis naSromi `bunebis dacvis erTi 

ucnobi aspeqtis Sesaxeb~, romelSic ara marto Rrmadaa gacnobierebuli 

ekologiuri problemebi, aramed Camoyalibebulia originaluri idea, bu-

nebisa da adamianis, bunebisa da kulturis erTianobis Sesaxeb (maxsovs, 

profesori T. buaCiZe madlobas uxdida eqimebs, romelTa mkurnalobis 

Sedegad mZimed daavadebulma zurab kakabaZem sicocxle ramdenime TviT 

gaixangrZliva da swored am sicocxlis bolo TveebSi Seiqmna es Zalzed 

saintereso naSromi, vvaraudobT, rom es misi bolo naSromi iyo.) 

z. kakabaZis azriT, ekologiuri wonasworobis darRveva xifaTs uq-

m nis kacobriobas. `xsenebuli xifaTi, sxvaTa Soris, erT SedarebiT uc-

nobsa da farul aspeqts Seicavs, risi gamomJRavneba da gacnobiereba, 

safiqrebelia, sagrZnoblad gaaZlierebs bunebis dasacavad aRZrul moZ-

raobas... kacobriobisaTvis sruliad ar kmara elementarul doneze si-
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cocxle da, maSasadame, sicocxlis elementaruli pirobebis SenarCuneba; 

mas, agreTve, kulturis SenarCuneba da ganviTareba sWirdeba, xolo ka-

co briobis kulturis SenarCuneba da ganviTareba erovnul kulturaTa 

Taviseburebebisa da sxvadasxvaobis SenarCunebasa da ganviTarebas gu li-

sxmobs. es rom asea, amaSi, sxvaTa Soris, iolad SegviZlia davrwmundeT.~ 

(z. ka kabaZe, `bunebis dacvis erTi ucnobi aspeqtis Sesaxeb~, krebuli `kul-

tu ra filosofia Rirebulebebi~, gamomc. baTumi, 2009 w., gv. 99).

savsebiT aSkaraa, rom erovnul kulturaTa gansxvavebulobis waSla 

kacobriobis kulturis ukidures gaRaribebas moaswavebs, xolo am Ta vi-

seburebebis, gansxvavebulobebis SenarCunebis erTaderT pirobas bunebriv 

garemoTa dacva Seadgens. am azris unikaluroba mavans gadaWarbebulad 

rom ar moeCvenos, SeiZleba migviTiTon monteskies adamianis geografiul 

determinaciaze. saqme isaa, rom z. kakabaZe adamianze, bunebriv garemos 

determinaciaze ki ar saubrobs, aramed xazs usvams adamianis Tavisuflebasa 

da bunebrivi garemos erTianobas. adamiani Tavis SemoqmedebiTi aqtivobiT 

samyaros gardaqmnis sakuTari arCevaniT. im RirebulebiTi Skalis sa fu-

Zvelze, romelic mas am bunebriv garemosTan mimarTebisas yoveldRiur 

urTierTobebSi uyalibdeba.

`saqme isaa, rom buneba, bunebrivi garemo, Tu gnebavT, ubralod lan-

d Saftis doneze, mniSvnelovanwilad gansazRvravs masSi saukuneTa gan-

mav lobaSi mcxovrebi xalxis xasiaTisa da kulturis TaviseburebaTa Ca-

moyalibebasa da ganviTarebas. es rom asea, amaSi iolad davrwmundebiT, roca 

bunebrivi garemoebisa da masSi mobinadre xalxis kulturis TaviseburebaTa 

SedarebiT ganxilvas movaxdenT.~ (iqve). 

Tu rogor axdens bunebrivi garemo adamianis xasiaTis, mentalobis, 

kulturis Camoyalibebaze gavlenas, amis Sesaxeb SesaniSnavi pasaJia z. ka ka-

baZis aRniSnul statiaSi: 

`buneba ramdenadme sxvadasxvagvaria saqarTvelos farglebs SigniT 

da, amis Sesabamisad, ramdenadme sxvadasxvagvaria simRerebi saqarTvelos 

sxvadasxva kuTxeSi. roca kaxeTSi CaxCaxa mziT ganaTebulsa da mkveTrad 

gamokveTils, cisken amayad mzirals, mxrebmaRalsa da Zvalmagar kavkasionis 

mTebs Sevyureb, ase mgonia, kaxur `mravalJamiers~ vismen. xolo imereTSi 

`dabinduli qliavis feri~ mTebis xilvisas ramdenadme sxvagvari melodia 

momesmis – naklebad mkveTri da `CaxCaxa~, naklebSemarTuli, rixiani da 

omaxiani, ufro rbili, niuansobrivi, naxevar tonebSi naTqvami, liriuli...

`dabinduli qliavis feris~ mTebis gaxsenebisas galaktionis poezia 

gag vaxsendeba – sxvaTa Soris, ara mxolod imitom, rom es mxatvruli saxe 

galaktions ekuTvnis, aramed, agreTve, imitomac, rom aseTia mometebulad 

misi lirikis ̀ ferebi~: binddakruli, mimqrali... xolo amisagan gansxvavebiT, 

giorgi leoniZis leqsi kaxeTis peizaJis Sesabamisi, mkveTri, CaxCaxa `fe-

risaa~...
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erTob sagrZnobi da xelSesaxebia guruli landSaftisa da simRerebis 

urTierTSesabamisoba: mwvaned aqoCril, xuWuWa mTebsa da gorakebze mkvir-

cxlad `morbenali~, mixveul-moxveuli bilikebi da nakadulebi, SesaniSnav 

vizualur fons qmnian krimanWuliani simRerebisaTvis... (iqve.).

zurab kakabaZis azri ise ar unda gavigoT, rom is aRadgens miTosur 

cnobierebaSi Camoyalibebul adamianisa da bunebis erTianobis, mTlianobis 

princips. miTosuri cnobiereba Tavisi arsiT anTropomorfuli iyo da 

arsebuli erTianobac swored mas emyareboda. z. kakabaZe gansxvavebiT mi-

Tosuri xedvidan, adamianisa da bunebis urTierTobis sakiTxSi aqcents 

akeTebs adamianis Tavisufal cnobier moqmedebaze, rac imas niSnavs, rom, 

erTi mxriv, bunebrivi landSaftis determinacia ar aris uSualo adamianisa 

da misi xasiaTis kulturis Camoyalibebis procesSi da, meore mxriv, 

adamianis bunebasTan damokidebuleba misi RirebulebiTi orientaciiT 

ganisazRvreba. 

z. kakabaZe emijneba adamianis bunebrivi garemoTi determinaciis 

prin cips da saubrobs adamianis specifikuri determinaciis sakiTxze: 

`adamianis specifikuri determinacia mis mier nagrZnob RirebulebaTa 

gansazRvrulebaSi gamoixateba~. adamiani, uwinares yovlisa, Semfasebeli 

arsebaa, mas ar akmayofilebs ubralod arseboba – yofna. mas surs, rom misi 

yofna gaxdes ufro srulyofili, romlis safuZvels adamianis urTierTo-

baSi Camoyalibebuli RirebulebiTi Skala warmoadgens. amis saukeTeso 

de mon stracia TviT kacobriobis istoria gaxlavT, romelic SeiZleba 

gan  vixiloT rogorc am RirebulebaTa Skalis cvalebadoba. maradiuli, 

anu konstanturi am cvalebadobaSi swored adamianis sinamdvilisadmi Ri-

rebulebiTi mimarTebaa. `adamians Rirebulebis saxiT mxedvelobaSi aqvs, 

pirvel yovlisa, arseboba, yofna. kerZod, mis mier ukve miRweul faqtiur 

arsebobasTan SedarebiT, ufro sruli da srulyofili saxiT yofna uRirs 

da surs. amitomac mis mier RirebulebaTa ierarqiis grZnobasa da aRiare bas 

yofnis sistemis gageba udevs safuZvlad~ (filosofiuri saubrebi. `statia 

adamianis specifikuri determinaciis sakiTxi~, gv. 199). 

aseTi determinaciis SemTxvevaSi adamiani Tavisuflad irCevs Tavis 

yofnis models mis mier `mignebuli~ Rirebulebebis Sesatyvisad, radganac 

Rirebulebas realuri arseboba ar gaaCnia da misi Zala mis mniSvneladobaSia, 

SegviZlia vTqvaT, rom mas ar SeuZlia uSualo zemoqmedeba moaxdinos 

ada mianze, ise, rogorc es gvaqvs faqtobrivi determinaciis SemTxvevaSi 

(fizikuri, biologiuri, socialuri da a.S.). Rirebulebas zemoqmedebis 

Zala maSin gaaCnia, roca mas aRmoaCens adamiani, uRirs misi ganxorcieleba 

da yofaSi misi realizeba, misi arsebobis gaumjobesebis saSualebad esaxeba.

`adamianis aseTi determinacia Tavis pirobad Tavisuflebas gulisxmobs, 

igi, Tu SeiZleba ase iTqvas, Tavisuflebis meSveobiT gansazRvrulobaa: 

imisaTvis, rom ufro srulyofili yofniT rogorc idealiT, ganvisazRvroT 

da mis mixedviT warvmarToT Cveni cxovreba, saWiroa, davZlioT da ga-
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davlaxoT am mxriv Cven mier faqtobrivad miRweuli donis inercia; xolo 

adamianis Tavisuflebis arseba swored faqtobrivi yofnis inerciis 

gadalaxvisa da, amgvarad, ufro srulyofili saxiT yofnisadmi, rogorc 

idealisadmi daqvemdebarebis, misi mimarTulebiT moZraobis am unarSi 

gamoixateba~ (iqve. gv. 207).

`adamiani bunebis nawilia da amitomac bunebas ara mxolod Tavis 

garSemo, aramed Tavis SigniTac povebs. esaa bunebiT Tandayolili misi 

moTxovnilebebi, miswrafebebi, tendenciebi. adamianis mier bunebis 

gagrZeleba da ganviTareba, misi sakuTari gzis realizacia, pirvel yovlisa, 

am moTxovnilebebis, miswrafebebisa da tendenciebis TavianT uflebebSi 

aRdgenas, maTTvis gasaqanis micemas moaswavebs~ (iqve, gv. 208). 

bunebisa da adamianis erTianobis, mTlianobis darRveva sabolood ga-

formda transcendentalur filosofiaSi, sadac sinamdvile daiyo su-

bieqtebad da obieqtebad. adamiani, romelic am epoqaSi pirvelad ac no -

bierebs, rom is aris avtonomiuri arseba, romelsac SeuZlia Tavad gan-

sazRvros Tavisi arsebobisa da yofnis wesi, acnobierebs ra Tavis upi-

ratesobas obieqtebTan mimarTebiT, cdilobs, codnisa da teqnikis gan-

vi TarebiT daimorCilos da gabatondes bunebaze. aseTma racionalurma, 

sci entisturma, calmxrivma midgomam ganapiroba bunebisadmi mtacebluri 

damokidebuleba, ramac, erTi mxriv, TvalsaCino gaxada adamianis teqnikuri 

warmatebebi da Seqmna iluzia civilizaciuri progresisa, marTlac mec-

nierebis teqnikis da materialuri komfortis TvalsazrisiT adamianma am 

mxriv arnaxul masStabebs miaRwia. Tumca aman gamoiwvia e. w. kulturuli 

paTosis daknineba, rac ara mxolod adamianis meore adamianTan mimarTebiT 

gamoixata, aramed upirvelesad adamianis bunebasTan mimarTebiT gamoC-

nda. dadga dro, roca yvela adamianisTvis cxadi gaxda is, rasac didi 

moazrovneebi da maT Soris zurab kakabaZec `winaswar metyvelebdnen~, rom 

Tu adamianma ar Secvala bunebisadmi misi mtacebluri damokidebuleba, 

garduvalia bunebrivi kataklizmebi da katastrofac ki. 

maSasadame, gasaaqtiurebelia adamianis cnobierebaSi ekologiuri 

kulturis gaaqtiureba da gacnobiereba imisa, rom am wonasworobis aRd-

genisa da adamianis da bunebis mTlianobis gareSe kacobriobis momavali 

safrTxeSia. 

amdenad z. kakabaZe 70-ian wlebSi adamianuri arsebobis SenarCunebisa 

da ganmtkicebisaTvis fiqrobs, rom momavalSi kidev ufro saWiro iqneba 

ekologiuri kulturis damkvidreba. rac Seexeba kulturis ekologias, 

es termini z. kakabaZes ar gamouyenebia, Tumca misi TiToeuli gamokvleva, 

esse an traqtati ara aqvs mniSvneloba, exeba adamianis problemas, edmund 

huserlis transcendentalur fenomenologias Tu xelovnebisa da kul tu-

ris sakiTxebs, saboloo jamSi, is kulturis `ekologia~-ze migviTiTebs. mi-

si azriT, zneoba kulturis ara mxolod produqtia, aramed mizanic. amde-

nad, zneobisagan daclili kultura adamianis gaucxovebis momaswavebelia. 
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`kulturis monapovari ZiriTadad zneobrivi cnobierebisa da moR-

va weobis, filosofiur-humanitaruli azrovnebisa da mxatvruli Semoq-

medebis sferoSi Zevs~ (xelovneba, filosofia cxovreba `kulturis zogi-

erTi sakiTxi~, gv. 189. 1979 w.).

z. kakabaZis azriT, industriul sazogadoebaSi mecnierul teqnikuri 

progresi mkveTrad uaryofiT gavlenas axdens zneobaze. `zneoba ki kul-

turis kvintensencias Seadgens da amdenad, uaryofiTi gavlena masze mo-

aswavebs saerTod kulturaze, kerZod, literaturasa da xelovnebaze uar-

yofiT gavlenas~ (iqve.199gv.).

scientisturi anTropologia warmoadgens Tanamedrove sazoga do-

eba Si gabatonebuli pozitivisturi msoflmxedvelobis Sedegs, romlis 

mixedviTac darRveulia adamianis RirebulebiTi mimarTeba sinam dvili-

sadmi, rac, Tavis mxriv, iwvevs adamianis `erTganzomilebian~ arsebad Ca-

moyalibebas, romlis umTavres sazrunavs civilizaciur komfortSi ar-

seboba warmoadgens. 

z. kakabaZis naSromTa paTosi swored adamianis aseTi calmxrivobis 

winaaRmdegaa mimarTuli da mowodebulia, gadaarCinos adamianSi adami-

anuroba. adamianuroba ki misTvis RirebulebiT orientaciaSi vlindeba, 

Rire bulebebis obieqturobis dafuZneba, misi azriT, SesaZlebelia, ada-

mianSi `wminda~ adamianurze miTiTebiT. wminda adamianuris cnebaSi ki igu  -

lisxmeba adamianis specifika, rom is aris inteleqtis, nebelobis da grZno-

badobis matarebeli arseba. amdenad misi arseboba srulyofili mxo  lod 

maSin iqneba, Tu RirebulebiT orientaciaSi dominantur Ri re    bu lebebad 

warmodgenili iqnebian adamianis specifikis Sesatyvisi Ri re bulebebi: 

WeSmariteba, mSveniereba da sikeTe.

swored am Rirebulebebis nivelireba aris damaxasiaTebeli industri-

uli sazogadoebisaTvis, rac iwvevs adamianis arsebobis gaucxovebas da 

mis mier Seqmnil cxovrebis wess moixseniebs civilizebul barbarosobad. 

saqme isaa, rom zneobrivi sulisagan daclili kultura, rasakvirvelia, ar 

iTvaliswinebs ara mxolod adamians, aramed mtaceblurad eqceva bunebasac. 

ramac SeiZleba adamianis arseboba katastroful Sedegebamde miiyvanos.

amdenad kulturis ekologiac mowodebulia adamianisa da bunebis er-

Tianobis fuZemdebluri principis dacvis aucilebel pirobad.

gamoyenebuli literatura:

1. zurab kakabaZe, filosofiuri saubrebi, Tb., 1988

2. zurab kakabaZe, `xelovneba, filosofia~, cxovreba, xelovneba, Tb., 1979
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Akaki Kulidjanishvili

ECOLOGICAL CULTURE AND THE ECOLOGY OF CULTURE

Summary

Anthropocentric model of the world formed in the Enlightenment, which overestimated 
human capabilities, declared confidence in rationalism and the scientistic model of the discussion 
of reality, which in itself implied the subjugation and management of nature.

Scientific thinking is directly related to the development of technic and technology. Even in 
this era it was realized that there is no wealth without technology. Thus, people longing wealth 
and prosperity establish one-sided, pragmatic relationships with reality. In the case of such a 
relationship, the principle of the unity of man and nature is forgotten. Man lives in a material 
world created by technology, the production of items and the nature of reproduction require their 
permanent improvement and man is so engaged in the process of changing things, that the fact on 
the existence of its natural connection with nature is finally forgotten. 

It look almost two centuries for the intellectual world to realize the problem and to acknowledge 
that the predatory approach to nature, the desire to dominate it, scientism, technicization, and 
industry have not made mankind even happier, but on the contrary, the problems have multiplied 
and the issue of nature protection is the most important among them, which fact can lead to the 
catastrophe of humanity. Active discussions on these issues began in European intellectual circles 
essentially in the 1970s. Zurab Kakabadze’s small work belongs to the same period “On an Unknown 
Aspect of nature Conservation”, which not only has a deep understanding of environmental 
problems, but also formed an original idea, about the unity of nature and human culture. 

According to Z. Kakabadze, disturbing the ecological balance poses a threat to humanity. 
“the mentioned danger, by the way, contains one relatively unknown and hidden aspect, the 

disclosure and realization of which is thought-provoking, will significantly strengthen the movement 
to protect nature… life is not enough for humanity at the elementary level and, therefore, to 
maintain the elementary conditions of life, it also needs to maintain and develop a culture, and 
the preservation and development of human culture implies the preservation and development 
of the peculiarities and diversity of national cultures. That’s true, we can easily be sure of that, 
by the way.” (Z. Kakabadze “On an Unknown Aspect of nature Conservation”, collection “Culture 
Philosophy Values.” Publish. Batumi. 2009. p.99.) 

It is quite obvious that the elimination of the differences of natural cultures will lead to the 
extreme impoverishment of human culture, and the only condition for maintaining these peculiarities 
and differences is the protection of natural environment. The uniqueness of this thought does not 
seem excessive to the pest, we can point to Montesquieu’s geographical determination of man. 
The point is that Z. Kakabadze does not talk about man, even the determination of the natural 
environment, but also emphasizes the freedom of man and unity of the natural environment. Man 
transforms the world with his creative activity by his own choice, based on the value scale that it 
forms in daily relationships with this natural environment.
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TaTia basilaiaTaTia basilaia

bednierebis gageba aristotelesTan

`...bednieri xar, roca miagneb mas –

maradiuls SenSi, uzomod bednieri~.

zurab kakabaZe

yoveli adamianis winaSe, marTalia, sxvadasxva sicxadiTa da siRrmiT, 

magram yovelTvis dgas kiTxvebi: ra aris bedniereba? ras warmoadgens 

Tavad bedniereba? ra adgili uWiravs bednierebas adamianis cxovrebaSi? 

rogor unda moipovos adamianma bedniereba? es is kiTxvebia, romlebsac 

bednierebis, evdemonistur eTikam unda gasces pasuxi da romelTa mizanic 

adamianis bednierebis sazrisis garkvevaa. imis mixedviT, rogori iqneba 

pasuxi, ganisazRvreba adamianis damokidebuleba bednierebasTan. 

aristotele sakuTar naSromebSi gvTavazobs bednierebis miRwevis 

Tavisebur models, romelic exeba imas, Tu rogor unda icxovros adamianma 

da miaRwios bednierebas. nikomaqes eTikaSi aristotele xazgasmiT am-

tkicebs: imisaTvis, rom bednierebi viyoT, aucilebelia adamianuri bunebis 

Sesabamisad cxovreba.

aristotele aRwers bednierebas, rogorc adamianis umTavres saboloo 

sikeTes da rogorc TviTmizans. bedniereba aris saTno cxovrebiT cxovreba, 

rac niSnavs Cveni qmedebebisa da qcevis SerCevas Cveni ̀ ergonis~’1 Sesabamisad, 

an rac unda iyos Cveni damaxasiaTebeli saqmianoba. aristotele Tvlis, rom 

racionaluroba (msjelobis unari) aris is ZiriTadi komponenti, romelsac 

adamianebi floben, rac maT saSualebas aZlevs, srulyofaSi moiyvanon 

maTTvis damaxasiaTebeli saqmianoba, romelic aucilebelia saTnoebis 

misaRwevad. mas miaCnia, rom goneba, gansjis unari ganasxvavebs kacobriobas 

sxva saxeobebisgan. cxovelebisgan gansxvavebiT, adamianebs SeuZliaT, ga mo-

iyenon gansjis unari, raTa miiRon gadawyvetilebebi da Seqmnan sakuTari 

cxovreba. swored am msjelobis unariT da sakuTari sicocxlis Segnebuli 

Cvevis, saTnoebis wvrTniT miaRwevs kacobrioba saTnoebis saboloo saxes, 

anu aristoteles bednierebis koncefcias. aristoteles azriT, bedniereba 

aseve unda akmayofilebdes ramdenime ZiriTad kriteriums:

 es unda iyos raRac, romelsac advilad ver/ar wagvarTmeven; 

 is unda iyos saboloo an sruli;

 da unda iyos TviTkmari.

aristotele fiqrobda, rom bedniereba ergonis srulyofis gagebiT 

aris erTaderTi, rac Seesabameba am kriteriumebs. srulyofilebis miRweva 

1 ergoni, koncefcia aristoteles nikomaqes eTikidan, romelic yvelaze xSirad 
iTargmneba rogorc funqcia, davaleba an saqmianoba.
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imaSi, rasac Cveni suli gulisxmobs, aris is, Tu rogor aRweven adamianebi 

saTnoebas da bednierebas. aristotelesTvis bedniereba ubralod subi-

eq turi fenomeni ar aris, radgan is Cveni sulis racionaluri elementia, 

niSnavs imas, rom adamiani mzadaa mis racionalur bunebas da, Tavis mxriv, 

mis ergons Seusabamos saTno cxovreba.  

miuxedavad imisa, rom aristotele Tvlida saWirod garkveuli donis 

siamovnebis arsebobas adamianis cxovrebaSi, `garegani sikeTeni~ auci le-

belia bednierebisTvis (mag., ar itanjebode ZaladobiT), is mainc xedavda 

saTno cxovrebiT da saTnoebis Sesabamis moRvaweobiT cxovrebas, rogorc 

erTaderT gzas bednierebisken.

aristotele aseve sxva msgavs siqveleebsac gamoyofs, romlebic cxov-

rebaSi unda gaviTavisoT imisTvis, rom bednierebas mivaRwioT, magaliTad: 

 inteleqti da mecnieruli (an garkveuli) codna;

 cxovrebiseuli sibrZne: unari `sworad rom gansazRvro, ra aris kargi 

da mizanSewonili~; 

 TavdaWeriloba: TavSekaveba, Cveulebisamebr siamovnebis momniWebel 

aqtivobebTan mimarTebiT;

 keTilSobileba da megobroba;

 simamace: raimes misaRwevad iseTi unari, fizikurad daSavebis risksac 

rom ar SeuSindes adamiani.

 gansja: ucvleli WeSmaritebis gaTaviseba.1

aqedan gamomdinareobs martivi ram: bedniereba, rogorc cxovrebis 

umaRlesi mizani! aristotelesTvis adamianis TiToeuli nabiji da moqmedeba 

swored am mizans unda emsaxurebodes. adamians srulyofili cxovreba 

mxolod bednierebis mopovebiT SeuZlia, romelic TavisTavad unaklos 

xdis cxovrebas. magram aq isev Cndeba maradiuli SekiTxva: rogor movipovoT 

bedniereba? aristoteles Tanaxmad, SemTxveviT mopovebuli bedniereba ar 

SeiZleba iyos namdvili, is adamianma aucileblad unda moipovos saTnoebiT, 

wvrTniT da saTnoebis Sesabamisi moqmedebiTa Tu moRvaweobiT.

adamiani bednierebas unda eswrafvodes sicocxleSive da ara sikvdilis 

Semdeg, am procesSi ki gasaTvaliswinebelia, rom bednierebisTvis mxolod 

moqmedeba, Teoruli moRvaweoba da sulieri saTnoebebi ar aris sakmarisi, 

aseve, saWiroa zemoT aRniSnuli is `garegani saTnoebebi~, romelsac go niv-

ruli gamoyeneba sWirdeba.

aristoteles Tanamedrove filosofosi alasdair makintairis Sexe-

du leba saTnoebis eTikis mimarT uaRresad kritikulia Tanamedrove 

eTi kuri logikis mimarT da amis nacvlad is cdilobs, aRadginos da ga-

amarTlos aristoteluri tradicia moralur filosofiaSi, istoriuli da 

sociologiuri moTxovnis saSualebiT.

makintairi aRwers dRevandeli moralis naklovanebebs, romelsac igi 

miawers araadekvatur eTikur CarCos da gvTavazobs aristotelur hipo-

Tezas, romelic orientirebulia idealebze da ara wesebze, rogorc an-

1  mWedliSvili T., 2016, gv. 2.
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ti doti Tanamedrove saTno eTikisa. makintairi gvTavazobs samsafexurian 

saxes saTnoebebis Sesaxeb, romlebic ganlagebulia (1) praqtikaSi, (2) na-

rativebSi da (3) tradiciebSi. makintairi askvnis, rom dRevandeli sa zo-

gadoebis eTikuri perspeqtivebi savalaloa.1

makintairi dainteresebulia, daicvas, ufro farTod ganavrcos aris-

toteles saTnoebis tradicia masSi sakuTari koreqtirebis SetaniT. misi 

wigni `saTnoebis Semdeg~ iTvleba erT-erT umniSvnelovanes teqstad saT-

noebis eTikis Tanamedrove sferoSi da Semdgom aristotelizmis ufro 

farTo skolis mTavar naSromad.

aristotele ikvlevs, rogoria cxovreba iseTi racionaluri suliT, 

rogoric Cven gvaqvs: is amtkicebs, rom es aris miznis maZiebeli suli, yvela 

Cveni qmedeba emsaxureba raime mizans an sikeTes. saboloo jamSi, romlis 

miRwevac adamianebs surT, aris evdemonia, anu bedniereba. 

aristotele iyenebs evdemoniis koncefcias gansxvavebulad, vidre 

misi zogierTi Zveli berZeni winamorbedi filosofosebi iyenebda mas. 

is ZiriTadad yuradRebas amaxvilebs imaze, Tu rogor aris evdemoniis 

miRwevis saSualeba Cveni azrovnebis unaris Sesabamisi aqtivoba, saqmianoba 

da daniSnuleba. rogorc aristotele ambobs, `bedniereba aris sulis 

moqmedeba, romelic gamoxatavs srul saTnoebas~2 da `adamianuri sikeTe 

aris sulis moqmedeba, saTnoebis Sesabamisad~3. misTvis bedniereba aris 

sulis moqmedeba srulyofili saTnoebis Sesabamisad, moraluri da in-

teleqtualuri, Serwymuli materialur sikeTeebTan.  

socialuri da politikuri cxovreba bunebrivad Cndeba da konkretdeba 

polisSi. adamiani bunebiT politikuri cxovelia; adamianebi qmnian Temebs 

da qmnian poliss, raTa miaRwion bednierebas TavianT cxovrebaSi, xolo 

Cveni buneba Sedgeba sxva cocxal arsebebTan ̀ gangrZobadobis~ SemuSavebaSi, 

magram, amave dros, maTgan racionaluri gansxvavebis SenarCunebiT.4 

aRsaniSnavia, rom makintairi mWidrod mihyveba aristoteles tradicias. 

misi moraluri filosofiis gasaRebi aris is, rom: `saTnoeba aris SeZenili 

adamianuri Tviseba, romlis floba da gamoyeneba saSualebas gvaZlevs, 

mivaRwioT im saTnoebebs, romelsac sWirdeba Sinagani praqtika da romlis 

nakleboba gviSlis xels raime aseTi sikeTis, saTnoebis miRwevaSi Tu srul-

yofaSi. Cven unda miviRoT da gaviTavisoT aucilebel komponentebad sa-

mar Tlianobis, gambedaobisa da patiosnebis saTnoebebi, rogorc Sina ga-

ni funqciisa da wvrTnis standartebi.5 swored es koncefcia jdeba aris-

totelur bednierebis mopovebis CarCoSi. makintairisTvis adamiani bed-

nieria, rodesac srulad gamoxatavs sakuTar Tavs.

1 The Philosogist, 2020, gv. 1.
2 aristotele, nikomaqes eTika, 1102a5.
3 iqve, 1098a17-18.
4 jalaRonia d., 2018, gv. 18.
5 MacIntyre A., 2007,  p. 191.
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dasasruls, unda aRniSnos, rom aristotelesTvis bednierebis, eude mo-

niis miRwevis gzaze adamianma unda moipovos zomierebis `oqros Sualedi~, 

misdios saTnoebebs, gaiwrTvnas TiToeul siqveleSi, rac SemdgomSi gaxdeba 

TavisTavad `kargi cxovrebis~ safuZveli.

dRevandeli samyaro moculia erT did globalur pandemiis qselSi, am 

dros ki SeiZleba xSirad daisvas kiTxva: ras izamda aristotele pandemiis 

dros, SesaZlebeli iqneboda ki am dros bednierebis povna? globaluri 

pandemis sapasuxod filosofiaSi, albaT, saukeTeso pasuxi swored rom 

aristoteles eudemonistur eTikaSia.

gambedaoba, samarTlianoba, sikeTe, gansja da praqtikuli sibrZne aris 

is ZiriTadi saTnoebani kovid-19-is epoqaSi, romelic adamians exmareba 

bednierebis mopovebaSi an Tundac bednierebis aRqmaSi. es yovelive ki 

TavisTavad gulisxmobs Cveni naklovanebebis, SiSebis, gancdebisa Tu 

emociebis kontrols, siamovnebis Ziebas zomierebis gziT, saTnoebis yo-

veldRiur cxovrebaSi ufro Sxirad Semotanas, dafasebas imis, rac gagvaC-

nia aq da axla.

bednierebis sazrisis povnis procesi dagvexmareba, mivaRwioT saboloo 

cxovrebiseul mizans: wonasworobas. mas Semdeg, rac gavigebT, ra aniWebs 

Cvens cxovrebas azrs, SegiZliaT, prioritetulad miiCnioT is saTnoebebi, 

romlebic dagvexmareba ufro dabalansebulad vigrZnoT Tavi. 

cxovrebis saTnoebebiT Sevsebam SeiZleba gazardos adamianis bedni-

erebis kmayofilebis gancda: `oqros Sualedis~ povnam mniSvnelovnad 

SeiZleba gvagrZnobinos bedniereba da kmayofileba Cveni cxovrebiT. bed-

nierebis Zieba aris igive saTnoebis dausrulebeli savarjiSo, romelic 

aristoteles azriT, mdgomareobs imaSi, rom mTeli cxovrebis manZilze 

miaRwio yvela im saTnoebasa da sikeTes – janmrTelobas, simdidres, codnas, 

megobrebs da a.S., rac iwvevs adamianis bunebis srulyofas da adamianis 

sulisa da sicocxlis gamdidrebas.

aristoteles Sexedulebebma mniSvnelovnad gansazRvra moraluri 

filosofiis dargis mTeli Semdgomi ganviTareba. mis eTikas xSirad uwodeben 

bednierebis, evdemonistur eTikas, gamomdinare aqedan, Tanamedrove fi-

losofiis didi nawili aris aristoteles naSromis ganviTareba aris-

to teles ideebis sapasuxod. misi gavlena religiur (da gansakuTrebiT 

qristianul) eTikaze farTod iyo gavrcelebuli. misi Sexedulebebi Cvens 

Tanamedrove samyaroSia gavrcelebuli da dResac ikvleven da ganixileba 

mecnierebis mier, romlebic dainteresebulni arian kiTxvebiT, Tu ras 

niSnavs bedniereba da kargi cxovreba. 
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Tatia Basilaia

UNDERSTANDING OF HAPPINESS IN ARISTOTLE’S THOUGHT

Summary

“…You are happy – when you find it –
Eternal in you – extremely happy…”

Zurab Kakabadze
Aristotle describes happiness as man’s chief final good, and as an end in itself. Happiness is the 

living out of a virtuous life, which he takes to mean habituating our actions and behavior in accord 
with our ergon, or whatever our characteristic activity is. Aristotle believes that rationality is a key 
component humans possess that allows them to perfect their characteristic activity necessary for 
achieving virtue. He believes the ability to reason distinguishes mankind from other species. Unlike 
animals that are mostly the way they are always going to be based on the way they are born, 
humans can use reason to make their own decisions and shape their own lives. It is from this ability 
to reason and make one’s own life for themselves through conscious habit that mankind is able 
to achieve the ultimate end of virtue, or Aristotle’s conception of happiness. Happiness must also 
satisfy a few key criteria, according to Aristotle. (1) It must be something not easily taken away from 
us, (2) it must be final or complete, (3) and it must be self-sufficient. 

Aristotle believed that happiness in the sense of perfecting one’s ergon was the only thing that 
fit these criteria. Achieving excellence in what our souls are meant to do is how humans achieve 
virtue and happiness. Happiness is not simply a subjective phenomenon to Aristotle because the 
rational element of our soul means that man is wired to pursue a life befitting his rational nature, 
and his ergon in turn. While believing that some level of external goods is necessary for happiness 
(ex. not suffering from violence), Aristotle nevertheless saw the living out of a virtuous life through 
habit as the path towards happiness. 

Contemporary Aristotelian Alasdair MacIntyre’s take on virtue ethics is highly criƟ cal of con-
temporary ethical logic, and he instead looks to revive and vindicate the Aristotelian tradiƟ on in 
moral philosophy. Through chronicled and sociological request, MacIntyre describes the defi cien-
cies of present-day morals that he aƩ ributes to an inadequate ethical framework, and suggests an 
Aristotelian hypothesis centered on ideals rather than rules as an anƟ dote to modern virtue ethics. 
MacIntyre proposes a three-Ɵ ered account of the virtues situated in (1) pracƟ ces, (2) narraƟ ves, 
and (3) tradiƟ ons. MacIntyre concludes that the ethical prospects for present-day society are drea-
ry, and advocates for a return to small-scale communiƟ es with shared ethical frameworks.1

1  The Philosogist, 2020, p. 1.
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MacIntyre is interested in defending the broader Aristotelian tradition while making his own 
adjustments to it. His book After Virtue is considered one of the most important texts in the modern 
field of virtue ethics and is a major work in the broader school of Aristotelianism.

Aristotle explores what life is like with the kind of rational soul we have: he argues it is an end-
seeking soul, with all our actions aimed at some end or good. The very end which human beings 
want to reach is eudemonia, or happiness. Aristotle uses the concept of eudemonia differently 
from how some of his ancient Greek predecessors used it, by focusing primarily on how activity 
in accordance with our ability to reason is the vehicle for achieving eudemonia. As Aristotle says, 
“Happiness is an activity of the soul expressing complete virtue”1 and “”Human good turns out to 
be activity of the soul in accordance with virtue”2 For him happiness is the activity of the soul in 
accordance with perfect virtue, the moral and the intellectual one, combined with some sort of 
material goods. Social and political life are naturally emerging and concretizing in the polis. Man 
is by nature a political animal; people form communities and constitute the polis in order to reach 
happiness in their lives, and our nature consists of developing a set of “continuity” with other living 
things, but at the same time maintaining a rational distinction from them.3

MacIntyre closely follows the Aristotelian tradition. Key to MacIntyre’s moral philosophy is that 
“A virtue is an acquired human quality the possession and the exercise of which tends to enable us 
to achieve those goods which are internal to practices and the lack of which effectively prevents 
us from achieving any such goods…. we have to accept as necessary components of any practice 
with internal goods and standards of excellence the virtues of justice, courage, and honesty.”4 This 
conception fits into a broader Aristotelian framework. 

Aristotle’s views significantly determined the whole further development of the field of moral 
philosophy. Much of modern philosophy is either a development of Aristotle’s work, or in response 
to Aristotle’s ideas. His influence on religious (and in particular Christian) ethics has been pervading. 
His views permeate our world today, and are still being examined and debated on by scholars today 
who are interested in questions about what happiness and living a good life means. This paper will 
dig briefly into how Aristotle and contemporary Aristotelian Alasdair MacIntyre have understood 
happiness in order to offer a unique perspective on these ancient questions.

1 Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics 1102a5.
2 Ibid., 1098a17-18.
3 Jalaghonia D., 2018, p. 18.
4 MacIntyre A., 2007, p. 191.
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CULTURALͳAESTHETICAL PARADIGM

nana guliaSvilinana guliaSvili

xelovnebis gagebisa da interpretaciis                       
zurab kakabaZiseuli versia

z. kakabaZis filosofiuri memkvidreoba, gadaWarbebis gareSe SeiZleba 

iTqvas, warmoadgens qarTuli inteleqtualuri da sulieri kulturis 

saganZurs. misi yoveli naSromi daRdasmulia niWierebiT. misi interesebis 

sfero mravalmxrivi iyo. is muSaobda fenomenologiis, egsistencializmis, 

adamianis, xelovnebisa da kulturis sakiTxebze. arsebiTad misi filo so-

fiuri memkvidreoba SeiZleba SevafasoT rogorc totalitarul reJimSi 

azrovnebis, Tavisuflebis gamoxatulebad. totalitaruli reJimi cal m-

xrivad, mxolod ekonomikur ganaserSi ganixilavda adamians da kulturas. 

zurab kakabaZis mTeli filosofiuri aqtivoba marqsistuli filosofiis 

am calmxrivobis winaaRmdeg iyo mimarTuli da cdilobda, qarTul in te-

leqtualur sivrceSi Tavisufali azrovnebis precendentebi gaeCina. 

amjerad misi filosofiuri memkvidreobidan Tqvens yuradRebas Se-

vaCereb xelovnebis gagebis problemaze.

statiis ̀ xelovnebis nawarmoebis gagebis problema~, romelic dawerilia 

70-ian wlebSi, analizi cxadyofs, Tu ramdenad Tanamedrovea dResac ka ka-

baZiseuli midgoma xelovnebis gagebisa da interpretaciis sakiTxisadmi. 

misi azrovnebis originaloba kidev ufro mkafiod warmoCindeba, Tu mki-

Txveli zedapirulad gadaavlebs Tvals an gaixsenebs imdroindel or To-

doqsul, marqsistuli esTetikis warmomadgenlebis opusebs.

am statiis pirvelive abzacSi filosofiuri virtuozulobiT warmod-

genilia xelovnebis definicia:

`xelovnebis nawarmoebi, rogorc Cveulebriv amboben, adamianis cxov-

rebas gamosaxavs, igi cxovrebis gamosaxulebaa... adamianis cxovreba sa-

erTod gamosaxulebebis gziT gveZleva da miiwvdomeba. amitomac xelovnebis 

nawarmoebis gagebis sakiTxi nawilobriv Tanxvdeba saerTod adamianis 

cxovrebis gagebis sakiTxs~. (gv. 34. `filosofiuri saubrebi~).

am statiaSi dakvirvebuli Tvali amoikiTxavs avtoris Rrma azrs xe-

lovnebis bunebis Sesaxeb. mivaqcioT yuradReba, rom mas am gansazRvrebiT 

xelovneba ar warmoudgenia ubralo garTobad, an cxovrebis samkaulad. is 

ar daiyvaneba arc esTetikur hedonistur gagebamde, rom araferi vTqvaT 

klasobriv da partiul-ideologiur, propagandistul instrumentad yof-

naze, aramed mas aqvs Rrma funqcia, es aris adamianis cxovrebis da yofi ere-

bis, saerTod gagebis, masSi wvdomis erT-erTi gamorCeuli fenomeni.
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xelovnebis gageba, mis arsSi wvdoma, faqtobrivad, adamianis sinam dvi-

lisadmi damokidebulebis erT-erT umTavres mimarTebas warmoadgens, 

romelSic SeiZleba davinaxoT adamianis da yofierebis uRrmesi Sreebi.

statiis dasawyisSi avtori amzadebs mkiTxvels gagebis rTul pro-

cesSi gasarkvevad, xazs usvams adamianis sinamdvilesTan mimarTebis sxva-

dasxvagvarobas: fizikur, vitalur, socialur, inteleqtualur, es Te ti-

kur, eTikur da a. S. am mimarTebebidan, Tavisi specifika gaaCnia esTetikur 

mimarTebas, romelic gulisxmobs sinamdvilisadmi emociur, kritikul 

midgomebs, rac, Tavis mxriv, adamianur gancdebSi mogvecema.

zurab kakabaZis azriT, arseba, romlis arseboba gancdebSia mocemuli 

da es swored imitomaa SesaZlebeli, rom mas SeuZlia sxva adamianis gan-

cdebis, anu cxovrebis gageba. erTi sityviT, gagebis sakiTxi arsebiTad 

TviT refleqsiis da mis safuZvelze sxvis gaTavisebis aqtad warmodgeba. 

xelovnebis nawarmoebis gagebac identuria sxva adamianis gancdebis gagebis 

procesisa.

am mcire zomis statiaSi avtori adamianis mier meore adamianis cxovrebis 

gagebis motivebs ganixilavs fsiqoanalizis da masTan dapirispirebul 

fenomenologiur da egsistencialur filosofiis warmomadgenelTa ma-

galiTze da miiCnevs, rom adamians meore adamianis gageba SeuZlia mxolod 

dialogSi myofs, sakuTar Tavze da sakuTar gancdebze TviTrefleqsiiT, 

rom lis gamosaxulebac gveZleva, gamosaxuleba yovelTvis gulisxmobs 

motivs, amdenad, gageba niSnavs motivaciis amocnobis process, amitom 

adamianis cxovrebis gageba dafarulis gamJRavnebis anu interpretaciis 

saxes iRebs.

statias avtori xelovnebisa da cxovrebis gagebis igiveobiT iwyebs. 

xe  lovnebis gagebis sakiTxs ganixilavs swored cxovrebis da adamianis ga-

ncdebis gamosaxulebis gageba-interpretaciasTan akavSirebs da xe lo-

v nebas, rogorc gamosaxulebaTa erTobliobas miiCnevs garkveul enad, 

romlis meSveobiTac sazrisia gamoTqmuli. amitom xelovnebis na war  mo-

ebis gageba swored am sazrisis wvdomas warmoadgens. misi azriT, mniS vne-

lo vania is garemoeba, rom `gagebas, rogorc interpretacias ara mxolod 

calkeuli nawarmoebi, aramed, agreTve, mocemuli epoqis mTeli xelovnebac 

eqvemdebareba. erTi epoqis xelovneba raRac saerTo formaluri Tavi se-

burebebiT xasiaTdeba da maTs mamotivirebel sazriss rom mivagnebT, amiT 

epoqis xelovnebis gagebas vaRwevT...~ (iqve, gv. 35).

am azris ilustrirebisaTvis, z. kakabaZe mimarTavs Tanamedrove da-

savluri xelovnebis analizs. misi azriT, `polifoniuroba~ da `dialo gu-

robaa~ Tanamedrove dasavluri xelovnebis mTavari maxasiaTebeli.

dostoevskis da kafkas nawarmoebebi amis saukeTeso nimuSebia, sadac 

gansxvavebuli Tvalsazrisebi upirispirdebian erTmaneTs da cxadad ar 

Cans avtoris pozicia da Tu is Cans, isic gansxvavebul poziciaTa Tana bar-
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Zalovania. amdenad nawarmoebebi daubolovebeli da dausrulebelia. (aseT 

STabeWdilebas stovebs). 

amis mizezad saxeldeba is, rom Tanamedrove epoqis suli ar cnobs raime 

ideas, romelic iqneba dominanturi da aRiarebuli, gaziarebuli saboloo 

instanciis WeSmaritebad. swored am kuTxiT adarebs erTmaneTs goeTesa 

da dostoevskis da miiCnevs, rom goeTe cxovrobda rwmenis epoqaSi da 

amdenad misi mxatvruli ideebi droSi qmnadobaze iyo orientirebuli, rac 

niSnavda, rom erTi meores edeba da evolucia xdeba ganviTarebis, umaRles 

ideamde. xolo dostoevskis da kafkas rac Seexeba, goeTes sapirispirod 

maT ver gamokveTes centraluri idea. maTTan idea sapirispiro ideis 

TanabarZalovania da amdenad ara gvaqvs ideebis droSi Tanmimdevruloba, 

aramed ideebi raRac sivrceSia gabneuli.

z. kakabaZis azriT, msgavsi procesebis dafiqsireba SesaZlebelia 

filosofiaSic. goeTes analogiiT asaxelebs hegelis filosofias, xolo 

dostoevskis da kafkas analogiiT ki – kirkegoris da nicSes filosofias.

z. kakabaZis SromebSi xelovnebis gagebis sakiTxi dakavSirebulia aseve, 

xelovnebis auditoriis sakiTxTan. am statiis wakiTxvisas gagviCndeba 

asociacia frangi filosofosis r. bartis koncefciasTan, romlis mixed-

viTac Tanamedrove kulturaSi avtoris sikvdilma gamoiwvia auditoriis 

dabadeba. marTlac, avtorisa da auditoriis mimarTeba, an sxvagvarad 

auditoriis mier avtoris gageba, klasikuri filosofiuri diskursis mi-

xedviTac garkveul siZneleebTan iyo dakavSirebuli. 

`saxeldobr, raSi gamoixateba xelovnebis nawarmoebis gagebis, mis mier 

auditoriis mopovebis siZnele? imaSi, rom igi, yoveldRiuri cxovrebis 

TvalsazrisiT, yoveldRiur-praqtikuli, `bunebrivi~ poziciis mixedviT, 

raRac uCveulos da Tanac uCveulo eniT Tqmaa~, (`xelovneba da misi 

auditoria~, z. kakabaZe xelovneba filosofia cxovreba, gv. 64).

yoveldRiuri – praqtikuli ena pirobiTi xasiaTisaa, xolo xelovnebis 

ena xasiaTdeba imiT, rom pirobiTad mimTiTebeli niSani ki ar aris, aramed 

Tavad gamosaxuli viTarebis `gamometyvelebaa~. 

`yoveldRiuri cxovrebis doneze adamiani sayovelTaod SeTanxmebuli, 

miRebuli, daswavlil-damaxsovrebuli bunebrivi eniT operirebs, amgvar 

enasaa SeCveuli da amgvari enaa misTvis Cveuli ena. xolo xelovnebis ena, 

rogorc Tavad saganTa da movlenaTa mniSvnelobebis uSualo ̀ gamocxadeba~, 

`gamometyveleba~da `metyveleba~ uCveuloa misTvis.~ (iqve, gv. 69).

z. kakabaZis azriT, xelovnebis ena uCveuloa yoveldRiuri cxovrebis 

TvalsazrisiT. xelovneba laparakobs imis Sesaxeb, rac adamianis sa ku-

T riv adamianuri yofierebis arsebiTi tendenciebis mixedviT iTqmis da 

ara ubralod gavrcelebuli da miRebuli Sexedulebebis mixedviT. xe-

lovnebis enis gagebis siZnele is aris, rom yoveldRiurobis rutinaSi 

CarTuli adamianebisTvis, melTa interesebisa da Rirebulebebis sfero 

am yoveldRiuri cxovrebidan ar gadis, xelovneba misTvis uCveulod 
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laparakobs yofierebis saidumlo Sreebze da saubrobs uCveulo eniT, rac 

auditoriisTvis gaugebari xdeba. 

amdenad, xelovnebis nawarmoebis gagebis problema gulisxmobs audi-

toriis bunebrivi poziciis Secvlas, anu yoveldRiuri cxovrebis iner-

ciisadmi winaaRmdegobas da mis daZlevas gulisxmobs. 

`Tanamedrove dasavleTSi Zalian bevrs weren adamianis totalur 

gaucxoebasa da, paralelurad, xelovnebis katastroful mdgomareobaze, 

imaze, rom WeSmaritma xelovnebam auditoria dahkarga. xelovnebis audi-

toria iqca `antiauditoriad~, romelic yrua xelovnebisaTvis da romelic, 

xelovnebis nacvlad, `antixelovnebas~ moiTxovs. `antiauditoriis~ mo-

TxovniT arenaze gamodis antixelovneba, romelic TandaTan aviwroebs da 

devnis xelovnebas.~ (iqve. gv.70).

am statiis mizani, rogorc TavSi ganvacxadeT, aris is, rom gveCvenebina, 

Tu ramdenad Tanamedrovea z. kakabaZis Sexedulebebi.

Sejamebis saxiT SeiZleba gamovyoT am statiaSi Camoyalibebuli Zi-

riTadi ideebi, romlebic xelovnebis gagebis da interpretaciis process 

axlavs Tan.

1. xelovnebis gageba cxovrebis gagebis analogiiT. es Zalian Rrma da 

originaluri ganmartebaa xelovnebisa.

2. adamiani, uwinares yovlisa, ganmcdeli arsebaa, mas sakuTari cxovreba 

moecema gancdebSi da amdenad SeuZlia sxvisi cxovrebis gageba, radganac 

isic analogiurad gancdebSia mocemuli.

3. xelovneba gancdebis gamosaxulebebia, amdenad misi gageba sakuTari da 

sxva adamianis cxovrebis gagebis analogiuria.

4. gancdebis gasagebad aucilebelia epoqalur motivaciaSi garkveva.

5. Tanamedrove xelovnebisaTvis damaxasiaTebelia `polifoniuroba~ da 

`dialoguroba~, maSin, roca klasikur xelovnebaSi arsebobda do mi-

nanturi idea, rogorc mamotivirebeli faqtori da xelovnebaSi gan-

viTarebuli ideebi droSi TanmimdevrulobiT xasiaTdeboda. maSin, roca 

Tanamedrove xelovneba – xelovnebis gamosaxulebebi TanabarZalovania, 

anu sivrceSi ganfenilia.

6. xelovnebisa da auditoriis mimarTebis sakiTxi; mniSvnelovania, rom 

dResac Tanamedrove kulturaSi auditoria Tavad `karnaxobs~ xe lov-

nebas TamaSis wesebs.

am ZiriTad ideebs Tu aviRebT samuSao cnebebad, vnaxavT, rom is dRe-

sac aqtualuria Tanamedrove postmodernuli xelovnebis gageba-in ter p-

retaciisaTvis.
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Nana Guliashvili 

THE ISSUE OF UNDERSTANDING AND INTERPRETING ART                                                                
Z. KAKABADZE VERSION

Summary

Z. Kakabadze’s philosophical heritage without exaggeration it can be said that, is a treasure 
of Georgian intellectual and spiritual culture. Each of his works is gifted with talent. His area of 
interest was multifaceted. He has worked on phenomenology, existentialism, human, art and 
culture. Essentially his philosophical heritage can be evaluated as an expression of thinking, 
freedom in a totalitarian regime. The totalitarian regime viewed people and culture unilaterally, 
only in economic terms. Zurab Kakabadze’s entire philosophical activity was directed against this 
one-sidedness of Marxist philosophy and tried to set precedents for free thinking in the Georgian 
intellectual space.

This time from his philosophical legacy I will draw your attention to the problem of 
understanding art. In the article “The problem of understanding a Work of Art”, Written in the 
70s, the reason for choosing this issue is to show how modern Kakabadze’s approach to the issue 
of understanding and interpreting art is today. The originality of his thinking is even more evident, 
if the reader superficially overlooks or recalls the opuses of the representatives of the orthodox, 
Marxist aesthetics of that time.

In the very first paragraph of this article, the definition of art is presented with philosophical 
virtuosity.

“A work of art, as it is usually said, depicts human life, it is an image of life… Human life is 
generally given and accessed through images. That is why the question of understanding a work of 
art partly agrees with the question of understanding human life in general”. An observant eye in 
this article will read the author’s deep thought about the nature of art. not that by this definition he 
did not present art as mere entertainment, or as a jewel of life. It will not be reduced to an aesthetic 
hedonistic understanding, not to mention being a class and party-ideological, propaganda tool, 
but it has a deep function, this is one of the distinctive phenomena of human life and existence, of 
general understanding, of access to it. Understanding of art, access to its essence is in fact one of 
the main directions of human attitude towards reality, in which we can see the deepest layers of 
human and being.
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sofio modebaZe sofio modebaZe 

xelovneba, rogorc sazogadoebis sarke 

rogorc cnobilia, xelovnebas didi Zala aqvs, mas SeuZlia adamianSi 

aRZras emociebi, daafiqros igi, ubiZgos azrovnebisaken, zogjer Seac v-

levinos kidec azri ama Tu im sakiTxze, erTi sityviT, garkveulwilad imoq-

medos masze.

ismis kiTxva: SesaZlebelia Tu ara, xelovnebam asaxos sazogadoebaSi 

arsebuli moraluri problemebi? SeuZlia Tu ara xelovnebas imoqmedos 

adamianis moralur saxeze? 

rogorc cnobilia, adamianTa mankierebebis Sesaxeb, sxvadasxva dros, 

namuSevrebs mravali mxatvari qmnida. maTi mizani iyo, sazogadoebas Caexeda 

sarkeSi da sakuTari Tavi moralisa da zneobis WrilSi daenaxa. amgvarad 

axerxebda xelovneba sazogadoebaze zemoqmedebas da moraluri normebis 

damkvidrebas.

aRsaniSnavia, rom arseboben mxatvrebi, romlebic sulac ar cdiloben, 

TavianTi namuSevrebiT lamazi da Tvalis saamebeli suraTebi SesTavazon, 

siamovneba mianiWon mayurebels, piriqiT, isini adamianTa cxovrebis bnel 

mxareebs, maT mankierebebs daufaravad asaxaven TavianT suraTebSi da amiT 

TiTqos sarkeSi axedeben sazogadoebas, riTic cdiloben, gamoafxizlon 

adamianebi da Tvali auxilon maT.

swored amgvar xelovanTa rigSia XV saukunis holandieli mxatvari 

ieronimus bosxi, romelic Tavis suraTebSi ar erideba sazogadoebis mwvave 

kritikas. romel xerxs da romel saxviT saSualebebs mimarTavs ieronimus 

bosxi Tavis namuSevrebSi sazogadoebaze zemoqmedebisaTvis? am mxriv 

sainteresoa misi erT-erTi suraTi `Tivis zidva~. 

uzarmazar Tivis zvins gars uamravi adamiani axvevia. aq wamodgenili 

sazogadoeba Wrelia, aq aris yvela socialuri fenis warmomadgeneli: 

glexebi, vaWrebi, mefe, hercogi da papic ki. aq vxedavT qalebs, mamakacebsa 

da bavSvebs, berebsa da monazvnebs, moxetiale momRerlebs, eqimebs, boSebs... 

fiwlebiTa da focxebiT SeiaraRebulni, isini tomrebiTa da godrebiT 

mosulan, WianWvelebiviT irevian; ar indoben erTmaneTs, Widaoben, Cxu-

boben, mujlugunebs urtyamen, cdiloben, axlos mividnen Tivis zvinTan 

da rac SeiZleba meti Tiva Caigdon xelSi. ager, qalsa da mamakacs muSti-

krivi gaumarTavT, erT mamakacs meore miwaze daugdia da danamomarjvebuli 

zemodan daswolia; Tivis zvinze miyudebuli maRali kibis ZirSi adamianebi 

erTmaneTze gadadian. uremSi ki, romelzec es uzarmazari Tivis zvini devs, 

Sebmuli arian ucnauri arsebebi.

Cvenma aRweram naTlad dagvanaxva, rom mxatvari gamosaxavs adamianebs, 

romlebic Tivis zvinidan sakuTari wili Tivis mosapoveblad yovelgvari 
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wesis gareSe ibrZvian da ar indoben erTmaneTs. amaSi CarTulia yvela: didi 

Tu patara, Raribi Tu mdidari, mefe Tu glexi, eri Tu beri. 

ratomaa ase mniSvnelovani am adamianebisaTvis Tivis Tundac mcire 

odenobis misakuTreba? da, saerTodac, ras ganasaxierebs Tivis zvini? cxa-

dia, mas raRac simboluri mniSvneloba unda hqondes. holandielebs aqvT 

erTi saxaliso saxumaro leqsi, romelSic moTxrobilia, rom RmerTma, 

Tivis zvinis msgavsad, Tavi mouyara yvela materialur sikeTes da es sikeTe 

yvela adamians Tanabrad ekuTvnoda. Tumca adamianebs sZlia sixarbem, Surma 

da TiToeul maTgans mounda, rac SeiZleba meti waeglija am simdidridan da 

daiwyo dausrulebeli brZola adamianTa Soris.

SemTxveviTi rodia, rom holandielebs amgvari andazac aqvT: `cxovreba 

Tivis zvinia, romelsac TiToeuli adamiani imdens waglejs, ramdensac 

SeZlebs~. magram gana paradoqsi araa, rom leqsSic, andazaSic da bosxTanac 

materialuri simdidris simbolo Tivaa, romelic iafi da TiTqmis usar-

geblo ramaa, ubralod gamxmari, `mkvdari~ balaxia? SemTxveviTi arc isaa, 

rom holandiurad Tiva da `araferi~, `arara~ erTnairad gamoiTqmis da iwe-

reba – hooi. swored am dros holandiur enaSi Cndeba gamoTqmebi `es yve-

laferi Tivaa~ anu tyuilia; an `mieci Tiva~, `miutane Tiva~ vinmes, rac niS-

navs, moatyue, icrue. 

sxvaTa Soris, qarTulSic gvaqvs gamoTqma, `TavSi Cala aqvs~ anu sica-

ri ele aqvs, uWkuoa. amdenad, mxatvari materialur keTildReobas, rasac 

simbolurad Tiva ganasaxierebs, `ararad~, `arafrad~, amaoebad warmoaCens 

da gviCvenebs am `ararasaTvis~ adamianTa fusfuss, brZolas; igi gvixatavs, 

Tu rogor arian isini sixarbisa da momxveWelobis tyveobaSi da ar Takiloben 

tyuils, qurdobas, TaRliTobas... amas mxatvari kompoziciis mTavari ga mo-

saxulebis – Tivis zvinis garSemo gabneul scenebSi warmogvidgens. suraTis 

wina planze, marjvena kideSi Casuqebuli beri mSvidad zis da WiqiT Rvinos 

miirTmevs. savarZlis saxelurze uqmad Camokidebuli krialosani misi sulis 

sizarmaceze metyvelebs. iqve saqmianoben monazvnebic. erT maTgans mxarze 

Tivis didi kona aqvs Semodebuli da sadacaa meores miawvdis, romelic Tivas 

did tomaraSi gulmodgined agrovebs.

aqve gamosaxulia moxetiale TaRliTi kbilis eqimi, romlis msgavsi mrav-

lad iyo imxanad. mas magidaze aTasgvari instrumenti uwyvia, xolo samosis 

kalTasTan CaliT (anu oqroTi) datenili qisa – misi TaRliTobis niSani – 

ukidia.

sainteresoa, romel mxatvrul saSualebebs, elementebsa da xerxebs 

iye nebs bosxi am namuSevarSi, raTa saTqmeli ukeT miitanos mnaxvelamde. am 

scenaSi imdeni detali da figuraa, rom mnaxvels survili uCndeba, yoveli 

maTgani daaTvalieros. 

igi Sedis suraTis sivrceSi, iwyebs scenebis, maTi detalebis Tvalierebas. 

suraTi TiTqos iTrevs mnaxvels sakuTar wiaRSi. am procesSi mnaxvels 

uCndeba SegrZneba, rom aq cxovreba duRs, adamianebi WianWvelebiviT irevian, 

moqmedeben da amis gamo sasuraTe sibrtyeze erTgvari qaosi sufevs.
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bosxi xSirad qmnida suraTs, romelSic adamianis degradirebul mo-

ralur saxes da mis mankierebebs asaxavda. am mxriv aRsaniSnavia breigelis 

cnobili suraTi `igavi brmebis Sesaxeb~. soflis mSvidi peizaJis fonze Cam-

wkrivebuli brmebi erTmaneTs miyvebian. maTi usinaTlo winamZRoli xevSi 

Cavardnila da sadacaa danarCenebic ukan miyvebian. es figurebi mnaxvelTan 

axlos, wina planzea motanili. erTi SexedviT, sruliad realisturi, yofiTi 

scenaa, romlis danaxvisTanave gviCndeba SekiTxva: risi Tqma unda mxatvars 

am namuSevriT? 

am suraTis danaxvisTanave adamians ori urTierTgamomricxavi grZnoba 

eufleba. erTi mxriv, mas simSvide da stabilurobis SegrZneba ipyrobs, rasac 

fonze gamosaxuli soflis mSvenieri idiliuri peizaJi ganapirobebs, meore 

mxriv ki, bevrad ufro Zlieria erTgvari mousvenrobis da usiamovnebis 

gancda, romelic mnaxvels wina planze gamosaxuli usinaTloTa figurebis 

danaxvisas eufleba. xedavs ra diagonalurad ganlagebul, moyanyale fi-

gurebs, mnaxvelis mzera figuraTa mier Seqmnil daRmaval, diagonalur 

jaWvs miyveba da Tavadac TiTqos miwa ecleba fexqveS, mousvenroba da 

arastabiluroba ipyrobs. garda amisa, wina planze gamosaxuli es figurebi 

sakmaod usiamovno SegrZnebebs aRZraven mnaxvelSi. mxatvari zedmiwevniT 

realisturad gamosaxavs maT; imdenad realisturad da zustad, rom Ta-

namedrove eqimebma TiToeul aq gamosaxul usinaTlos diagnozic dausves.

breigeli cdilobs, fizikuri naklis miRma personaJebis sulieri si-

maxinje dagvanaxos. maT sulier sibrmaveze, siRatakesa da ugunurebaze 

migvaniSnos. 

am brmebma TavianT winamZRolad brma airCies da rodesac brmas brmebi 

mihyavs, Sedegic aseTia – isini ufskrulSi iCexebian. es maTes saxarebis igavis 

erTgvari vizualuri xatia. maTes saxarebaSi ieso mociqulebs farisevlo-

bis Sesaxeb eubneba: `moeSviT maT: brmebi arian da brmebisve winamZRolni; 

xolo Tu brma win uZRvis brmas, oriveni ormoSi Cacvivian~. (maTe, 15-14). 

cxadia, am sityvebiT macxovars mxedvelobaSi adamianTa sulieri da ara 

fizikuri sibrmave hqonda da breigelic swored amaze migvaniSnebs, rodesac 

fonze, suraTis centrSi taZars gamosaxavs. sainteresoa, rom mxatvari aq 

misi mSobliuri mxaris, brabantis mSvid da mSvenier peizaJs gamosaxavs; es 

taZari ki dResac dgas briuselTan axlos, erT-erT sofelSi. 

am suraTze erTmaneTs upirispirdeba wina planze gamosaxuli ada mi-

anebis fizikuri Tu sulieri simaxinje da ukana planze gamosaxuli ula-

mazesi mSvidi udrtvinveli buneba. risi Tqma undoda mxatvars amiT? bre-

igeli gviCvenebs bunebis maradiulobas, mis sidiades, simSvides da imas, 

rom bunebaSi yvelaferi kanonzomieria. xolo adamianTa sazogadoebaSi ki 

ugu nurebas da uamrav mankierebas dausadgurebia, keTilgonierebas TiTqos 

dautovebia adamianTa samyaro, maTi goneba da gulebi. 

haidegeri ambobs, rom xelovneba aris erTaderTi gza WeSmaritebis aR-

moCenisTvis. sainteresoa haidegeris azri van gogis erT-erT namuSevarze 
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`waRebze~, haidegeri Semdeg ganmartebas gvaZlevs, rom swored xelovnebis 

am nimuSma gadmosca WeSmariteba yofierebisa, im qalis cxovrebis Sesaxeb 

mogviyva, visac SeeZlo etarebina es fexsacmeli. 

soren kirkegori xelovnebas ganmartavs, rom xelovneba cxovrebis dros 

cxovrebas unda moemsaxuros, cxovrebaSi CarTuli TavSesafari ki ar unda 

iyos, aramed gamoqcevis, Zalis momcemi. 

ra aris xelovneba da ra funqciebi aqvs mas? am kiTxvaze pasuxiT iwyeba 

vasili kandinskis wigni `sulierebis Sesaxeb xelovnebaSi~. xelovneba Tavisi 

funqciiT yofierebis ilustraciaa da Tavad daatarebs Sinagan ideurobas, 

rac xelovnebis sxvadasxva sferoSi sublimirdeba sxvadasxva formiT. 

siuzan sontagi aRniSnavs, rom xelovnebis uZvelesi Teoria, romelic 

berZenma filosofosebma SemogvTavazes, miuTiTebda, rom is realobis 

erTgvari imitacia, mibaZvaa, swored am dros wamoiWreba xelovnebis 

faseulobis sakiTxi. mimeturi Teoria, Tavisi arsiT, xelovnebas sakuTari 

adgilis da mniSvnelobis gamyarebisken mouwodebs. 

sontagis azriT, platonis Teoria im azris ganvrcobisTvis Seiqmna, 

rom xelovnebis Rirebuleba, rogorc wesi, meryevia. vinaidan filosofosma 

Cveulebrivi, materialuri sagnebi mimbaZvelobis obieqtebad, raRac stru-

qturis gaurkveveli formebis imitaciad miiCnia, am Teoriis Tanaxmad, 

vTqvaT, sawolis amsaxveli saukeTeso tiloc ki mxolod `mibaZvis mibaZva~ 

iqneboda. platonisTvis xelovnebas naklebi sargebeli moaqvs (daxatul 

sa wolze ver daiZineb) da arc namdvilia, am sityvis umkacresi gagebiT. 

aristoteles mier xelovnebis dasacavad moxmobili argumentebi rodi ewi-

naaRmdegeba platonis Sexedulebas imis Sesaxeb, rom yovelgvari xelovneba 

iluzoruli da, Sesabamisad, sicruea, magram is kolegas usargeblobis 

Temaze edaveba. aristoteles Tanaxmad, tyuilia Tu ara, xelovnebas mainc 

aqvs garkveuli mizani, vinaidan is Terapiis erTgvari formaa (kaTarzisi). 

`poetikis~ avtoris mixedviT, yvelafris miuxedavad, xelovneba, medicinis 

TvalsazrisiT, didad sasargebloa, radgan saSiS emociebs musravs. pla-

toniseuli xedva da aristoteles baZvis (mimezisi) Teoria mainc tyu-

piscalebi arian, – aRniSnavs sontagi, – im gagebiT, rom xelovneba yovelTvis 

metaforulia, magram mimbaZvelobis Teoriis damcvelebma ar unda daxuWon 

Tvali dekoratiuli da abstraqtuli xelovnebis Sefasebisas. 

mcdari mosazreba, romlis Tanaxmadac, xelovneba aucileblad `si na-

m dviles~ asaxavs, SeiZleba baZvis Teoriis sivrcidan gauRwevlad, sapi-

ris pirod Semobrundes an gabaTildes. sontagis mosazrebiT, xelovnebis 

dasavluri gageba da amis Sesaxeb gamoTqmuli azrebi, berZnuli Teoriis 

– xelovneba, rogorc mibaZva an reprezentacia – sazRvrebSi darCa. am Te-

oriis gamoa, rom xelovneba, rogorc aseTi, problemur sakiTxad iqceva 

da dacvas saWiroebs. misi azriT, swored xelovnebis dacva gulisxmobs 

im ucnauri Sexedulebis gadaxedvas, romlis mixedviTac, Cven SeveCvieT 

raRacas vuwodoT `forma~ da gavmijnoT imisgan, rasac raxania, `Sinaarsi~ 

davarqviT. 
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dResac ki, roca SemoqmedTa da kritikosTa umravlesobam ukve ukuagdo 

xelovnebis, rogorc empiriuli sinamdvilis reprezentaciis Teoria – im 

Teoriis sasargeblod, rom xelovneba subieqturi ufroa – ase gansajeT, igi 

baZvis cnebis umTavres Tvisebas kvlavac inarCunebs. magaliTad, rodesac 

vaxdenT xelovnebis nimuSis formulirebas romelime suraTis modelze 

(xelovneba, rogorc realobis amsaxveli suraTi) an Canafiqris modelze 

(xelovneba, rogorc xelovanis ganzraxva), wina planze mainc Sinaarsi dgeba. 

Sinaarsi, albaT, Seicvala da Cvens droSi igi SeiZleba naklebad xatovani da 

realisturia. 

samwuxarod, arcerT Cvengans ar SeuZlia am uTvalav TeoriaTagan ro-

melimes mainc is ubraloeba daubrunos, romlis mixedviTac xelovnebas 

sulac ar sWirdeboda TviTgasamarTleba, roca aravin kiTxulobda, Tu 

ras ambobda xelovnebis nimuSi, radgan man icoda (an fiqrobda, rom icoda), 

rasac ambobda.

Cven unda viswavloT ufro metis danaxva, metis gagoneba, metis aRqma. 

Cveni amocana ar aris xelovnebis nimuSSi Sinaarsis Zebna an metis danaxvis 

survili, vidre TavisTavad aris masSi. Cveni mizania, Zveli Sinaarsis 

mniSvneloba ise SevkumSoT, rom mTlianobaSi davinaxoT sagani. 

naSromSi `radikaluri nebis stilebi~ sontagi saubrobs: `Cveulebriv, 

Cven vafasebT xelovnebis nawarmoebs imis mixedviT, Tu ramdenad seriozuli 

da keTilSobiluria is, rasac igi aRwevs. Cven vafasebT mas warmatebiT 

Sesrulebuli amocanisTvis, unarisTvis, iyos is, rasac warmoadgens da, 

SesaZloa, im ganzraxvis ganxorcielebisTvis, romelic mis safuZvelSi 

Zevs. Cven vgulisxmobT erTgvar wesier, ase vTqvaT, sworxazovan kavSirs 

ganzraxvasa da Sedegs Soris. am standartebze dayrdnobiT vafasebT 

`iliadas~, aristofanes piesebs, baxis `fugis xelovnebas~, `midlmarCs~. 

rembrandtis ferweras, Sartris taZars, donis poezias, `RvTaebriv kome-

dias~, beThovenis kvartetebs da adamianTa Soris – sokrates, qristes, 

wminda farncisk asizels, napoleons, savonarolas. (s. sontagi, 1999: 34).

magram, adamianTa Semfasebeli maRali kulturis da maRali stilis 

tragikuli da komikuri seriozulobis garda, arsebobs sxva mgrZnobelobac 

da mxolod maRali kulturis stilze reagireba da yvela sxva qmedebis 

da grZnobis uyuradRebod datoveba niSnavs sakuTari Tavis, rogorc 

adamianuri arsebis motyuebas. magaliTad, arsebobs seriozuloba, romlis 

sazomsac warmoadgens tanjva, sisastike, SeSliloba. aq Cven vcdilobT 

erTmaneTisgan gavmijnoT ganzraxva da Sedegi. ra Tqma unda, me vlaparakob 

rogorc piradul msoflaRqmis stilze, aseve stilze xelovnebaSi; 

Tumca umjobesia, magaliTebi am ukanasknelidan moviyvanoT. gavixsenoT 

bosxi, sadi, rembo, Jari, kafka, arto, gavixsenoT meoce saukunis udidesi 

nawarmoebebis umravlesoba, romelTa mizans warmoadgens ara harmoniis, 

aramed uzomo daZabulobis Seqmna. (s. sontagi, 1999: 35).

barti aRniSnavs, rom, yvelafris miuxedavad, xelovneba, misi gamoxat-

vis formebi da teqnika TandaTan viTardeba da icvleba da eTanxmeba sol be-
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lous Sexedulebas, rom mwerlisTvis, teqnikis TvalsazrisiT, Tanamedrove-

oba yvelaze naklebmniSvnelovani atributia, magram imasac aRniSnavs, rom 

SesaZloa, es yvelaze naklebmniSvnelovani atributi arsebiTi aRmoCndes. 

`yovel SemTxvevaSi, teqnikuri TvalsazrisiT, moZvelebuli SesaZ-

lebelia, namdvilad naklovani iyos: beThovenis meeqvse simfonia an Sart-

ris sakaTedro taZari dRes rom Seqmniliyo, ucnauri da gaugebari iqnebo-

da, faqtobrivad, isini Cvens epoqaSi verc Seiqmneboda. bevri kargi Tanamed-

rove avtori, romelTac meoce saukunis Sua periodisTvis damaxasiaTebeli 

(met-naklebad) xelwera aqvT, Cveni saukunis dasawyisis literaturis msgavs 

romanebs qmnis Tanamedrove adamianebze da problemebze~; (j. barti, 2014, 

sazogadeobriv-literaturuli Jurnali `arili~).

barti fiqrobs, rom amgvari avtorebis Semoqmedeba naklebad sain-

te resoa, im SesaniSnavi mwerlebisgan gansxvavebiT, romlebic teqnikis 

TvalsazrisiTac Tanamedroveni arian: magaliTad joisi da kafka, semuel 

beketi da xorxe luis borxesi. 

misi mosazrebiT beketi, arsebiTad, damunjda, radgan Tavidan werda 

gasaocrad rTuli wyobis inglisur frazebs, Semdgom ki gadavida ufro 

mokle frangul winadadebebze, ramac arasintaqsur upunqtuacio prozamde 

(ris magaliTad Comment c’est-c gamodgeba) da bolos, usityvo pantomimamde 

miiyvana.

barti agrZelebs msjelobas, rom pantomimac komunikaciaa, oRond 

moqmedebis enis meSveobiT. moqmedebis ena ki uZraobas da moZraobas Ta-

nabrad moicavs, rogorc ena, yvelafris miuxedavad, moicavs dumils, aseve 

bgerebsac. ase rom, beketis SemTxvevaSi aramobiluri, mdumare figurebi 

mainc ar arian mTlianad, sabolood utyvni. 

barti erT sayuradRebo mosazrebas amatebs Tavis msjelobas: `SesaZ le-

belia, adamianma xelaxla aRmoaCinos enis da literaturis gamomsaxveloba, 

gaerkves iseT orazrovan, xelovnur cnebebSi, rogorebicaa gramatika da 

punqtuacia mxatvruli saxeebis Seqmnis xelovneba! TviT siuJetic! oRond 

mxolod im SemTxvevaSi, Tu swor gzas daadgeba – Caswvdeba imas, rac misma 

winamorbedebma dRevandlamde gaakeTes. (j. barti, 2014, sazogadeobriv-

literaturuli Jurnali `arili~).

leon blua ityvis: `istoria uzarmazari liturgikuli teqstia, sadac 

iotebsa da wertilebs aranaklebi daniSnuleba aqvT, vidre striqonebsa 

da Tundac Tavebs, magram mniSvneloba erTisa da meorisac CvenTvis ga-

urkveveli da Rrmad dafarulia~. (x. l. borxesi, 1996: 39).

`yvelaferi mxolod simboloa, TviT yvelaze mware naRvelic ki. Cven 

yvelani vgavarT im mZinareT, ZilSi rom yvirian da Cven ar viciT, mivyavarT 

Tu ara Cvenive mwuxarebis mizezs im sixarulisken, romelic gvelodeba. wmin-

da pavles Tanaxmad, axla Cven vxedavT `sarkiTa da saxiTa~, e. i. – bundovnad, 

na  wilobriv da aseTi iqneba Cveni xedvis Zala imis mosvlamde, vinc er-

Ti anac cecxlia aRgznebuli da vinc amqveynad yvelafers gvaswavlis~. 

(x. l . borxesi, 1996: 49).
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borxesi acocxles, asxvaferebs `saerTo inteleqtualur monagars~. 

re ligiur da filosofiur ideebSi eZebs esTetikur Rirebulebebs. mis 

eseebSi realuri da fantastikuri erTmaneTSi irekleba, rogorc sarkeSi, an 

erTmaneTs ebmeba rogorc labirinTebi. amitom sarke, labirinTi da sizmari 

– borxesisTvis uaRresad damaxasiaTebeli saxeebia. 

borxesisTvis kulturul RirebulebaTa samyaro iseve realuria, ro-

gorc TvaliT xiluli realoba. mas miaCnia, rom pirveli gavlenas axdens 

meoreze: `me vfiqrob, rom xalxi cdeba, roca hgonia, TiTqos maincdamianc 

yoveldRiuroba warmoadgens realobas, xolo yvelaferi danarCeni ir-

e    aluria. farTo azriT, vnebebi, ideebi, varaudebi iseve realurni ari an, 

ro gorc yoveldRiurobis faqtebi, metic, TviTonve hqmnian yo vel dRi-

urobis am faqtebs. me darwmunebuli var, rom msoflios yvela fi lo sofosi 

gavlenas axdens Cvens cxovrebaze~. (x. l. borxesi, gv. 125)

rac Seexeba sarkes, es borxesis mier erT-erTi yvelaze xSirad ga mo-

yenebuli obieqtia. imis gamo, rom sarkes mravalgvari datvirTva SeiZleba 

hqondes simboluri TvalsazrisiT, is msoflio literaturaSi sakmaod 

popularulia.

tradiciulad, iTvleba, rom sarke sulis simboloa, magram ro gorc 

yvela simbolos, masac ambivalenturi xasiaTi aqvs da xSirad urTierT sa-

winaaRmdego ramesac ki SeiZleba gamoxatavdes. 

sarkis im formiT gamogonebamde, ra formiTac is dRes gvaqvs, kacob-

ri oba odiTganve interesdeboda anarekliT, romelic xSirad gaigivebuli 

iyo `meore me~-sTan. swored amitom, es nivTi uZvelesi droidan asocirde-

bo da magiasTan, saidumlo ritualebTan, qurumebTan, mkiTxavebTan da ja-

doqrebTan, ra konteqstSic mas xSirad iyenebs borxesi.

qristianuli moZRvrebis Tanaxmad, RmerTma adamiani Tavis xatad da 

msgavsad Seqmna. borxesi ambobs, rom Cven, adamianebi RvTiuri anarekli 

varT, Tumca, amavdroulad, mwerali sarkeSi adamianis realur saxes, mis 

xrwnad bunebasac asaxavs.

sarke SesaZleblobaa, SesaZlebloba dainaxo is, rasac yvela xedavs, 

magram ver aRiqvams. Tu sqematurad gamovsaxavT sarkes, romelsac, ro-

gorc xids or samyaros Soris, mwerali akisrebs mraval funqcias, maSin 

SevniSnavT, rom sarke realuri Tu irealuri samyaros centria, romelic 

ireklavs yovelgvar dadebiT Tu mankier adamianur Tvisebebs da romelic, 

sabolood, avtorisTvis raRac RvTiuris nawilia. 

Tuki niRabi SeniRbvis saSualebaa, sarke erTgvari deteqtoria, ro-

me lic borxesis personaJebs ireklavs da amzeurebs. TavisTavad, sarkeebi 

gaigivebulia ormagobasTan, esaa borxesis labirinTebis arsebobisTvis 

aucilebeli piroba.

romanis wakiTxva es sarkeSi gadaxtomaa, uceb aRmoCndebi sarkis meore 

mxares. Cveni samyaros sagnebic, erTi mxriv, gareT rCeba da anareklebad 

iqceva. wigns, rom daxurav, gadmoabruneb sarkis CarCos, dabrundebiT am 
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samyaroSi da isev naxavT Senobebs, baRebs da adamianebs, romelTac araferi 

aqvT TqvenTvis saTqmeli. sarke, romelic Tqven ukan aRdga, mSvidad airek-

lavs yovelives. xelovneba anareklia.

rogorc dasawyisSi aRvniSneT, xelovnebas ZvelTaganve ganmartaven, 

rogorc sinamdvilis `mibaZvas~, anu, sxvagvarad, sinamdvilis, namdvili 

cxovrebis asaxvasa da suraTs. meore mxriv, cnobilia isic, rom sagnebi da 

movlenebi, romlebic xelovnebis nawarmoebSi gvxvdebian, ar arian zustad 

sinamdvilidan gadmoRebuli, aramed mTlianad an nawilobriv mainc avtoris 

fantaziis nayofs warmoadgenen; zogjer ise xdeba, rom avtoris fantaziis 

es nayofi fantastikuri xasiaTisaa, anu iseTi sagani Tu movlenaa, romelic 

ar SeiZleba sinamdvileSi arsebobdes.

xolo Tu es asea, maSin, saxeldobr, ra azriT iTqmis, rom xelovneba 

sinamdvilis, cxovrebis namdvili samyaros asaxvaa? – svams kiTxvas zurab 

kakabaZe. 

pasuxi cnobilia, kakabaZe aRniSnavs, rom xelovneba sinamdvilis arsebas 

asaxavs; xolo am arsebis matarebel movlenas ki ar asaxavs, aramed nawilobriv 

mainc Txzavs. am mxriv xelovnebis nawarmoebi `Txzulebaa~ da ara asaxva.

sinamdvilis xelovnebiseuli asaxvis aRniSnul TaviseburebasTan da-

kavSirebiT kakabaZes bunebrivad miaCnia, rom dgeba sakiTxi, Tu risTvis aris 

saWiro da riTia gamarTlebuli xelovnebis mier movlenebis Txzva da, am 

azriT, sinamdvilis, rogorc movlenis ugulebelyofa.

misi azriT, xelovneba sagangebod gamomvleni da gamomJRavnebeli, 

gamomsaxveli formebis Txzvis gziT cxovrebis namdvili samyaros arsebis 

principulad ukeT gamosaxvasa da gamomJRavnebas aRwevs, magaliTad, swored 

amaSi gamoixateba misi principuli upiratesoba fotografiis winaSe. garda 

amisa, cnobilia, rom xelovneba yovelTvis ase Tu ise, metad Tu naklebad 

kritikulad ekideba arsebul sinamdviles. 

kakabaZe aRniSnavs, rom xelovneba ar SeiZleba adamianis arsebis, rogorc 

ukve damyarebulis, anu adamianuri idealis, rogorc ukve dasaxulisa da 

moqmedebis, ubralo asaxva iyos – igi warmogvidgeba, rogorc am idealisa da 

arsebis ara mxolod asaxva, aramed imave dasaxvac. es gasagebia, ramdenadac 

misi azriT, xelovani gansakuTrebuli Zalis intuicias flobs da amitomac 

krizisuli situaciisa da mis miRma cxovrebis axali WeSmariti idealisa da 

gzis ganWvretisa da wvdomis mxriv sxvebs win uswrebs. 

kakabaZe xazs usvams xelovanis sxvadasxva SesaZleblobas, optimisturi 

da pesimisturi, maJoruli da minoruli sityvis Tqmis TvalsazrisiT. 

magaliTad, Sumani, romelic mTeli Tavisi arsiT ibrZoda filisterobis, 

yalbi, uSinaarso musicirebis winaaRmdeg, aRniSnavda, rom mas yvelaferi 

aRelvebda politika, literatura, xalxi. yvelafer amas xelis gulze 

gansjida. yvelaferi es iTxovda gaTavisuflebas, asaxvas musikaSi. mas 

am misiis Sesasruleblad mxolod sakompozicio asparezi ar eyo, Sumani 

qmnis kritikosis etalons.
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misi azriT, is, vinc musikaze wers, upirvelesad, dainteresebuli              

msme nelia, faqizi aRqmis unariTa da mdidari mxatvruli fantaziiT da-

jildoebuli, romelsac Seswevs Zala, Tavadac daimuxtos da es naperwka-

li auditoriasac gadasdos. umaRles normad ki miaCnia is, romelic ise-

Tive maRalmxatvrul STabeWdilebas axdens, rasac misi asaxvis obieqti.

Sumani miuTiTebda, rom xelovani maSin asrulebs Tavis misias, Tu 

cxovrebas avangardSi udgas. misTvis, beThoveni, romelic ukanasknel 

amosunTqvamde ibrZoda, adamianuri sididis nimuSia. erT-erT recenziaSi 

Sumani, citirebs ra beThovens, rogorc musikas, aseve musikalur kriti-

kas, sruliad naTel amocanas usaxavs, rom musikam adamianis sulSi cecx-

li unda gaaRvivos. 

Sumani da misi gazeTi did adgils uTmoben mxatvruli Semoqmedebis 

eTikas. aqcentirebulia iseTi principuli sakiTxebi, rogoricaa kompoz-

itorebis pasuxismgebloba. am Temas eZRvneba `cxovrebiseuli wesebi 

musikisaTvis~. misi azriT, xelovneba iRupeba, rogorc ki cxovrebiseu-

li dinebis miRma aRmoCndeba, Tumca arsebobs sxva saSiSroebac, saWis 

dakargva, dinebis miyola~.

`meoce saukunis dasavlur xelovnebaSi ZiriTadad ori xazi SeiZleba 

ganvasxvavoT: erTia ubralod formaTa TamaSi, Sinaarsisagan da azrisagan 

daclili formebis Tvisufali konstruireba, e.i. formalisturi ar tis-

tizmi, meorea fantastiur-saocari da Semzaravi Sinaarsis gamosaxva, e.i. 

radikaluri groteski~. (z. kakabaZe, 1985: 9). 

cnobili Sveicarieli dramaturgi fridrix diurenmati Tvlis, rom 

Tanamedrove literaturisa da xelovnebis upiratesi forma groteskia da 

am ukanasknels gansazRvravs, rogorc `usaxo samyaros saxes~.

abstraqcionistuli xelovnebis damaarsebeli kandinski werda, rom rac 

ufro saSineli xdeba samyaro, miT ufro abstraqtuli xdeba xelovneba, 

maSin, rodesac bednieri samyaro realistur xelovnebas qmnis. magaliTad, 

pikasos xelovnebam warmogvidgina deformirebuli saxe adamianis, romelic 

Cvens Sinagan samyaroSia areklili. Tumca amgvari deformacia TviTneburi 

mizani ar aris, es imis Sedegia, rasac ̀ moTamaSe cnobierebas~ uwodeben, roca 

cnobiereba Tavisufldeba gonebis CarCoebisgan da Tavisufleba eniWeba 

`cnobierebis nakads~, rogorc uSualos. 

magram arsebobs meore mxarec, gonebisgan mowyvetili neba adamianis 

samyaros qaosad aqcevs. kakabaZe aRniSnavs, rom qaosur samyaroSi adamianis 

yofiereba Zalze sustdeba, adamianis sicocxle kargavs ganxorcielebis 

Sansebs, imis perspeqtivas, rom is gagrZeldeba. amiT adamiani kargavs bed-

nierebis Sansebs da sicocxlis gamarjveba sasikvdilo wesrigze sav se-

biT SeuZlebeli xdeba. gonebisgan mowyvetili neba erTmaneTisagan ver 

ganasxvavebs sikeTesa da borotebas. 

kakabaZis mixedviT, gamosavali Tanamedrove kritikuli situaciidan 

gulisxmobs adamianTa cxovrebis harmoniulobis miRwevas, Tanac ise, rom 
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SenarCunebuli iyos adamianis, swored rogorc pirovnebis Tavisuflebis, 

aqtivobis, Semoqmedebis uflebebi.

cxovrebis harmoniulobis miRwevaSi didi roli ekisreba, rogorc 

xelovnebas, aseve filosofias, romelic qmnis epoqis sulier saxes. xe lov-

nebas aqvs didi Zala, daafiqros adamiani da ubiZgos azrovnebisken. 

filosofiam ki unda ipovos cxovrebis axali orientiri. gansakuTrebiT 

Tanamedrove epoqaSi dgas filosofiis da xelovnebis saWiroeba. rogorc 

boris groisi aRniSnavs, aranairi orientiri ar arsebobs, sinamdvile 

fragmentizebulia. xelovnebis procesi ki sul ufro metad emsgavseba 

sakuTar Tavis Wvretisa da kvlevis fsiqodramas. misi azriT, Tanamedrove 

xelovanebi mieCvivnen, rom isini Tavadve arian sakuTari Tavis auditoria. 

saWiroa, xelovneba iyos sazogadoebis sarke, Seasrulos Tavisi roli 

sazogadoebis gakeTilSobilebis, Sinagani gardamqnis mizniT da, amave dros, 

daafiqros adamiani, radgan swored xelovnebis enazea misawvdomi samyaros 

gaugebari da Seucnobadi arsi. 

gamoyenebuli literatura: 

1. barti j., `amowurvis literatura~, sazogadeobriv-literaturuli Jur-

nali `arili~, 2014

2. borxesi x. l., `enigmaTa sarke~, `lomisi~, Tb., 1996

3. kakabaZe z., `eqsistenciuri krizisis~ problema da edmund huserlis trans-

cendentaluri fenomenologia, `mecniereba~, Tb., 1985

4. sontagi s., `radikaluri nebis stilebi~, `lomisi~, Tb., 1999

Sophio Modebadze

ART AS A MIRROR OF SOCIETY 

Summary

There are artists who don’t even try to enjoy their work to the audience, offer beautiful and 
eye-catching pictures to them and give them peace of mind. On the contrary, they reflect the darker 
sides of people’s lives, their viciousness in their pictures, and it’s like they look in the mirror at the 
community they are trying to wake up and open their eyes. 

About human viciousness, at different times, works were created by many artists. Their goal 
was to look at the public in the mirror and see themselves in the wound of morality and anger. This 
is how art was able to influence the society and inhabit moral norms. 

Suzanne Sonntag notes that the ancient theory of art offered by Greek philosophers indicates 
that it is a similar imitation of reality, imitation, that’s when the art value issue will be resolved. 

Even today, when the majority of creators and critics have already retained the theory of art 
as an empirical reality representation- for the benefit of the theory that art is more subjective- so, 
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it still retains the highest feature of the lame. For example, when we formulate a piece of art on 
a picture model (art as a reality picture) or a model of thought (art as an artist’s intention), there 
is still content in the background. The content must have changed and in our time it may be less 
iconic and realistic. 

In the work “Radical Will Styles “Sonntag speaks that” usually we appreciate art works based 
on how serious and noble what it reaches is. 

We appreciate him for his successful task, skill, be what he is and perhaps the intention that 
is based on him. 

Bart notes that no matter what, art, its forms of expression and technique are evolving and 
changing. It’s possible that a person can rediscover language and literature, find out in two-minded, 
artificial notes like grammar and punctuation… The art of creating artistic faces! The story itself 
too! Only if he comes the right way will he get what his predecessors have done until today. 

Borsches revived “common intellectual slave”. Seeks aesthetic values in religious and 
philosophical ideas. In her essays, real fantastically rings in each other like a mirror, or treats each 
other like labyrinths. That’s why mirror, labyrinth and dream are the most characteristic faces for 
Borsches. 

For Borsches, the world of cultural values is as real as the observed reality. He believes that 
the first affects the second: “I think people are wrong when they think that everyday life is real, and 
everything else is real. In wide opinion, passions, ideas, assumptions are as real as daily facts, more 
and more create there facts of everyday life themselves. I”m pretty sure all the philosophers in the 
world have an impact on our lives”. 

As we mentioned in the beginning, art is defined as “imitation” of reality, otherwise, in reality, 
reflecting and picture of real life. On the other hand, it is known that subjects and events that 
meet us in art work are the fruits of the author’s fantasy; sometimes it happens that the author’s 
imagination is a fantastic character, so if it is an event, which can”t actually exist. 

And if that’s true, then what do you think that art is actually a reflection of the real world of 
life? – Zurab Kakabadze asks a question. 

The answer is known, Kakabadze notes that art reflects the real essence; and it does not 
reflect the train regard, art works are “goat” not reflections. 

The question is natural about the characteristics of the artificial reflection of reality: what is 
it necessary and what is justified to digest art events and, in this opinion, actually, as an ignorance 
of the event? 

Answer is known: Art is extremely revealing and revealing, in the way of digging out forms, the 
principle of the real world of life, for example, this is what its principled advantage over photography 
In addition, it is known that art is always one way or less critical to the existing reality. 

Composer Schuman, who creates the metal of musician critical in his work in his work “life 
rules for musicians”, celebrates: “Art dies as soon as it is beyond the flow of life. 

However, there are other hazards, losing steering wheel, following the flow”. 
As Kakabadze notes, in the western art of the twentieth century we can mostly differ: one is 

formalistic artistry, the other is radical grotesque. 
Writers and artists recommend us to break down the narrow frames of the accountable, 

precisely calculated mind, and freedom to the subconscious” as something straight forward. But 
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soon they see on the other side of the case: minded and confronted with the mind makes all 
directions and thus makes the human world into chaos. 

Life without a wise direction, without any orientation of the mind, without any order, without 
any chance of immortality is not human life. 

The will that is broken from the mind cannot distinguish between good and evil. 
According to Kakabadze, the way out of a modern critical situation means achieving harmonious 

human life, even in order to maintain human rights, freedom, activity, creativity. 
There is a big role in achieving harmony in life, both art and philosophy, which creates the 

spiritual face of the era. Art has a great power to think a person and push him to think. 
And philosophy must find a new orientation of life. For this reason, the fetishism of external 

presence must be empowered to turn the view from external to inner, from object to subject. 
Human problem becomes a major philosophical problem. 
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axali Targmanebi

NEW TRANSLATIONS

herbert markuzeherbert markuze

Zaladobisa da radikaluri opoziciis problema1

inglisuridan Targmna daviT galaSvilisa 

dResdReobiT radikaluri opoziciis ganxilva mxolod globalur 

WrilSia SesaZlebeli. Tu mas izolirebul fenomenad ganvixilavT, misi arsi 

sawyisidanve gayalbebuli aRmoCndeba. radikalur opozicias globalur 

konteqstSi amerikis SeerTebul StatebSi arsebul gamocdilebasTan erTad 

ganvixilav. albaT, iciT, rom dRes arsebuli studenturi winaaRmdegobis 

kerebs gadamwyvet gardamqmnel faqtorebad aRviqvam. ra Tqma unda, es 

studenturi opozicia ar aris mza revoluciuri Zala, Tumca maT potenciur 

revoluciur Zalebad miviCnev. bolo wlebis yvelaze mniSvnelovani, stra-

tegiuli saWiroeba, sxvadasxva qveynis studenturi aqtivizmis analizi 

da maTi erTmaneTTan dakavSirebaa. Zalian mcire kavSiria amerikasa da 

germaniaSi arsebul studentur moZraobebs Soris; StatebSi moqmed stu-

dentur opozicias efeqturi centraluri organizaciebic ki ar aqvT. 

Cven unda vimuSaoT aseTi kavSirebis dafuZnebisTvis da Tu am saubris 

ganmavlobaSi am sakiTxis ganxilviT davkavdebi, aSS-s magaliTs swored 

am kavSir-urTierTobebis gasamyareblad movixmob. amerikaSi arsebuli 

studenturi moZraobebi arian im bevrad ufro didi opoziciis nawilni, 

romlebsac, umeteswilad, `axal memarcxeneebs~ uwodeben.

pirvel rigSi, mokled mimovixilav, Tu ra gansxvavebaa axal da Zvel 

memarcxeneebs Soris. axali memarcxeneebi, rigi gamonaklisis garda, ufro 

metad arian neomarqsistebi, isini naklebad dganan orTodoqsul po zi ci-

ebze; e.w. maoizmis sakmaod did gavlenas ganicdian da mesame msoflioSi 

arsebuli revoluciuri moZraobebiT arian dainteresebulni. metic, axali 

memarcxeneoba moicavs neoanarqizmis tendenciebsac da Zveli memarcxene 

partiebisa da ideologiis mimarT undoblobiT xasiaTdeba. axali memar-

cxeneebi, gamonaklisebis garda, Zveli yaidis muSaTa klass erTaderT re-

voluciur subieqtad aRar ganixilaven. axali memarcxeneebis gansazRvra 

klasobrivi CarCoebis mixedviT SeuZlebelia, isini inteleqtualebisagan, 

samoqalaqo uflebaTa damcvelTagan da axalgazrduli jgufebisagan 

Sed gebian, gansakuTrebiT, axalgazrdebidan yvelaze radikaluri ele-

1  herbert markuze moxsenebiT – `Zaladobisa da radikaluri opoziciis problema~ 
– 1967 wels berlinis Tavisufal universitetSi warsdga. leqciis teqsturi ver-

sia pirvelad JurnalSi Psychoanalyse und PoliƟ k-Si gamoqveynda. winamdebare Targ-

mani Sesrulebulia Semdegi gamocemidan: Herbert M., The new LeŌ  and the 1960s: Collected 
Papers of Herbert Marcuse, Volume 3, Edited by Douglas Kellner, Routledge, 2004.



filosofiur-Teologiuri mimomxilveli, 12, 2022

206

men tebisgan, romelTagan zogierTic, SesaZloa, erTi SexedviT, ar aris 

politikuri aqtivisti, magaliTad, hipebi, romelTac me mogvianebiT 

davubrundebi. sainteresoa, rom am moZraobis gamxmovaneblebi, Cveulebrivi 

yaidis politikosebi ar arian. am jgufebis mesityveebad poetebi, mwerlebi 

da inteleqtualebi gvevlinebian. Tu vinmes SeuZlia am yvelafris erT 

sibrtyeze warmodgena, mixvdeba, rom aseTi Tanavarskvlavedi `Zveli mar q-

sistebisTvis~ namdvili koSmaria. faqtobrivad, gvyavs opozicia, romelsac 

aranairi saerTo aqvs `klasikur~ revoluciur ZalasTan: SesaZloa, es 

koSmaria, magram arsebul sinamdviles esatyviseba. Rrmad mwams, rom opo-

ziciis es sruliad araorTodoqsuli Tanavarskvlavedi avtoritarul-

demokratiul sazogadoebaSi arsebul gamowvevebTan srul SesatyvisobaSia, 

is pasuxia, rogorc me mas vuwode, `erTganzomilebian sazogadoebaze~,1 

romlis mTavari maxasiaTebeli dominanturi klasis materialur da realur 

bazasTan integraciaa, saxeldobr, dakmayofilebuli da gakontrolebuli 

saWiroebebis bazisTan Serwyma, rac Semdgom monopoliur kapitalizms da 

represiul, kontrolirebad cnobierebas kvlav awarmoebs. am Tanavars-

k  v lavedis Sedegi radikaluri gardaqmnis subieqturi saWiroebis/auci-

leblobis ararsebobaa, romlis (am gardaqmnis; mT. Sen) obieqturi auci-

lebloba ufro da ufro Semzaravia. am viTarebaSi, dRevandeli opozicia 

istebliSmentisgan gariyuli autsaiderebisgan Sedgeba. pirvel rigSi, 

isini getoebSi, `araprivilegirebulTa~ Soris unda veZioT, romelTa 

sasicocxlo saWiroebebi Tundac ganviTarebul, mowinave kapitalizmSic 

ki ar aris dakmayofilebuli. meore saxis opozicia koncentrirebulia 

sazogadoebis sawinaaRmdego polusze, privilegirebulTa Soris, maT 

Soris, vinc Tavi socialur kontrols daaRwia. vgulisxmob im socialur 

fenas, romelsac Tavidsi poziciebisa da ganaTlebis gaTvaliswinebiT, 

kvlav aqvT unari im faqtebis miRebisa da analizis, romlebic Sesacnobad 

sakmaod rTulia. am stratas kvlav aqvs sul ufro metad gabasrebuli 

winaaRmdegobebisa da sazogadoebis e.w. SeZlebuli nawilis mxridan Tavisi 

msxverplis sisxlis wovis faqtis danaxvisa da gaanalizebis unari. mokled, 

arsebobs sazogadoebis sxvadasxva polusze myofi opoziciis ori nawili da 

msurs, isini mokled aRvwero: 

araprivilegirebulni. SeerTebul StatebSi privilegiebis armqoneni 

or nawilad – erovnul da rasobriv umciresobebad iyofian, romlebic, 

umeteswilad, politikurad araorganizebulni arian da xSirad erTmaneTis 

mimarT antagonisturi ganwyobebiT gamoirCevian (mxedvelobaSi misaRebia 

did qalaqebSi Savkanianebsa da puerto rikoelebs Soris gaCaRebuli 

konfliqti). es jgufebi warmoebis procesSi gadamwyvet rols ar asruleben, 

amitom, sul mcire, mokavSireebis gareSe, klasikuri marqsistuli Teoriis 

gadmosaxedidan, isini potenciuri revoluciuri Zalebis mniSvnelovani 

1 Herbert Marcuse, One-Dimensional Man (Boston: Beacon, 1964).
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nawilis Semadgenlebi ar arian. miuxedavad amisa, globaluri konteqstis 

gaTvaliswinebiT, araprivilegirebulTa Soris isini, vinc sistemis mTel 

simZimes tvirTuloben, namdvilad arian StatebSi kolonializmis, xolo 

mesame msoflioSi neokolonializmis winaaRmdeg mimarTuli erovnul-

gamaTavisuflebeli brZolis masobrivi bazisi. aqve, kapitalisturi sa-

zogadoebis metropoliebSi myof erovnul da rasobriv umciresobebsa 

da neokolonialur samyaroSi arsebul masebs Soris, romlebic ukve 

CarTulni arian am sazogadoebis winaaRmdeg brZolaSi, ar arsebobs 

raime efeqturi kavSiri. sazogadoebis am araprivilegirebul nawils, 

SesaZloa, axali proletariati vuwodoT; maTi arseboba ki sakmaod didi 

safrTxis matarebelia kapitalisturi sistemisaTvis. ganxilvis calke 

sagania is, SesaZloa Tu ara, rom evropeli muSaTa klasi jer kidev am 

araprivilegirebulebs mivaTvaloT. me ar SemiZlia maT Sesaxeb dRevandeli 

Teoriuli CarCos mixedviT saubari, Tumca upriani iqneba iTqvas, rom maT 

Soris sakmaod didi sxvaobaa. amerikeli muSaTa klasi, maTi umravlesoba, 

sistemasTan integrirebulia da maT ar surT radikaluri cvlilebebi, 

Tumca imaves jer ver vityviT evropuli muSaTa klasis Sesaxeb.

privilegirebulni. minda meore jgufi, romelic mowinave kapitali-

zmis sistemas uwevs oponirebas, or qvemimarTulebad davyo. pirvel rigSi, 

e.w. axali muSaTa klasiT daviwyoT,1 romelic ZiriTadad inJinrebisgan, 

mec  nierebisgan, sxvadasxva dargis specialistisgan da a.S. Sedgeba. isini 

dasaqmebulni arian warmoebaSi, zog SemTxvevebSi gansakuTrebul po z i-

ciebsac ki ikaveben. maTi sakvanZo poziciebis gaTvaliswinebiT, es jgufi 

obieqturi revoluciuri Zalis birTvs warmoadgens, magram, amave dros, 

isini arsebuli wesrigisTvis sayvareli bavSvebi arian, rac, aseve, maT cno-

bierebas ayalibebs. amrigad, gamoTqma `axali muSaTa klasi~ jer kidev naad-

re via. 

meore nawili, romelzec ZiriTadad msurs visaubro, studenturi opo-

zi ciaa am sityvis farTo gagebiT, e.w. gagdebulebis CaTvliT. ramdenadac 

SemiZlia ganvsajo, ukanaskneli nawili (e.w. gagdebulebi; mT. Sen) amerikul 

da germanul studentur moZraobebs erTmaneTisgan mniSvnelovnad ga na-

sxvavebs. amerikaSi studentTa is nawili, romelic aqtiuradaa CarTuli 

opoziciur saqmianobaSi, swavlas wyvets da maTi mTeli dro winaaRmde-

go bas eTmoba. es, ra Tqma unda, safrTxis Semcvelia, magram aqvs dadebiTi 

mxareebic. studentur opozicias ganvixilav sami kategoriis mixedviT. 

pir veli, albaT, vikiTxavT ras, an vis miemarTeba es opozicia? meore, 

rogoria misi formebi? mesame, ra momavali da perspeqtiva aqvs studentur 

opozicias?

pirvel rigSi, vin/ra aris opoziciis samizne? pirveli kiTxva sak ma-

od seriozulia, radganac opozicia demokratiulad, efeqturad fun q ci-

onirebad sazogadoebaSi qmedebebs, romelic (es sazogadoeba; mT. Sen), sul 

1 am sakiTxis Sesaxeb ix. Serge Mallet, La nouvelle Classe Ouvrière (Paris: EdiƟ ons du Seuil, 1963).
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mcire, normalur viTarebaSi teroris gareSe operirebs. metic, StatebSi is 

(opozicia; mT. Sen) umravlesobis, maT Soris, muSaTa klasis winaaRmdegac 

ki ilaSqrebs. es aris sistemis sayovelgano zewolis – romelsac Tavisi 

represiuli da destruqciuli produqtiulobiT, araadamianuri gziT, 

yvelaferi saqonlamde dahyavs da risi gayidviTac adamianebs saarsebo 

saSualebebsa da cxovrebis Sinaarss asaRebs – winaaRmdeg mimarTuli opo-

zicia. garda amisa, opozicia ibrZvis sistemis farisevluri moralisa 

da Rirebulebebis, metropoliebis miRma arsebuli teroris winaaRmdeg. 

Tav dapirvelad, opozicia sistemas samoqalaqo uflebebisa da vietnamSi 

mimdinare omis gamo akritikebda. samoqalaqo uflebebis dacvis nawilSi 

CrdiloeTSi arsebuli studentebis nawili samxreTSi gadavida, raTa 

Savkanianebs xmis micemis uflebis dacvaSi daxmareboda. es xdeboda 

maSin, roca am adamianebma dainaxes, Tu sinamdvileSi ras warmoadgens es 

demokratiuli sistema, isini xedavdnen, miuxedavad damnaSaveTa vinaobis 

gamJRavnebisa, Tu rogor dadiodnen dausjelad Savkanianebis mkvlelebi. 

swored am garemoebebma da travmatulma garemom ganapiroba opoziciis 

aqtivoba amerikis SeerTebul StatebSi. meore mxriv, ra Tqma unda, vietnamis 

omi iyo winaaRmdegobis moZraobis zrdis sababi. studentebisTvis omi 

amJRavnebda sazogadoebis arss, eqspansiisa da agresiis Tandayolil 

survils, im sisastikes, romelsac sistema gamaTavisuflebeli moZraobebis 

mimarT iCenda.

samwuxarod, ar maqvs bevri dro, rom ganvixilo, aris Tu ara vietnamis 

omi imperialisturi. miuxedavad amisa, msurs, mcire dakvirveba gavakeTo 

am sakiTxze, radgan problema aSkaraa. Tu imperializms Zveli gagebiT 

ganvixilavT, romelic bazrebis gafarToebisTvis brZolas gulisxmobs, 

maSin es ar yofila imperializmis gamovlineba, miuxedavad imisa, rom 

imperializmis es aspeqti dResac mwvaved dgas. 1967 wlis 7 ivliss `news-
week~-Si gamoqveynda statia, romelSic SegeZloT wagekiTxaT, rom viet-

namSi koncentrirebulia 20 miliardi dolaris Rirebulebis biznesi da 

es ricxvi yoveldRiurad matulobs. miuxedavad amisa, Cven ar gvWirdeba 

imperializmis axali gansazRvrebis gamosadegobaze spekulacia, rac wam y-

vani amerikeli samTavrobo mimomxilvelebisTvis ukve gacxadebuli ramaa. 

vietnamis omis mizani iyo mniSvnelovani ekonomikuri da strategiuli 

arealebis komunistebis kontrolis qveS daqvemdebarebis Tavidan acileba. 

vietnamis sakiTxi mniSvnelovania zogadad erovnul-gamaTavisuflebeli 

brZolisaTvis, radgan maTi warmateba SesaZloa signali yofiliyo sxva 

mowyvladi arealebisTvis, romlebic ufro axlos arian metropoliebTan da 

sadac giganturi investiciebi ganxorcielda. Tu vietnamis sakiTxi ubralo 

sagareo politikis nawili araa da is ufro metad sistemis arss aaSkaravebs, 

maSin es SeiZleba iyos gardamtexi wertili am sistemis ganviTarebis 

procesSi, es SeiZleba iyos dasasrulis dasawyisi. garemoebebidan ga mom-

dinare, SeiZleba iTqvas, rom adamianis nebam da misma sxeulma Tavisive 
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sab ralo iaraRiT, SesaZloa, destruqciis yvelaze efeqturi sistema ga-

mudmebiT SeinarCunos. es msoflio-istoriuli siaxlea.

axla droa, gansaxilvelad meore kiTxvasac mivubrunde, saxeldobr 

– opoziciis formebs. Cven vsaubrobT studenturi opoziciis Sesaxeb 

da msurs, Tavidanve ganvacxado, rom Cven ar SevCerdebiT universitetis 

politizirebis sakiTxze, radgan universiteti ukve politizirebulia. 

saWiroa imaze fiqri, Tu ra masStabiT vrceldebian sabunebismetyvelo 

mecnierebani – magaliTad, iseTi abstraqtuli disciplina, rogoric 

maTematikaa – warmoebasa da samxedro strategiaSi. saWiroa mxolod imaze 

fiqri, Tu rogor arian damokidebulni samTavrobo dafinansebaze iseTi 

dargebi, rogorebicaa: fsiqologia da sociologia, Tu rogor gaxdnen es 

disciplinebi adamianebis kontrolis da bazris regulirebis aspeqtebSi 

Cabmulni. am viTarebis gaTvaliswinebiT, Cven ukve SegviZlia Tamamad vTqvaT, 

rom universiteti politikuri instituciaa, xolo studenturi opoziciis 

saqmianoba, saukeTeso SemTxvevaSi, universitetis depolitizirebis mcde-

lobaa. pozitivistebis neitralitetis – romelic, cxadia, fsevdo-neit-

ralitetia – paralelurad ki, aucilebelia kritikuli miznebisaTvis 

kurikulumis inteleqtualuri diskusiiT momarageba. swored es gare-

mo ebebia imis mizezi, rom studentebis mTavari moTxovna saswavlo gegmis 

reformirebas exeba, kritikuli azrovneba da codna mTlianad agebulia 

inteleqtualur diskusiebze da ara agitaciasa da propagandaze. sadac am 

kritikuli diskusiebis SesaZlebloba ar aris, dafuZnebulia e.w `Tavisu-

fali universitetebi~ da `kritikuli universitetebi~, isini arseboben 

uni  versitets gareT, magaliTad, berkliSi, stenfordsa da aRmosavleTis 

sxva did universitetebSi. am e.w `Tavisufal universitetebSi~ saswavlo 

kursebi da seminarebi iseT sakiTxebs miemarTebian, romlebic regularul 

saswavlo gegmas ar emTxvevian, magaliTad, marqsizmi, fsiqoanalizi, sagareo 

politika civi omis periodSi da a.S.

studenturi opoziciis meore forma warmogvidgeba e.w. `teach-ins~1, 
`sit-ins~2, `be-ins~3, `love-ins4~-is saxiT. aseve, msurs, yuradReba gavamaxvilo im 

mravalferovnebasa da emociur fenomenze, romelic am saxis opoziciis 

SigniT arsebobs: kritikuli swavla da swavleba, romelic, erTi mxriv, 

1  Teach-ins-is koncefcia Seiqmna 1965 wels. 1965 wlis 17 marts, miCiganis universi-

tetSi daaxloebiT 50 fakultetis studenti eswreboda seminars, romelic mimar-

Tuli iyo vietnamis omis winaaRmdeg. Teach-ins aris araformaluri leqcia-disku-

siebi sajaro interesis obieqtis Sesaxeb.
2  protestis forma, romlis drosac demonstraciis monawileebi ikaveben garkve-

ul adgils da ar toveben mas manam, sanam maTi moTxovnebi ar Sesruldeba.
3  Sekreba, romelic gaimarTa 1967 wlis 14 ianvars, san-franciskoSi. Sekrebis mo-

nawileni iTxovdnen kulturul da politikur decentralizacias, komunaluri 
cxovrebis tips. 

4  Sekreba an wveuleba, sadac adamianebi Riad gamoxataven TavianT grZnobebs da fi-

zikur mimarTebebs, asocirdeba hipebis moZraobasTan.
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Teorias, xolo, meore mxriv, iseT mdgomareobas miemarTeba, risTvisac, 

SesaZloa, `egzistencialuri Temi~ an `sakuTari saqmis keTeba~ gvewodebina. 

msurs, Sevexo naxsenebi emociuri fenomenis mniSvnelobasac, radgan, 

Cemi azriT, is gamoxatavs politikuri da seqsualur-moraluri amboxis 

narevs, rac sakmaod mniSvnelovani faqtoria aSS-s opoziciisTvis. es 

mdgomareoba Tavis xilul gamovlinebas demonstraciebze – SeuiaraRebel 

demonstraciebze – hpovebs. Sesabamisad, aseT Sekrebebze ar unda velodoT 

raime eqscess. Seni egos dakmayofilebisaTvis konfrontaciebis gamoCxreka 

arasaWiroa, metic, upasuxismgeblobacaa. cxadia, dapirispirebebi ar-

sebobs. maTi voluntaristulad intensifikacia arasaWiroa, xolo xelov-

nuri gzebis gamonaxvis procesi, opoziciis saqmianobas gaayalbebs. dRes 

isini TavdacviT poziciaSi arian da ara – piriqiT. xSirad iZabeba viTareba 

im aqciebze, romlebic vietnamis oms exmianebian, demonstrantebi midian 

samxedro dawesebulebebTan, ikaveben maT (rogorc iciT, es demonstraciis 

amerikuli formaa), am qarxnebSi asafeTqebeli da sxvadasxva qimiuri niv-

Tiereba mzaddeba. es demonstraciebi organizebulia da isini legaluria. 

upirispirdeba Tu ara es demonstraciebi im instituciur Zaladobas, 

romelic opoziciis winaaRmdeg ilaSqrebs? Cemi pasuxi amerikis viTarebidan 

gamomdinareobs, magram TviTonac martivad SegiZliaT daskvnis gamotana. 

es demonstraciebi ar iqneba konfrontaciuli xasiaTis manam, sanam isini 

rCebian kanonier CarCoebSi. rodesac demonstrantebi am gziT midian, 

TavianT Tavs im instituciur Zaladobas uqvemdebareben, romelic 

avtonomiurad gansazRvravs kanonierebis CarCos da mas SeuZlia es 

sazRvrebi sulis SemxuTvel minimumamde dawios. magaliTad, iseTi kanonis 

miRebiT, romelic krZalavs kerZo da saxelmwifos sakuTrebaSi arsebuli 

dawesebulebebis teritoriaze gadaadgilebas, simSvidis darRvevas da 

a.S. SesaZloa, amJamad kanonierad miCneuli sruliad mSvidobiani de mo-

n stracia, ramdenime wuTSi arakanonierad aqcion Tu is Semawuxebelia 

sazogadoebrivi simSvidisaTvis, an Tu demonstrantebi gadalaxaven kerZo 

sakuTrebis sazRvars. am SemTxvevaSi saxelmwifo ZalasTan da instituciur 

ZaladobasTan konfrontacia gardauvalia. xolo Tu dapirispireba ar 

Sedgeba, maSin opozicia gadaiqceva uvnebel ritualad, cnobierebis 

damaSoSmineblad da status-kvos masStabSi mocemuli uflebebisa da 

Tavisuflebebis mopovebisTvis brZolis procesis mowmed. swored amis 

msgavsi iyo samoqalaqo uflebebisTvis mebrZolTa gamocdileba: rom 

sistema Zaladobas mimarTavs, rom sistema moZaladea da rom am Zaladobis 

winaaRmdeg brZolisas kanoniereba Tavidanve problematuria. aseTi iqneba 

studenturi opoziciis gamocdileba momavalSi. rodesac sistema igrZnobs, 

rom studentebis opoziciac maTTvis safrTxea, studentebi TavianT Tavebze 

gamoscdian Zaladobas. Semdeg opozicia fataluri gadawyvetilebis wi-

naSe dadgeba: imoqmedos ritualuri datvirTviT, Tu imoqmedos rogorc 

ganmaTavisuflebelma an gamoacxados samoqalaqo daumorCilebloba.
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msurs, ramdenime sityva mainc vTqva winaaRmdegobis uflebaze, radgan 

sul ufro da ufro maocebs is, Tu ra mcired SeaRwia am cnebam adamianebis 

cnobierebaSi, arada winaaRmdegobis ufleba, kerZod, samoqalaqo da umo-

r Cilebloba dasavluri civilizaciis yvelaze Zveli da sanqcirebuli 

elementia. idea imis Sesaxeb, rom arsebobs garkveuli ufleba Tu kanoni, 

romelic pozitiur samarTalze maRla dgas iseve Zvelia, rogorc TviT 

civilizacia. opoziciis formirebis procesSi am uflebaTa konfliqts, 

adgili yovelTvis aqvs. sistemas yovelTvis aqvs kanonieri ufleba mimarTos 

pozitiur samarTals da Zaladobas, is am sakiTxSi monopolistia, is Zala-

dobas Tavisive Tavis dasacavad mimarTavs. amisgan gansxvavebiT, umaRlesi 

uf lebis da winaaRmdegobis valdebulebis, samoqalaqo daumorCileblobis 

aRiareba da misi ganxorcieleba Tavisuflebis ganviTarebis gamwevi Zala, 

potenciurad ganmaTavisuflebeli Zalmosileba/Zaladobaa. winaaRmde go-

bis uflebis gareSe Cven isev primitiuli sazogadoebrivi mowyobis forma-

Si vicxovrebdiT. aqve, vfiqrob, rom Zaladoba moicavs or formas: Zalado-

ba vlindeba struqturuli, institucionaluri gziT, romelic sistemis 

dafuZnebulia da ganmaTavisuflebeli Zaladoba, romelic pozitiuri sa-

marTlis kuTxiT apriorulad arakanonieria. usazrisoa winaaRmdegobis 

uflebis kanonierebaze saubari: arc erT socialur sistemas – maT Soris 

yvelaze Tavisufalsac ki – ar ZaluZs sakuTari Tavis winaaRmdeg mimarTuli 

Zaladobis dakanoneba. TiToeul am formas aqvs funqcia, romelic sxva maT-

gans upirispirdeba. arsebobs CamxSobi da gamaTavisuflebeli Zaladoba;                            

ar se bobs sicocxlis dacvisaTvis gankuTvnili Zaladoba da agresiisken mi-

mar Tuli Zaladoba. orive tipis Zaladoba istoriis kuTvnilebaa da aseTa-

dac darCeba. amgvarad, opozicia yovelTvis Zaladobis sarCul qveS yalib-

deba. ufleba dgas uflebis pirispir, oRond ara rogorc mxolod abstraq-

tuli ram, aramed rogorc namdvili qmedeba. ganvmeordebi, rom status-

kvos aqvs kanonierebis CarCoebis gansazRvris SesaZlebloba. Tu gaTavisuf-

lebis ufleba dadgenil wesrigs ar Seewireba da Tuki, rogorc es istoriis 

ganvlil safexurebze xdeboda, Zalauflebis msxverpli revoluciaSi da-

RupulT ar gadaswonis, maSin am ori uflebis konfliqti – winaaRmdegobis 

uflebis institucionalur ZaladobasTan dapirispireba – saxelmwifo Za-

ladobasTan SexeTqebis/Sexlis gamudmebul safrTxes atarebs. es imas niS-

navs, rom Zaladobis gmoba, xels uwyobs arsebuli institucionaluri Za-

ladobis kvlavwarmoebas. monopolistur industriul sazogadoebaSi ki 

es Zaladoba uprecendento raodenobiT koncentrirebulia im batonobaSi, 

romelic sazogadoebis totalobaSi iWreba. am totalobasTan mimarTebiT, 

gaTavisuflebis ufleba gancalkevebul uflebad mosCans. amgvarad, Za-

ladobis konfliqti sayovelTao da gansakuTrebul, an sajaro da kerZo 

Zaladobas Soris dapirispirebad warmoCindeba da am SejaxebaSi kerZo Za-

ladoba manam damarcxdeba, sanam mas ZaluZs arsebuli sajaro Zalaufleba 

gamoiwvios, rogorc axali sayovelTao interesi.
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iqamde sanam opozicias axali sayovelTao interesis Seqmnis socialuri 

Zala ar Seswevs, Zaladobis problema, upirvelesad, taqtikur sakiTxad 

dar Ceba. SesaZlebelia, rom ZalauflebasTan konfrontaciisas, romelSic 

winaaRmdegobis gamomwvevi Zala marcxdeba, garkveul SemTxvevebSi, Za-

la uflebis Tanwyoba opoziciis sasargeblod Seicvalos? am sakiTxis 

gan xilvisas xSirad erTi da imave argumentebs gveubnebian, romlebic 

arasworia, saxeldobr, is, rom amgvari konfrontaciisas oponenti Zli-

erdeba. meore mxare SeiZleba konfrontaciis gareSec gaZlierdes. rodesac 

opozicia aqtiurdeba aseTi SemTxvevebi yovelTvis xdeba, magram problema 

gardamaval safexurze oponentis gaZlierebis gardatexaa. viTarebis evo-

lucia dapirispirebaTa SemTxvevebzea damokidebuli da gansakuTrebiT 

im saganmanaTleblo programebisa da solidarobis warmatebaze, romelic 

sistematurad aRsrulebadia. SemiZlia, amerikis SeerTebuli Statebis 

magaliTi moviyvano. opoziciam vietnamTan omi Tavisuflebisa da sicocxlis 

winaaRmdeg galaSqrebad aRiqva, am faqtorma mTel sazogadoebaze iqonia 

gavlena da es (vietnamelTa; mT. Sen.) totaluri Tavdacvis uflebas 

amarTlebs. miuxedavad amisa, mosaxleobis umravlesoba mainc mxars uWers 

vietnamis omsa da mTavrobis qmedebebs, paralelurad ki, opozicia mxolod 

gafantulad da lokalurad organizdeba. opoziciis qmedebaTa forma, 

romelic jer kidev kanonieria, spontanurad gardaiqmneba samoqalaqo 

daumorCileblobad, romelic samxedro samsaxurze uaris Tqmasa da am 

uaris organizebas miemarTeba. es ki ukve arakanonierad miiCneva, rac mdgo-

mareobas kidev ufro amwvavebs. sxva mxriv, demonstraciebs Tan axlavs 

saganmanaTleblo saqmianoba da am procesma ukve sistematiuri xasiaTi 

miiRo. es aris `sazogadoebrivi saqmianoba~. studentebi dadian Rarib 

dasaxlebebSi imisaTvis, raTa iq macxovreblebs gaesaubron, pirvel rigSi, 

iseTi primitiuli da elementaruli problemebi aRmoufxvran, rogoricaa 

antisanitariisa da higienis sakiTxebi. es studentebi imisaTvis iRvwian, 

raTa am adamianebs materialuri problemis gadawyvetaSi daexmaron, mag-

ram yvelaze mTavari am dasaxlebebSi politikuri cnobierebis gaRviZebis 

sakiTxia. amgvar saganmanaTleblo saqmianobas isini mxolod Rarib da-

saxlebebSi ar ewevian; arsebobs cnobili `doorbell-ringing campaign~, romelic 

moicavs diskusiebs diasaxlisebis problemebis garSemo, xolo Tu qmre-

bic saxlSi arian, maT problemebsac ganixilaven. arCevnebis win es pro-

cesi sakmaod mniSvnelovania. minda aRvniSno faqti, rom umetesad qa le-

bisTvis ufro misaRebia adamianuri argumentebi, vidre kacebisaTvis. es 

imitom xdeba, rom qalebi CarTulni arian ufro Sromatevad da rutinul 

saqmianobaSi. iqneba studentebis es Zalisxmeva warmatebis momtani? war-

mateba damokidebulia xmaTa im raodenobaze, romlebsac e.w `mSvidobis 

kandidatebi~ miiReben adgilobriv da federalur arCevnebSi.

dResdReobiT opoziciuri Zalebis Teoriul bazisisken mibruneba 

SesamCnevia, es procesi sakmaod mniSvnelovania axali memarcxeneebisaTvis, 

rogorc aRvniSne, isini ar endobian Zvel ideologias. mwams, rom es 
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procesi ufro da ufro xiluli gaxdeba, sistemis cvlilebas aucileblad 

sWirdeba Teoriuli codnis dagroveba. amerikis SeerTebul StatebSi 

myofi studentebi, cdiloben ara mxolod sazRvrebis gavlebas Zvel da 

axal memarcxeneebs Soris, aramed neomarqsistuli xedvidan, Tanamedrove 

kapitalizmis kritikasac.

opoziciis saqmianobis bolo aspeqti, romelzec msurs yuradReba ga-

vamaxvilo, protestis axali ganzomilebaa, saxeldobr, is moralur-seq-

sualuri da politikuri meamboxeobis nazavisagan Sedgeba. msurs, dagixa-

toT naTeli suraTi imisa, risi Semswrec me piradad var da vfiqrob, es dagana-

xebT gansxvavebas Statebis situaciasa da germaniaSi mimdinare procesebs 

Soris. es exeba udides antisaomar demonstracias, romelic berkliSi 

ga imarTa. policiam demonstraciis Catarebis nebarTva gasca, Tumca ok-

lendis samxedro rkinigzis misasvlelebi Caketes da am mimarTulebiT 

wasvla akrZales. es niSnavda, rom mkafiod da mkacrad gansazRvrul 

areals miRma demonstracia ukve arakanonieri gaxdeboda. rodesac aqciis 

monawileni am akrZaluli teritoriis sazRvars miuaxlovdnen, policiam 

aTi rigisgan Semdgari barikadebi aRmarTa, isini SeiaraRebulni iyvnen 

xelketebiTa da farebiT. protestantebis nakadi miuaxlovda am barikads, 

Semdeg, rogorc yovelTvis xdeba, erT-erTma maTganma daiyvira, rom isini 

gaCerebas ar apirebdnen, Tumca barikadebis garRvevis nacvlad, rasac, ra 

Tqma unda, sisxliani, umizno dapirispireba mohyveboda, demonstrantebma 

sawinaaRmdego mxares TavianTive barikadi aRmarTes, Sesabamisad, uknidan 

wamosul masas, jer demonstrantebis koridoris garRveva mouwevda. xSi-

rad ase ar xdeba xolme, es arabunebrivi iyo. ori Tu sami damzafravi 

wuTis Semdeg, aTasobiT demonstranti quCaSi dajda, maT amoiRes TavianTi 

gitarebi da harmonikebi, xalxma erTmaneTs dauwyo kocna da amiT dasrulda 

demonstracia. SeiZleba es Tqven sasacilod migaCniaT, magram mjera, rom 

es yvelaferi Zalian spontanurad moxda da, albaT, sawinaaRmdego mxares 

arsebul mterzec moaxdina gavlena. 

ramdenime wuTi opoziciis perspeqtivazec visaubreb. me arasodes 

miTqvams, rom arsebuli studenturi opozicia Camoyalibebuli revo lu-

ciuri Zalaa, arc hipebi mesaxebian `proletarebis memkvidreebad~! mxo-

lod erovnul-ganmaTavisuflebeli frontebi arian dRes revoluciur 

brZo laSi Cabmulni. magram arc isini warmoadgenen efeqtur revoluciur 

saf rTxes mowinave kapitalisturi sistemisaTvis. yvela opoziciuri Zala 

dRes aris mzaobis procesSi, isini mxolod da mxolod mzaobis etapze arian, 

magram isini sistemis SesaZlo krizisisTvis emzadebian. ufro zustad, 

erov nul-gamaTavisuflebeli da getoebis amboxi xels uwyobs sistemis 

kri ziss, ara mxolod samxedro mimarTulebiT, aramed politikuri da mora-

luri mimarTulebebiTac; isini sistemis cocxali, adamianuri uaryofani 

arian. am krizisisTvis mzadebam da misma potencialma, SesaZloa ufro ra-

dikaluri gaxados muSaTa klasi. magram Cven ar unda viyoT iluziaSi, Se-

saZloa es radikalizeba memarcxene mimarTulebiT ar warimarTos da es 
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sa kiTxi dResac Riaa. jerjerobiT ar aris daZleuli faSizmisgan da neo-

faSizmisgan momdinare mwvave safrTxe.

me visaubre SesaZlo krizisze, sistemis potenciur krizisze. procesebi, 

romlebic am krizisis xelSemwyobia, detalurad unda gaanalizdes. vfiqrob, 

rom Cven es krizisi unda ganvixiloT, rogorc gansxvavebuli ekonomikuri, 

politikuri da moraluri obieqturi da subieqturi tendenciebis Sesayari, 

rogorc aRmosavleTSi, aseve dasavleTSic. opoziciuri Zalebi jer ar 

gaerTianebulan solidarobis safuZvelze. ganviTarebuli kapitalisturi 

wes-wyobilebis qveynebSi, isini didi mxardaWeriT ar sargebloben. ame ri-

kaSi arsebuli getoebic ki politizirebis sawyis etapze arian. am mdgo-

mareobis gaTvaliswinebiT, meCveneba, rom opoziciis amocana, am etapze, 

garkveuli socialuri jgufebis cnobierebis gaTavisuflebaa. faqtia, 

rom dRes yvelas sicocxle riskis qveSaa da dRes yvela nawilia imisa, 

rasac vebleni1 `daqvemdebarebul mosaxleobas~ uwodebda, rac niSnavs, 

rom yvela batonobis qveS arsebobs. Cven unda SevicnoT sistemis saSineli 

politika, romelic Tavisi represiuli meqanizmiT totalur ganadgurebas 

gviqadis. unda gavacnobieroT, rom misawvdomi sawarmoo Zalebi gamoiyeneba 

eqsploataciisa da represiis kvlavwarmoebisaTvis da e.w Tavisufali 

msoflio TviTonve aRWurvavs Tavisive Tavs samxedro da policiuri 

Zalis diqtaturiT, raTa Warbi produqcia daicvas. sxva mxriv, es politika 

sruliad ver gaamarTlebs meore mxares arsebul totalitarizms, romlis 

winaaRmdegac bevris Tqma SegviZlia, magram es totalitarizmi ar aris 

eqspansiuri da agresiuli da is nakarnaxevia siRaribisgan. es garemoeba ar 

cvlis im faqts, rom mis winaaRmdeg unda vibrZoloT, magram, ra Tqma unda, – 

memarcxene TvalTaxedvidan.

cnobierebis gaTavisufleba, romelzec me visaubre, metia, vid re, ub-

ralod, diskusia. am viTarebaSi es niSnavs da unda niSnavdes de mon  strire-

bebs, am sityvis zusti gagebiT. yvelam unda gamoxatos neba si cocxlisaken, 

unda SeZlos nebis demonstrireba, raTa icxovros mSvidobian, adamianur 

msoflioSi. sistema mobilizebulia am SesaZleblobis winaaRmdeg. aseve 

unda iTqvas, rom mavnebelia iluziebis qona, is imaze meti zianis momtania, 

vidre SeiZleba iyos nebis arqona, an fatalizmi, romelic mxolod da mxolod 

sistemis wisqvilze asxams wyals. Cven vipoveT sakuTar TavebSi Zala, raTa 

SevbrZolebodiT faSistur sistemas, usargeblo omebi da destruqciuli 

qmedebebi sistemis Sinagani winaaRmdegobebis manifestaciaa. aseTi sistema 

ar aris imunuri. is ukve Tavs icavs opoziciisagan da inteleqtualebisa-

gan, romlebic msoflios yvela kuTxeSi gvxvdebian. da Tu mainc ver davina-

xavT transformacias, unda gavagrZeloT brZola. Cven unda gavTavisuf  l-

deT da SevewinaaRmdegoT, Tu gvsurs, vicxovroT rogorc adamianebma, ra Ta 

vimuSaoT da viyoT bednierebi. sistemasTan aliansi ki amis gakeTebis unars 

gvixSobs, masTan aliansi am gzidan gadaxvevaa.

1 Torstein vebleni (1857-1929) – norvegiel-amerikeli ekonomisti da sociologi, 
romelmac Tavi kapitalizmisadmi kritikuli mimarTebiT gaiTqva.
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daviT galaSvili daviT galaSvili 

herbert markuze: axali memarcxeneobis Teoretikosi

yovel didebul socialur Tu politikur movlenas Tavisi gamxmo-

vanebeli, mesityve hyavs. safrangeTis revoluciis idealebi ganmanaT-

lebelTa politikur da filosofiur traqtatebSi idgamda fexs, 1917 wlis 

oqtombris, mogvianebiT ki, CineTisa da kubis revolucias mecxramete 

saukuneSi Casaxuli socialisturi moZRvrebebi, metwilad, marqsizmi ani-

Webda Teoriul gamarTlebas. 60-iani wlebis studenturi amboxis Teoriul 

gamomxatvelad ki germanel-amerikeli marqsisti Teoretikosi herbert 

markuze SegviZlia miviCnioT. markuzem Tavisi filosofiuri moRvaweoba 

germaneli filosofosis, martin haidegeris xelmZRvanelobiT daiwyo, 

Tumca 30-ian wlebSi haidegeris nacisturi ideebiT moxibvlam markuzes 

samarTliani aRSfoTeba da haidegerTan urTierTobis gawyveta gamoiwvia. 

30-ianebSi markuze nacistur reJims SeerTebul StatebSi gaeqca da pirveli 

cnobili filosofiuri teqsti – `goneba da revolucia~ (1941) – inglisur 

enaze swored StatebSi moRvaweobisas gamoaqveyna. `goneba da revolucia~ 

markuzem hegelis da marqsis sakmaod mravalSrian da Rrma analizs miuZRvna. 

markuze teqstSi aRniSnavda, rom hegelis reabilitacia negatiuri, 

dialeqtikuri azrovnebisTvis umniSvnelovanesi ramaa da iqve gamoTqvamda 

wuxils, rom pozitiuri mecnierebebi, romlebic Zalauflebis samsaxurSi 

arian Camdgarni, daclilni arian dialeqtikuri winaaRmdegobebisgan, rac 

samyarosTvis arsebiT maxasiaTeblad SegviZlia miviCnioT. markuzes azriT, 

ara mxolod bunebis mecnierebani, aramed socialuri mecnierebebic ki 

uaryofdnen dialeqtikur meTods: ̀ dRes, azrovnebis dialeqtikuri meTodi 

ucxoa sayovelTao diskursisa da qmedebisaTvis, ase Cans, rom is warsulis 

kuTvnilebaa da teqnologiuri miRwevebiT aris gabaTilebuli~ (goneba da 

revolucia). markuzes adreuli Teoriuli wiaRsvlebi SemdgomSi im pe-

riodis socialuri da ekonomikuri garemos ufro basr kritikad gardaiqmna. 

ganviTarebuli kapitalisturi sazogadoebis batonobis totalitaruli 

formebis kritikam kulminacias `erTganzomilebian adamianSi~ (1964) mi-

aRwia. naSromSi markuze xazs usvamda metad SesamCnev movlenas, kerZod, 

industriuli muSaTa klasis revoluciuri potencialis daRmasvlas da 

socialuri kontrolis formebis aqamde arnaxul ganviTarebas. markuzes 

azriT, `mowinave industriulma sazogadoebam~ Tavisi yvelganSemRwevi 

socialuri kontrolis meqanizmebiT muSaTa klasis gabatonebul wesrigTan 

integracia moaxerxa. Sesabamisad, mwvaved dadga revoluciuri subieqtis, 

revoluciis agentis sakiTxi. Tuki dasavleTSi arsebuli komunisturi 

partiebi (metwilad, sabWoTa marqsizmis gavleniT) fsons jer kidev evropul 

industriul muSaTa klasze debdnen, markuze revoluciur subieqts e.w 



filosofiur-Teologiuri mimomxilveli, 12, 2022

216

`autsaiderebsa~ da sul ufro mzard studentur opoziciaSi eZebda. am g-

varad, `erTganzomilebian adamianSi~ markuze orTodoqsuli marqsizmis 

(vgulisxmobT meore internacionalis marqsizms da mis ideur memkvidreebs) 

or postulats, revoluciis gardauvalobasa da industriuli prole ta-

riatis revoluciurobas ayenebda eWqveS. Tumca gansxvavebiT frank fu rtis 

skolis sxva warmomadgenlebisgan, markuzes revoluciur proeqtze xeli 

arasodes auRia, is Tavis moRvaweobis ganmavlobaSi mudmivad cdilobda 

cvlilebis, revoluciis agentis gamoZebnasa da revoluciuri pers peq-

tivebis gamkafioebas. Tavis mxriv, `mowinave industriuli sazogadoebis~ 

markuzeseul kritikaSi sul ufro mzardi studenturi opozicia da 

samoqalaqo uflebebisTvis mebrZolebi sakuTari stiqiuri protestisa da 

winaaRmdegobis Teoriul gamoxatulebas poulobdnen. quCebSi gamoCnda 

studentebis mier gakeTebuli warwera `marqsi, mao, markuze~, mediaSi ga-

cxarebuli daobdnen misi Sromebis Sesaxeb, xolo sxvadsxva juris in te-

leqtualebi kritikas ar iSurebdnen. Tavis mxriv, 60-ianebis meore na xev-

ridan markuze studentur opozicias, mesame samyaros erovnul-ga ma-

Tavisuflebel brZolebs, Savkanianebis uflebebisTvis mebrZol radi ka-

lebs, getos `autsaiderebs~ ukve Tavis nawerebSi exmaureboda. `erTgan zo-

milebiani adamianis~ pesimistur elfers optimisturi paTosi anacvlebs. 

miuxedavad imisa, rom axali memarcxeneebi markuzesTvis ar warmoadgendnen 

mza revoluciur subieqts, mas miaCnda, rom brZolis erTiani frontis 

Seqmna arsebuli gabatonebuli wesrigis Seryevas gamoiwvevda. aq ki mni S-

vnelovania, vaxsenoT markuzes erT-erTi centraluri kategoria – `didi 

uari.~ markuzeseuli didi uari swored im jgufebs miemarTeba, romlebic, 

misi azriT, ar arian sistemasTan Serwymulni, ganze dgebian gabatonebuli 

ekonomikuri da politikuri wesrigis yalbi da paTologiuri saWi ro e-

bebisgan, rac maT arsebuli socialuri formaciis garRvevis saSualebasa 

da potencials aniWebT. didi uari batonobisa da Cagvris totalitaruli 

sistemis winaaRmdeg wasvlaa, socialuri janyis aqtia, romelic azrovnebisa 

da qcevis damkvidrebul moduss alternatiuliT anacvlebs. cvlilebis 

potenciuri agentebis gamoCenasTan erTad markuze Tavisi Teoriuli mu-

Saobis sul ufro aqtiur politizirebas iwyebs da, amgvarad, 60-ianebis Sua 

xanebidan moyolebuli misi teqstebi im periodis politikuri da so ci-

aluri daZabulobebiT arian gaJRenTilni. am droidan, markuze aqtiurad 

iwyebs evropasa da StatebSi mogzaurobas, ra drosac axali memarcxeneebis 

da axlad warmoqmnili opoziciis mimarT simpaTiebs sakuTar moxsenebebsa 

da interviuebSi Riad gamoxatavs. winamdebare teqsti swored berlinSi 

aseTi gamgzavrebisas wakiTxuli moxsenebis Canaweria. 1967 wlis zafxulSi 

markuzes berlinSi sakmaod daZabuli viTareba daxvda. studenturi opo-

zicia iranis Sahis mkvlelobas aprotestebda, amave periodSi opoziciis 

liderebma (maT Soris, rudi duCkem) Riad ganacxades, rom isini iziareben 

markuzes politikur da socialur Sexedulebebs, rac maT TavianTi ra-
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dikaluri politikis Teoriul dadasturebad esaxebodaT. sagulisxmoa, 

rom markuzes leqcia swored studentur opozicias, Zaladobis sakiTxsa da 

revoluciuri subieqtis sakiTxebs Seexo. Zaladobis konceptis gadaaz reba 

markuzem jer kidev 1965 wels daweril teqstSi, `represiul toleranto-

baSi~ scada. tolerantobis cneba liberaluri tradiciisTvis yovel Tvis 

fetiSistur saburvelSi iyo gaxveuli, mar ku zesTvis ki am konceptis Za laSi 

myofoba, sul mcire, arsebuli politikuri konteqstiT – Statebis ag-

resiuli, imperialisturi politikiT, samoqalaqo sazogadoebaSi arsebuli 

dapirispirebiT, rasac Tan sdevda Savkaniani aqtivistebis, progresuli 

politikis mxardamWeri liderebis xocva-Jleta da mowinave industriuli 

sazogadoebisTvis damaxasiaTebeli sxva so cialuri paTologiebiT – iyo 

gabaTilebuli. markuze Tavis naSromSi radikalebs mouwodebda gaba to-

nebuli sazogadoebrivi moralisa da qcevis nimuSebis, militarizmis, ra-

sizmis, klasobrivi Cagvris Seuwynareblobisaken. Teoretikosi Riad ak-

ritikebda militaristul politikas indo-CineTis, laTinuri amerikis, 

aziisa da afrikis mimarT. rasistuli da imperialisturi politika `ar unda 

SeviwynaroT, radgan is xels uSlis – Tuki saerTodac ar angrevs – iseTi 

arsebobis Seqmnas, romelic SiSisa da tanjvis miRmaa~ (represiuli to le-

rantoba). teqstis paTosi sakmaod radikaluri gaxldaT, markuze Tvlida, 

rom yvela individs unda gaekeTebina arCevani isteb liSmentsa da opozicias 

Soris, neitralur poziciaze dgoma misTvis gabatonebuli wesrigis mxares 

yofnas niSnavs. garda amisa, markuze mkacrad mijnavda, erTi mxriv, ins-

tituciur, struqturul, reaqcionerul da, meore mxriv, ganma Tavi suf-

lebel, revoluciur Zaladobas. liberaluri wiaRidan amozrdili pa ci-

fisturi moZraobebis abstraqtuli mzera ki, Zaladobis am ori saxis ga-

TanabrebiT, swored status-kvos wisqvilze asxamda wyals. gansxvavebiT 

gabatonebuli klasebis Zaladobisgan, inglisis samoqalaqo omma, saf-

rangeTis, kubis, CineTis revoluciebma (markuze aq ar axsenebs 1917 wlis 

ruseTis revolucias) kacobriobis progresi gamoiwvies. Zaladobis cnebis 

gadaazrebiT, markuze mxars uWerda militantur ganmaTavisuflebel 

brZolas mesame samyaroSi, rasac, misi azriT, radikaluri gardaqmnis unari 

da SesaZlebloba gaaCnda. revoluciuri Zaladobis reaqcioneruli, ins-

tituciur ZaladobasTan dapirispirebiT, markuzem winaaRmdegobis ufleba 

`bunebiT uflebad~ scno. cxadia, maSin rodesac quCaSi denTis suni sul 

ufro sagrZnobi xdeboda, xolo evropisa Tu Statebis didi qalaqebi 

samoqalaqo dapirispirebis zRvarze iyvnen misulni, markuzes mier wi-

naaRmdegobis uflebis, revoluciuri Zaladobis Teoriuli legitimacia 

konservatori da liberaluri inteleqtualuri wreebisTvis arsebuli 

wesrigis Tavze dakidebul damokles maxvilad aRiqmeboda. studenturi 

opozicia, `autsaiderebi~, erovnul-gamaTavisuflebeli brZolis mona-

wileni ki cvlilebis is agentebi iyvnen, romelTac SeeZloT arsebuli 

sazogadoebis Tvisebrivi uaryofa, axali biologiuri da kulturuli 
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saWiroebebis, alternatiuli qcevis nimuSebisa da antiburJuaziuli mo-

ralis Seqmna. 1968 wlis movlenebi markuzesTvis dadastureba iyo imisa,  

rom studenturi amboxis spontanur xasiaTs marTlac SeeZlo cvlilebebis 

motana. 1968 wlis 23 maiss parizidan dabrunebuli markuze, kaliforniis san 

diegos universitetSi auditoriis winaSe gamovida. is aq Tavis gamoc-

dilebaze hyveba, romelic erTi kviriT adre safrangeTis dedaqalaqSi 

myofma miiRo. misi TqmiT, frangi studentebi socialuri janyis avangardSi 

idgnen, xolo muSebi swored maT slogans mihyvebodnen da studentebiT 

STagonebulebma sayovelTao gaficva gamoacxades. markuze Tvlis, rom 

studentebis qmedebebi spontanuri xasiaTisa iyo, xolo misTvis spontanuri 

praqtika – romelic studentobas axasiaTebs da romelic meoce saukunis 

dasawyisSi leninma miwasTan gaaswora – kvlav axal funqcias iZens, radgan, 

misi azriT, iakobinur revoluciur praqtikas yavli gauvida, sazogadoebis 

ganviTarebam is ubralod gadalaxa. magaliTad, is warmodgena, rom 

SesaZlebelia partiam masobrivi, mwyobri ieriSiT pentagoni da TeTri saxli 

aiRos da axali revoluciuri mTavroba Camoayalibos fantastikis sferoa, 

radgan daaxloebiT 24 saaTSi axali TeTri saxlebi texassa da CrdiloeT 

dakotaSi gaCndebian. markuzesTvis swored es spontanuri xasiaTi aris 

cvlilebebis momaswavebeli, axali elementi, romelic tradiciul or ga-

nizaciebs gadalaxavs da mTel mosaxleobas pirdapir da myisierad mo e de ba. 

markuzes mier axali memarcxeneebis aseTma gulmxurvale mxardaWe ram 

frankfurtis skolis sxva warmomadgenlebisgan misi gaucxoeba gamoiw via. 

markuze kicxavda adornos misi neitraluri poziciebis gamo. saguli sxmoa, 

adornos Tavs damtydari komikuri SemTxveva, maSin rodesac studen tebi 

frankfurtis universitetis kampuss ikavebdnen, germanelma filoso fosma 

policias gamouZaxa. 

markuzes sicocxlis bolomde miawerdnen, rom is studentur opoz-

iciaSi, getos `autsaiderebSi~ mza revoluciur Zalas xedavda. cxadia, es 

braldeba simarTles ar Seesabameba. markuzesTvis marqsizmi, pirvel rigSi, 

swored marqsistuli meTodis axal istoriul droebasTan Sefardebas, 

revoluciuri subieqtis mudmiv Ziebas, revoluciuri potencialis 

mqone jgufebis radikalizebas niSnavda. amgvarad, axal istoriul epo-

qaSi amozrdili progresuli Zalebis mxardaWera, romelTac, cxadia, 

axasiaTebdaT rigi naklovanebani da sisusteebi, sulac ar niSnavda ro-

melime socialuri jgufis mza revoluciur subieqtad Seracxvas. garda 

amisa, markuzes arasodes uaruyvia muSaTa klasis gadamwyveti roli 

revoluciur procesSi. socialisturi revolucia ki, misTvis, pirvel 

rigSi, arsebobisTvis brZolis daSoSminebas, mSvidobisa da adamianuri 

bednierebis damyarebas, mtanjveli, meqanikuri Sromisgan ganTavisuflebas, 

bunebis mimarT myvlefavi damokidebulebis bunebasTan adamianis har-

moniuli SerwymiT Canacvlebas niSnavda. sagulisxmoa, rom markuzesTvis 

axali memarcxeneobis proeqti, miuxedavad 60-ianebSi misi praqtikuli 
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ganuxorcieleblobisa, sulac ar damarcxebula. axali memarcxeneoba aris 

pirobiTi cneba arsebuli gabatonebuli wesrigis radikaluri gardaqmnisa, 

misi revoluciuri garRvevisa, es sakiTxi ki dResac iseve mwvaved dgas, 

rogorc Soreul 60-ianebSi.

David Galashvili

HERBERT MARCUS: THE NEW LEFT THEORIST

Summary

Marxist Philosopher Herbert Marcuse was regarded in the 1960s as the guru of the new 
left. Although Marcus was not the only Marxist to formulate theories of integration and capitalist 
stabilization his vigorous search for alternative forces and how he bluntly presented his theories 
distinguished him from his contemporaries. As a trained philosopher who was affiliated with the 
German exiles known as “Frankfurt School”, Marcus had a reputation for promoting radical thinking 
and opposition. Marcus believed the seeming prospects of advanced societies which had the power, 
wealth, technology, and science to alleviate poverty, were instead he used to produce and promote 
aggression, violence, injustice, and domination. The new left was perfect machinery for Marcuse 
to propagate his opinions and this increased his popularity with the new left immensely. His works 
bluntly criticized the united state’s imperialism, environmental destruction, racism, sexism and 
other forms of oppression which he perceived were growing in scope and intensity.
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