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kulturis paradigmebi / Paradigms of Culture

olha Cervinska
(ukraina)

alotropia, rogorc istoriuli post-mdgomareobebis 

imanenturi atributi

kulturebis istoriaSi yovelTvis sasargebloa iseT faq-
torebze  yuradRebis  gamaxvileba,  romlebic  mkvlevrisTvis   mniS-
vnelovania, upirvelesad, sakuTari STabeWdilebebidan gamomdi-
nare da maTi gansakuTrebiT zusti gansazRvra. me-19-me-20 sa-
ukuneebis mijnaze, roca msoflio istoriam TviTonac ar icoda, 
ise uaxlovdeboda Tavisi klasikuri „evrocentristuli“ for-
matidan radikaluri ganaxlebis etaps, araerTi sakiTxis gaazreba 
daiwyes „metafizikis krizisis“ zogad konteqstSi. mecnierebaSi 
terminologiis aucileblobis sakiTxi imdenad mwvaved dadga, rom 
kulturis ama Tu im movlenis semantikurad zusti gansazRvrisken 
swrafva aSkara Seiqna Tundac axali mxatvruli meTodebis TviT-
identifikaciis doneze – rogorc es iyo simbolizmis, futurizmis, 
akmeizmis, formalizmis, imaJizmis da a.S. SemTxvevaSi... araerT 
mecnierTagan, romlebic CaerTnen terminebis dazustebis sakiTxSi 
(rogorebic iyvnen, magaliTad, martin haidegeri (1889-1976) da 
ludvig vitgenStaini (1889-1951)) aucileblad unda vaxsenoT ori 
saxeli, romelTa poziciamac kidev ufro mwvaved warmoaCina sa-
kiTxis aqtualoba da gavlena moaxdina meTodologiuri Teza-
urusiT samecniero wreebis dainteresebaze: esenia ruseTis im-
periis teritoriaze dabadebuli, nobelis premiis laureati 
vilhelm fridrix ostvaldi (1853-1932) da britaneli alfred 
norT uaiThedi (1861-1947), romelmac pirvelma miaqcia yuradReba 
mecnierebaSi e.w. paralelur simbolur diskursebs (Whitehead 1999). 
es mecnierebi yvelaze Tanmimdevrulad icavdnen mecnierebaSi 
naturfilosofiuri tradiciebis mniSvnelobas, maT Soris, mis 
terminologiur instrumentebs. Cveni araprognozirebadi cifru-
li globalizmis xanaSic ki maTi poziciebi aqtualobas ar kargavs. 
aRniSnulma mecnierebma, mixail kiselis TqmiT, mTlianobaSi 
bolomde uerTgules „filosofiuri (metafizikuri) codnis tradi-
ciul-klasikur ideals, romelic mkacrad Teoriuli formiT jer 
kidev aristotelem Camoayaliba“ (Kissell 1990: 3-4). magram, kerZod, 
uaiThedi daJinebiT amtkicebda, rom aucilebelia mecnierebis 
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enebs Soris terminologiaze SeTanxmeba, rasac mecnierebis prog-
resisTvis gadamwyvet faqtorad miaCnda: „progresis xelovneba 
gulisxmobs TviT cvlilebaSi wesrigis, xolo wesrigis wiaRSi 
cvlilebis SenarCunebis unars.. magram wesrigi sakmarisi ar aris. 
saWiroa kidev ufro rTuli ram. saWiroa siaxliT gamsWvaluli 
wesrigi“ (Kissell 1990: 53). Tanamedrove literaturaTmcodneobaSi 
sabunebismetyvelo terminebis gamoyeneba swored amgvar pozicias 
Seesabameba da misTvis bunebrivia, Tumca yovelTvis dasabuTebuli 
rodia, vinaidan arsebobs terminebis aqtivaciis safrTxe, rac arc-
Tu sworad Seesatyviseba klasikur Tezauruss ama Tu im konkre-
tuli Temis farglebSi (ramdenadac CvenTvis cnobilia, es sakiTxi 
farTod arasdros ganxilula).

saCvenebeli magaliTis saxiT, sagulisxmoa kulturologiis-
Tvis damaxasiaTebeli erTi fenomeni, romelic Seesabameba ter-
mins „alotropia“,1 romlis mecnierebaSi damkvidrebis sakiTxic 
Sved qimikos da mineralog iens iakob berceliuss (1779-1848) ukav-
Sirdeba. man jer kidev 1841 wels gamoiyena es termini, romelic 
formis sxvadasxva modifikaciaSi erTgvarovani elementebis arse-
bobas gulisxmobs (magaliTad, siliciumi da almasi). mogvianebiT, 
alotropiis faqtoris konstataciis wyalobiT, me-20 saukunis 
dasawyisSi aRiares, rom martivi nivTierebebis (magaliTad, nax-
Sirbadis an fosforis) kristalur struqturaSi sxvaobebi aseve 
alotropiis mizezia. terminis marTlzomierebaze diskusiebic 
mimdinareobda. Tumca, 1912 wels avtoritetuli mecnieri v. os-
valdi amtkicebda, rom elementebis alotropia kristalebis 
polimorfizmis kerZo gamovlinebaa da aRniSna, rom iqneb uari 
eTqvaT am terminze – miT umetes, bunebismetyveleba orive ter-
mins paralelurad iyenebs da maTSi sxvadasxva mniSvnelobas gu-
lisxmobs. am TvalsazrisiT, upriania alotropiis fenomenis ga-
gebisTvis arsebiTi, garkveulwilad masTan TanxmobaSi myofi „Ta-
nayofis“ metafizikuri cnebis gaTvaliswinebac, rac gulisxmobs 
istoriuli drois nakadSi „zedrouli komponentebis“ SeWras, 
romelic uaiThedma SemogvTavaza (traqtati „bunebis gageba“, 1920).

Tavisi semantikuri potencialis miuxedavad, termini alot-
ropia gamoiyeneba mxolod sabunebismetyvelo mecnierebebSi da 
praqtikulad ar gvxvdeba literaturaTmcodneobiT (ufro far-
Tod ki – humanitarul) leqsikonSi, Tumca is sruliad relevan-

1 „alotropiis“, rogorc terminis dasabuTeba, warmodgenili iyo Semdeg pub-
likaciaSi: Chervinska 2016.
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turia kulturologiisTvis. es Zveli termini sakuTar TavSi 
moicavs filologebisTvis kargad cnobil berZnul Zirebs: αλλος 
– sxva, τρόπος – Sebruneba, Setrialeba, Tavisebureba. mTlianobaSi, 
alotropiis interpretireba SesaZlebelia qimiuri nivTierebis 
mdgradobis imanenturi metaforis meSveobiT: „Rrubeli, cvari, 
aisbergi“ – TiToeuli maTgani erTi da imave cnobili nivTierebis 
alotropuli formebia, erTiani arsis hipostasebia.

samwuxarod, am terminis Sesabamisi, kulturis ukiduresad 
specifikuri, Tumca myari „fermenti“ analitikosebis TvalTaxedvis 
areSi TiTqmis ar xvdeba, Tumca istoriul sivrceSi swored alo-
tropiuli formebis arsebobas, konteqstualur kontinuumTan maT 
konvergencias SeuZlia tradiciisTvis gansakuTrebiT arsebiTi 
konservantis funqciis Sesruleba.

me-20 da ukve 21-e saukuneebis mTeli istoriuli gamocdile-
ba gansakuTrebiT cxadad aaqtiurebs alotropiis paradigmas. 
TiTqos herakliteseuli doqsas sapirispirod, konkretuli kul-
turis istoriuli perspeqtivis ganaxlebis sakiTxi misi rege-
neraciis da ara evoluciis sakiTxs emsgavseba. praqtikulad 
auracxelia pirobaTa raodenoba, romelTa drosac warmoiqmneba am 
TvalsazrisiT xelsayreli istoriuli viTareba, magram arsebobs 
erTi saerTo ontologiuri mniSvneli – „kulturuli alotro-
pia“. gansakuTrebuli kulturuli situacia postkoloniur da 
postsabWoTa samyaroSi dRes saSualebas gvaZlevs aRvadginoT 
mniSvnelovani, Tumca istoriuli moZraobis es amoucnobi kom-
ponenti, misi mTeli zogadistoriuli mniSvnelovnebis Tvalsaz-
risiT. alotropuli formebis konversia xorcieldeba pirveladi 
konteqstis deformaciiT, misi naxevradfunqciuri specifikis 
wyalobiT da kulturuli tradiciis regeneraciis saqmeSi umTav-
res rols asrulebs. am TvalsazrisiT, pirobiTad erTgvarovani 
kulturebidan, an p. sorokinis gamonaTqvami rom moviSvelioT, 
„sociokulturuli sxeulebidan“ nebismieri, Tavisi ganviTarebis 
konteqstebSi an axla an momavalSi gardauvalad aRmoCndeba iseTi 
situaciis pirispir, roca es erTgvarovneba xiluli aRar iqneba. 
TavisTavad, kulturis es specifikuri viTareba ganpirobebulia 
realurad ucxo garemos, an konteqstis, arsebobiT, romelzec, 
survilis miuxedavad, saWiroa reagireba.

istoriuli drois yovel Semdgom axal formatSi, nebismieri 
siaxlis pirobebSi, ucvleli rCeba myari (xiluli an latenturi) 
Semadgeneli faqtorebi, romlebidanac gacnobierebas moiTxovs 
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Semdegi: ucxos lokalizebuli narCeni, romelic imavdroulad 
warmoiqmneba an ar warmoiqmneba, rogorc sxvac. amgvari kazusebi 
yovelTvis xdeboda. mentalobis msgavsi sakmaod bundovani, pi-
robiTi terminiT fermentirebuli arseboba yovelTvis ar gvxvdeba 
homogenur  kulturologiur  toposSi.  magaliTad,  ukraineli  
(rusi, qarTveli, iudeveli, poloneli, italieli, Cineli, arabi 
an sxva) SeiZleba sakuTari qveynis gareT cxovrobdes, magram ide-
ologiurad sakuTari eris rigebSi rCebodes da amgvarad, misTvis 
ucxo konteqstSi is swored alotropia (magram araviTar SemTxve-
vaSi – marginali, romelTanac mas xSirad SecdomiT aigiveben).

alotropiam, rogorc potenciurad tevadma paradigmam, li-
teraturaTmcodneobiT planSic SeiZleba gaamkveTros samecniero 
optika. kerZod, is afiqsirebs garkveuli fenomenis (magaliTad, 
mwerlis biografia, Janri, an saleqso metric ki) arsebobas mis 
sxvadasxva „fizikur“ mdgomareobebsa da gamovlinebebSi. logiku-
ria daSveba, rom am gamovlinebaTa formebs Soris damokidebule-ba 
TiTqosda erTmniSvnelovani (pirobiTad, homogenuri) kulturuli 
faqtis parametrebSi uamravia da SeiZleba sruliad moulodne-
lic aRmoCndes: urTierTdamokidebulidan aSkarad agresiulamde. 
alotropiis fenomenis aqtualoba sayovelTaoa.

SeiZleba paradoqsulad Candes, magram alotropia formis Se-
narCunebisa da ganaxlebis erT-erTi yvelaze arsebiTi argumentia. 
is SeiZleba sxvadasxvagvar planSi gamovlindes – iq, sadac gvxvde-
ba rogorc konkretuli „saerTo mniSvneli“, ise stilisturi ek-
leqtika. Tu, magaliTad, avtori Tavis Teoriul ideas axorci-
elebs ekfrasisis meSveobiT, maSin es ukanaskneli, Tavisi funqci-
iT, sxva araferi iqneba Tu ara am ideis alotropia, rac Seesabameba 
ekfrasisis gagebis interpretacias l. heleris formulirebaSi — 
„xelovnebis erTi tipis sxvis meSveobiT warmodgena“ (Heller 2002: 13).

swored alotropuli viTareba aRmoCnda iulia kristevas 
filosofiuri koncefciis pirveli biZgi – vgulisxmob mis cnobil 
esses „sakuTari TavisTvis ucxoni“ (Étrangers à nous-mêmes, 1988) (Kris-
teva 1988). „sakuTari TavisTvis ucxoobis“ mudmivma mdgomareobam 
kristevas, romelic bulgaruli warmoSobis iyo da Tanamedrove 
frangul mecnierebas warmoadgenda, saSualeba misca, implicitu-
rad SeegrZno problema da SemoeTavazebina misi aRqmis produqt-
iuli veqtorebi (magaliTad, interteqstualoba). am Tvalsazri-
siT sagulisxmoa diasporis ukrainistis (warmoSobiT garusebuli 
eTnikuri germanelebis STamomavlis) iuri Sevelevis statia „niko-
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lai ge da  taras  SevCenko: mxatvari sxva  konteqstSi“ (1989),  romel-
Sic sagulisxmo aqcenti igrZnoba. kritikosma nikolai geSi ukra-
ineli dainaxa, imis sapirispirod, rom am mxatvars rusad moixse-
nieben da mas peredviJnikebis iniciatorebis ricxvs miakuTvneben 
(1870-76). mxatvris cxovrebisa da moRvaweobis „meore“ (anu uk-
rainuli) konteqstis aqcentirebiT, Sevelevma is „tipologiurad“ 
taras SevCenkos daukavSira, „Temisadmi midgomisa da gadmocemis 
stilidan“ gamomdinare. cxadia, Sevelevs am dros mxedvelobidan 
ar gamorCenia enobrivi sakiTxic, rac „gansakuTrebul interess“ 
imsaxurebda, Tumca gansxvavebulobis identificirebisas amas pir-
velxarisxovan argumentad ar miiCnevda. literaturaTmcodnes 
ar gaumartivebia sakiTxi. is arasdros ganixilavda ukrainelobis 
ideas klasobrivi TvalsazrisiT, rogorc es marqsistul pozici-
as Seesabameba. is, upirvelesad, yuradRebas amaxvilebda e.w. „su-
lier erTianobaze“ da gamoyofda sxva mniSvnelovan faqtorebsac: 
„...memamuleTa wris yoveldRiur rusul enaSi ukrainulis Zlieri 
narevi iyo. danamdvilebiT SeiZleba iTqvas erTi ram: gem icoda da 
uyvarda ukrainuli ena. rogor da ra garemoebebSi aRiqvamda is 
mas, amaze mxolod varaudi SeiZleba. <..> man xalxuri yofis ena da 
Taviseburebebi gaiTavisa, magram is ar aidealebda glexebs raime 
gansakuTrebuli adamianuri Tvisebebis gamo, an romelime konkre-
tul eTnikur gaerTianebasTan mikuTvnebulobis TvalsazrisiT. 
is TviTonve ekuTvnoda imave erTobas (ukrainuls), masTan sulier 
siaxloves grZnobda“ (Shevelov 2008: 122-123).

amrigad, i. Sevelevma aq daafiqsira viTareba, romelic gu-
lisxmobs iseTi kulturis arsebobas, romelic sxva kulturis 
„qsovilSia“ Cawnuli.

am TvalsazrisiT aranakleb sagulisxmo da rTulia nikolai 
gogolis (1809-1852) SemTxveva, romelic rusuli literaturis 
klasikosad iTvleba da TiTqos arc erTi ukrainuli teqsti ar 
Seuqmnia. „saRamoebi dikankis maxloblad xutorSi“ (1831-1832) da 
„mirgorodi“ (1835) misi swored is wignebia, romlebic am sayovel-
Taod aRiarebul mosazrebas abaTilebs, Tuki mTavar kriteriumad 
ar CavTvliT avtoris teqstis enas da amis nacvlad yuradRebas 
mivaqcevT teqstis iseT doneebs, rogoricaa istoriuli qrono-
topi, toponimebi da anTroponimebi, eTnografiuli Tvalsazri-
siT zustad aRwerili interierebi, tansacmeli da saWmeli, aseve 
Txrobis specifika.

magaliTad, enis sakiTxis mimarT gogoli arcTu ise gulgri-
lad iyo ganwyobili, rac mkiTxvelisTvis Tavidanve cxadi xdeba 
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misi pirveli krebulis – „saRamoebi dikankis maxloblad xutorSi“ 
– mefutkre panko rudis „winasityvaobidan“, sadac moxseniebulia 
diakvani foma grigorieviCi, romelmac erT moswavle batoniSvils 
darigebisas „didebuli ambavi mouyva“:

„…...erT moswavleze, romelic viRac diakvanTan wera-kiTxvas 
swavlobda  da roca  mamamisTan  mivida, iseTi laTinurismoyvare 
gaxda, rom Cveni marTlmadidebluri enac ki daaviwyda. yvela sity-
vas us-s umatebda. bari mis enaze – bariusia, dedakaci – dedakaci-
usi. erTxel ise moxda, rom mamamisTan erTad mindorSi gavida. 
melaTinurem focxi dainaxa da mamamiss ekiTxeba: „mami, ras eZaxian 
amas TqvenSi?“ Tan am dros pirdaRebulma fexi kbilanebs daadga. 
mamamisma ver moaswro pasuxis gacema, rom tari datrialda, wamo-
iwia da pirdapir SublSi moxvda. „oh, es wyeuli focxi!“ – daiyvira 
skolis moswavlem, Tan Sublze moikida xeli da gverdze gaxta. 
– „ra mwared irtymevineba!“ hoda, ase gaixsena biWma sityva!“ (Gogol 
1959a: 9).

mSobliuri  adgilebis  toposi,  Tavisi  tyeebiTa  da mdina-
riT, misi stilis unikalur metaforulobas ganapirobebda, rac 
ukrainuli warmoSobis mwerlis SemoqmedebaSi povebda gamoxa-
tulebas. magaliTad, pretenziuli mdinare fsiolis gogoliseuli 
aRwera:

„mindorSi daudevrad mofantul lafnis, aryisa da alvis 
xis muq da Riamwvane foTlebSi cecxlovani, siciveSi gaxveuli 
naperwklebi gakrTa da mzeTunaxavma mdinarem brwyinvaled mo-
iSiSvla vercxlisferi mkerdi, romelzec xeebis mwvane kululebi 
irekleboda. <..> – is TiTqmis yovel wels icvlida garemos, axal 
gzas irCevda da irgvliv axal, mravalferovan landSaftebs ir-
Cevda“ (Gogol 1959a: 16).

mirgorodic, dikankac ukrainis istoriis mniSvnelovan 
wertilebad warmogvidgeba – im konkretul sivrced, sadac uZ-
veles dros marjvena da marcxena sanapiroebis interesebi erT-
maneTs ejaxeboda – magaliTad, serbinskis velze, dikankasTan, 
marjvena sanapiros hetmanTan, petr doroSenkosTan Sejaxebisas 
mokles marcxena sanapiros hetmani ivan briuxovecki (1668). es 
ori malorosiuli adgili avtorma imTaviTve Riad daakavSira 
Tematurad: „CemTvis am didebul garemoSi gamoCenaze gacilebiT 
advilia weliwadSi orjer mirgorodSi Casvla, sadac ukve xuTi 
welia, rac arc podsudoks vunaxivar olqis sasamarTlodan da arc 
pativcemul mRvdels“ (Gogol 1959a: 7).
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marTalia, mTlad CvenTvis saintereso WrilSi ara, magram 
mwerlis mier „sakuTaris/sxvis“ gagebis sakiTxis Sesaxeb ukve aTe-
ul welze meti xnis win werda liudmila sofronova (Sofronova 
2012). gogolis gamocdileba kargad aCvenebs, rogor SeiZleba 
alotropiam gamoavlinos sakuTari Tavi da stilis warmomqmnel 
warmmarTvel faqtorad iqces. magaliTad, gogoliseuli „saRamo-
ebis..“ moTxroba „soroCinis bazroba“ da Semdegi Tavebi (sul 
cameti) swored ukrainuli epigrafebiT ixsneba. es epigrafebi 
aRebulia xalxuri legendebidan, sawesCveulebo tradiciebidan, 
malorosiuli komediebidan, aseve – ukraineli klasikosebis teq-
stebidan – ivan kotliarevskis „eneidadan“ da petr gulak-arte-
movskis Semoqmedebidan. magaliTad:

oh, mowyenili var saxlSi.
gTxov, gamiyvane gareT,
sadac sul mxiaruli SeZaxilebi ismis,
sadac gogonebi Woraoben,
sadac biWebi daseirnoben!
(`Zveli legendidan~. Tavi І)

 (Gogol 1959a: 14)

rao, keTilo xalxo, ra davaSave aseTi?
ra gacinebT? – Tqva Cvenma sabralo kacma. –
ratom damciniT ase?
ratom, ratom? – Tqva da atirda
cxare cremliT da doinji Semoiyara.

(gulak-artemovski. „batoni da ZaRli“. 
Tavi XII) (Gogol 1959a: 37)

amave dros, sruliad ar aris SemTxveviT, rom am moTxrobas 
ganazogadebs gogolis mier gamoTqmuli azri mitovebulobis 
Sesaxeb, romelsac win uswrebs urTierTsapirispiro mdgomareobebis 
urTierTarekvlis Sesaxeb msjeloba:

„ase ar icis sixarulma – am mSvenierma da xanmokle stumarma 
– gaqceva? da xom amaod cdilobs martoxela xma, gamoxatos 
mxiaruleba? sakuTar eqoSi ukve sevda da udabureba esmis da 
velurad ugdebs mas yurs. <…> mowyenilia mitovebuli! mZimdeba da 
sevdiandeba adamiani da verafriT daexmarebi mas“ (Gogol 1959a: 41).

gansakuTrebuli mniSvneloba eniWeba swored leqsemas „eqo“, 
romelic xsnis kidec ukrainuli epigrafebis wamZRvarebis mniS-
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vnelobas;  eqo,  romelic  ismis   da   siuJeturad  ixsneba  rusuleno-
van teqstSi. „soroCinis bazrobis“ bolo TavSi uSualod ukrainu-
li simReraa CarTuli teqstSi, sadac axalgazrda paraska simReris 
TanxlebiT cekvavs:

mwvane surov,
gaiSale qvemoT!
Sen ki, Zvirfaso, Savwarbiano,
momiaxlovdi!

mwvane surov,
gaiSale qvemoT!
Sen ki, Zvirfaso, Savwarbiano
mimiaxlovdi! (Gogol 1959a: 39).

am moTxrobis dasawyisi striqoni sxva araferia Tu ara uk-
rainuli toposis metyveli ganzogadeba: „rogori momxibvleli 
da didebulia zafxulis dRe malorosiaSi!“ (Gogol 1959a: 14). aq 
moxseniebuli „Cumakebi mariliT da TevziT“, naTlia „kazaki cibu-
lia“, boSa musikosebi, ymawvilebi, TviT Cerevikic Tavis qaliSvil 
paraskasTan erTad da misi myvirala dedinacvali xivrea, aseve, am 
teqstis personosferos araerTi kolorituli figura, swored 
me-19 saukunis pirveli mesamedis ukrainuli samyaros avTenturi 
mxatvruli portretia.

gogoliseuli moTxrobebis krebuli „mirgorodi“ („Zveli 
samyaros miwaTmflobelebi“, „taras bulba“, „vii“, „moTxroba imis 
Sesaxeb, Tu rogor waiCxubes ivan ivanoviCma da ivan nikiforo-
viCma“), mTeli Tavisi Janrobrivi mravalferovnebiT, aranakleb 
damajereblad warmoadgens alotropiis gamovlinebebs mxatvruli 
teqstis Seqmnis mraval doneze. magaliTad, TiToeul am moTxro-
baSi avtori aRadgens tipur ukrainul qronotops. pirvel moTx-
robaSi,  romelsac  Tanamedrove  mkvlevarma  „civilizaciuri  gafr-
Txileba“ uwoda da romelsac safuZvlad udevs antikuri idiliis 
Janri (Ovchinnikov 2017), mkiTxveli erTveba col-qmris – afanasi 
ivanoviC tovstogubisa da misi colis – pulxeria ivanovnas yofa-
Si. mkiTxveli Tvals adevnebs maT uCveulo urTierTobas da ko-
loritul garemocvas (moxele niCipori, Sinamosamsaxure iavdoxa 
da a.S.). isini erT-erT miyruebul sofelSi cxovroben, romelsac 
„malorosiaSi Zvel samyaros“ uwodeben (Gogol 1959b: 7).

saSinelebaTa Janris moTxrobaSi „vii“ movlenebi (Tumca dRes-
dReobiT mravalmxriv cdiloben misi Janrisa da mniSvnelobis 
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gansazRvras) (Madlevskaia 2004) realuri ukrainuli landSaftis 
fonze viTardeba (gza kievidan ukrainuli xutorebis gavliT). sas-
tiki ambavi SeemTxva tipur kievel seminariel filosofos xoma 
bruts, romelic RamiT eklesiaSi, jadoqris kubosTan fsalmuns 
kiTxulobda (sadac detalurad aris aRwerili marTlmadideblu-
ri taZris nivTebi da dekoraciebi). moTxroba ukrainelTa Soris 
gavrcelebul xalxur saSinelebaTa Janrs Seesabameba.

„mirgorodis“ yvelaze cnobili moTxroba „taras bulbas“ Se-
saxeb rusebsa da slavebs Soris urTierTobis sakiTxis Tvalsaz-
risiT, araerTxel ganuxilavT (Khoroshkevich 2012). Tanamedrove 
istorikosi da literaturaTmcodne sergei beliakovi, romelic 
Tanamedrove politikur mdgomareobas emijneba da kazakobis 
sakiTxis konteqstSi ganixilavs gogolis e.w. ukrainelobas, Sem-
deg daskvnamde midis: „naklebsavaraudoa, rom gogoli im dros 
malorosielebs erTiani rusi eris nawilad miiCnevda“, misi per-
sonaJebis mxridan „moskovelebis“ da „kacapebis“ dacinva Cve-
ulebrivi iyo da gogoli „mxolod da mxolod imeorebs stere-
otipebs, romlebic mis Tanamedrove malorosiaSi farTod iyo 
gavrcelebuli. es arc didgvarovnebisTvis iyo ucxo, romlebic 
marTalia garusdnen, magram bolomde ar gauwyvetiaT kavSiri 
ukrainuli soflis mosaxleobasTan da yofasTan“ (Beliakov 2017). 
Cvens SemTxvevaSi sagulisxmoa, rom moTxrobis literaturuli 
personaJebis miRma zaporoJies seCSi mcxovrebi realuri ojaxis 
istoria dgas. aseve, napovnia realuri prototipebi.

dabolos, „moTxroba imis Sesaxeb, Tu rogor iCxubes ivan 
ivanoviCma da ivan nikiforoviCma“ asrulebs krebuls „mirgoro-
di“ da mogviTxrobs pativcemul memamuleebs Soris ocwlian da-
pirispirebaze imis gamo, rom maT erTmaneTSi ver gacvales yavis-
feri  Rori  da  iaraRi  da  amitomac,  gawbilebulma  ivan  nikiforo-
viCma oponents „bati“ Searqva. aq sruliad Secvlilia mSvenieri 
qalaqis da misi erTi SexedviT Tavaziani mosaxleobis, misi yvela 
fenis saxe – qalaqis TaviT, mosamarTleebiT, wvrili moxeleebiT 
dawyebuli, qal personaJTa Wreli galereiT damTavrebuli. 
mTlianobaSi es aris mirgorodis mentaluri portreti, romelic 
keTilganwyobili sarkazmiT aRwera ara ucxotomelma, aramed 
ukrainelma avtorma.

alotropuli viTarebis sagulisxmo variantis Sesaxeb erT 
dros saubrobda solomia pavliCko Tavis analitikur statiaSi 
ukrainuli poeturi tradiciebis ori polarulobis Sesaxeb, ro-
melic 1960-70-iani wlebis amerikasa da niu iorkSi, emigrantebis 
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wreSi Camoyalibda (e.w. ni-jgufi da Jurnali „kievis“ irgvliv Se-
mokrebili avtorebi):

„SegviZlia davuSvaT, rom amerikaSi gamomavali Jurnali „ki-
evis“ damfuZneblebs surdaT am saxelwodebiT eTqvaT, rom sadac 
ar unda viyoT, Cven kievelebad, ukrainuli ideis matarebleb-
lad vrCebiT da sakuTari ukrainelobis kultivirebiT varT da-
interesebuli, xolo kievs ukrainuli literaturis dedaqalaqad 
vTvliT, amasTan dakavSirebuli yovelgvari Sedegebis CaTvliT. 
amrigad,  „kievi“  „sakuTar“  oazisad  iqceva  sxvis, ucxos  teritori-
aze, romelTanac SeiZleba araviTari kavSiri ar gqondes. niu ior-
kulma jgufma sapirispiro amocana daisaxa miznad – isini samya-
ros mimarT RiaobiT, ucxoenovani kulturebTan integraciisadmi 
swrafviT gamoirCevian“ (Pavlychko 2002: 383).

analogiuri viTareba sruliad kanonzomieria koloniuri da 
postkoloniuri kulturebisTvis, rac gansakuTrebiT mkveTrad 
vlindeba afrikis kontinentis magaliTze. aq erT-erTi yvelaze 
mniSvnelovani markeria e.w. orenovneba (tomis da kolonizatore-
bis ena), rac eTnikur teritoriebze koloniuri wyobis radikalu-
ri daSlis Semdegac ki rCeba. praqtikulad, naxevar saukuneze 
meti gavida mas Semdeg, rac kolonializmis idea damarcxda, mag-
ram afrikul qveynebSi inglisuri, franguli da germanuli enebi 
dResac mosaxerxebel sakomunikacio velad rCeba sxvadasxva tomis 
kulturebisTvis. amis Sesaxeb ukrainaSi arsebobs mTeli rigi 
seriozuli kvlevebi, romlebic „hibriduli sociumebis“ trans-
kulturacias eZRvneba: esaa i. logvinovis (avTenturi/alotro-
puli da asimilirebuli avtorebis – maRribis regionSi, kerZod, 
alJirSi mcxovrebi asii jerabisa da leila sebaris franguleno-
vani Semoqmedebis mkvlevari) (Logvinov 2008); o. Staniukis naSrome-
bi (me-20 saukunis afrikuli prozis yvelaze gavlenian warmomad-
genel, nigeriel inglisurenovan Cinua aCabeze, romelic igbos 
ormocdaaTmilioniani (!) tomidanaa) (Shtanyuk 2013); aseve, i. sati-
gos (senegaleli poetis, moazrovnisa da politikosis, leopold 
sengoris mTargmneli da mkvlevari) istoriul-poetologiuri 
kvlevebi (Satygo 2014). aRniSnulma mkvlevrebma erTmaneTis msgavsi 
daskvnebi gamoitanes, rac irina satigos SejamebaSia warmodgenili:

„warsulis gakveTilebi, faqtobrivad, gvaswavlis, rom ucxo-
enovneba aranakleb mniSvnelovan rols asrulebs nacionaluri 
erTianobis da TviTdamkvidrebis procesSi. Tan, es roli yovel-
Tvis negatiuri rodia, magram es fenomeni samudamod ar grZeldeba. 
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mecnierebisTvis mniSvnelovania am ucxoenovnebis evoluciisTvis 
Tvalis midevneba, prognozirebis unari — CaerTveba afrikuli 
nacionaluri kulturebi msoflio kulturologiur procesSi Tu 
meorad poziciaze darCeba“ „civilizebuli“ evropuli literatu-
ris konteqstSi (Satygo 2010: 200).

cxadia, Cven winaSea ara mxolod uaxlesi periodis prob-
lema, aramed kulturis tendenciis realuri nawili msoflios 
masStabiT.

pirveli da damajerebeli magaliTis saxiT SegviZlia movix-
moT iosebis da misi Zmebis ZvelaRTqmiseuli ambavi: faraonis 
karze brwyinvale karieris miuxedavad, iosebi abraamis wesis 
momxred da iudevel patriarqad (arsebiTad, alotropad) darCa 
egviptur monobaSic ki. misi wyalobiT, ebraulma kulturam, egvip-
turis farglebSi yofnisas, moaxerxa ara mxolod masSi argaT-
qvefa, aramed am ukanasknelis sisxlisgan daclac (dab. 37-50). 
aranakleb sagulisxmoa winaswarmetyvel moses ambavic, romelic 
mogviTxrobs calke mcxovrebi, dabneuli eris mier sakuTari 
mTlianobis gacnobierebaze, istoriuli da cxovrebiseuli gare-
moebebis miuxedavad. am SemTxvevaSi sagulisxmoa yuradRebis ga-
maxvileba iudevelTa sazogadoebis mTlianobis motivaciaze. es 
iyo rwmenisadmi gansakuTrebuli damokidebuleba, roca identobis 
SenarCunebis mTavar moTxovnad rCeboda warmarT erebTan arSer-
wyma, romlebic imave teritoriebze cxovrobdnen: „roca mixval 
im qveyanaSi, romelsac gaZlevs ufali, Seni RmerTi, nu gaimeoreb 
im xalxTa sisaZagleebs. ar iyos Sens Soris Tavisi Zisa da asulis 
cecxlSi gamtarebeli, arc jadoqari, arc misani, arc marCieli, 
arc grZneuli. arc momjadoebeli, arc sulTa da arc mkvdarTa 
gamomkiTxveli. vinaidan sazizRaria uflis winaSe yovelive amis 
moqmedi; am sisaZagleTa gamo sdevnis maT Sengan ufali, Seni Rmer-
Ti. ubiwo iyavi uflis, Seni RmerTis winaSe“ (meor. 18: 9-14).

meore istoriul-literaturul magaliTs gadavyavarT nero-
nis xanis romis imperiaSi. imdroindeli adamiani ramdenime arCe-
vanis winaSe idga: SeeZlo romis elitisken mimavali gza aerCia, an 
imperiis SemogarenSi darCeniliyo, an qristiani qadagi gamxdariyo.

kerZod, am epoqam aneus lucius seneka, romelic warmoSobiT 
espaneli gaxldaT da provinciuli qalaqis gamgeblis Svili iyo, 
romauli filosofiuri deklamaciis klasikosad, mwerlad da 
filosofosad aqcia, amitomac dRes massa da kordobas lite-
raturul tradicias Soris memkvidreobiTi damokidebulebis 
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Zieba naklebad mouva vinmes gonebaSi, magram es arc imas niSnavs, 
rom provinciidan  dedaqalaqSi  gadasvlam masSi raime arsebiTi  
cvlileba gamoiwvia msoflmxedvelobis TvalsazrisiT, Tumca is 
ganasxvavebda Tavisas/sxvisas: „iqonieT, rac gindaT, dae, iqces 
soflad is, rac winaT ayvavebuli saxelmwifo iyo, miiTviseT, 
rac gindaT – azri ar aqvs, mainc imaze meti iqneba is, rac Tqven ar 
gekuTvniT“ (Seneca 1997: 200).

iudevelTa istoriidan (eris ganzogadeba sxvadasxva warmo-
Sobis religiuri eTnosis konteqstSi) da senekas cxovrebidan 
moxmobili magaliTebi sainteresoa Tavisi polarulobiT. alo-
tropiis Sesaxeb saubari SeiZleba mxolod pirvel SemTxvevaSi. 
meoreSi – asimilaciis faqti aSkaraa. amave dros, dRevandeli po-
ziciidan, am romaeli avtoris piradi gamocdilebidan gamomdina-
re, asimilaciasTan dapirispirebisken swrafva naklebad daukav-
Sirdeboda ukvdavebas, iseve rogorc mas saxels ar moutanda 
duxWiri cxovreba imperiis espanur periferiaSi.

ras gvaZlevs kulturis gasagebad alotropiis konstituire-
ba samecniero paradigmis saxiT da rogor unda ganvsazRvroT 
is? alotropia SegviZlia davaxasiaToT, rogorc nebismier gare-
moebaSi cnobieri swrafva Tavdapirveli „TviTigiveobriobis“ 
SesanarCuneblad. magram Cndeba SekiTxva: ramdenad SesaZlebelia, 
rom romelime erTgvarovanma kulturam absoluturad yvela 
SesaZlo doneze sruliad SeinarCunos es Tviseba? amis Sesaxeb 
m. baxtinma isaubra Jurnal „novi mirTan“ (1970, № 11), sadac man 
kulturaTa dialogis Sesaxeb sakuTari koncefcia Camoayaliba:

„kulturis sferoSi garemyofoba – gagebis yvelaze Zlieri 
saSualebaa. ucxo kultura mxolod sxva kulturis TvalTaxedviT 
ixsneba bolomde da siRrmiseulad (magram ara mTlianad, vinaidan 
mova sxva kulturebic, romlebic kidev ufro mets dainaxaven da 
gaigeben).  erTi  sazrisi  siRrmiseulad  ixsneba sxva, „ucxo“  sazris-
Tan Sexvedrisa da masTan Sexebisas: maT Soris iwyeba erTgvari 
dialogi, romelic daZlevs am sazrisebis, am kulturebis Cake-
tilobas da calmxrivobas“ (Bakhtin 2002: 457).

m. baxtinis biografiiT Tu vimsjelebT, viciT, rom is mo-
eswro sabWoTa kavSirs, romelic sxvadasxvagvari nacionaluri 
kulturebisgan Sedgeboda, magram ver moeswro istoriis am uni-
kaluri fragmentis dasasruls. sabWoTa kavSirSi cxovrebisas, 
mecnierma xazi gausva kulturebis Tanaarsebobas, rogorc urTi-
erTgamdidrebis udavo formas: „ori kulturis amgvari dialo-
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guri Sexvedrisas, isini erTmaneTSi ar gadadian, ar iTqvifebian, 
TiToeuli maTgani inarCunebs Tavis erTianobas da Ria mTliano-
bas, magram isini erTmaneTs amdidreben“ (Bakhtin 2002: 457). 

Tumca alotropia ar unda ganvixiloT am veqtorSi: Tuki 
baxtiniseuli argumenti SegviZlia davukavSiroT kulturaTa 
dialogis mizans, alotropia ar aris dialogi, is sxvagvari faq-
toria. is formis, rogorc damoukidebeli obieqtis lokalizebas 
axdens mis istoriul modifikaciebSi. rogorc msoflio istoria 
gvaCvenebs, sxva SemTxvevaSi konteqstis roli SeiZleba gadamwyveti 
aRmoCndes:  magaliTad,  roca  kultura  manamde  arsebuli  anklavi-
dan amovardeba, ver axerxebs konteqstualuri sxvagvarobis daZ-
levas, ver upirispirebs mas Tavis mTlianobas, ar surs mis Semad-
genlobaSi aqtiuri marginaluri formebis arsebobis SemCneva, an 
piriqiT, mis radikalurad neitralizebas cdilobs.

ufro konkretulad: magaliTad, ras gveubneba gasuli sauku-
nis ukrainis gamocdileba am TvalsazrisiT? me-19-me-20 saukune-
ebis mijnis ukrainuli kultura, arsebiTad, sami alotropuli 
formiT iyo warmodgenili: 1. avstro-ungreli rusinebis; 2. ru-
seTis imperiis malorosebis; da 3. diasporis, romelic swored 
maSin yalibdeboda (aq ar unda movixsenioT sxva kulturebTan asi-
milirebuli ukrainelebi). TiToeul aRniSnul formas, TavianTi 
faqtobrivi statusiT, albaT, erTi udavo saerTo gaaCnda: sakuTa-
ri Tavis gacnobiereba swored im konkretuli kulturis nawilad, 
romelic dRes ukrainulis saxeliTaa cnobili, magram romelic 
Tavdapirvelad, sxvadasxva mosazrebisa da poziciis pirobebSi, 
iswrafoda ara imdenad nominaluri, ramdenadac fenomenaluri 
SeerTebisa da erTobisken. arsebiTad, samive formis gamocdileba 
gansxvavdeboda da maT Soris qronikuli winaaRmdegoba dRemde 
grZeldeba. amJamad sakmaod paradoqsulad warmogvidgeba ukra-
inuli kulturis alotropuli formebis (faqtobrivad, fermen-
tebad daSlili) aSkarad gansxvavebuli gamocdilebis erTian, 
mTlian struqturaSi gaerTianebis aqtiuri stadiis suraTi. da 
marTlac mxolod bavSvurad optimists SeuZlia CaTvalos, rom 
dReisTvis  fiqsirebuli sasazRvro  xazi,  ideologiuri da enob-
rivi reJimebis Zalisxmeva male moagvarebs problemas.

alotropuli formebis arsebobis sakiTxi nebismier aqti-
ur kulturaSi yovelTvis specifikuria. aq ramdenime, sakmaod 
sagulisxmo punqtia, garkveuli „neitraluri xazebia“. magaliTad, 
ukrainuli Temis konteqstSi SegviZlia ukana TariRiT „alotro-
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pebs“ mivakuTvnoT m. bulgakovi, a. kuprini, a. axmatova da a.S., vi-
naidan isini ukrainuli kulturis konteqstidan amoizardnen, 
magram rusebad Tvlidnen Tavs. magram es mcdari perspeqtivaa, 
vinaidan maT istoriul periodSi kievi iTvleboda, rogorc is-
toriulad erTiani ruseTis erT-erTi dedaqalaqi da sakiTxi 
moklebuli iyo dRevandel simwvaves.

alotropia SegviZlia daviyvanoT enis gagebamde imaze da-
fuZnebiT, rom bibliaSi ena eris, garkveuli eTnikuri erTobis 
sinonimia. alotropia xom gulisxmobs arsebul konteqstualur 
ganzomilebaSi sakuTari Tavis ucxod da mxolod romelime erT-
erT variantSi – sakuTar Tavad gacnobierebas. da ena aq, uda-
vod, saukeTeso konservantis funqcias asrulebs. magram sakma-
risia Tu ara amisTvis mxolod ena? SesaZlebelia Tu ara amiT 
kulturis imunitetis gaZliereba? Tavis magaliTebs warmoadgens 
postkoloniur samyaros kultura: aq ukrainisTvis mtkivneuli 
enobrivi problema sruliad sxva xasiaTs iRebs.

xsenebuli afrika – erT-erTi udidesi postkoloniuri regi-
oni, dRes iseTi oficialuri enebiT gamoxatavs sakuTar Tavs, 
rogoricaa inglisuri, franguli, espanuri, portugaliuri da 
germanuli. TiToeuli es ena dRes afrikel xalxs artikulirebis 
saSualebas aZlevs Tanamedrove samyaroSi. amasTanave, rogorc 
alotropuli forma, istoriuli diskursis Sinagani kulturis 
Senaxvis saSualebas iZleva. miT umetes, ufro adre, aSkarad ana-
logiur viTarebaSi, igive ar momxdara amerikasa Tu avstraliaSi. 
yvela magaliTi imaze miuTiTebs, Tu ramdenad araerTgvarovania 
calkeuli kulturis Camoyalibebis, ganviTarebis, deformaciis 
an kvdomis procesebi da ra rolis Sesruleba SeuZlia am dros 
alotropul   komponents.   alotropiis   faqtori  mxolod   garkve-
uli formis imanenturi simyaris SenarCunebis problemas exeba, 
Tundac zogierTi garegani niSnis dakargvis fasad.

mniSvnelovania kidev erTi rakursi, romliskenac SemoTava-
zebulma samecniero Temis ganviTarebam gvibiZga. esaa alotro-
puli formebis (da ara imdenad erTmaneTs Soris, ramdenadac 
ama Tu im arsebul agresiul konteqstTan dapirispirebisas) kon-
versiis sakiTxi. alotropiisTvis mxolod erTi SexedviT aris ucxo 
amgvari konversia, magram faqtobrivad, Cven winaSea kulturuli 
ganviTarebis  sruliad  konvertirebadi  forma,  romelSic  ZiriTa-
dia istoriuli drois kategoria. yuradReba unda mivaqcioT 
Semdegs. alotropiis nebismier formas, romlebic jamSi erTian 
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kulturul erTobas qmnis, Tavisi sakomunikacio niSanTa nakrebi 
gaaCnia. am Taviseburi markerebis doneze vlindeba kulturis 
sruliad nominatiuri buneba. amas garda, TiToeul alotro-
pul formas aqvs Tavisi konteqsti da masSi prioritetebis 
gansakuTrebuli konturebi – es, albaT, yvelaze gadamwyveti 
garemoebaa.

rogorc damoukidebelma fenomenma, alotropulma formam 
unda uzrunvelyos gansxvavebaTa erTianoba yovelTvis raRac 
erTi principuli „atraqtoris“ safuZvelze da daasabuTos Se-
moqmedebiTi impulsebi: enobrivis garda, es SeiZleba iyos, maga-
liTad, religiuri, nacionaluri an kasturi erToba da a.S. post-
koloniur da postsabWoTa xanaSi aqtualurad qceuli terminis 
samecniero  perspeqtivebis  Sesaxeb  msjelobisas,  aucilebelia imis
aRniSvnac, rom mTeli evropuli kultura, romelsac erTianobis 
pretenzia gaaCnia, dResdReobiT realurad mainc sxvadasxvagva-
ri da avtonomiuri subkulturebisgan Sedgeba, romlis gagebis 
sakiTxSic alotropiis veqtorma SeiZleba garkveuli koreqtivebi 
Seitanos. mTlianobaSi, Tuki garkveul garemoebebSi alotropuli 
formebi  iniRbeba,  isini  kidev  didxans  warmoaCenen  Tavs latentu-
ri fermentebis saxiT – manam, sanam maTi istoriulad gamomuSa-
vebuli resursebi ar amoiwureba sruliad axali gamocdilebis 
pirobebSi, romelic, rogorc nebismieri msgavsi movlenis isto-
riuli zigzagebi adasturebs, arasdros yofila uecari da meqa-
nikurad martivi.
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alotropia, rogorc istoriuli post-mdgomareobebis imanenturi atributi

Olha Chervinska
(Ukraine)

Allotropy as an Immanent Attribute of Historical Post-States

Summary 

Key words: Allotropy, Ukrainian literature. 

The issue of the “language of science” and terminology, which was actively 
regarded in terms of the “crisis of metaphysics” at the turn of the ХІХ–ХХ centuries, 
still remains insufficiently investigated due to its immanent omnipresence. As an 
indicative term, the article under studies considers the so-call allotropy – the notion 
that was introduced into science by a mineralogist and chemist J. J. Berzelius in 
1841 so as to denote different forms of the existence of homogeneous elements (for 
example, silicon and diamond). In humanitarian respect, the paradigm of allotropy has 
been actualized by the entire historical experience of the ХХ–ХХІ centuries: today, 
a representative of any nation may live beyond the borders of his native country, 
but still retain his ideological presence within the nation, thus remaining one of its 
“allotropic” forms. A peculiar cultural situation in post-colonial and post-Soviet world 
allows us today to constitute this important, although very evasive, component of 
historical motion in all its significance. All available examples show how ambiguous 
the process of formation, development, deformation or extinction of individual 
cultures may be, as well as what role is assigned to allotropy in such conditions. 
This is an emergent situation. The factor of allotropy concerns only the problem of 
preserving the immanent stability of a certain form, albeit with the loss of certain 
external features. Particular emphasis in the article has been laid on the Ukrainian 
context. The example of Nikolai Gogol clearly illustrates the role of allotropic forms 
in renewing the culture of the context that has adopted allotropy.


