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me-20 saukunidan Seicvala miTis tradiciuli gageba, gadaixeda miTis saz-
risisa da funqciis Sesaxeb arsebuli codna. is aRiqves ara Rrma sazriss mok-
lebul da ufunqcio fiqciad, aramed yofierebis ganmsazRvrel, samyaroSi ori-
entirebis sanimuSo modelad, sakralur da Tanac realur ambad. miTis gadaaz-
reba mniSvnelovnad ganapiroba im kulturulma da politikur-ekonomikurma 
procesebma, romelic gacilebiT adre daiwyo da evropis eqspansiis yvelaze in-
tensiur periods _ me-17-me-20 saukuneebs emTxveva. aRniSnuli periodi politi-

kuri (swrafva Tanasworobisken), ekonomikuri (industrializmi), msoflmxedve-

lobrivi da kulturuli TvalsazrisiT radikaluri cvlilebebiT xasiaTdeba. 
erik ksafos dakvirvebiT, „vertikaluri TvalsazrisiT (klasTa Soris) da hori-
zontaluri TvalsazrisiT (kulturaTa Soris) evropa gansxvavebuli azrovne-
bis tipisadmi ufro tolerantuli da gaxsnili gaxda. manamde, faqtobrivad, ar-
sebobda erTi, unikaluri evropuli kultura da misi sxvasTan Sedarebis, kul-

turuli relativizmis aucileblobis sakiTxic moxsnili iyo“ (Csapo 2005:13). 
aRmoCenebisa Tu kolonizaciis procesma „aiZula“ evropa sxvadasxva tipis ur-
TierToba daemyarebina gansxvavebuli wes-Cveulebebisa da kulturuli tradi-
ciebis mqone xalxebTan. saWiroebam moiTxova sxvaTa religiebis, miTosis, tra-
diciebisa da enis Seswavla, ramac naTeli gaxada gansxvavebul qronotopul mo-
delSi kulturuli analogiebis arseboba. 

miTis raobis Sesaxeb akumulirebuli axali codna iqca arqetipuli kriti-
kis, rogorc literaturaTmcodneobiTi Teoriis, Seqmnis winapirobad. arqeti-
puli kritika mxatvrul teqstSi ganmeorebad arqetipebs (risime pirvelsaxe, 
sawyisi), miTebs ikvlevs.1 arqetipebi – „universaluri simboloebi“ gansazRvra-

                                                            
1 termini „arqetipi“ momdinareobs berZnuli sityvidan. sityvis Ziri archein niSnavs pirvelads, 
originalurs an Zvels, typos - nimuSi, modeli, tipi. 
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ven literaturuli nawarmoebis formasa da funqcias, maTSi ikveTeba teqstis 
arsi. mxatvrul teqstSi ganmeorebadi arqetipebis, arqetipuli motivebis kvle-

va saSualebas gvaZlevs, universaluri saxe-xatebis aRmoCenisa da analizis sa-
fuZvelze SeviswavloT da erT sibrtyeze movaTavsoT gansxvavebul politi-

kur, socialur, kulturul Tu msoflmxedvelobriv konteqstSi Seqmnili teq-
stebi da davadginoT maTi urTierTmimarTebis sakiTxi. 

arqetipuli kritikis arsisa da funqciis siRrmiseulad gaanalizeba da mi-
si praqtikaSi gamoyeneba SeuZlebelia farTo kulturuli konteqstis gaTva-

liswinebis gareSe, vinaidan arqetipuli kritika ori akademiuri disciplinis: 
socialuri anTropologiisa da fsiqoanalizis safuZvelze Seiqmna.  

Sotlandieli anTropologisa da folkloristis, kembrijis universite-
tis profesoris jeims freizeris (1854-1941) fundamenturma naSromma „oqros 
rto. religiis komparativistuli kvleva~1 mniSvnelovani 
gavlena iqonia rogorc dargis Semdgom ganviTarebaze, ise modernistuli saaz-
rovno modelis formirebis procesze2. 

mravalricxovani wyaros Seswavlis safuZvelze ser jeims freizerma daa-
dastura, rom msoflios nebismier geografiul arealSi mcxovreb xalxebs, fi-
zikuri kontaqtis ararsebobis SemTxvevaSic ki, analogiuri rwmena-warmodgene-
bi, ritualebi da qceviTi modelebi aqvT. magaliTad, sikvdilisa da xelaxali 
dabadebis, qurumis msxverplTSewirvis miTi yvela kulturaSi gvxvdeba. 

rogorc ukve aRvniSneT, arqetipuli kritika daeyrdno aseve karl gustav 
iungis (1875-1961) arqetipis Teorias3. iungiseuli gansazRvrebiT, arqetipi ada-

                                                            
1 ser jeims freizerma 1890 wels gamoaqveyna ortomeuli „oqros rto: SedarebiTi religiis 
kvleva“ (The Golden Bough: A Study in Compatarive Religion), 1 mogvianebiT ganavrco naSromi da sabo-
loo versia (The Golden Bough. A Study in Comparative Religion), wigni 12 tomad, 1906-1915 ww gamoica. 
arikiasTan (italiis sanapiro) nemis qurumis mkvlelobis motivis axsnis mcdelobisas mimar-
Tavs s.j.freizeri sxvadasxva xalxis miTologiebs, raTa aRmoaCinos qurumis mkvlelobis ana-
logi. s.f. freizeris daskvniT, arikias tyis mefis analogi da „lideris“ msxverplSewirvis ri-
tuali yvela primitiuli xalxis tradiciaSi arsebobda (Frazer 1922:11–13). 
2 modernistul literaturaSi miTologiuri motivebisadmi gansakuTrebul interess swored 
„oqros rtos“ gavleniT xsnis kaliforniis universitetis profesori jon b. vikeri. naSromi „oq-
ros rtos literaturuli gavlena“(John B.Vickery „The Literary Impact of The Golden Bough“,1973) pirve-
li mcdelobaa, gamoavlinos, Tu rogor airekla s.j. freizeris kvlevis Sedegebi literaturaSi. 
„freizerma sando masalaze dayrdnobiT asaxa primitiuli xalxebis rwmenaTa sistema da ritua-
lebi, riTac mis Tanamedrove sazogadoebas gaacno maTTvis sruliad ucxo samyaro“(Vickery 2015: 
22).  
3 1919 wels daweril eseSi „instinqti da qvecnobieri“ karl gustav iungma pirvelad gamoiyena 
termini „arqetipi“. k.g.iungi erTmaneTisgan asxvavebs „arqetipul xatsa“ da „arqetips rogorc 
aseTs, TavisTavads“, romelic wmindad formaluri bunebisaa. misi azriT, xSirad arasworad 
aris gagebuli arqetipis raoba, kerZod, arqetipi determinirebulia ara SinaarsiT, aramed for-
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mianis fsiqikis yvelaze Rrma SreSi – koleqtiur aracnobierSi vlindeba. arqe-
tipi – „Tandayolili dispozicia“ arsebobs TiToeul individSi da misi simrav-
le SezRudulia. rac unda mravalferovnad moeCvenos Cvens cnobierebas cvale-

badi situaciebi, es formebi mudam met-naklebi tipurobiT ganmeordeba, vinai-
dan „adamianebis aracnobieri ufro bevrad hgavs erTmaneTs, vidre maTi indivi-
dualuri cnobierebis Sinaarsi“ (iungi 2017:69).1 arqetipis Teoriam sruliad 
Secvala adamianis arsis, fsiqikis struqturis gansazRvreba. 

ser jeims freizerisa da karl gustav iungis Teoriebma mniSvnelovani ro-
li iqonia literaturaTmcodneobis istoriis ganviTarebis procesze. daiwyo 
miTis, universaluri saxe-xatebis, arqetipuli motivebis Sesaxeb dagrovili 
axali codnis gamoyeneba literaturuli teqstis analizis procesSi. cxadi Se-
iqna, rom sxvadasxva xalxis miTosisa da, zogadad, adamianis fsiqikis – koleq-

tiuri aracnobieris _ msgavsad, gansxvavebul kulturul konteqstSi Seqmni-
li mxatvruli teqstebi gardauvlad ukavSirdeba erTmaneTs, erTmaneTTan mWid-
ro kavSirSia da am msgavsebas swored arqetipebis arseboba ganapirobebs. Sesa-
bamisad, saWiro gaxda teqstebis gansxvavebuli midgomiT kvleva da universa-
luri saxe-xatis, Temis, motivis identificirebisa da analizis safuZvelze in-
terteqstualuri da interkulturuli kavSirebis dadgena.  

arqetipuli Teoria literaturis kvlevis procesSi pirvelad britanelma 
mecnierma mod bodkinma (Maud Bodkin) 1934 wels gamoqveynebul naSromSi „arqeti-
puli modelebi poeziaSi: warmosaxvis fsiqologiuri kvleva“ (Archetypal patterns 
in poetry; psychological studies of imagination) gamoiyena. literaturuli teqstis ana-
lizisas siRrmiseulad swored man daakavSira erTmaneTTan analitikuri fsi-
qologia da literatura, gamoyo da Seiswavla is universaluri saxeebi, arqeti-
puli motivebi, romlebic literaturis xangrZlivi istoriis manZilze maradi-
ulad meordeba. mod bodkinis Rrma rwmeniT, arqetipuli motivebi da misgan ga-
mowveuli emocia warmoadgens zogadad xelovnebis, da am SemTxvevaSi litera-

turis, udides Zalasa da Rirebulebas. 

                                                                                                                                                                                                     
miT. Tavdapirveli xatebi (primordial image) ivseba cnobieri gamocdilebiT da SinaarsiT, rode-
sac cnobierebis sferos aRwevs. arqetipi xSirad gamoiyeneba orives: arqetipuli manifestacii-
sa da arqetipuli dispoziciis- aRsaniSnad. aqve unda aRiniSnos, rom iungiseuli ganmartebiT, 
arqetipi orbunebovania, potenciurad borotsa da keTils aerTianebs (Jung 2004: 74). 
1 karl gustav iungi oTx ZiriTad arqetips asaxelebs: persona - socialuri niRabi; anima-animu-
si - anima-qaluri saxe kacis fsiqikaSi, animusi piriqiT; Crdili - adamianis cxoveluri mxare, 
adamianuri gonis bneli mxare; TviToba - mTeli fsiqikis centri, romlis aqtualizaciac aris 
adamianis mTavari mizani. 
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mod bodkini literaturas ori mimarTulebiT ikvlevs. pirvel rigSi, is 
eZebs da gamoyofs im ZiriTad arqetipul motivs, saxes, romelic gansxvavebul 
epoqasa da kulturaSi Seqmnil teqstebSi gvxvdeba, aseTi universaluri arqeti-
pebia – xelaxali dabadebis motivi, samoTxisa da jojoxeTis arqetipi, gmiris, 
RmerTisa da demonis arqetipuli saxe. meore mxriv, misi interesi mimarTulia 
mkiTxvelis emociuri reaqciis kvlevisken, romelsac mxatvrul teqstSi gamoye-
nebuli universaluri saxeebi aRZravs.  

mod bodkinis Teoriis mixedviT, TiToeul arqetipul motivs, saxes sakuTa-

ri sazrisi, Rirebuleba, garkveuli forma da struqtura aqvs. es arqetipebi, 
marTalia gafermkrTalebuli da miviwyebulia, Tumca TiToeuli individis 
fsiqikaSi arsebobs, cnobierebaSi sakuTari esTetikuri Rirebulebis matarebe-
lia. rodesac romelime arqetipi literaturul teqstSi Cndeba, miuxedavad imi-
sa, rom poeti afarToebs, gardaqmnis, gadaamuSavebs da amdidrebs mas, arqetipu-
li saxeebi qvecnobieridan cnobierebis zRurbls aRwevs da aRmqmelSi gancdil 
gamocdilebebs acocxlebs. britaneli mecnieris kvlevis rakursi swored mkiT-

xvelisken aris mimarTuli da misi Teoriis mTavari qvakuTxedi im emociuri da-
mokidebulebis, emociuri ukukavSiris dadgenaa, rasac arqetipuli saxeebis 
teqstSi aRmoCena iwvevs. „Cven ar gvainteresebs, Tu ram ganapiroba an rogor Seq-
mnes oresteas an hamletis saxe esqilem da Seqspirma, Cveni mTavari amocanaa 
mwerlisa da mkiTxvelis kavSiris, emociuri urTierTmimarTebis kvleva. roca 
vkiTxulobT, vxedavT am gmirebs, ra emocias aRZravs, ra emociur gamocdilebas 
gvaxsenebs da ramdenad msgavsi SeiZleba iyos es emocia sxvadasxva mkiTxvelis-

Tvis (Bodkin 1963:8). misi mtkicebiT, miuxedavad gansxvavebuli kulturuli, so-
cialuri, msoflmxedvelobrivi, politikuri konteqstisa, calkeuli teqsti 
mkiTxvelSi msgavs emocias aRZravs, rac teqstSi gamoyenebuli arqetipuli saxe-
ebiT, motivebiT aris ganpirobebuli. is srulad iziarebs k.g.iungis pozicias 
da Tvlis, rom rogori gadamuSavebuli, Sefarulic unda mogveCvenos mxatvrul 
teqstSi romelime arqetipi, Cvens fsiqikas Seswevs Zala, gafiltros, ZiriTad 
motivamde gaaSiSvlos esa Tu is arqetipi, ris Semdegac Cndeba Sesabamisi emoci-
uri reaqcia (Bodkin 1963:32).  

marTalia, mod bodkinma gacilebiT adre daiwyo mxatvrul teqstebSi arqe-
tipuli saxeebisa da motivebis kvleva, Tumca samecniero literaturaSi arqeti-
puli (miTologiuri)1 kritikis Seqmna kanadeli literaturaTmcodnIS norTrop 

                                                            
1 arqetipuli kritika xSirad miTologiuri kritikis sinonimad ixmareba. termini arqetipi 
srulyofilad aris gaanalizebuli da determinebuli k.g.iungis TeoriaSi. miTis gansazRvreba 
ki mravalgvaria. saukuneebis ganmavlobaSi miTma mravali konotacia SeiZina, jer kidev gasul 
saukunemde is mxolod fiqciad, arasarwmuno ambad moiazreboda. orazrovnebisa da gaugebro-
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frais (1912-1991) saxels ukavSirdeba, vinaidan 1957 wels gamoqveynebul naSrom-
Si „kritikis anatomia“ sistemurad pirvelad swored man Camoayaliba da gansaz-
Rvra arqetipuli kritikis raoba. misi mTavari amocana literaturis Teoriis, 
rogorc damoukidebeli disciplinis, funqciisa da miznis xelaxali gansaz-
Rvra, mxatvruli teqstis axali kriteriumebiT Seswavla iyo. mas surda lite-

raturis Teoria maqsimalurad daeaxloebina zusti mecnierebisTvis, Seeqmna 
Teoria, romelic mxatvruli teqstis sistemuri kvlevis saSualebas, gazomvad 
Sedegs mogvcemda, kritikis axali forma, romelic gansazRvravda literatu-

rul procesSi teqstis adgils da mis urTierTmimarTebas sxva teqstebTan. n. 
fraisTvis miuRebeli iyo tradiciuli kritika, misi SezRuduli kvlevis meTo-

dologia, kerZod, mxatvruli teqstis eTikuri, ideologiuri poziciidan Sefa-
sebaze, avtoris pirovnebaze orientirebuli kvleva. „uars vambobT umniSvnelo 
kritikaze, romelsac ar SeuZlia codnis sistemuri struqturebis Seqmna“(Frye 
1951:503).  

teqstebis klasifikaciis kriteriums n. fraisTvis arqetipi warmoadgens. 
ganmeorebadi modelebisa da saxe-xatebis identifikaciiT cdilobs, daasabu-
Tos erTi teqstis sxva teqstebTan msgavseba da ara calkeuli teqstis gansa-
kuTrebuloba. arqetipuli kritikis mTavari mizania: a) universaluri saxe-xa-
tebis, arqetipuli motivebis identificireba; b) dagrovili masalis sistemati-
zeba, klasifikacia; g) klasifikaciis safuZvelze literaturul teqstebs, epo-
qebsa da Janrebs Soris urTierTkavSirebis dadgena. 

n. frai arqetipebs (Janrebs) oTx gansxvavebul fazaSi aerTianebs. mTeli 
literatura misTvis ganfenilia oTx „naratiul kategoriaSi“, romelic Seesa-
bameba gazafxulis, zafxulis, Semodgomisa da zamTris miTs. 

 
1. gazafxuli, 

ganTiadi, 
dabadebis faza 

literaturuli Jan-

ri – romansi (eposi), 
diTirambebi, rafso-

diuli poezia 

miTebi gmiris dabadebaze, ganaxlebaze, 
sikvdilisa da sibnelis damarcxebaze. 
dedisa da mamis arqetipuli saxe. 

                                                                                                                                                                                                     
bis Tavidan acilebis mizniT, imisTvis, rom kvlevis obieqti da Tavad kvlevis meTodi calsaxad 
naTeli iyos, daniel brauni gvTavazobs miTologiuri kritikis sapirwoned arqetipuli kriti-
kis damkvidrebas (Brown 1970: 465). Tumca arqetipuli da miTologiuri kritikis erTmaneTTan ga-
igiveba da erTmaneTiT Canacvleba marTebuli ar aris. TiToeuli miTi arqetipuli saxiT, moti-
viTaa nasazrdoebi da miTi Tavis TavSi aerTianebs ambavs da arqetipul saxe/eb/s, rom araferi 
vTqvaT TiToeuli miTis uamrav versiaze. Sesabamisad, miTologiuri kritikis semantikuri veli 
gacilebiT farToa. Cven viyenebT orive saxeldebas, oRond ara rogorc erTmaneTis sinonims, 
aramed rogorc erTmaneTTan mWidrod dakavSirebul, Tumca or damoukidebel Teorias. 
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2, zafxuli, 
triumfaluri 
faza 

komedia apoTeozis, RvTaebrivi SeuRlebis da 
samoTxeSi Sesvlis miTebi.  
Semwis, Tanamgzavris da qalis arqeti-
puli saxe. 

3 Semodgoma, 
daisi, 
sikvdilis faza 

tragedia, elegia dacemis, sikvdilis, msxverplTSewir-

vis, gmiris marginalizaciis miTebi. 
demonis arqetipuli saxe 

4 zamTari, 
sibnele, 
dasasrulis fa-
za 

satira qaosis dabrunebis, gmiris dacemis mi-
Tebi. 
goliaTis, jadoqris arqetipuli saxe.  
(Frye 1951: 510)  

 

aucileblad unda aRiniSnos aseve, rom n.frais Teoria iTvaliswinebs ar-
qetipebis identificirebasa da klasifikacias da ara maT interpretacias. ga-
momdinare iqIdan, rom TiToeuli arqetipi uSreti sazrisis Semcvelia da misi 
universaluri gansazRvreba SeuZlebelia, maTi interpretaciis mcdeloba niS-
navs axali tipis kritikaze da literaturis Teoriis zust mecnierebebTan da-
axloebaze uaris Tqmas.  

arqetipuli kritikis tradiciuli Teoria ganaviTara Tanamedrove fran-
gulma skolam. pier albui, pier bruneli, veronik Jeli da a.S. afarToeben kvle-

vis areals da yuradRebas amaxvileben ara mxolod arqetipis, „literaturuli 
miTis“ aRmoCenaze, aramed mis gaanalizebaze, interpretaciaze. pier albui wig-
nSi „miTi da miTologia frangul literaturaSi“ vrclad ganixilavs „litera-

turuli miTis“ koncepts. misi azriT, arqetipuli (miTologiuri) kritikis mTa-

vari amocana literaturuli miTis kvlevaa. literaturul miTs ki mxolod im 
tipis miTs uwodebs, romelic mxatvrul teqstSi axali konotaciiT itvirTeba, 
axal mniSvnelobas iZens. avtoris Tavisufali neba da SemoqmedebiToba swored 
miTis modifikaciis unarSi vlindeba. „Tu literaturul teqstSi miTs axali 
mniSvneloba ar eniWeba, is ar SeiZleba literaturul miTad miviCnioT“(Albouy 
2012:27). mecnierisTvis sxvadasxva teqstSi msgavsi miTebis, arqetipuli saxeebis 
kvlevisas aucilebeli pirobaa, ganisazRvros, Tu rogor transformirdeba da 
ra axal sazriss iZens tradiciuli miTi gansxvavebul kulturul konteqstSi. 
misTvis mniSvnelovania ara miTis struqtura, Tu ramdenad srulyofilad iye-
nebs avtori miTs, aramed nedl masalaze dayrdnobiT ra axal Rirebulebas ani-
Webs mas, rogor an ratom cvlis mas. Cven srulad viziarebT mecnieris pozicias. 
literaturuli miTis kvleva mniSvnelovania swored imitom, rom mwerali ukve 
nacnob motivs, saxes sakuTari esTetikuri poziciis, konteqstis gaTvaliswine-
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biT gadaamuSavebs. miTologiuri saxis, motivis manamde arsebuli sazrisi ki ar 
uqmdeba, aramed mas axali fena emateba da iqmneba mravalSriani da kompleqsuri 
palitra. marTlac, „literaturuli miTi warmogvidgeba garkveuli tipis mon-
taJad, sadac sxvadasxva Sinaarsi erwymis erTmaneTs“ (Mortier 1994 :148). miTis av-
toriseuli modulaciebia saintereso da sakvlevi frangi literaturaT-

mcodnIS pier brunelis azriTac. „miTokritikas ainteresebs pirveladi miTebis 
analizi, romelic integrirdeba pirovnul miTebad. literaturuli teqsti iq-
ceva sakralur enad, romelic specifikuri miTis SeqmniT warmogvidgeba dasaba-
mieri realobis restavratorad da Semqmnelad (Brunel 2016:44). amasTan, gansxva-
vebiT arqetipuli kritikis tradiciuli skolisgan, franguli skola ikvlevs 
calkeuli epoqisTvis, saazrovno sivrcisTvis niSandobliv arqetipul moti-
vebs, saxeebs, miTebs, vinaidan yovel epoqasa da kulturaSi gare literaturu-

li faqtorebis zegavleniT specifikuri miTi, saxe aqtiurdeba. magaliTad, ro-
gorc p.albui aRniSnavs, me-19 saukunes _ janyis miTebi (ZiriTadi personaJebi – 
satana, kaeni, promeTe), me-20 saukunis dasawyiss – narcisis, orfevsis miTi gan-
sazRvravs (Albouy 2012:31). 

marTalia, arqetipuli kritikis yvelaze nayofieri periodi gasuli sauku-
nis 50-60-ian wlebs ukavSirdeba, am dros Seiqmna rigi fundamenturi naSromebi-
sa,1 Tumca arqetipuli (miTologiuri) kritika dRemde aqtiurad gamoiyeneba da 
teqstis kvlevis axal, gansxvavebul strategias qmnis. 

Cven sruliad ar viziarebT samecniero wreSi arsebul Sexedulebas, TiT-

qos arqetipulma kritikam amowura sakuTari Tavi da dRes „mkvdar TeoriaTa“ 
rigs unda mivakuTvnoT. piriqiT, migvaCnia, rom arqetipuli kritika mxatvruli 
teqstis kvlevis erT-erTi srulyofili Teoriaa, vinaidan, frangi literatu-

raTmcodnIS veronik Jelis msgavsad, vTvliT, rom miTologiuri siuJetebi, sa-
xe-xatebi literaturis ganviTarebis yovel etapze (da ara literaturis ganvi-
Tarebis mxolod konkretuli etapidan) aqtiurad iWreba literaturul teq-
stebSi. „realizmis epoqaSi Seqmnili teqstebic ki, romeltac „miTis mtrebad“ 
moixsenieben, ar aris miTosuri mgrZnobelobisgan daclili“ (Gely 1998:8-14). ar-
qetipuli kritika ki, udavod, Seucvleli Teoriaa e.w. „vizionaluri“2 tipis na-
warmoebebis kvlevisas.  

                                                            
1 robert greivzi „TeTri qalRmerTi“, 1948w. da „berZnuli miTebi“,1955w. (Robert Graves - Greek 
Myths and The White Goddess); jozef kempbelis „gmiri aTasi saxiT“, 1949w. (Joseph Campbell - Hero 
with a Thousand Faces ) da sxv.  
2 karl gustav iungMA ori ese miuZRvna literaturisa da fsiqologiis urTierTmimarTebis sa-
kiTxs. 1922 wels daweril eseSi „poetur qmnilebasTan analitikuri fsiqologiis mimarTebis 
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amdenad, arqetipuli kritika, romelic literaturis gansxvavebuli rakur-
siT, kerZod, universaluri, ganmeorebadi saxeebisa da motivebis, kvlevas miiC-
nevs mxatvruli teqstis arsisa da sazrisis gagebis yvelaze efeqtur saSuale-

bad, gasuli saukunis 30-ian wlebSi SemuSavda da norTrop frais „kritikis ana-
tomiis“ gamoqveynebis Semdeg erT-erT dominantur literaturul Teoriad 
formirda. arqetipuli kritika Tavisi arsiT interdisciplinuri Teoriaa, ro-
melic daeyrdno s.j. freizeris ritualistur Teoriasa da k.g.iungis siRrmis 
fsiqologias. miuxedavad imisa, rom struqturalisturma da poststruqtura-
listurma meTodologiebma arqetipuli kritikis dominanturi statusi Secva-
la, misi validuroba, sandooba kiTxvis niSnis qveS arasdros damdgara. arqeti-
puli kritikis sxvadasxva skolis warmomadgenlebi, marTalia, iziarebdnen Te-
oriis saerTo faseulobas, bunebrivia, yvela warmomadgeneli Tanxmdeboda, rom 
universaluri modelebi, msgavsi arqetipebi Cndeba mxatvrul teqstebSi kultu-

ruli konteqstis gaTvaliswinebis gareSe, Tumca gansxvavebuli damokidebule-

ba hqondaT sakvlevi obieqtis – arqetipebis – mimarT, gansxvavebulad aRiqvam-
dnen arqetipuli kritikis kvlevis mizans. kerZod, Tu norTrop frai kmayofil-

deboda universaluri modelebis identificirebiTa da klasifikaciiT, mod 
bodkini ikvlevda mkiTxvelis emociur rezonanss. arqetipuli (miTologiuri) 
kritikis franguli skolis warmomadgenlebis yuradReba ZiriTadad mimarTu-

lia arqetipuli saxis, motivis, literaturuli miTis sazrisis dadgenisken ro-
gorc calkeuli teqstis, ise calkeuli saazrovno sivrcis farglebSi. maT ain-
                                                                                                                                                                                                     
Sesaxeb“ (On the Relation of Analitical Psychology to Poetry) adgens mxatvruli teqstis analizis pro-
cesSi fsiqologiis mniSvnelobis sazRvrebs. 1930 wels gamoqveynda misi meore werili „fsiqo-
logia da literatura“(Psychology and Literature), romelSic literaturis kvlevisas fsiqologi-

is CarTulobis masStabi ukve gafarToebuli saxiTaa warmodgenili. iungi gamoyofs ori tipis 
teqsts: 1) fsiqologiuri tipi -teqsti adamianis cnobierebis sferodan momdinare wyaros ey-
rdnoba. mag: emociuri Soki, cxovrebiseuli gakveTili, krizisi da a.S., yvelaferi, rac adamia-
nis cnobier cxovrebas da, gansakuTrebiT, mis emociur cxovrebas qmnis. avtoris mizania, cnobi-
erebis Sinaarsis interpretaciis, misi gamovlenis gziT mkiTxveli siRrmiseulad Caaxedos ada-
mianur arsSi, is gamoitanos dRis sinaTleze, ris gaanalizebsac mkiTxveli gaurbis. „am tips vu-
wode fsiqologiuri, radgan isini arasdros aRemateba, arasdros gadaaWarbebs fsiqologiuri 
gasagebobis (intelligibility) sazRvars (Jung 2001, 159). literaturis am klass ekuTvnis uamravi mxat-
vruli teqsti, magaliTisTvis dasaxelebulia herma melvilis „mobi diki“, arTur konan doilis 
teqstebi da a.S. iungis azriT, fsiqologias naklebad ainteresebs „fsiqologiuri“ teqstebi, vi-
naidan am tipis romani, rogorc wesi, Tavad ganmartavs sakuTar Tavs. 2) vizionaluri visionary 
teqstebSi analizisTvis arsebobs Tavisufali, Ria sivrce. avtors ar ainteresebs gmirebis 
fsiqologiuri portretis aRwera. saukeTeso magaliTad iungi goeTes „fausts“ miiCnevs, 
`faustis~ pirvel nawils iungi fsiqologiur tips akuTvnebs, meores ki _ vizionalurs. 
„pirvelyofili, dasabamieri suraT-xatebi udroobidan, miTologiuri siRrmidan amoizrde-
bian, ucxo da uCveulo, demonuri da groteskuli arian. meore nawili aris maradiuli qao-

sis sastiki nimuSi“(Jung 2001, 160–61). fsiqologiisTvis swored vizionaluri tipis teqstebia 
mimzidveli, vinaidan am tipis teqstebi mTlianad arqetipuli suraT-xatebiT sazrdoobs.  
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teresebT, Tu rogor farTovdeba calkeuli arqetipi sxvadasxva mxatvrul teq-
stSi, ra damatebiT Sinaarss iZens is. Sesabamisad, universaluri saxe-xatebis 
kvlevis yvelaze srulyofili strategia swored Tanamedrove Teoretikosebis 
naSromebSi vlindeba.  
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Archetypal Criticism: Traditional and Modern Approaches 

Summary 
 

Keywords: universal imagery, archetypal criticism, theory of literature 
Archetypal criticism that regards research in different recourse, in particular, through 

universal, repeating images and motifs as the most effective means for understanding of the 
substance and sense of the literary text was developed in 30s of the past century (first applied by 
British literature theorist Amy Maud Bodkin – Archetypal Patterns of Poetry: Psychological 
Studies of Imagination (1934)) and after publication of the Anatomy of Criticism by Northrop 
Frye it has formed as one of the dominating literary theory. In the scientific literature, 
archetypal criticism is frequently used as the synonym of mythological criticism and is widely 
applied for analysis of literary texts till now (archetypal criticism is reasonably regarded as the 
universal method foe research of the texts of “visional” type). 

Universal imagery determines the form and function of the piece of literature; it shows the 
substance of the text. Hence, studying of the repeating archetypes, archetypal motifs in the 
literary text allow studying and placing on the same plane the texts created in different 
political, social, cultural and worldview contexts through identification and analysis of the 
universal imagery and clarify the issue of their interrelation. 

Archetypal criticism, with its substance, is an interdisciplinary theory relying on social 
anthropology (Cambridge school – James Frazer) and psychoanalysis (Carl Gustav Jung), results 
of the most recent studies, here is implied theory of the representative of Cambridge school, 
James Frazer about existence of similar myths and rituals in different cultures (myth of death 
and re-born) and research of the collective unconscious, archetypes by Carl Gustav Jung. 

While structuralism and post-structuralism methodologies have changed the dominating 
status of archetypal criticism its validity, reliability have never been questioned. 
Representatives of different schools of archetypal criticism, while sharing general value of the 
theory, naturally, all representatives agreed that universal models, similar archetypes appear in 

TaTia obolaZe 



  251 

the literary texts irrespective of the cultural context, though they had different attitude towards 
the object under study – the archetypes and differently understood the goal of studying of 
archetypal criticism. In particular, while Northrop Frye contented himself with identification 
and classification of the universal models, Maud Bodkin studied the reader’s emotional 
resonance with the archetype, attention of the representatives of the French school archetypal 
(mythological) criticism (Pierre Brunel, Veronique Gely, Pierre Albouy) was mostly focused on 
identification of the archetypal image, motif, sense of the literary myth, within the scopes 
individual text, as well as within the individual thinking space. They are interested in how 
individual archetype is unfolded in different literary texts, what is the additional content 
acquired by it. Hence, the most complete strategy of studying of the universal imagery reveals 
in the works of contemporary theorists, 

In Georgian literary studies the archetypal criticism, as one of the methods of texts 
research is not actually applied. We made attempt to compare traditional and modern 
approaches of archetypal criticism and identify its advantages.  

 
 

 

 

damowmebuli literatura: 
 
iungi 2017: kargl gustav iungi. „metamorfozis simboloebi“. 

Tbilisi: diogene 2017. 
Albouy 2012: Albouy, Pierre. Avant-propos(1969). Mythes et Mythologies 

dans la literature Francaise. France: Armand Colin, 2012. Pp. 23-
32 

Bodkin 1963: Bodkin, Maud. Archetypal Patterns in Poetry: Psychological 
Studies of Imagination. London: Oxford University Press, 1963 
(reprint of 1934). 

Brown 1970: Brown, Daniel. A Look at Archetypal Criticism. The Journal 
of Aesthetics and Art Criticism. Vol.28. N4. pp. 465-472. 

Brunel 2016: Brunel, Pierre. Mythocritique. Theorie et parcours. 
Grenoble: ELLUG, 2016. 

Csapo 2005: Csapo, Eric. Theories of Mythology. Blackwell, 2005 

arqetipuli kritika: tradiciuli da Tanamedrove midgomebi 



  252 

Gely 1998: Gely, Veronique. Mythe et Recit Poetique. France: Clemont-
Ferrand, 1998. 

Frazer 1922: Frazer, James George. The Golden Bough. A Study of Magic 
and Religion. Temple of Earth Publishing. 
https://www.templeofearth.com/books/goldenbough.pdf 

Frye 1951: Frye, Northrop. “The Archetypes of Literature.” In: The 
Kenyon Review, 1951. 
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/fe25/7024873975ee800dbbe466c
432ab83513dfe.pdf 

Jung 2001. Jung, Carl Gustav. Modern Man in Search of a Soul. Routledge 
Classics, 2001. 

Jung 2004. Jung, Carl Gustav. Four Archetypes. Routledge Classics, 2004. 
Mortier 1994: Mortier, Daniel. “Mythe litteraire et esthétique de la 

reception“, In: Mythes et Littérature. Ed. Pierre Brunel. Paris: 
Presses de l’Universite de Sorbonne, 1994, pp.143-151. 

Vickery 2015: Vickery, J.B. The Literary Impact of The Golden Bough. 
New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 2015. 

 
 

TaTia obolaZe 


