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n ino Ciqovani

gamoTxoveba warsulTan, romelic 1921 wels    
daiwyo

naSromSi ganxilulia sabWoTa warsulis damaxsovrebisa da 
daviwyebis kulturuli praqtikis dinamika saqarTveloSi, pere-

stroikis periodidan damoukideblobis aRdgenamde. kvlevis Teo-

riul safuZvels warmoadgens ian da aleida asmanebis debulebebi 
mexsierebisa da identobis mimarTebis, mexsierebis mudmivi gar-

daqmnis, damaxsovrebis/daviwyebis procesze „winare mexsierebisa“ 
da emociis gavlenis Sesaxeb.

perestroikam mniSvnelovnad Seasusta sabWoTa sistemis mier 
dawesebuli akrZalvebi da SezRudvebi. stiqiurad da, zogjer, 
sruliad gacnobierebuladac, daiwyo warsulis mexsierebis – ko-

leqtiuri identobis erT-erTi umniSvnelovanesi safuZvlis – ga-

dasinjva da „axali warsulis“ konstruireba, romelic axali mo-

mavlis legitimaciis wyaro unda gamxdariyo. warsuli – istoria 
– erTbaSad moeqca sazogadoebis sxvadasxva jgufis yuradRebis 
centrSi. sajaroobis politikam SesaZlebeli gaxada adre tabuire-

bul sakiTxebze msjelobis dawyeba, cvlilebebma TandaTan moicva 
mexsierebis yvela are. 

sabWoTa warsulisadmi damokidebulebis Secvlis erT-erTi 
pirveli gamovlineba iyo kolau nadiraZis leqsis „25 Tebervali 
1921 w.“ gamoqveyneba 1985 wels, ramac seriozuli biZgi misca sabWo-

Ta warsulis Cveuli suraTis gadaxedvas. amas mohyva „warsulTan 
angariSsworebis“ (p. nora) da „aqtiuri daviwyebis“ (a. asmani) gziT 
mexsierebis rekonstruirebis ramdenime SemTxveva. mexsierebidan 
swrafad amotivtivda aTwleulebis ganmavlobaSi akrZaluli saqa-

rTvelos demokratiuli respublikis (1918-1921) droSa da amieri-

dan igi yvela saprotesto aqciaze frialebda. droSasTan erTad 
„dabrundnen“ daviwyebuli gmirebi – sabWoTa xelisuflebis wi-

naaRmdeg mebrZolni: 1921 wels Tbilisis misadgomebTan daRupu-

li iunkrebi, Tbilisis universitetis studenti, frontze meddad 
wasuli maro mayaSvili, antisabWoTa moZraobis erT-erTi meTauri 
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qaixosro ColoyaSvili. xelidan xelSi gadadioda maro mayaSvilis 
mamis, poetisa da sazogado moRvawis, kote mayaSvilis leqsi, rome-

lic man brZolaSi daRupul qaliSvils miuZRvna da masTan erTad 
samSobloc daitira. demonstraciebze gamoCnda transparantebi 
warwerebiT: „gaumarjos damoukidebel saqarTvelos!“. 

9 aprilma, rogorc paradigmulma movlenam, gaaerTiana travmi-

sa (Sokis, tkivilis, umweobis, usamarTlobis, dabneulobis gancda) 
da triumfis (sikvdiliT sikvdilis daTrgunva, amaRleba, saxelo-

van winaparTa saqmis gagrZeleba) elementebi. iseve rogorc sxva 
aseT movlenebs, 9 aprilsac mohyva rezonansi (a. asmani), romelmac 
represirebuli da TiTqmis waSlili mexsierebidan gamoixmo Sedare-

biT axlo da ufro Soreuli warsulis mniSvnelovani da mtkivneuli 
movlenebi. meore mxriv, 1989 wlis 9 aprili momavali istoriisa da 
mexsierebis aTvlis wertilad iqca. xelisuflebis dumilis fonze, 
xan ki misi monawileobiTac, sabWoTa periodSi mexsierebidan sa-

guldagulod amoSlili saxelebi, faqtebi da movlenebi jer komu-

nikaciuri mexsierebis meSveobiT cocxldeboda, Semdeg ki TandaTan 
kulturul mexsierebaSi inacvlebda teqstebis, memorialebis, aR-

niSvnebis, ritualebis da mexsierebis sxva adgilebis saxiT.
1989-1990 wlebSi, erovnuli istoriisa da masze dafuZnebuli 

erovnuli identobis xazgasasmelad, istoriuli saxelebi daubrun-

da an cnobili qarTveli moRvaweebis Tu istoriuli figurebis 
saxeli ewoda saqarTvelos qalaqebs da raionul centrebs, quCebs, 
moednebs, skverebs, metros sadgurebs, romlebic revolucionerTa 
da komunisturi partiis moRvaweTa saxelebs atarebdnen. aqtiuri 
daviwyebisa da warsulTan angariSsworebis gamovlineba iyo sabWo-

Ta moRvaweTa Zeglebisa da im monumentebis demontaJi, romlebic 
sabWoTa sistemis simboloebs warmoadgendnen.

amgvarad, rogorc es xSirad xdeba tranziciis xanaSi, sabWoTa 
periodSi arsebuli kontr-mexsiereba TandaTan iqceoda normati-

ul, oficialurad aRiarebul mexsierebad; represirebuli, TiTqmis 
daviwyebuli xmebi sazogadoebis yuradRebis centrSi inacvleb-

da da gaziarebul mexsierebad yalibdeboda. „Zveli“, sabWoTa mex-

siereba ki, romelic asaxuli iyo monumentebsa Tu ritualebSi da 
arc ise didi xnis win sazogadoebis yuradRebas ipyrobda, swrafad 
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kargavda emociur mimzidvelobas da, rogorc a. asmani ambobs, mex-

sierebidan istoriisken inacvlebda, istorikosTa „sakuTrebad“ da 
mecnieruli kvlevis obieqtad iqceoda.

 Nino Chikovani

A FAREWELL TO THE PAST WHICH STARTED IN 1921

The paper deals with the dynamic of the practice of remembering and forget-
ting of the Soviet past in Georgia from the period of Perestroika to the restoration 
of independence. The theses of Jan and Aleida Assmann regarding interrelation of 
memory and identity, constant transformation of memory, on the infl uence of his-
torical pre-fi guration and emotion on the processes of remembering and forgetting 
comprises theoretical foundation of the research. 

The Perestroika weakened prohibitions and restrictions imposed by the Soviet 
regime. Spontaneously and sometimes quite consciously, it launched the process of 
revisiting the past – one of the crucial foundations of collective memory. The “new 
past” should serve as a basis of the legitimization of new future. History became the 
focus of interest for diff erent groups of the society. The politics of Glastnost enabled 
discussion of the previously tabooed issues and changes gradually came to all realms 
of memory. 

The publication of the poem “25 February 1921” by Kolau Nadiradze in 1985 
was one of the fi rst testimonies to the change of attitudes to the Soviet past. This fact 
gave an impetus to the process of revision of the standard vision of the Soviet period. 
This fact was followed by several attempts of reconstruction of memory through the 
“revenge on the past” (P. Norra) and “active forgetting” (A. Assmann). The fl ag of 
the Democratic Republic of Georgia (1918-1921), which was prohibited for years, 
emerged to the forefront of memory and it was staged at all protest demonstrations. 
Together with the fl ag, forgotten heroes also were back from the past, those who 
waged active struggle against the Soviet regime: cadets who perished at the vicinities 
of Tbilisi in 1921; Maro Makhashvili – a student of Tbilisi State University who 
served as a nurse at the military front; Khaikhosro Cholokashvili – one of the leaders 
of the anti-Soviet movement, etc. The poem of Kote Makashvili – father of Maro 
Makashvili, became popular; the poem is dedicated to Maro and represents a kind 
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of sorrow for the daughter and for the motherland. The banners with the inscription 
Glory to Independent Georgia! appeared on demonstrations.

April 9, 1989 as a paradigmatic event united the elements of trauma and tri-
umph. Like other similar events, the April 9 had a resonance (A. Assmann) which 
recalled some signifi cant and painful events of the distant and near past. On the other 
hand, the April 9, 1989 became as starting point for the future history and memory. 
On the backdrop of silence of the Communist government, or with its participation, 
the names, facts and events erased from memory during the Soviet period were resur-
rected through the communicative memory and later moved to the cultural memory 
through texts, memorials, celebrations, rituals and other cites of memory. 

In 1989-1990, historical names were restored or the names of famous Georgian 
public or historical fi gures were given to the cities, districts, streets, squares, parks, 
metro stations, which previously were named after revolutionaries or communist par-
ty fi gures. The dismantling of the monuments of Soviet public fi gures – the symbols 
of the Soviet system – was the sign of active forgetting and testimony to the revenge 
on past. 

Thus, as it is common to the transition era, the counter-memory of the Soviet 
period gradually became a normative, offi  cial memory; the repressed, almost forgot-
ten voices came back to the center of attention and were transformed into a shared 
memory. The “old”, Soviet memory which was refl ected in monuments or rituals was 
losing its emotional attachment and, according to A. Assmann, was moved from the 
memory to history, thus becoming “possession” of historians and a subject of scien-
tifi c study.

irakli CxaiZe

orsaxovani dasavleTi: saqarTvelo koloniuri 
warsulis tyveobaSi

saqarTvelo im qveynebis ricxvSia, romlebsac damoukideblobis 
gariJraJze identobis krizisma mniSvnelovani problemebi Seuqmna. 
damoukideblobis gamocxadebidan maleve qveyana samoqalaqo omis 
qaosSi gadaeSva, ramac ekonomikuri kolafsi, politikuri, social-

uri da teritoriuli dezintegracia ganapiroba. prodasavluri 
politikuri miswrafebebis kvaldakval, qarTulma nacionalurma 


