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eTnokulturis politikis ganviTareba XXI 
saukunis dasawyisSi

saxelmwifo midgomebi da RonisZiebebi

adamianis uflebaTa dacvis saerTaSorisod deklarirebu-

li da dokumentirebuli poziciis SemuSaveba, maT Soris, eTnikur 
umciresobaTa kulturisa da kulturuli memkvidreobis dacvis 
mizniT eTnokulturis politikis saWiroebis aRiareba ukavSirdeba 
sxvadasxva istoriuli procesis, gansakuTrebiT, kacobriobisaTvis 
meore msoflio omis savalalo Sedegebis gadaazrebas. kulturis 
politikis poliaspeqturobidan gamomdinare, eTnikur umcireso-

baTa mimarT saxelmwifo midgomis SemuSaveba urTulesi procesia, 
rasac ufro arTulebs saqarTvelos multikulturuli realoba. 
miuxedavad amisa, saerTaSoriso gamocdilebis kvalad, XXI saukunis 
dasawyisSi saqarTveloSi ukve gamoikveTa mcire eTnosTa kulturis 
uflebadamcavi politikis arsebiTi orientirebi dokumentirebu-

li saxelmwifo midgomisa da misi implementaciisTvis saxelmwifos 
mierve mxardaWerili araerTferovani, kompleqsuri RonisZiebebis 
saxiT. 2004-2008 wlebSi „saqarTvelos saxelmwifo biujetis Sesaxeb“ 
saqarTvelos kanoniT gansazRvrul asignebaTa farglebSi ganxor-

cielda erovnul/eTnikur umciresobaTa kulturis mxardaWera 11 
eTnokulturuli organizaciis bazaze (Tbilisis somxuri, azerbai-

januli da rusuli saxelmwifo Teatrebi; saqarTvelos ebraelTa 
istoriisa da azerbaijanuli kulturis muzeumebi; „kavkasiuri sax-

li”, periodulad, „rusuli kulturis centri”, „ukrainelTa aso-

ciacia”, gazeTebi: „vrastani”, „gurjistani”, „svobodnaia gruzia”). 
2004-2009 wlebSi ki sagrZnobia erovnul umciresobaTa saxelmwifo 
kulturuli instituciebis, iseve rogorc sxva organizaciebis da-

finansebis zrdis tendencia, rac pirdapirproporciulad gamoix-

ata saxelmwifo instituciebis mxridan mcire eTnosTa kulturis 
mxardamWer RonisZiebaTa zrdaSi. 2009 wels saqarTvelos kultur-

is saministros mier miRebul iqna erovnul/eTnikur umciresoba-
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Ta kulturis xelSewyobis programa, romelmac msgavsi funqciis 
sxva programebTan erTad ganaxorciela erovnul umciresobaTa 
kulturis dacva-ganviTarebis, popularizaciis, TviTgamoxatvi-

sa da qarTul sivrceSi maTi Semdgomi integrirebis mxardamWeri 
RonisZiebani saqarTvelos mTel teritoriaze, gansakuTrebiT ki, 
eTnikuri umciresobebis kompaqturi gansaxlebis adgilebSi. XXI 
saukunis dasawyisis eTnokulturuli midgomis dokumenturad 
ilustrirebisaTvis mniSvnelovania erovnul umciresobaTa dacvis 
Sesaxeb evropuli CarCokonvenciis Sesabamisad 2009 wels SemuSave-

buli Semwynareblobisa da samoqalaqo integraciis erovnuli kon-

cefcia da samoqmedo gegma, romelic, eTnikur umciresobaTa zogad 
uflebebTan erTad, uzrunvelyofs maTi kulturuli uflebebis 
dacvisaTvis aucilebel prioritetTa, aseve maTi realizebisaTvis 
aucilebel ZiriTad qmedeba- RonisZiebaTa gansazRvrasa da moni-

torings. 
 XXI saukuneSi arsebuli eTnokulturis politikis orientire-

bisa da saxelmwifo struqturebis mier koordinirebuli eTnikur 
umciresobaTa kulturis mxardamWer araerTferovan da kompleq-

sur qmedebaTa demonstrireba, maTi xarvezebis da naklovanebebis 
SedarebiT arasistemuri xasiaTis miuxedavad, gvaZlevs imis Tqmis 
uflebas, rom isini miviCnioT winapirobad, bazisad imisa, rom 2009-
2019 wlebSi moxerxda eTnokulturuli sakiTxebis implementacia 
da saerTaSoriso gamocdilebis gaTvaliswinebiT SemuSavda eT-

nokulturis ufro sistematizebuli politika. Sedegad, saxel-

mwifos dRes aqvs saerTaSoriso valdebulebebis amsaxveli do-

kumentebiT gamyarebuli da Tanamedrove moTxovnebs morgebuli 
eTnokulturis politikuri kursi, romelic, saerTod, eTnokul-

turis politikis aramdgradi, cvalebadi xasiaTis gamo, Semdgom 
srulyofasa da ganviTarebas mainc saWiroebs. 
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THE DEVELOPMENT OF ETHNIC POLITICS IN THE                 
BEGINNING OF THE 21ST CENTURY

STATE APPROACHES AND MEASURES

Drawing out of international declarative and documented attitude of human pro-
tection, among which is defense of ethnic minorities’ ethno-cultural policy, is con-
nected with various historical processes, especially with rethinking of regrettable re-
sults of the World War II. Resulting from the policy of cultural politics, drawing out 
methods of approach to ethnic minorities is a very knotty process that is complicated 
by the multicultural reality of Georgia. In spite of this, in accordance with the inter-
national experience, in the beginning of the 21st century essential indicators of the 
defensive policy of ethnic minorities’ cultural rights were already shown off  in the 
form of documented state methods of approach and state-maintained complex eff orts.

In 2004-2008, Georgian legislation (concerning “Georgian state’s budget”) de-
fi ned and realized ethnic minorities supporting by intra allocation of budget on the 
base of eleven ethno-cultural organizations (Armenian, Azerbaijan and state theatres 
in Tbilisi, Georgian museums of Jewish and Azerbaijan culture, “Caucasian House”, 
“Ukrainian Association”. The newspapers “Vrastan”, “Gurjistan”, “Svobodnaya 
Gazeta”).

In 2004-2008, there was a growing trend of funding for state institutions of na-
tional minorities, as well as other organizations. Georgian Ministry of Culture worked 
out the supportive assistance program for ethnic minorities. The program, together 
with other projects, put into practice backing measures for protection, development, 
popularization and for the further integration of ethnic minorities into the Georgian 
space, especially in the compactly settled areas.

The documentary illustration of the ethno-cultural methods in the beginning of 
the 21st century, the conception and the eff ective plan elaborated in 2009, correspond-
ing to the demands of The European Convention in order to protect ethnic minorities 
is of utmost importance. This signifi cant plan provides general rights and priorities 
for defense of ethnic minorities’ cultural security. It also defi nes monitoring of the 
main actions and measures for the realization. 

Demonstrating of the existed in the 21st century indicators of the ethno-cultural 
policy and showing of coordinated actions of the state organizations for defense her-
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itage of ethnic minorities, in spite of unsystematic character, allows us to consider 
them to be the preconditions of 2009-2019 years implementations of the ethno-cul-
tural questions. Besides, taking into account the international experience, the more 
assorted of policy of the ethno-culture has been worked out. As a result, the Georgian 
state today has the policy which is backed by documents and is adapted to modern 
requirements. The ethno-cultural policy on account of unstable and changeable char-
acter, however, needs further improvement and development.

 qeTevan samadaSvili

gasabWoebuli poezia ioseb griSaSvilis 
krebul „axali leqsebis“ mixedviT

Zveli Tbilisis mexotbe ioseb griSaSvili iZulebuli iyo, sa-

kuTari Semoqmedeba gaeRo xarkad, raTa sabWoTa cenzuris pirobeb-

Si aerCiaT jer saqarTvelos mecnierebaTa akademiis akademikosad, 
Semdeg ki respublikis saxalxo poetis sapatio wodeba mieniWebinaT. 

ioseb griSaSvilis Semoqmedeba pirobiTad or nawilad iyofa. 
pirveli periodi moicavs qalaquri yofis amsaxvel suraTebsa da 
satrfialo motivebs. meore periodis dasawyisi win uZRvis saqarT-

velos iZulebiT gasabWoebas da, bunebrivia, wina planze iwevs samo-

qalaqo motivebi.
naSromSi ganxilulia, pirobiTad, meore periodis, gasabWoebu-

li lirikis nimuSebi ioseb griSaSvilis erTi krebulidan, romlis 
saxelwodeba zedmiwevniT lakoniuri da simboluria – „axali le-

qsebi.“ wignSi Tavmoyrilia droebas morgebuli, sabWoTa „kitelis“ 
Targze moWrili 1934-1939 wlebSi Seqmnili 19 leqsi.

Tematika mravalferovani, ZiriTadad, miZRvniTi xasiaTisaa. 
avtori Tamamad arRvevs damkvidrebul wess da „werils beladisad-

mi“ rigiTobiT mxolod mesame adgilze aTavsebs, pirvelze ki ucv-

lelad „Tbilisia“, ukve sabWoTa qveynis dedaqalaqi, sruliad rom 
gansxvavdeba saqarTvelos samwliani damoukideblobis pirvel 
wels gamocemul leqsSi, „trioletebi SeiTanbazarSi,“ daxatuli 
Tbilisisagan. 


