09MMm0d > dgomomemmand

060Q@0LOL d®IBEMS0IGOL LO3MB0IB0 -3B0MI
®IOGML3IIDN3Y

063 3mmo 0dgsdy
03569 xo35b0d50m0b bobgemnmdol adoemobob bobgmdbogm mbozgmbodgdo

33bgAsg@a

Bgmb 40 Bgemo dgbAmes 3oL dgMg, Moz Mmdamabdo gondamoms osMa(36mdogMal 3Mmdemg-
8obowdn dadmgboemn 3obd@odnma bogMomsdmmabm Lod3dmbagdan. Lnd3mbandlL oo Mgdm-
6oBLo 3m3ygzs Lodg(36ngHm Lodmasmgdseda. dabo 8mbsobomgbo gobobomogwbgb 8 3HMd-
930b momgdol yggms dofmomow sb3gd@L. gondsmms gbogmabomababs s @ndoG Mo bbe-
dob gbogmmmangmo bgmmab Bamdmdamggbgmms bagmggngMo osemmaa. dmzgdnm Bgfo-
3o oboLosmgdmmos 5Mo(36mdogFal 3GMdemgdabowdn o3 mn 8namBal gobdsbbgagndg-
o dmagamo 3m3gb@gda; sbgzg aobbormmmoas o3 Lsdg3bogHm BMMY3ol IMIDowgdabs s
Bo@oMgdol bmaogmmo ©g@omo. gs8sbgomadamos yu@apmgds 0dsdy, oy Mo@md ogbs
o@Rgmma 53 Lod3mDbondal Rs@oMgdol saamsE ®mdomaba. o3 3MbEGgJLEIo Bohggbgdas,
M3 . xBbsdab gobbymdol mgmns nym ghmswgmomn dmaseybojmmmaan®o dsbdGsedol
3Mb6(39983300 9.6. badgmms gbodmmmagnsdn, Gm3gmda(s 8m393mmos Bgbgommgdasmes 36ymdma
LobGgds oMo36mdogFn gbodozalb d9bgdobs s BNbdz0mbacgdals Bgbob momdsady.

La3356dm Lo@yggdo: mdomabob Lod3mbaydo, sMo(3bmdngHn, gBLodmsbomado, as66gmdals

gm0

Lodg(3bngMm, 3oMgzgm  ymamobs, GLogmmmannEo  LadmgsEmgdMomdobmgal
Logdomggmm  (36mdoemns  ©odo@fMo  bbsdal  3o66ymdal  Dmgsgbogmmmaan®o
OgmE00m, Bmdgmoi  dSmbmgnmgdol  aobdsgmmdadn  gomeMmmgdmes dab  BngMzg
©356Mbgdmmo bLodg3bogMm Limmolb Gofmamgddn. Jomggmds gbogmmmgqgdds dMe-
3o bdgegdomm s LagMomsdm@abm bsdgsbogHm @mEMaL 1dsbdobdmgl, dogsd
300 dmGolb 3o0b(z aodmbamBggos oMs(36mdagMol 3Omdmgdobsdn 8ndmgbormo @o-
©o bLogFmmedmEobm Led3mboydo, Gm3gemoai gsndsGms mdamobdo 1979 Bemolb mg-
&m3dg@dn. 3obdn Imbobomgmdes 150-3wg LEGWIsmo 17 J394bowsb, s dosmdy dg@o
- bLodgmos 3933060l bbgomabbgs bLodgbogdm  (396@M0sb. gb GMazbggdo ©mgb
dgodmgds o dmadgdmamgdsl of sbogbwagl, dog®ad, 0d gdmdol gomgzamabbobgdoom,
mgbss »M30b0b BoMes” xgM 303z Lsgdome dysMom ogm Rsdmgsmgdamo, abobo
03 Lodg(3bogHm gmENMEL JoMommaz afMobombym dmzmgbse og(3930096. 385Lmab,
LE33MDorddo FMbBBamgMbbab LE I gda sMs BbmEmE ,Lm(z0oabE M0 bsbs 306",
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36390 - abogmgmolb 3994698086 (53L@M0ns, 533, sabogmgmo ggMmdabos, 0bamabo,
06msbE0s, 0@dmns, 3965wy, bLagmebaqgmn). 3owgs gMmo gsdm@mhgmma dmdgb@on abss,
03 mdoemablb gbGNIMs GLogmMbomadyYMa MGEbG o300l dGsgaoma 333mggzecn. o
30300035m0bB0bgdon 085L, M3 BLogmobomabo @momngddob ymzgmomgolb s dodabscs
WB3dFmms gbogmmmmanol’ @dmegmgl ngmemmaon@® ,bsgmbmdgmon® MRgdmws, gb
LEB3M Doy FoBnEs(3 sEMbbMm s NYBogoENE Fmzmabow smnddgdmes.

LE33MmDoRdalb IMbLedbswgdgmo 3gMommo 5 Bgmobswl asag®mdgmms. Go@sbyco
dOm3ob  dgrgase, Lod3mbondal obygdedwyg, 1978 bgmb, asdmoais Jobamgdal
3o30@dmafo 3Mgdamo Lod Gmds o. ds5Labol, o. JgMmDbasl ©s o. FMobgndgzamal
Mgesd@mmmdom (0bobo bLoddmboymdab Mo33xMIsMggdacs ny3b96) (Prangishvili, Sherozia
& Bassin, 1978). 1985 byl godmags IV §mda, Gm3gmdo megdmymoma asdm 33emg3qd0,
dofMomsmsm, Mgogns ogm bbgbgdmmo Lad@m3gymoalb dobamagdbs ©s Lod3mbogydal
donodgdonmqdgddg (Prangishvili, Sherozia & Bassin, 1985). 83 mob@m3dgnmb omabsg o6
59 396353b mog0bo Ladg3bogHm aMgdymads. gb, YBabsgbaw, ndnmas godmbgzgmmo,
™3 35bd0 BoMIma gbogmas 3G (36mdagFal 3GMdmgds@n 30l momddab yzgmes doMomewo
bogombo, ©sbygdamoa 3Mabzndmma mgmEonmo ImbsbEGEgdoEsb  sMs(36mdagMab
dmbgdalb dgbobgd, wodmogmgdama dobo 33mgz0L LogBom Fgommememmanoms ©s
3Mb3Mg&mo  dgomenmo  Boamdgdom. oMsi3bmdogmol  3Mmdmadsgngs 3Magamo
@35mbadMobomss  asbbomumos, 3g@dme, oMsbmdogmol  Bgommaobomemmaam®o
39996093980, oMo3bmdngFal  3HMImgdol  3mobognE-dsmmmmann®o  sb3gd@gdo,
3M5(36mdogMo s (36mdagMgdol dg33momo dpagmdatgmdgdo (domo s LodIsmo,
3036mB0), 3M5(36md0gMn s 30MmM3690s, 3Md(36mdogMn ©s dg@&Yzgmads, sMo(36mdogHo
5 d99mJdgmgds ©s o.9.

odomobol Lod3dmboydo dmbEmMbal 1910 Brob Lod3mboydol dgdwmags Igmeg
LogPmsdmMobm gmmmdo ogm, MHmMIgmdys sbg MTow gobobomadmms sMs(36mdngMab
36mdmgdnl bsdgb@mmn bsgombgda. dmbEmbob gobbomgqddn dmbsbamyg 03 Mmal
ogombohobm 39360960903  godmodzgl  Lbgowobbgs dgbgommgds  oMs3bmdagmab
Momdob  momdady, onds Joom  9gMm0sbgdmem  gfmo M8 _ oMs3bmdogmab
BOmoEobggmo gogqdolb domgdemmds (baccun, 1968). dmbEmbol dgbzgmadg megow
geOmoo o6 dabo 30dg3egdo o6 donbzgzosm. mdamabol Lodmboyddy - oMo -
gLbogmobsmabab bbgewabbgs dodsmommagds gMomd bmmopnMaw ogm Bsmdmoaqboemo.
LBmMge 93 LBsgENEMgdmsb MImomm osmman ©s 3meagdngs gobmEam smdsm
9439modg Lonb@gMgbm o 360d3bgmmgabo. gbogmsebomobals dofomsmn m3mbBgbGo
Bbodal 396bymdal mgmEns nym. LagMome 03 EOHmobmgob gb mgmEogmmo bobdgds,
B3JBMEM0350, BLogmobsmabdal Ladgmms sm@gMbs@ogsw dnokbngl (Brozek, & Slo-
bin, 1972; Graham, 1987). LEmEgE 5356 gobodommds, 3oMzgem ymgmobs, ob, Gm3 gb
LEB3mDomdo Mdomobdn Bo@oMmms. JogMsd 0dobmzgal, Gm3 bbsdal dgbgoemgdgdl
Lomoba@m 8@nafgds 3mgdmggdabs Ladgmms gbogmmmanal gomamagdda, dobo bgmeab
BomBmdaagbmgdl oo domobbdgzs @s dMdmms obdnfmam.

1950-1960-056 6emgddn godsmomm bogsmm ©ozmbogdbs s 3mmgdn 3m& byMamgddo
(396@FomyMo gLogmmmaonGo gaEmbsmolb guEMEmgddy gsbobomgdmms gs66gmdab
ogmEoob dg360gMmmo ©s, Pmm Ig@ow, ogmmmaoymmo bLEsGnbo (bormanunkos,
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2015). 89(360g6mma momgdamgds 83306 0gm, 356bymdal cgmEool o JLobEmmmmds
30 @R g33b 0b393@> nrgmErmaesdo gobogam jmmgagddo @, Pbrs 0odzeb — oM oy
bogdgmme. doMomss, 9.6. ,Lodgmms gLogmmmaonlb® bago®dm 6odsbo ol ogm, H™3
030 356Jb0B3-gb0bn B0l nEgMmEmagosl ggndbydms. 3566gmdall mgmEnsbg 580b ;m7gds
56 dgadmyds. ,Omam@(z ma30b0 BoMmImadmdom (sMsgomsma baggdggmo o6 s6Lgdmdl
3598 30mm, M3 g566ymdob gLogdmmmaons smBmzgbrs FomJLobIalb gommmbmeggnal
3606(303930b Logggydzgmdy), obg dobssmbmdMmngsm gl dodsmmemads Batdmoddbs s
Lo gdoMaba o babl gomaMmmgdmes oM dLobTabasb sdmyz0gdmaw <...> dgodmgds
30adamagmo dbmmme domJbob3al goM3zzgnm ,RO6IMNgdDg" dgdamd, Mmgbscs
35669mdol gbogmmmans €339 goxmMEIs gobzomemgdmmn mgmMoabs s bymmab
Loboo* (bormanunkos, 2014, ¢.132-133). 3 bgmmob YbogoENOHMBs yzgmongm bbgoborsb
9fms dobo - a56Bgmdal mgmeonl - gz009Mgbse Lyb@ewm ngmmmanbgdama
3Mb(393& o m@n dobos. mbbadob badgsbogm 393mJdgmads mgognsmaE Loddmos
000gMEma0dbmseb 80bndomGn  3m33GM3nbol dogomomos. sbgs o abg, wbbsdab
3080936 9d3s bbgbgdym w©obinbngddn dmobgmbglb asbbymdal mgm@aol ,dggmogs”
00gMEMA0NMI© 35FsMNYmM0 FMEHIN0Mgdgdom, s bzmmsd gobsg®mdm Bomds@gdamao
#B6gJ30mbofgds, onds oym Lagbgdom GgomuGn LogGmbg Babo gobswanmgdabes
(LOdFM™ S BOHMOEABIab, 3gmmmmanol o GLodm@gdbozolb dbasgbow) (Mmenanse, 2015).

30006 7350bs s Mgan@ndnbgdolb dgdwmaga go66ymdal mgmMasd angsgs gofMyzgmma
bods ©s dgogbm ol bomggbo Lodgmms gbogmmmansda, Gmdgmoai  smdm(3960
365(36mdogHol  30@9amEool  ondndszgdemmdal gs8m. goM33gmmo doMmdommdom
dgodmgds omggslb, Gm3 gbogmmmanolb dgbbogmol o6y mab @dmazmglb 308 gamMosl
ammobbdmdl: J(3939, 30Mm3bgds, (36mdogMgds o oMo(3bmdagfo. LEMmasbmgsba
Bmgoxabodnmmaogmo 3mbigyes oo s930emgdmow bos 3ma(393w9L. dofomawn
Laddmms mgmEogmo bob@gdgdo s®bgdomsw d0M39mo bsdoo dgdmogemamgdmbab.
365(36mdogco  gbodogn® o6 goDommmaon®  3Mm(39Lgdmeb  SbmEoMydmms, b
MoGommE dobo s@bgdmdals 3MmbLG oG o300 brgdbms. dogsmomaw, sMs3bmdogmobowdn
dodmgbom BgFomdn . z0gmBLgo sMbgdomem Fbmemme 08sL vOLEWEYdL, HmI
gbogmmmgos dg0bbogmoalb gbogozsol, Mmams Momm, gMcmnsb gbodmgadomemmaon®
36mgbl, L,Em3gmo bEnmgdoo oM ogemgds dobo  (36mbdogHo  Bsbomoom o,
23096s0 <...> glLogdmmmansdn Lagbgdom FobmbagFns gomadsfsgmo gbogmmmaoy®
3M5(36mdogMdg: sMs(36mdngHo oMol 3mEgbonMom-(36mdogma” (Brirorckuii, 1982, c.
14). . 30am@ L 3ol dGsgaom dndg3omb 19339 39gabm, Hm3, sGo3bmdogmal 358 gamGnal
3569dg, bmasxabojmmmann®o bob@gds g6 Rsnmgmagds bENmymBams. (3MmEs bbab
Boboo domonsb 306a3s 333m 30630, 9. boggmadbg3e8 Moqbo domabbdggs asbbos, Moms
30am@b3ob g98md39946gdme dMmMBmdLs s LosMJogm dsbamgddn dogzgmoas goM 3390
dgbgonmgdobsmagol  oMso3bmdogmol  dmbgdal dgbsbgd, doamed - god@mdMnzsc,
mdgogame (3aBepmHeBa, 2017). Gog of oM0ob, 0dslb ggH omdmahgb. ogogg omgdob
5. gmb@nggzobgnm 48909d0b mgmEoadby(s.

L. ®1306d@qobal gbgmmadgdo sMo(36mdogmal dgbobgd N@Gm 3mb 3G g&mmoas,
300009 30am@L3obs, 35g683 39M (3 3vm dngnhbgzm L3y N MgmEosw. 3g(3609M0b
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3BMom,  8Mo3bmdogMab (36900  gmobbdmdl  ,asb(3sL, ®m3gmdoi oM sMab
35(36mdogMgdyma dabo gs3m3bzgzn Logsbn® (Pybmmmreiin, 1940, c. 8). dsgomomac,
98m0ol  8Go(3bmdagMmds gsdmgmnbogds 803m3bgd0L sGaMmbgdmdsdn 0d bLagbabe
o9 3060l 808sMm, Mm3gmdsz 0go godmobgns. dmzmae, o 3 o3l (3© babosmdy
3360dbmd, Foa@od o6 3030, Momss gb asdmbggmma, dm3gdnmo damdsmgmds 33o-
M0go(3060©7505, MmMmamE(3 5Mo(36mdogHa. dgadmgds adgxomgdom 0mgzol, Hm3 gmo-
©o(3 5 dbadgz 9Mo(36mdagmal sbgm asgqgdsl (36mdngFmadada sMs3bmdogmal dogdal
Mboymem d(309mmdow d00hbyzbab.

dmgmy, 56 3Mbgdmdos sMo(36mdngfMol Dmasgbojmmmann®a 3mbzgyns. bod-
gmms gbogmobsmobalb mogzgomsnolb d53ga Bomdmpanboms gedsmoyem bLob@gdsb
365(36md0gMal, Bmam 3 dogmo gbodogno (3bm369d0b Logmdgmalb, Jgbsbgd dbmemme
mB6adol o dobo bymemal 3GmB8gdo dgazogws (Angelini, 2008). gb 3oMggmds 0. dsbobds
355(36mdngMs Lamsbsme (baccun, 1968). 5308 m3 aobogzgzofaz o6 s6abl, HmI Lbmmgo
080 aobes gfm-gfmo dmsgeMo 0bozoo@mma 3Mo3bmdngfal dgbabgd 3mbagMgbzonl
odoealbdo Rs@omgdabs. ogdzg 0bws dmgoblgboma o. dgmbases, Gm3gmdss moowgbo
B3emomo 3908065 53 3MobomDmma JobdGedal badyg(sbogHm gmEmdalb mMmasbobsznada.

©. 9B65dgd gOmowob dgbgonmgdgdal 3MoGogmmo sbsmada magabo mgo-
g bobGgdolb J86smdal 3ofMggmogg 983Dy 1920-006 Brgddn Bsdmobym o
1 3obob3bgem bogbgddoz gobogMmdmdws (¢bbodg, 2004). gL dmbgdMognzes, Med-
©9bod(3 oM3bmdogMals 398 gamns 3abmgalb (396@MomyGas, bmmm gbodmabe-
mabo M Jowgsz 35306 sMo(36mdngFal yggmady LgFombyma 3mbzggos oym. L3g-
30S@Y® 5bnd365L 0dbaby@gdL ob, Gm3, gsobbbgeggdom megzabo Gabo (Lodgmms)
3Mgaqdolb 9398 qbmdabash, mbbsdal 300 3mma sbsmaba bagMomme megabagsmas
00gMEmaonmo dg530Lgd9d0Lasb s Fbmemme 3g(360Mm, mman 3nE sGandgbGenadgs
©353dbgdaemo (0dg0sdy, 2013).

1300mgbs dmzmae ©d LJgdsG Mo bLsgdnb gomsmgds sbgmo gobmuom.
«Bbadg 9dgdb gbogjogzol gobzomsemgdol amggm Loggby®b, Gmdgmacs Bob LBMYSL o
30653060m3q8L dmgm 396G 5d@ngmdab. o nammabbdgds GmamE(z Azgmmgdfngo
356300980 (gLogdogno 3Gm3gLgda), abg - (3bmdogMgds. gEOmowol dmdmgmgdal
9439modg Lyybo saama ob sMob, Gm3 obdo sFo(3bmdogHn dbmmme byas@oyGew,
Mmagmey (36mdngMgdol Mofymess obsboosmgdymo. gMmmawol sMobmdogfn ogo-
39 (3bmdogMo  aob(3gdns, Gmdmgdais aobowgzbs (36mdngfgdoweb s oo dbemo
(36mdogcgdol dm3mgdamoa asbiol gm@ds Jommosm. Jsmo Fobogsbo dmbgds ©s
LEOYJG YOS (36MdogFMgdal ngagzgmdmngns. sbgoma sMs3bmdagMa abgmnzg Gbodoznca
35630005, 3obyl (36mdngFgds. gb 3mDa(zns, Bog@mMdMngzom, Maasbmawn asbznb
©5d3980L  @meggabos, Mo, @Bbadol sBMom, bmblLgbbos. s833560 EMS(36mbdogHo
gbogogalb s®Lgdmdob Jgbodmadmmdsl @bbadg 3o@gamEonmem mofmymel, dog@sd
od Bbmgds o@bgdoma bsbosmal sbomo dmdgb@gda. 3gdmm, ©dBadglh BnsRbos, MmA
FOM0obgMmo s@o36mdogHals goagds doMmmgdamaz M3 agmb, 3oL 396 godmoyqbgd
xbogozalb gob300m56Mgbab Lo zombol gowabsgmgmaw. Mmamz (36mdomos, LEMMgE gb
bogoobo gobes 9bbsdabmgol dmemm 3gGomedn Bmagmgbo. dobo gosgms dmombmagl
gbogogol ,Gomabonma” babgmdalb ©sdggdsl, Gmdgmoa gobbbgegmgds xbogdozob
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R39mmgdcogo (36mdogfa o9 oMs3bmdogmn gmmdgdobash (sbw gs6(30930ba56), Bab
MbBMJOL s gobLadmgMmegh dsm Fommagbgddo, MbGmagbgbdo s B omagbybdo.
530 9360 5LoEMgdgmo  3Md(36mdagFal  3oMggmbystim, dobo BsdmJdbol  doMmde
(36mdnggdos, 8d0&ma (36mdngMgdol gobgzomamgdsl ngo 396 0g30bL6AL; GLodoznea
mEao60ds300b badngdgm 30Mggmon Fm@mTsm ngo 3963 MMa03MoE 3odmmaqds ©d
3006 BJ@MIM0zow.

doqbgoozsm 93 ogm@ogmo  Bybabs, gbodmebsmadlb madggmo  3Modozmemo
30mbg3980 9g3L. Bbodal sBGom, BoMmBs@gdmma 339Mbommmdabol Mmoo dsMmma(s
abgfbgdws dgbgdmes 08sb, Moz gobbadmgMagl byzmmdymoa bed3@m3gdol BodmJ3bsb.
358603 0350980l d93356nE d9Job0D3L 0an 396 baoozws, ©d sbsbosmgdwms Jsb
bmeme Mofmymaomse, Hmam®s 356g360rm s@o36mdogH a56(3098L. Lobsdwgamagdan
BLogmobomadn@ mgmedosl Loddg gl aobbymdsbmaeb, Gowgsb LEMEgE ob oMol
900 sM(36mdngMo gbodoznco goddo.

sbgmos gbagdmabomabal 1BBodabgmmn dggabgds. 8ol o43b MmamE3 3Mndongmmo,
oby 3mboGoy@a Boboema. gfma dbMog, 65R3969808 8Mo(36MB0gMal GHmowabgmemao
303960b MdaMmngdmmmds, Moy 080m gsdmabs@gds, Mmm3: 1. ©sd39dmmos gbogozsdo
(36md0g@gdal ggmol domds oMbgdmmo s dmddgon aobigdal sMbgdmds s 2.
3M(36mdogHo  LygMm gs0anggdamos Mg3Ggbonm GLodogobmeb, Gmdgmo (36m-
d0gMgdosbss bsBamImgdo, o 396 asdmagds gbodozalb gobzomomgdol aod@ob
obodmmgdobmgal. gmeg IbGog, 3o66ymdal boboom, Jomnmgdymos (36985bg, HmIgma(s
3oL b Rogbs(3gmmb. bLabmasmme, 1bbady sMo(36mdngmb 4o6bymdsbomsb s0g039dL wo
03bo(3 3o 936mdL, BmMB sMo(36mdngFn Dgdg@n (369808 @s MM ngo Lagbgdoo dgadmgds
dgozommb 390 aom33g9mmdal dJmbg aobbymdol (3698000, aBbsdal dmemm Boabals
909 m0 J3gomego sbgs obsman@madamo: ,oMs(36mdogma bgdg@n (365050 (bbady,
2004).

Mbs 0mggol, ®m3 o3 3§ 3ogdal oGgamMogmmds 3o 339 odadymmmdal
0b393L. 9335655, HMI 3Mdxgbm3gbormmFo s 3Mo(36mdagfn gobbymds 396 dmasagl
363(36mdogcn 3mgmgbqdals dorgem ggmb. bbgs o9y ofoggfo, bmd sMbgdmdl (sbmggmms
gbodogs, dom sdzm gob3gdo, BogMed o6 asshbosc (36mdogMgds. sbggg sMLYdML
mg00m 9D65dob BogM smbgMomo gbogoznGa (3bmzMgdal doMggmo, 0d3mbamo g0l
©mbg, ®m3gmoa (36mdogcgdol (mdogd@ngsoab) gemgdg bmMsogmmgds s Mme3903]
Logofmgdl  aobbymdabgnm Logndggmb. 8sdobowsdy, oMsbmdogHo o6  gmggoems
B30 (36989. 530b gomgamabbobgdom, gobBymdal mgmmosdg wagndbgdom, bogoGms
365(36mdogHo bggMmb Imzmaboms abgmo 3mabogozszns 390dd3bslb, MmBgema(y dmazasl
Mgm@ 3 3ob300m, 0by - sMoasb(3ew BgbmdgbgdL (Imedadze, 2017).

3360g00, 9Dbodabmgal ofs36mdagHols 3Gmbmgds sGbgdomam Mg gbmdgbsmun
3Lbodogolb @obadmmgdal Lobgl nmgdb. gb 3&Mebz0dmmom gobobbgaggdl dob gbogm-
SbamadMn 8namdabasb, Mmdgmoi 9Mo(36mdogMal  absbosmgdobal (36mdogmg-
dobogob (36mdoema, Bggnmgdogo 39Mdm gsb3gdol gbsdy madsms 3mdl. xbbadabgmemao
306bymdal dgdmbggzedo 3o Lbgs mbBmmmgoym@o bobsdwgnmy, LEmosE Lbgsazsmo
gbodogos 3mbEgmoamgdamo. sqomgdgmos 0dalb gomzamabbobgdss, ™I xbbsdal
306bymdol o gOmaal 5Mo(36mdogMals (3696980 LEYMmosE asbbbgszgdyma mgm-
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Moo bobgdgdolb Logzebdm  3o@gamtngdos s dbmemme 3 LabEgdnb dogemo
3MBLEEY300L 3MbEgJLET0 sz sBM0. 380@m3 Jgydemgdgmns, YEMSMIME SOMM ©S
dg3390mm  BLbogmobomodnMo oMs3bmdogo gs6Bymdom. ymggm dgdmbzgzsdo mdo-
mobob LEd3mMBoddg gobbymdol (35698 gobobomgdms, Hmam®s Bbodmsbsmaba®o
365(36md0gMab Rzqbo (bodgmms) sm@gmbs@ongs.

ym3zgmo3zg gb LgBoMbYMmoE sSBMMYmYdL 83 JMb(395 (30005 @osmmal. 53sb abogs
9858 gdmEs, Mm3 gLodmsbsmabolb s Lom®dobgmmo gbogmemmgool Lbgs 8odsm-
09gmgdoms BamImdaagbmgdal 8980 bamo mgom Lod3dmboydalb bgmgmmdada g3bm-
dms gobbymdal mgmEosl, dg3mobomgol ogn Badgom smdmhAgbam odgs. ondgs 0y3b96
Lod8930 3oMaswm Rsbgomemo 333mg36Mgdo, MmImgdoz mez0bgdanmon F36Mg&w©bgb
53 dmdmgMgdoms Mmngmmdndstmmgdsl (Ansbacher, 1978; Chertok, 1981; Rollins, 1978).
dembsdmmmmb, 3G 960306 dmgmmes, Mm3 Lod3mbondn sMs3bmdagMal 3HMd-
93l gosby3z9@ms s Imbsbomy dbsMmgqgdo mez086m 3Mnbz03mem 3mbo30gdl dqo(z-
300696. 3ogM53 0b, HM3 3G (36Mmd0gFMMsb s 3o3doMgdymoa bbgaabbgs dmbodMgdabs
©d bogombdy bggmmds oyme Lsbstggdmm ogm yzgmabogol _ gb Loddmboydal
y39ms d9530bgdnab Rsbl. dwmabow, dgodmads Mymydsbmm nmgdssl, Hm3 Loddmbondo
Mog3mE 656358 gdgmoa nym. dbmeme bbgbgdymo mmb@m3gnmo Mo mamb! ogo yggmes
La3g(360gMH™ dadmommgzal 33390690500 MRS s Fob gLz o6 oy 3aMas3L magabo
3936090990 oM gdmmagds. Lod3mDamadds dmagFmo dodgn Fabzs oGS 3bmMdogMabawdo
0b@gMgbob  aom3znggdel Lodgmms 39330630 (Angelini, 2008). domonsb gonbsms
Jofommo gbogmmmann@o bzmmob (36mdsmds s, dgbadmms, 3ob mogal 303bsg 3o
30omBos. LE33MBoBob IMIa3bm sMBmgymdo JoMormmo gbogmmmgom®o bimems
dotonmosi bogdome Gomome oym bomdmeggbomo LogMmsdmMobm bsdgbogdm bo-
363990. Ladbgbotime, 90-0060 Bmgdowsb Imymmadymo, dofomswsm bggs@om®o
3m0@)039M-93mbm3ognEo  god8mmgdob Dggszmgbom, Joogmo gbogjmemmaam®o
Lgmmoab 3Bmnd&onmmds, ©s dgbsdsdabsm, bogMHmsdmEmabm (36mdsmds 3339mMsw®
©5g390m@0.

LE33MDoRIL GoMmmmE gs8mgbdem@bgb GLodmmmaon® s YBOM GoMmomm bo-
39(360gcm Labdmgsmgdada. dobo dgogagdo gobobomagl L3gznsmNMo MMas6nbgdeym
2omdofmdg Lab-gMebiobzmda (1980 b.), samgmgg - aqgM8sbnol GLogmebamabol o 3o-
©9300b  LogBmedmEmobm  3mbggg@gbz0edg Fomb3gbdo (1980 b.) o 935M030L gLo-
Joo@Foggma sbmz0s(300b yMommdabg bogy-mEmgsobdo (1981 6.) (baxramse-1lleposns, 1985).

LEd3mDoydal IGsgaman godmdobomosb dbmmme ML dmgznyzsbo. megob Bg-
Momdo LadoMmmaggmmb  3g3bogMgdoms s390g300b 3MgbogbB ol Lobgmbdg asdmAg-
bomo mabggzob@o o BLodmmabagzolbo, M. 053mdLmbo 533mdl: ,9805M0Esb Jofmemma
gbogmemgon@o bgmes dobo dgbebndbagn gobbymdal mgmEnom dgsmaw s 3gomoyMam
dg300s LogFmmedmEmobm ogn® LogMgdo <...> 3oMows Rgdmzob gb Loddmbowydo
LodEsdME EIMAYES MBS, EOMz0bYysM msdgdramadsw; BLagdmobsmnbab g g@m3sbymo
53509300b 3Mgbowgb@ab, g. sdmbol sDMom ,Lod3mbandal Jggagdo godmzgmobogds
Mdbemmal bsbgddo gMomdmogo ©s GMmogmmdsjmEmganmgdgmo  bodmdomlb Jgbod-
gdmmdol Laboo. @ado@mn Bbsdal Lzmmed sgyz0mgdmon Mbws dgobEnmmb oe-
30b0 EdEdomo Mmoo s IMobEabmb gogmgbs ©abagmum gbogjmobomadbg, bmmm
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gLbogmobsmaba dsb, megob dbGng, Jgadmgds oqb3sMMb smbmgmmgdolb go63s3emmdsdo
oaMmgomo god@gdom” (baxranze-Illeposus, 1985, ¢.146).

LAY, MBS 0mgzol, MHMT, sMo(3bmdngMol 0@ gamEonl edMdsggdol cgom-
LobGbom, dmgm Gbodmmmaon® 393609653530 oo RsgeMmmbss. GLodmabomabal,
Loem@Bobgnmo GLogmmmaonl bbgs 3mbzgx0gd0bs s BBadal mgmGool gofmwo
(Bgbadmms, 3. gobglb Jgbgmmadsms asdmzmadom), Rzgb 39MLo 3b3gdom dgbg-
Emagdsms 36ymdem  bob@gdsb, Gmdgmdoz ©sdymdeggdamoas bLsgombgdal goGom
by oMo(36mdogmol d¢bgdobs s gbdzombamgdal Bgbol dgbobgd. msobsdgommay
539093060 GLogdmmmaons Lsgdome L3g3GngNEoEss gobbymdoma GLodmabamabab
308s6m, o33 3mboGommb 3ol 39MoxgML M3oMmabdoMgdl. Mgl asds@mbgdamao
3M3608030b30 sMLgdomsm 0bENEgds LydLgBLmMNZEL o6 3gM(393@Mmo MmagEs(330L
(3939990 3gb6m3g69d0L Jgbbogmom s ImMogdemo gob(zbawgdgdom 030l momdady,
™3 3mabo@onmo 99G0gmds 3g@bomom sMo(36mbdogHmsem 808nbamgmdl (Maz sbdg 8g@o
Brab Bobosom 91339 3o 03mmbgb 3038963 9mgdds). 53 gmbbg ¢bbadolb bymemsda
sobmgnmmdom  803nbstg  gbodogncn 3Gmigbgdabs s Jigzob 9o (3EmbdogHa
Mganmsoob bobdgds@nmo mgmEanmo s gdbdgMmedqbGmmo 33tmg3s dgodmgds gHomd
bobamggdmm smdmBbogl. 3g@0(s: gb 33emg3e Yorame Mbos goamdgmmgl, Medgbowa(s
3966ymdol Dmasgbojmmmaon®o ogmGanmo bob@gdol 3m@gbzosmoa bEnmgdoms(s
o sdmbyMems.
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TBILISI SYMPOSIUM ON THE UNCONSCIOUS - A SHORT
RETROSPECTIVE

Irakli Imedadze

Thilisi State University

Abstract

Already 40 years have passed since a large-scale Tbilisi international symposium on the unconscious
was held, which aroused a great interest in the psychological community due to the fact that all the major
issues related to the unconscious were discussed. A productive dialogue took place between the repre-
sentatives of psychoanalysis and Dimitri Uznadze’s school of psychology. The present article highlights
the key points of difference between these two approaches to the unconscious. It also covers some details
concerning the preparation of the symposium and the way it was held. Also, the article explains why the
symposium was organized in Tbilisi. The above context is used to show that D. Uznadze’s Set Theory is
the only general psychological conception in the Soviet psychology which represents a coherent system

of ideas about the unconscious psyche.

Key words: Tbilisi symposium, the unconscious, psychoanalysis, the Theory of Set.

Scientific circles, and, especially, the community of psychologists, know Georgia as the coun-
try where Dimitri Uznadze developed his general psychological theory which was further elaborat-
ed for several decades by the school of psychology founded by D. Uznadze. Even though Georgian
psychologists have hosted many national and international scientific forums, the international sym-
posium dedicated to the psychological unconscious can be considered an outstanding event. The
symposium was held in Tbilisi, October 1979. About 150 invited participants from 17 countries
and many more from different scientific centers of the Soviet Union participated in the symposium.
Today these numbers might not sound very impressive, but if we take into consideration the histor-
ical context, the fact that Georgia, as a Soviet republic was separated from the rest of the world by
the ‘iron curtain’, the forum of psychologists held at the international level acquires a very special
meaning. It has to be noted that the list of participants was not limited to the psychologists from the
so-called ‘socialist camp’, but also included guests from the western countries like Austria, the US,
West Germany, England, Ireland, Italy, Canada and France. Another interesting point is that many
participants belonged to the psychoanalytic school, i.e. the school representing a totally unaccept-
able ideology for ‘Soviet psychology’, the fact that turned the symposium into a truly unique event.
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It took Georgian psychologists five years to organize the symposium. Three volumes of the
symposium materials were published in 1978 (edited by T. Bassin, A. Sherozia and A. Prangishvili,
who also chaired the symposium meetings) (Prangishvili, Sherozia & Bassin, 1978). Volume 1V,
published in 1985, mostly contained the comments on the materials included in the three volumes
and the participants’ impressions (Prangishvili, Sherozia & Bassin, 1985). It has to be emphasized
that these four volumes have still preserved their scientific importance. The primary reason is that
they contain almost all the principal issues related to the unconscious, including almost all the
fundamental theoretical ideas about the nature of the unconscious, general research methodology
and individual research methods. The problems of the unconscious are approached from different
perspectives and concern its neurophysiological mechanisms, clinical and abnormal aspects, special
states of consciousness (sleep and dreaming, hypnosis), relationship between personality and the
unconscious, speech and the unconscious, creativity and the unconscious, etc.

After the 1910 Boston symposium, the Tbilisi symposium was the second international forum
devoted to the in-depth discussion of the fundamental issues of the unconscious. Distinguished
scientists participating in the Boston discussions expressed different opinions regarding the uncon-
scious, but there were united by one thing which was the rejection of the Freudian understanding
of the unconscious (baccun, 1968). Neither Freud nor his followers participated in the discussions.
Contrary to that, different psychoanalytic perspectives were well represented at the Tbilisi sym-
posium. Dialogues and debates with the psychoanalytic schools made the symposium especially
important and interesting. Uznadze’s Set Theory was the main opponent of psychoanalysis. It has
to be noted that in that period this theoretical system was actually considered a Soviet alternative
to psychoanalysis (Brozek, & Slobin, 1972; Graham, 1987), which was the primary reason for
arranging the symposium in Thbilisi. It should be emphasized that the representatives of Uznadze’s
school of psychology had to make enormous efforts to ensure the recognition of Uznadze’s ideas
by Soviet psychology.

The Theory of Set, its scientific and, especially, ideological status was the theme of the public
discussions held in the 1950-1960s. The articles that appeared in the same period in the central psy-
chological journal were devoted to the same debatable issues (bormanumkos, 2015). Although the
scientific value of the theory was quite obvious, the Marxist character of Set Theory was seriously
questioned by those colleagues who were experts in ‘ideology’. Incidentally, their suspicions were
not groundless. The thing is that ‘Soviet psychology’ was based on Marxism — Leninism as a polit-
ical ideology, whereas the Theory of Set was not.

‘By its origin (there is no ground to argue that the Theory of Set originated from the Marxist
philosophy) and content this direction formed and developed for quite a long time independently
from Marxism <...> We can only speak about some ‘inserts’ that appeared later when the Theory of
Set was already a developed theory and was established as a school.” (bormanuuxos, 2014, ¢.132-
133). Among other aspects, the uniqueness of the theory is in its relative freedom from an ideologi-
cal burden, which makes it an example of minimal compromise with the Soviet ideology. Anyway,
in the discussions mentioned above, Uznadze’s followers managed to ‘present’ their ideas in a
politically acceptable form and the school continued to function successfully despite a real threat of
its annihilation, which was also faced by Soviet Freidan approach, paedology or psychotechniques
(Umenanze, 2015).
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Having been recognized and legitimized, the Theory of Set found its appropriate place and
filled a certain gap in Soviet psychology which had been formed due to the absence of the category
of the unconscious. We can make a somewhat arbitrary statement that the field of psychology is the
domain of four major categories: behavior, personality, consciousness and the unconscious. Any
comprehensive general psychological conception is supposed to cover the above four categories.
The major theory of Soviet psychological systems were limited to the first three categories. The
psychological unconscious was either associated with physiological processes or the fact of its
existence was merely stated. For example, in his article on the unconscious, L. Vygotsky, actually,
limited himself to the statement that psychology studies the psyche as a complex and integrate
psycho-physiological process ‘which is not identical to its conscious part. Therefore, <...> it is
legitimate to speak of the psychological unconscious: the unconscious is potentially conscious.’
(Boirorckuii, 1982, c. 14). Vygotsky’s numerous followers also realized that a general psycho-
logical system cannot be considered perfect without the category of unconscious. Not long ago,
E. Zavershneva, a distinguished researcher, made an enormous effort to extract from Vygotsky’s
publications and archives ideas about the nature of the unconscious, but her exercise turned out
to be futile (3aBepmraeBa, 2017). One cannot find what does not exist, and the same applies to A.
Leontyev’s Activity Theory.

S. Rubinstein’s ideas about the unconscious are more concrete compared to those of Vygotsky,
but they are not developed enough to reach a theoretical level. According to Rubinstein, the uncon-
scious should be understood as ‘the experience in which the object evoking the given experience is
not conscious’ (Pyounurreitn, 1940, c. 8). The unconscious nature of emotion is manifested in the
fact that it is impossible to link it with the person or the object that has evoked the given emotion.
For example, if I am in a bad mood, and, at the same time, don’t know the reason, this state of
mind should be identified as unconscious. It can be stated without any hesitation that both Freud
and Uznadze considered the attempts of searching the unconscious in consciousness unproductive.

In short, a general psychological concept of the unconscious did not exist. After the eradication
of Soviet psychoanalysis, the only coherent system of the unconscious, in which the unconscious
is understood as the foundation of the entire mental life, can be only found in Uznadze’s and his
school’s works (Angelini, 2008) and Bassin was the first to fully comprehend it (baccun, 1968).
So, it is not surprising that he was one of the main initiators of the Tbilisi conference on the un-
conscious. We should also note A. Shorozia’s vast contribution to the arrangement of such a grand
scientific event.

D. Uznadze started to criticize Freud’s ideas in the 1920s, i.e. at the starting stage of the devel-
opment of his own theoretical system. His critical assessments were still present in the late works
(¢Dbodg, 2004). This is natural because the category of the unconscious was central for Uznadze
and psychoanalysis was the most dominant theory of the unconscious. It has to be emphasized that
as opposed to the majority of his Russian (Soviet) colleagues, Uznadze’s critical analysis was free
from ideological subjectivism and was only based on scientific and logical arguments (ndgwodg,
2013).

Here we give a brief description of Uznadze’s viewpoint. Uznadze was looking for the starting
phase of the development of psyche, the phase which precedes and determines the entire mental
activity. This implies standard experience (mental processes) as well as consciousness. The weakest
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point in Freudian approach is that the unconscious is described only in negative terms, as the nega-
tion of consciousness. Freudian unconscious is the same as conscious experience, which has been
removed from consciousness and now exists in the form of experience deprived of consciousness.
Its internal nature and structure are identical to consciousness. Such unconscious is mental expe-
rience minus consciousness. This viewpoint assumes the existence of unexperienced experience,
which, according to Uznadze, is nonsense. Uznadze categorically rejected the idea of the uncon-
scious psyche and put forward new important ideas, instead. In particular, Uznadze believed that
even if the Freudian understanding of the unconscious was appropriate, it would not be productive
for the explanation of mental development. The development of psyche or mental development was
in the focus of Uznadze’s interest in the late period of his activity. He believed that the solution
of this problem required the assumption of ‘some kind of psyche’ which would be different from
its normal conscious or unconscious forms (i.e. experience), would precede and determine these
forms of experience in phylogenies, ontogenesis and actualgenesis. As far as the primary source of
the repressed unconscious, the precondition of its formation is consciousness, it cannot explain the
development of consciousness and cannot be considered the primary form of mental organization
logically or factually.

Despite such a theoretical flaw, psychoanalysis has undeniable practical achievements. In
Uznadze’s opinion, in the cases of successful treatment Freud really managed to touch upon some-
thing that determines the formation of neurotic symptoms. But he could not uncover the true mech-
anism of disease and described it only in negative terms, as repressed unconscious experience. What
psychoanalytic therapy really deals with is Set because it is a real unconscious psychological fact.

Such is Uznadze’s evaluation of Freud’s theory. It has both positive and negative aspects. One
the one hand, Uznadze showed that the Freudian understanding of the unconscious was inappropri-
ate, because 1. It assumes the existence and action of experience beyond the field of consciousness;
2. The unconscious is equated with the repressed psyche which is formed from consciousness and,
therefore, cannot be used for the explanation of mental development. On the other hand, Uznadze
pointed out the concept of set which should replace the unconscious. In general, Uznadze identified
the unconscious with set. In his opinion, the unconscious was a redundant concept and could be
replaced with the clearer concept of set. One of the subtitles in Uznadze’s last book is ‘The uncon-
scious is a redundant concept.” (¢b6sdg, 2004).

It should be mentioned that such a statement sounds a bit too much categorical. It is quite clear
that phenomenal and unconscious set does not fully overlap the field of unconscious processes. We
can think of animal psyche in this context. For example, animals experience emotions, but they
don’t have consciousness. In addition, in his works Uznadze describes the first level of mental life.
It is the level of impulsive behavior which is performed without the participation of consciousness
(objectification) and requires an underlying set itself. Therefore, the unconscious does not seem
to be a redundant concept. With this fact taken into consideration, we need a classification of un-
conscious processes which would include both conscious and unconscious phenomena (Imedadze,
2017).

Thus, for Uznadze the problem related to the unconscious can be, in fact, translated into the
justification of non-phenomenal psyche. This makes it significantly different from psychoanalytic
approach which describes the unconscious in terms of normal conscious experience. Contrary to
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the above, Uznadze’s set refers to a totally different ontological reality, totally different psyche. We
should also keep in mind that Uznadze’s concept of set and Freud’s concept of unconscious are key
categories in completely different theoretical systems and acquire meaning only within the context
of the corresponding system, as a whole. That is why, one cannot so easily replace the psychoana-
lytic unconscious with Set, even though at the Tbilisi symposium the concept of set was interpreted
as our (Soviet) alternative to the psychoanalytic unconscious.

All the above created serious obstacles to the dialogue between these two approaches. In addi-
tion, most representatives of psychoanalysis and other directions of depth psychology learned about
the Theory of Set only at the symposium. For many of them it was a real discovery. Among the
participants there were also researchers with a distinct personal viewpoint, knowledgeable about the
interrelationship between these two approaches (Ansbacher, 1978; Chertok, 1981; Rollins, 1978).
Frankly speaking, no-one expected that the symposium would solve the problem of the uncon-
scious and the participants would change their viewpoints. Nevertheless, discussions around dif-
ferent opinions and issues were definitely useful, which was clearly revealed in all the comments.
Therefore, we can say without hesitation that the symposium was definitely successful. The above
mentioned four volumes of the symposium materials are enough proof of the success. The four
volumes are still valuable for any library due to the fact that they have not lost their scientific sig-
nificance. The symposium seriously stimulated interest in the unconscious among Soviet scientists
(Angelini, 2008). It raised the awareness of the Georgian school of psychology and may have even
reached its climax. In the decade following the symposium the Georgian psychological school was
very well represented at the international level. Unfortunately, due to political and economic factors
the situation dramatically changed after the 1990s and the Georgian school’s productivity and its
international presence sharply diminished.

The psychological community as well as other scientific associations actively responded
to the symposium. The symposium outcomes were discussed at a specially organized meeting in
San-Francisco (1980), the Munich International Conference of the German Academy for Psycho-
analysis (1980) and the New-Orleans Conference of the American Psychiatric Association (1981)
(baxranze-Illeposwus, 1985).

Out of the numerous responses [ will cite only two of them. One is an excerpt from the letter
of the distinguished linguist and psycholinguist R. Jakobson to the President of the Academy of
Sciences of Georgia. ‘From now on the Georgian school of psychology with its remarkable Theory
of Set has firmly established a stable place in the international domain of ideas. <...> Personally
for me, this symposium will always remain a deep, unforgettable memory.” The President of the
German Academy for Psychoanalysis G. Ammon wrote: ‘The symposium outcomes will become
evident in the near future and will take the form of the opportunity of joint and mutually correcting
work. Dimitri Uznadze’s school must play its positive role and influence the western psychoanal-
ysis. Psychanalysis, on its part, may help it with the facts accumulated for decades.” (baxranze-
leposus, 1985, ¢V £7).

Finally, it should be noted that there is a dramatic decline in the entire science of psychology
in terms of the elaboration of the category of the unconscious. Except for psychoanalysis, other con-
ceptions of depth psychology and Uznadze’s theory (maybe P. Janet is another exception), there is
no coherent system of opinions within which a broad range of issues on the nature and functioning
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of the unconscious has been elaborated. The modern academic psychology is quite skeptical about
psychoanalysis, but it cannot offer anything productive instead. Presently dominant cognitivism
is actually limited to the investigation of the individual phenomena of subsensory and perceptual
defences and to modest statements according to which cognitive activity mainly proceeds uncon-
sciously (which, was well-known by Wiirzburg School already one hundred years ago). Given the
present state of affairs the systemic theoretical and experimental research on mental processes and
the unconscious regulation of behavior conducted for many decades by Uznadze’s school of psy-
chology might prove to be quite productive. Moreover, this kind of research needs to be continued
due to the fact that the potential of the general psychological theory of set has not been fully used
yet.
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