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mimoxilva

proeqtis „samoqalaqo sazogadoeba da konfliqtis transforma-
cia“ farglebSi, romelic xorcieldeboda fond „Ria sazogadoeba 
saqarTvelos“-s finansuri mxardaWeriT, asociaciam „samarTali da 
Tavisufleba“ Caatara kvleva “samoqalaqo diplomatia qarTul-
afxazur konfliqtSi“. proeqtis mizans warmoadgenda qarTul-
afxazuri konfliqtis transformaciis kuTxiT arsebuli samo-
qalaqo iniciativebis kvleva da kvlevis Sedegebis gavrcelebiT 
sazogadoebis informirebulobis amaRleba. kvlevis ZiriTad amo-
canebs warmoadgenda pasuxi gaeca Semdeg kiTxvebze: ra iyo mizezi 
saqarTveloSi arsebuli konfliqtebis transformaciis procesis 
Seferxebisa an misi ganuxorcielobis? iyo Tu ara es xelisuflebisa 
da samoqalaqo sazogadoebis ararelevanturi saqmianobis Sedegi? 
mocemuli kvleva efuZneba adgilobrivi da saerTaSoriso mSvidobis 
mSeneblobis organizaciebis saqmianobis analizsa da gamokiTxuli 
eqspertebis interviuebs (sul 15 respondenti). kvlevis procesSi 
aseve gamoyenebul iqna fokus jgufis meTodi, romelSic CarTuli 
iyo xuTi eqsperti. naSromSi mocemulia is ZiriTadi faqtorebi, 
romlebic xels uSlis konfliqtis transformaciis process. aseve, 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebisTvis kvlevas Tan axlavs 
rekomendaciebi, romlebic efuZneba kvlevis Sedegebsa da ZiriTa-
dad mignebebs. 

winamdebare kvleva ZiriTad gankuTvnilia im samoqalaqo sazoga-
doebis organizaciebisTvis, romlebic CarTuli arian saqarTveloSi 
mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesSi, aseve, mocemuli naSromi saintere-
so SeiZleba aRmoCndes im samTavrobo, saerTaSoriso institutebisa 
da dainteresebuli pirebisTvis, romlebic dakavebli arian qarTul-
afxazuri konfliqtis transformaciis sakiTxebiT. 

imeds gamovTqvamT, rom winamdebare kvleva gamoiwvevs sazogadeo-
briv diskusiebsa da waaxalisebs axali naSromebisa Tu ideebis Seqm-
nas qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis transformaciis Sesaxeb. 
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Tavi I 

Sesavali

konfliqtologiaSi mecnierTaTvis erT-erT saintereso kvlevis 
sagans warmoadgens rogorc samoqalaqo aqtorebi, aseve maTi roli 
konfliqtis transformaciis procesSi. 

am Temis mimarT interesi gansakuTrebiT gaizarda sabWoTa kavSi-
ris daSlis Semdeg, rasac Tan sdevda „axali tipis“ konfliqtebis 
warmoqmna. uzarmazari imperiis rRvevam Seuqcevadi procesebi 
gamoiwvia axlad Seqmnili saxelmwifoebis SigniT, rac gamoixata 
secesionisturi moZraobebis gaaqtiurebasa da mmarTvel elitebs 
Soris mkveTr dapirispirebebSi. sabWoTa respublikebis swrafvam 
damoukideblobisken da eTnikuri nacionalizmis gaaqtiurebam, ga-
amZafra mcire eTnosebis SiSi da gaaRrmava gaucxoeba „tituluri“ 
erebis mimarT. Tavis mxriv, ruseTma, sadac jer kidev cocxlobda 
imedi imperiis SenarCunebisa, gamoiyena zemoTqmuli tipis koli-
ziebi Tavis sasargeblod. Sedegad, post-sabWoTa sivrceSi miviReT 
xuTi „axali tipis“ konfliqti, uzarmazari msxverpli, asiaTasobiT 
devnili da safrTxe konfrontaciis ganaxlebisa1.

„civi omis“ droindeli bipolaruli saerTaSoriso sistema Tvis-
obrivad gansazRvravda msoflioSi arsebuli konfliqtebis ti-
pebsac. sistemis or poluss Soris ideologiuri konfrontacia 
iwvevda msoflios masStabiT cxeli wertilebis warmoqmnas, rac 
cxadia, pirvel rigSi, gamomdinareobda am saxelmwifoebis gavlenis 
gaZlierebis Tu gafarTovebis survilidan, romlis farglebSic 
ideologiuri midgomebi gamoyenebuli iyo rogorc konfliqtebis 
mmarTvis instrumenti2.

„axali tipis“ konflqtebis warmoSobam, romlebic, Tavis mxriv, mniS-
vnelovnad gansxvavdeba „civi omis“ periodis dapirispirebebisgan, 
dRis wesrigSi daayena konfliqtebis daregulirebis kuTxiT axali 
midgomebis Camoyalibebis aucilebloba.

Tanamderove msoflioSi, sadac adgili aqvs saxelmwifoebis mzard 
urTierTdamokidebulebas da globalizacia Seuqcevad saxes iRe-
bs, sul ufro TvalsaCino xdeba arasaxelisuflebo moTamaSeebis 

1 SedarebisTvis ix. ABKHAZIA: DEEPENING DEPENDENCE, p. 8 http://www.crisisgroup.org/~/
media/Files/europe/202_abkhazia deepening_dependence.ashx.
2 rasakvirvelia arsebobs gamonaklisebic eTno konfliqtebis warmoSobis kuTxiT. 
magaliTisTvis SegviZlia moviyvanoT kviprosisa da ruandis konfliqtebi. Tumca, 
rogorc zemoT avRniSneT, ZiriTadad mainc saxeze iyo ideologiuri konfliqtebi.
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zegavlena politikuri gadawyvetilebebis miRebis procesze. sa-
zogadoebis aqtiuri monawileoba politikur cxovrebaSi qmnis rea-
lobas, sadac pirvel doneze miRebuli gadawyvetilebebi ucilod 
moiTxovs maT legitimacias qveda rgolSi. SegviZlia miviCnioT, 
rom Tanamedrove liberalur-demoratiul sazogadoebaSi umaRles 
doneze miRebuli gadawyvetilebebis aralegitimuroba warmoadgens 
politikuri krizisis erT-erT winapirobas. 

zogad politikur konteqstSi arsebulma cvlilebebma gamoiwvia 
real-politikisgan gansxvavebuli paradigmebis waxaliseba (maga-
liTad, konstruqtivistuli xedva). amiT aixsneba iseTi Teoriebisa 
da midgomebis popularizacia, rogoricaa konfliqtis „marTva“, 
„transformacia“ da „mogvareba“. es Teoriebi morgebulia Taname-
drove realiebs da iTvaliswineben samoqalaqo sazogadoebis udi-
des mniSvnelobas politikuri cvlilebebis procesSi. swored am 
Teoriebs ukavSirdeba konfliqtologiaSi rogorc kooperaciaze 
dafuZnebuli ideebis kultivireba, aseve saerTaSoriso sazoga-
doebis CarTulobis xarisxis zrda konfliqtebis daregulirebaSi.

Tumca aRsaniSnavia, rom realobaSi am midgomebma eTno-politikuri 
konfliqtebis daregulirebis saqmeSi Sedegi ver moitana. amis Tval-
saCino magaliTia saqarTveloSi arsebuli konfliqtebis transfro-
maciis kuTxiT gadadgmuli nabijebis araefeqturoba.

saqarTveloSi warmoqmnilma eTno-politikurma konfliqtebma didi 
yuradReba miipyro msoflio sazogadoebis mxridan, Tumca mxolod 
maTi dasrulebis Semdgom da ara maT aqtiur fazaSi. Semovida uamravi 
saerTaSoriso samTavroboTaSorisi da arasamTavrobo organizacia, 
romelTa mizans warmoadgenda mSvidobis mSenebloba da regionSi 
stabiluri garemos Camoyalibeba.

miuxedavad, saerTaSoriso sazogadoebis mxridan gaRebuli Zalisx-
mevis masStaburobisa, mainc ver moxerxda dapirispirebul sazoga-
doebebSi samSvidobo kulturis Camoyalibeba, risi TvalnaTeli da-
dasturebaa Serigebis procesis mimarT am sazogadoebebSi arsebuli 
arastabiluri da rig SemTxvevebSi negatiuri damokidebulebebi, 
rasac Tan sdevda post-konfliqtur periodSi konfliqtis zonebSi 
momxdari Zaladobis faqtebi. 

ganvlil periodSi xelSesaxebi Sedegebis vermiRweva bunebrivad 
aCens kiTxvebs, romelebzec pasuxis gacemis gareSe SeuZlebelia 
progresis miRweva. aucilebelia gairkves, Tu ra iyo mizezi sa-
qarTveloSi arsebuli konfliqtebis transformaciis procesis 
Seferxebisa an maTi ganuxorcielobisa? iyo es xelisuflebisa Tu 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebis ararelevanturi saqmianobis Sedegi? Tu 
procesis Seferxebis mizezebis axsna ufro Rrma analizs moiTxovs?
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winamdebare naSromis ZiriTad mizans warmoadgens, gaarkvios, Tu 
ra xelSemSleli faqtorebi arsebobda saqarTveloSi arsebuli 
konfliqtebis transformaciisaTvis da ra aris mizezi samoqalaqo 
seqtoris aqtivobis (samoqalaqo diplomatiis) dabali Sedegiano-
bis. am amocanis Sesasruleblad gamovyaviT oTxi saerTaSoriso 
arasamTavrobo organizacia, romlebic sargeblobdnen maRali re-
putaciiTa da ndobiT konfliqtiT gaxleCil orive3 sazogadoebaSi. 
es meTodi iTvaliswinebs ara mxolod saerTaSoriso organizaciebis 
saqmianobis Sefasebas, aramed, ZiriTadad, maTi adgilobrivi part-
niorebis aqtivobaze dakvirvebasa da Sesabamisi daskvnebis gakeTebas.

 winamdebare kvlevaSi, pirvel rigSi, gamovyofT konfliqtis trans-
formaciis procesSi konceptualurad ra adgili gaaCnia samoqalaqo 
sazogadoebas, Semdgom etapze oTxi saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo 
organizaciis saqmianobis Seswavlis farglebSi ganvixilavT sa-
qarTvelosa da afxazeTis samoqalaqo sazogadoebis aqtivobas, 
saboloo jamSi, movaxdenT SedarebiT analizs Teorias da praqtikas 
Soris. konfliqtis transformaciis Teoriuli modeli saSualebas 
iZleva ganvsazRvroT samoqalaqo sazogadoebis saqmianobis meTode-
bi, saSualebebi, sazRvrebi, problemaTa miznebi, SemdgomSi Sedare-
biTi analizis saSualebiT warmovaCinoT tendenciebi da SezRudvebi 
adekvaturi daskvnebisaTvis.

garda amisa, kvlevis procesSi aqtiurad gamoviyeneT fokus jgufisa 
da CaRrmavebuli (arastruqturirebuli) interviuebis meTodebi. 
respondentebi SerCeul iqnen qarTul-afxazur dialogSi CarTu-
lobisa da mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesSi arsebul gamocdile-
baze dayrdnobiT. aseTma meTodologiam mniSvnelovan mignebebamde 
migviyvana, razec vrclad proeqtis daskvniT nawilSi visaubrebT. 

kvleva moicavs eqvs ZiriTad nawils: Sesavali, kvlevis meTodologia 
da Teoriuli safuZveli, mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis mi-
moxilva, mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesis ZiriTadi dabrkolebebi, 
fokus jgufis Sedegebi da daskvna. 

3 naSromi exeba mxolod qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis kuTxiT arsebul samSvidobo 
iniciativebs.
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Tavi II 

kvlevis meTodologia da Teoriuli safuZveli

2.1. kvlevis meTodolgia 

naSromSi meTodologiuri mxare or nawilad aris SemoTavazebuli: 
pirveli, kvlevis Teoriul/meTodologiuri mxare, romelic kon-
fliqtologiaSi arsebul Teoriul modelebs emyareba da koncep-
tualuri CarCos fuqcias asrulebs, da meore, - teqnikur/meToduri 
mxare, romelic empiriuli monacemebis mosapoveblad da gasaanali-
zeblad aris gamoyenebuli, ZiriTadad efuZneba meoradi wyaroebis 
analizs, romelSic igulisxmeba arsebuli kvlevebi, statiebi, mox-
senebebi da naSromebi, romlebsac, Tavis mxriv, kvlevis ZiriTadi 
varaudebisa da hipoTezis Tanmimdevrul analizSi mniSvnelovani 
faseuloba da funqcia gaaCniaT.

kvlevaSi mniSvnelovani adgili eTmoba arastruqturirebuli 
intervius elementsac4, radgan am saxis interviuebi, struqtu-
rirebul interviusTan SedarebiT, ufro moqnil da Tavisufal 
xasiaTs atarebs. interviubi Catarda konfliqtis kuTxiT momuSave 
eqspertebTan, aseve saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo organizacie-
bis warmomadgenlebTan da qarTul-afxazuri dialogis aqtiur 
monawileebTan. kvlevis am damatebiTma komponentma saintereso 
xasiaTi SesZina naSroms da axali kiTxvebze pasuxebis aRmoCenamde 
migviyvana.

kvlevis saboloo etapze, romelic proeqtebis Sefasebasa da das-
kvnebis gamotanas iTvaliswinebda, gamoviyeneT Sefasebis Svidi 
kriteriumisagan Semdgari struqtura; fokus-jgufis saSualebiT 
Sefasebis am sistemaSi ganvixileT samoqalaqo iniciativebi konfli-
qtis tranformaciis kuTxiT da gamovyaviT am aqtivobebis susti da 
Zlieri mxareebi, rac sabolood kvlevis daskvnaSi aisaxa. 

2.2. konfliqtis transformacia

winamdebare TavSi vecdebiT warmovaCinoT konfliqtis daregulire-
bis erT-erTi strategia - transformacia, romelsac mniSvnelovani 
adgili ukavia Tanamedrove konfliqtologiaSi. am SemTvevaSi Cvens 
mizans warmoadgens mimovixiloT transformaciis Teoriis ZiriTadi 
postulatebi, CamovayiloboT konceptualuri bazisi da Semdeg am 
4 ix. zurabiSvili, T, 2006, gv.14 http://www.ucss.ge/upload/iblock/ed0/ed0bfc8dc-
56c1add7a368a99025fddf0.pdf. 
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CarCoSi movaxdinoT qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis daregulirebaSi 
CarTuli samoqalaqo sazogadoebis saqmianobis Sefaseba.

transformacia [laT. transformatio] laTinuri sityvaa da gardaqm-
nas, saxecvlilebas niSnavs5. TviT konfliqtis transformaciis 
cneba SedarebiT axali damkvidrebulia, samecniero literatu-
raSi misi gamoyenebis zrda emTxveva sabWoTa kavSiris daSlis 
periods. es movlena dakavSirebuli iyo mokavSire respublikebSi 
„matrioSka nacionalizmis” aqtiur fazaSi gadasvlasa da secesio-
nisturi miswrafebebis matebasTan. konfliqtologiaSi arsebuli 
Teoriuli midgomebi ver pasuxobda imJamad arsebul gamowvevebs 
da ar Seswevda unari SeeCerebina post-sabWoTa sivrceSi arsebuli 
saxelmwifoebrivi krizisebi, romlebmac saTave daudes eTnikur 
SuRlsa da adamianTa masobriv ganadgurebas. Sesabamisad, dRis 
wesrigSi dadga axali konceptualuri CarCoebis Camoyalibeba, 
romelic uzrunvelyofda konfliqtis Zaladobrivi gamovli-
nebebis minimalizebasa da grZelvadiani mSvidobis damyarebas 
konfliqtur regionebSi. Tumca unda aRiniSnos, rom konfliqtis 
transformaciis koncepti ukve arsebobda oTxmociani wlebidan; 
rogorc jon paul lederahi aRniSnavs, igi 1980 wlidan iwyebs am 
terminis gamoyenebas centralur amerikaSi arsebul konfliqte-
bTan dakavSirebiT6.

rigi Teoritikosebisa da praqtikosebisa upirspirdebian konfli-
qtis mxolod negatiur aspeqtSi ganxilvas da iZlevian misi xasiaTis 
gansxvavebul deskripcias. konfliqtis mogvarebis Teoriisagan 
gansxvavebiT, romelic konfliqts gansazRvravs „cud” movlenad7 da 
mis mogvarebas SesaZlebelad ganixilavs drois mokle monakveTSi me-
diaciiTa Tu sxva saxis CareviT, transformaciis Teoria konfliqtis 
fenomens ganixilavs rogorc „araZaladobriv brZolas socialuri 
cvlilebebisTvis”8. sxva sityvebiT rom vTqvaT, konfliqti aris 
erTgvari „Zravi cvlilebebisTvis, romelic xdis urTierTobebsa 
da socialur struqturebs dinamikurad angariSvaldebuls adamia-

5 ix. samolaqo ganaTlebis leqsikoni, http://www.nplg.gov.ge/gwdict/index.php?a 
=term&d=3&t=40348http://www.nplg.gov.ge/gwdict/index.php?a=term&d=6&t=22580. 
6 Lederach, John Paul. “Conflict Transformation.” Beyond Intractability. Eds. Guy Burgess and 
Heidi Burgess. Conflict Research Consortium, University of Colorado, Boulder. Posted: October 
2003 http://www.beyondintractability.org/essay/transformation/ 
7 Spangler, Brad. ~Settlement, Resolution, Management, and Transformation: An Explanation of 
Terms.~ Beyond Intractability. Eds. Guy Burgess and Heidi Burgess. Conflict Research Consor-
tium, University of Colorado, Boulder. Posted: September 2003 http://www.beyondintractability.
org/essay/meaning_resolution/.
8 Cordula Reimann, 2007, For conflict transformation: the survey of contemporary theories related 
to the conflict settlement, The Berghof Handbook for Conflict Transformation, http://www.berghof-
handbook.net/documents/publications/russian_reimann_handbook.pdf.
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nis ZiriTadi moTxovnilebebis mimarT”9. konfliqtis transofor-
maciis Teoriis erT-erTi gamoCenili mecnieris, iohan galtungis, 
mosazrebiT konfliqts gaaCnia rogorc dadebiTi, aseve uaryofiTi 
saxe, is yalibdeba sazogadoebis struqturaSi arsebuli winaaRm-
degobebidan. Semdeg es winaaRmdegobebi mJRavndebian atitudebsa 
da qcevebSi10.

konfliqtis tranformaciis Teoria gvTavazobs konfliqtis gan-
sxvavebul aRweras. rogorc lederahi aRniSnavs, „transformaciis 
linziT” danaxuli konfliqti ar ukavSirdeba mis dauyonebliv ga-
daWras molaparakebisa Tu sxva teqnikebis gamoyenebiT, aramed iZle-
va konfliqtis daregulirebis kompleqsuri xasiaTis paradigmas11.

konfliqtis tranformaciisTvis auclibelia sazogadoebis Ti-
Toeul rgols gaaCndes sakuTari roli mSvidobis mSeneblobis gr-
Zelvadian procesSi. es procesi unda ganxorcieldes etapobrivad, 
nabij-nabij, sazogadoebis sxvadasxva jgufebis (doneebis) Tanmim-
devruli CarTulobiT.

am Teoriis mixedviT, mTavari aqcentebi keTdeba „kulturuli da 
struqturuli Zaladobis” aRmofxvraze. struqturuli Zaladoba 
aris Sedegi „cudi” mmarTvelobis sistemisa, romelic xasiaTdeba 
politikuri, socialuri Tu ekonomikuri uTanasworobiT, Zalau-
flebisa da resursebis araTanabari gadanawilebiT. kulturuli 
Zaladoba SesaZlebelia ganvsazRvroT rogorc „legitimaciis” 
mimniWebeli socialuri movlena, romelic akanonebs struqturul 
Zaladobas sazogadoebaSi12. 

unda aRiniSnos, rom arsebobs garkveuli korelacia saxelmwifos 
mSeneblobasa (state-building) da konfliqtis transformacias Soris. 
susti saxelmwofoebriobis pirobebSi arsebuli „boroti struq-
turebi” qmnian noyier niadags konfliqtis Zaladobriv formaSi 
gadasazrdelad. konfliqtebis mSvidobiani daregulirebis kul-
turis ararseboba ki aris erT-erTi mniSvnelovani mizezi samxedro 
dapirispirebebisa.

 transformaciuli modelis gamoyenebiT SesaZlebelia konfliqtis 
„Zaladobis formebisgan” gaTavisufleba, rac mxareebs miscems 

9 Lederach, John Paul. “Conflict Transformation.” Beyond Intractability. Eds. Guy Burgess and 
Heidi Burgess. Conflict Research Consortium, University of Colorado, Boulder. Posted: October 
2003 http://www.beyondintractability.org/essay/transformation/. 
10ix. SedarebisTvis: Galtung, J. 1996. Peace by Peaceful Means, 70-126.
11 iqve. 
12 Cordula Reimann, 2007, For conflict transformation: the survey of contemporary theo-
ries related to the conflict settlement, The Berghof Handbook for Conflict Transformation, 
http://www.berghof-handbook.net/documents/publications/russian_reimann_handbook.pdf.
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SesaZleblobas politikuri meTodebiT moaxdinon socialuri cvli-
lebebis ganxorcieleba. 

konfliqtis transformaciis Teorias Tavisuflad SegviZlia 
vuwodoT ganviTarebis Teoria, radgan struqturuli da kulturu-
li Zaladobis aRmofxvra „kargi mmarTvelobis” Camoyalibebis gziT 
swored rom xels uwyobs adamianebis ZiriTadi moTxovnilebebis 
dakmayofilebas, rac, rasakvirvelia, warmoadgens ZiriTad faqtors 
samarTliani da ganviTarebuli sazogadoebis arsebobisTvis. 

2.3. mravaldoniani diplomatia: konfliqtis  
transformaciis ZiriTadi instrumenti 

ra aris mravaldoniani diplomatia da raSi gvWirdeba igi? kon-
fliqti, Tavisi rTuli da kompleqsuri xasiaTidan gamomdinare, 
SeuZlebelia gaTavisufldes Zaladobis formebidan sazogadoebis 
yvela fenis aqtiuri CarTvis gareSe. Sesabamisad, aucilebelia 
mravaldoniani midgomis gamoyeneba, romelic pozitiur zemoqme-
debas moaxdens gaxleCil sazogadoebebze mSvidobis mSeneblobisa 
da konfliqtis transformaciis kuTxiT. konfliqtis mogvarebis 
strategiisgan gansxvavebiT, romelic, ZiriTadad, orientirebulia 
diplomatiis meore doneze arsebul iniciativebze, transformaciu-
li modeli damatebiT iyenebs diplomatiis mesame dones. 

saerTo suraTis dasanaxad umjobesia movaxdinoT mravaldoniani 
diplomatiis (Multi-track Diplomacy) TiToeuli elementis diferen-
ciacia da analizi (ix. danarTi, cxrili 1.1).

rogorc mocemuli cxrilidan Cans, mravaldoniani diplomatia 
moicavs moqmedebaTa farTo speqtrs, romelic orientirebulia 
rogorc Sedegze, aseve processa da stuqturul cvlilebebze. aqve 
unda aRiniSnos, rom diplomatiis TiToeuli done logikurad aris 
gadajaWvuli ermaneTTan. SeuZlebelia isaubro romelime donis 
warmatebaze an warumateblobaze calkeulad, radgan zogadi sura-
Ti ar Seicvleba, Tu ar arsebobs sazogadoebaSi saerTo SeTanxmeba, 
anu konfliqtis transformacia ver ganxorcieldeba sazogadoebis 
calkeuli jgufebis doneze.

unda aRiniSnos, rom zemoaRwerili mravaldoniani diplomatiis 
midgoma xazs usvams konfliqtis transformaciisa da mSvidobis 
mSeneblobis procesSi sazogadoebis sruli speqtris CarTvis 
aucileblobas, aseve diplomatiis doneebs Soris koordinaciis 
aucileblobas. es gamowveulia imiT, rom konfliqti, Tavisi 
komleqsuri xasiaTidan gamomdinare, iTxovs sistemur midgomas, 
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misi transformacia ki SeuZlebeli xdeba araTanmimdevruli da 
SeuTanxmebeli midgomebis arsebobis SemTxvevaSi. meore mxriv, 
koordinaciisa da Tanmimdevruli muSaobis SemTxvevaSi warmoi-
qmneba sinergia, romelic xels uwyobs konfliqtis mSvidobiani 
daregulirebis process13. aqve unda aRiniSnos, rom koordinacia 
ar gulisxmobs saxelmwifos, anu pirveli donis warmomadgen-
lebis mxridan procesis monopolizebas. saxelmwifos gavlenis 
zrda samoqalaqo seqtorze TavisTavad gamoricxavs demokratiu-
li da mSvidobiani procesis arsebobas, metic, aseTi tendencia 
pirdapir miuTiTebs struqturuli Zaladobis formebis zrdaze, 
rac, Tavis mxriv, ukuproporciulad aisaxeba mSvidobis mSeneb-
lobisa da konfliqtis transformaciis procesze. diplomatiis 
doneebs Soris koordinacia efuZneba ara Zaladobriv kontrols, 
aramed angariSvaldebulebisa da TanamSromlobis principebs.

13 McDonald, John W.. “Multi-Track Diplomacy.” Beyond Intractability. Eds. Guy Burgess and Heidi 
Burgess. Conflict Research Consortium, University of Colorado, Boulder. Posted: September 
2003 http://www.beyondintractability.org/essay/multi-track_diplomacy/. 
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Tavi III

saqarTveloSi moRvawe saerTaSoriso  
mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebi da  

samoqalaqo iniciativebi

kvlevis mimdinareobis procesSi gamoikveTa oTxi ZiriTadi saer-
TaSoriso organizacia, romlebmac xelSesaxeb Sedegebs miaRwies 
dapirispirebul mosaxleobas Soris ndobis aRdgenis, arsebuli 
uaryofiTi stereotipebis ngrevisa da saSualo rgolis lide-
rebs Soris TanamSromlobis garemos Camoyalibebis mimarTule-
biT. am organizaciebis gamoyofis erT-erT mTavar kriteriumad 
gamoviyeneT maT mimarT arsebuli ndobis xarisxi, omis Sedegad 
gayofil orive sazogadoebas Soris. SeiZleba iTqvas, rom gam-
yofi xazebiT daSorebul mosaxleobas Soris reputaciis doniT, 
aseve ganxorcielebuli proeqtebis raodenobis (Sedegianobis) 
xarisxiT gamoirCeva Semdegi oTxi saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo 
organizacia:

1. Serigebis resursebi (Conciliation Resources)

2. saerTaSoriso gangaSi (International Alert)

3. kaliforniis universiteti irvainSi (Universityof California at Irvine)5

4. berghofis konfliqtebis kvlevis centri (Berghof Research Center for 
Constructive Conflict Management)

garda amisa, naSromis am TavSi moeqca aseve sxva adgilobrivi da 
saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo organizaciebis proeqtebic, romleb-
mac garkveuli gavlena moaxdines mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesze, 
Tumca, ZiriTadi aqcenti mainc zemoT aRniSnuli oTxi organizaciis 
mier ganxorcielebul proeqtebis analizzea gakeTebuli. 

saerTaSoriso orgainizaciebis saqmianobis Seswavlaze arCevanis 
gakeTeba gamoiwvia orma mizezma: 1) qarTul da afxazur samoqa-
laqo sazogadoebis organizaciebs ar gaaCndaT saSualeba rigi 
subieqturi Tu obieqturi mizezebis gamo, hqonodaT pirdapiri 
interaqcia saerTaSoriso donorebisa Tu arasamTavrobo organi-
zaciebisgan damoukideblad; 2) fasilitiis procesi xorcielde-
boda swored saerTaSorisi arasamTavrobo organizaciebis mier. 

am ori mizezis gaTvaliswinebiT SesaZlebelia iTqvas, rom saerTa-
Soriso CarTulobis gareSe qarTul-afxazuri samoqalaqo iniciati-
vebi, rogorc aseTi, ver iarsebebda an iarsebebda SezRuduli, mcire 
formiT. Sesabamisad, Cveni kvlevac, arsebuli mocemulobidan ga-
momdinare, daefuZna saerTaSoriso (arasamTavrobo) organizaciebis 
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gamocdilebis analizs, rac, bunebrivia, moicavs qarTul-afxazur 
samoqalaqo iniciativebs.

analizisiTvis SeirCa is proeqtebi, romelTac TavianTi formebi-
dan, xasiaTidan da masStabebidan gamomdinare, zemoqmedeba moaxdi-
nes rogorc konfliqtis struqturasa da procesze, aseve SeZles 
konkretuli Sedegebis miRweva samSvidobo procesis ganviTarebis 
mimarTulebiT.

3.1. dialogi da Sidasazogadoebrivi saqmianoba

winamdebare qveTavSi, romelic eZRvneba qarTul-afxazuri samoqa-
laqo dialogis proeqtebis ganxilvas, mocemulia ramdenime maTga-
nis detaluri aRwera. aqve vexebiT im sisusteebsa da problemebs, 
romelTa arsebobis gamo ver moxerxda konfliqtis transformacia 
sazogadoebriv doneze. 

„Slainingis procesi“14 „Slainingis procesi” aris erT-erTi umniS-
vnolevanesi proeqti, romelsac axorcielebda „Serigebis resurse-
bi” qarTul-afxazuri dialogis formatSi. proeqti mimdinareobda 
2000 wlis Tebervlidan. am proeqts „Slainingis procesi” simbolu-
rad ewoda, radgan pirveli Sexvedrebi gaimarTa qalaq SlainingSi 
(avsrtria). Tavdapirveli Sexvedrebis organizatori „Serigebis 
resursebTan” erTad iyo „berhofis kvleviTi centri”15.

pirveli sapilote Sexvedra ganxorcielda 1997 wlis ianvarSi qa-
laq SlainingSi „avstriis mSvidobisa da konfliqtis mogvarebis 
saswavlo centrSi”.

proeqtis gaaCnda sami konkretuli mizani:

1.	 mxardaWera aRmoeCina orive mxris samoqalaqo sazogadoebis 
warmomadgenelbisTvis, raTa maT ganeviTarebinaT sakuTari 
SesZleblobebi da gaeRrmavebinaT codna sakuTari interesebisa 
da moTxovnilebebis mixedviT;

2.	 ganeviTarebina Sesaferisi komunikaciis forumebi, rac saSuale-
bas miscemda gadawyvetilebis mimReb pirebs CamoeyalibebinaT 
konstruqciuli midgomebi da saerTo iniciativebi, ZiriTadi 
siZneleebis aRmofxvris mizniT.

3.	 Camoeyalibebina saerTo warmodgenebi (Sexedulebebi) proeqtis 
monawileebs Soris, rac saSualebas miscemda maT dialogis pro-

14 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/schlaining.php. 
15 ix. Oliver Wolleh, A Difficult Encounter d The Informal Georgian-Abkhazian Dialogue Process, 
2006, http://www.berghof-peacesupport.org/publications/SC_Difficult_Encounter.pdf. 
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cesi gadazrdiliyo praqtikul proeqtebSi, moqmedebebsa da 
politikur gadawyvetilebebSi16.

garda am sami ZiriTadi miznisa, proeqtis avtorebis amocanas 
warmoadgenda seminarebisTvis mieca winaswar Camoyalibebuli 
Teoriuli struqturis saxe, anu dialogis farglebSi momxdariyo 
„interaqciisa da TanamSromlobis” diagramis praqtikuli xorc-
Sesxma. es konceptualuri diagrama pirveli rigis amocanad isaxavs 
dialogis monawileebs Soris kontaqtis damyarebas, Semdgomi etapi 
gulisxmobs urTierTgagebis Camoyalibebas, problemuri sakiTxis 
ganxilvas, problemis mogvarebis Teoriuli scenaris SemuSavebasa 
da finalur etapze „saerTo moqmedebis” miRwevas. 

dialogis es formati Seiqmna politikosebisa da samoqalaqo aqti-
vistebisTvis. igi iZleoda saSualebas politikosebs daxurul re-
JimSi esaubraT mtkivneul Temebze da gaeanalizirebinaT maT winaSe 
arsebuli problemebi da moexdinaT am problemebis gadaWrisTvis 
axali ideebis generireba. proeqtis forma araoficialuri xasia-
Tis iyo, mxareebi ar iyvnen warmodgenilebi rogorc delegaciebi, 
Sesabamisad, ar xdeboda politikuri gadawyvetilebebis miReba. 
isini ar warmoadgendnen saxelwifo instituciebs da SexvedrebSi 
monawileobas iRebdnen rogorc eqspertebi. muSaoba eyrdnobada 
“CeTem hausis” princips, anu dauSvebeli iyo romelime monawilis 
an mxaris sajarod citireba, Tumca amave dros Sexvedrebze gaJRe-
rebuli ideebis gavrceleba daSvebuli iyo. konfidencialurobis 
am formiT uzrunvelyofili iyo muSaobis gulaxdili, pirdapiri 
da principuli xasiaTi. proeqtis arsebiTi nawili gaxldaT is, 
rom SexvedrebSi monawileobas Rebulobdnen mxolod qarTveli da 
afxazi maRali Tanamdebobis pirebi, politikosebi da eqspertebi. 
mesame mxare dialogis procesSi uSualod monawileobas ar iReb-
da. „Serigebis resursebs” (aseve ”berhofis centrs” 2004 wlamde) 
gaaCnda mxolod fasilitatoris roli. es procesi iyo erTaderTi 
formati, sadac qarTvel da afxaz politikosebs regularulad da 
Tanmimdevrulad eZleodaT saSualeba mesame mxareebis gavlenis 
gareSe ewarmoebinaT araformaluri dialogi; mowinaaRmdege mxa-
ris poziciebisa da interesebis SeswavliTa da gaTvaliswinebiT 
ganesazRvraT sakuTari strategia da taqtikuri nabijebi; dia-
logis formiT daakonkretebinaT erTmaneTis xedvebi sxvadasxva 
sakiTxze da, Sesabamisad, moemzadebinaT momavali oficialuri Tu 
araoficialuri Sexvedrebi; 2000 wlis Tebervlidan 2007 wlis ivli-
samde „Slainingis procesis” proeqtis farglebSi sul 20 samuSao 
Sexvedra-seminari Catarda.

16 iqve. 
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„Slainingis procesis“ dadebiTi maxasiaTeblebi SesaZlebelia Ca-
movayaliboT Semdegi saxiT: 

1. proeqtis masStaburoba, rac gulisxmobs konfliqtis orive 
mxridan monawileebis solidur raodenobas (proeqtSi monawileoba 
miiRo sul 56 adamianma afxazuri - da 59 qarTuli mxridan)

2. proeqtis soliduroba da politikur procesze mniSvnelovani 
zegavlenis areboba. proeqtis am dadebiT maxasiTebls adasturebs 
iseTi pozitiuri dokumentebis Seqmna, rogorebicaa, „momavlis ga-
saRebi“18 da „saqarTvelos saxelmwifoSi afxazeTis gansakuTrebuli 
statusis Sesaxeb koncefcia“. miuxedavad imisa, rom arc erTi am 
dokumentis realizeba ar momxdara, TviT aseTi pozitiuri da orive 
mxaris interesebze dafuZnebuli dokumentebis arseboba miuTiTebs 
„Slainingis procesis“ mniSvnelovan zegavlenaze. 

3. proeqtis informaciuloba. es maxasiaTebeli SesaZlebelia gai-
Salos Semdegi saxiT: imis gaTvaliswinebiT, rom „Slainingis pro-
cesSi“ monawileobas iRebdnen politikosebi, es viTareba iZleoda 
SesaZleblobas mxareebs Soris momxdariyo informaciis gacvla da 
arsebuli poziciebis revizia. is faqti, rom am proeqtiT gaTvaliswi-
nebuli Sexvedrebi araoficialur saxes atarebda, politikosebs 
saSualebas aZlevda dialogi ewarmoebinaT populizmis gareSe da ar 
yofiliyvnen SeboWilebi orive sazogadoebaSi konfliqtis Sedegad 
Camoyalibebuli miTebiTa da stereotipebiT.

miuxedavad imisa, rom zemoT aRweril procesSi orive mxridan mo-
nawileobdnen umaRlesi Tanamdebobis pirebi, mainc ver moxerxda 
qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis konstruqciul sibrtyeze gadayvana. 
es ganpirobebuli iyo rigi faqtorebiT, romlebsac naSromis das-
kvniT nawilSi SevexebiT. 

„Slainingis procesis“ bolo Sexvedra Catarda 2007 wlis 26-30 
ivliss qalaq londonSi. am procesis erT-erTi organizato-
risa da aqtiuri monawilis paata zaqareiSvilis mosazrebiT, 
proeqtis SeCerebis erT-erTi ZiriTadi mizezi iyo saqarTvelos 
xelisuflebis mier konfliqtebis kuTxiT poziciebis radika-
luri cvlileba. misi azriT, saqarTvelos mTavrobam scada 
qarTul-afxazuri da qarTul-osuri konfliqti gadaeyvana 
qarTul-rusuli dapirispirebis sibtryeSi. aseTi viTarebidan 
gamomdinare, saqarTvelos xelisuflebas xels aRar aZlevda 

18 „es dokumenti ar iyo „Slainingis procesis“ pirdapiri Sedegi, Tumca misi erT-
erTi avtori iyo monawile am procesisa. Sesabamisad ideebi romelic am dokument-
Sia Cadebuli, SesaZloa ganpirobebuli iyo Sexvedrebze miRebuli gamocdilebiT“, 
jonaTan koeni („Serigebis resursebi“, programebis direqtori). 
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qarTul-afxazuri dialogis procesis gagrZeleba. Sesabamisad, 
miiRes sxvadasxva saxis zomebi, romlebic gardauvals gaxdida 
„Slainingis procesis“ SeCerebas. zaqareiSvili erT-erT sta-
tiaSi19 aRwers, Tu rogor iblokeboda „Slainingis procesi“ 
nabij-nabij. misi TqmiT, mTavrobam procesis dablokvis mizniT, 
sakuTari gavlenis qveS myof politikosebs aukrZala Sexvedre-
bSi monawileoba, ris Sedegadac dialogis procesis gagrZeleba 
am formatSi SeuZlebeli gaxda. 

kaliforniis universiteti (irvaini) 1997 wlidan moyolebuli, 
pola garbis proeqtis farglebSi regularulad awyobs seminar-
Sexvedrebs, sadac qarTuli da afxazuri sazogadoebis warmomad-
genlebi dialogis formatSi ganixilaven sxvadasxva problemur 
sakiTxs. dialogs gaaCnia tranfarantuli saxe, rac gulisxmobs 
Sexvedrebiso mimdinareobis Caweras da Semdgom naSromis saxiT 
gamocemas. am proeqtis farglebSi gamoica 14 krebuli. naSromis 
dasaxelebaa “The aspects of Georgian-Abkhazian conflict”, igi gamodis, ru-
sul da inglisur enebze (mimoxilva). naSromis naxva SesaZlebelia 
internetis saSualebiTac20. 

„Slainigis procesisgan” gansxvavebiT, es proeqti ganekuTvneba meo-
re donis dipolmatias, ramdenadac masSi mxolod_ samoqalaqo se-
qtoris warmomadgenlebi monawileoben. paata zaqareiSvilis azriT, 
sawyis etapze proeqtis farglebSi gamocemuli wignebi (“The aspects 
of Georgian-Abkhazian conflict”) ar sargeblobda didi popularobiT, 
Tumca dResdReobiT es tendencia Secvlilia da ramdenime nomeri 
xelmeored ibeWdeba.

proeqtis ZiriTad miznebs warmoadgens:

1.	 mxari dauWiros konstruqciul dialogs da TanamSromlobas 
qarTul da afxazur sazogadoebebs Soris;

2.	 wvlili Seitanos konfliqtis transformaciis Teoriis ganvi-
TarebaSi, konfliqtis dinamikaze araoficialuri diplomatiis 
zegavlenaze dakvirvebiT;

3.	 proeqtis Sedegebis gavrceleba rogorc regionSi, aseve saer-
TaSoriso organizaciebsa da specialistebSi, romlebic daka-
vebuli arian konfliqtebis mogvarebis sakiTxebiT21.

yovel Sexvedraze ganixileboda gansxvavebuli sakiTxebi da Temebi, 
romlebic, ZiriTadad, exeboda orive mxarisTvis aqtualur aspe-
qtebs: „araoficialuri diplomatiis roli samSvidobo procesSi“, 
„kulturis memkvidreobiToba saxelmwifo mSeneblobis konteqstSi“, 
„kavkasiaSi stabilurobis SeTanxmebis ganxilva da samSvidobo pro-
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cesis strategia“, „ZiriTadi interesebisa da mxareTa interesebis 
analizi urTierTqmedebis modelebis SemuSavebisas“, „cvlilebebis 
dro“, „ruseTis roli: miTebi da realoba“, „saqarTvelos natoSi 
Sesvlis SesaZlo Sedegebi qarTul-afxazuri mSvidobiani procesis 
kuTxiT“. dialogis procesis efeqturobas zrdida am procesebSi 
monawile maRali donis saerTaSoriso eqspertebi, maT Soris aSS-s, 
evropis, ruseTis samecniero kvleviTi da arasamTavrobo organi-
zaciebis warmomadgenlebi.

proeqtis am formatma xeli Seuwyo dialogis process, afxazur 
da qarTul samoqalaqo sazogadoebebSi tolerantobis kulturis 
amaRlebas. samoqalaqo sazogadoebis warmomadgenlebi, politiko-
sebisgan gansxvavebiT, Riad afiqsirbdnen sakuTar poziciebs yvela-
ze mtkivneul sakiTxebzec ki, rac oficialur donis Sexvedrebze 
SeuZlebeli iqneboda.

am proeqtis dadebiT mxereebidan SesaZlebelia gamovyoT Semdegi 
maxasiaTeblebi:

1.	 proeqtis gamWvirvaleoba, rac gamoixateboda yoveli Sexvedris 
stenogramirebasa da Semdeg publikaciebis saxiT gamocemaSi;

2.	 proeqtis masStaburoba, rac gamoixata Sexvedrebisa da monawi-
leebis did raodenobaSi;

3.	 sazogadoebis informirebuloba - gamoSvebuli publikaciebis 
saSualebiT.

garda zemoT aRniSnuli proeqtebisa, unda aRiniSnos saerTaSoriso 
arasamTavrobo organizaciis „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ saqmianoba 
qarTul-afxazuri dialogis ganviTarebis saqmeSi. „saerTaSori-
so gangaSi” qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis kuTxiT samoqalaqo 
iniciativebs axorcielebs 1997 wlidan. regionSi organizaciis 
mizania daexmaros gaxleCil sazogadoebebs iseTi struqturebis 
SeqmnaSi, romlebic xels Seuwyobs mSvidobis mSeneblobas, gavlenas 
moaxdens mTavrobasa da sazogadoebis sxva fenebze sxvadasxva jgu-
febSi ndobis mSneneblobis saSualebiT22. „saerTaSoriso gangaSis” 
erT-erT mniSvnelovan da originalur proeqts warmoadgenda e.w. 
mwerlebis proeqti, romlis farglebSi gamoica wigni „samxreT 
kavkasieli mwerlebi omis Sesaxeb”. aRniSnul wignSi Tavmoyrilia 

19 http://zakareishvili.com//index.php?categoryid=1&p2_articleid=3. 
20 Publications From Georgian-Abkhaz Dialogue Conferences, http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cpb/
progs/projpubs.htm. 
21 Publications From Georgian-Abkhaz Dialogue Conferences, http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cpb/
progs/projpubs.htm. 
22 http://www.international-alert.org/caucasus/index.php?t=1. 
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afxazi, qarTveli, azerbaijaneli, somexi da osi mwerlebis nawar-
moebebi omis Sesaxeb23.

meoTxe mniSvnelovan proeqts, romelic iTvaliswinebda qarTul-
afxazuri samoqalaqo dialogis xelSewyobas, warmoadgenda Cr-
diloeT irlandiis proeqti, romelic, faqtiurad, „Slainingis 
procesis“ farglebSi aRmocenda. es proeqti moicavda CrdiloeT 
irlandiasa da did britaneTSi saswavlo vizitebs, sadac xdeboda 
CrdiloeT irlandiis samSvidobo procesis politikuri, usafr-
Txoebisa da ekonomikuri aspeqtebis ganxilva da maTi qarTul-
afxazuri konfliqtis konteqstTan Sedareba24. 

3.2. axalgazrduli dialogi

saerTaSoriso da adgilobrivi saerTaSoriso mSvidobis mSene-
blobis organizaciebis saqmianobis kidev erT damatebiT kom-
ponents warmoadgenda axalgazrdebTan muSaoba, ramdenadac 
axalgazrdebi momavali ganviTarebisa da socialuri transfor-
maciis ZiriTad mamoZravebel Zalas warmoadgens25. am mimarTu-
lebiT samoqalaqo iniciativebis ZiriTad mizani iyo konfliqtis 
Sedegad gayofil sazogadoebebSi axalgazrdebs Soris ndobis 
Seneba da momavlis liderebis formireba, romlebic SemdgomSi 
moaxerxebdnen saerTo enis gamonaxvasa da erToblivi strate-
giebis Camoyalibebas26. winamdebare qveTavSi ganxilulia ori 
mniSvnelovani axalgazrduli proeqti, maTi struqtura, Ziri-
Tadi Zlieri da susti mxareebi. 

“axalgazrdebis dialogis proeqti” (axorcielebs „Serigebis re-
sursebi“) - daiwyo 2007 wels da dRemde grZeldeba (2011). proeqtis 
faglebSi konfliqtis zonis farglebs gareT Catarda 5 Sexvedra27. 
proeqtis samizne jgufSi Sedian 18-28 wlis axalgazrdebi, romlebic 
sakuTari sazogadoebis aqtiuri wevrebi (axalgazrda liderebi) 
arian28.

23 iqve. 
24 http://www.microconflict.eu/publications/PWP3_NM_NP.pdf. 
25 http://www.berghof-handbook.net/documents/publications/schell_faucon_hb.pdf. 
26 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/youth_dialogue_project.php. 
27  „2007 wlamde “Serigebis resursebi“ axorcielebda saerTaSoriso sazafxulo 
skolis proeqts biWvinTaSi yovelwliurad, romelSic monawileobdnen qarTveli 
axalgazrdebic. am proeqtis farglebSi 2002-2006 wlebSi biWvinTaSi gaimarTa 
xuTi saerTaSoriso sazafxulo skola, romelSic monawileoba miiRo daaxloebiT 
170 axalgazrdam, maT Soris 20 qarTvelma“, mira sovakari („Serigebis resursebi“, 
kavkasiuri proeqtebis menejeri). 
28 Conciliation Resources, Youth Dialogue Project, , http://www.c-r.org/our work/caucasus/
youth_dialogue_project.php. 
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proeqtis mizania qarTvel da afxaz axalgazrdebs mieces konfli-
qtis gaanalizebisa da erTmaneTis poziciebis gaziarebis SesaZle-
bloba. proeqti dafuZnebulia im mosazrebaze, rom, ramdenadac 
axalgazrda Taobas ar aqvs saSualeba pirdapiri kontaqtebi hqondeT 
„mowinaaRmdege” mxaresTan, Sesabamisad, unda SemuSavebuliyo iseTi 
formati, sadac axalgazrda liderebs erTmaneTTan am sakiTxebze 
dialogisa da diskusiis gamarTva SeeZlebodaT29.

zogierT Sexvedras gaaCnda „saswavlo vizitis” saxe, rac gulisx-
mobda monawileTaTvis saerTaSoriso organizaciebis struqturisa 
da saqmianobis principebis gacnobas, aseve Sexvedrebis mowyobas 
Zaladobrivi konfliqtiT dazaralebul adamianebTan, arsebuli 
gamocdilebisa da gakveTilebis gaziarebis mizniT. aseTi tipis 
Sexvedrebis saSualebiT evropul dedaqalaqebSi myof gadawyveti-
lebebis mimReb pirebs aqvT saSualeba moisminon uSualod qarTveli 
da afxazi axalgazrdebisgan Tu rogor xedaven isini maT momavals 
regionSi da ras elian isini evropuli institutebisgan. am kuTxiT, 
proeqtis dRis wersrigSi yovelTvis gaTvaliswinebulia axalga-
zrdebis Sexvedra saerTaSoriso eqspertebTan da diplomatebTan30. 

 „axalgazrduli dialogis proeqtSi“ monawileobis principi sxva 
msgavsi proeqtebisgan gansxvavebulia. kerZod, arsebobs rotaciis 
gansazRvuli wesi, romlis mixedviT, yovel axal SexvedraSi monawi-
leebis erT mesameds mainc unda Seadgendes winare Sexvedrebis mo-
nawileebi. rotaciis aseTi principis mizans warmoadgens, erTi mxriv, 
axalgazrdebis kompetenciis gazrda, meore mxriv ki, ndobis mudmivi 
mSenebloba momaval politikur Tu sazogadoebriv liderebs Soris. 
proeqtis koordinatorebi cdiloben procesSi aqtiurad CarTon 
axalgazrdebi regionebidan. proeqtis farglebSi ganxorcielebul 
ormxriv SexvedrebSi CarTulia minimum ori devnili. Tavis mxriv, 
aseTi midgoma xels uwyobs proeqtis samizne jgufis gafarToebas, 
ramdenadac igi ar Semoifargleba mxolod dedaqalaqSi mcxovrebi 
axalgazrdebis CarTulobiT. 

„Serigebis resursebis“ adgilobrivi partniorebis azriT, proeqts 
gaaCnia rigi dadebiTi maxaisaTeblebisa. pirvel rigSi, axalgazrdebs 
eZlevaT TavianT TanatolebTan urTierTobis saSualeba, rac xels 
uwyobs minimum personaluri urTierTobebis Camoyalibebas. aseTi 
urTierTobebi ki SesaZlebelia momavalSi partniorobis da pozi-
tiuri mSvidobis Camoyalibebis erT-erT winapirobad iqcs. garda 
amisa, Sexvedrebidan dabrunebuli monawileebi acnobiereben, rom 

29 iqve. 
30 magaliTisTvis ix. http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/documents/Youth_Dialogue_Brus-
sels_2010_report.pdf.
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ZiriTadi problema TavianTi sazogadoebis SexedulebebSia, rac rig 
SemTxvevebSi maTTvis adgilobriv gamowvevad iqceva. magaliTisTvis 
SegviZlia moviyvanoT „axalgazrduli organizacia pirvelebis“ aq-
tivoba saqarTvelos sazogadoebis SigniT, romelic miznad isaxavs 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebis CarTulobis amaRlebas qarTul-afxazuri 
konfliqtis transformaciis kuTxiT. aRsaniSnavia is faqti, rom am 
organizaciis birTvi dakomleqtebulia im axalgazrdebiT, romle-
bic monawileobas iRebdnen „Serigebis resursebis“ mier organi-
zebul qarTul-afxazur dialogSi. am axalgazrdebis saqmianoba 
ZiriTadad moicavs sajaro diskusiebisa da studenturi Sexvedre-
bis formatSi sazogadoebis farTo fenebisTvis qarTul-afxazuri 
dialogis pozitiuri Sedegebis gacnobasa da samSvidobo ideebis 
kultivirebas sociumis axalgazrdul nawilSi31. 

daskvnis saxiT SesaZlebelia iTqvas, rom proeqtis dadebiT mxares 
warmoadgens misi meTodologiuri aspeqti, romelic maqsimalurad 
xels uwyobs axalgazrdebs Soris ndobis mSeneblobas da uzrun-
velyofs mSvidobiani sivrcis arsebobas dialogisTvis. garda amisa, 
dialogis aseTi saxe xels uwyobs mtris xatis fenomenis dekons-
truirebasa da uaryofiTi stereotipebis Semcirebas. rogorc 
proeqtis erT-erTi aqtiuri monawile, kote Cokoraia, aRniSna-
vs, afxaz axalgazrdobaSi, subieqturi Tu obieqturi mizezebis 
gamo, bavSvobidan inergeba iseTi diskursebi, romlebic qarTul-
afxazuri konfliqtis transformaciaze dadebiTad ar an/da ver 
aisaxeba. misi azriT, swored am cru diskursebis dekonstruqcia 
warmoadgens axalagzrduli dialogis erT-erT ZiriTad amocanas.

 proeqtis uaryofiT mxared ki SegviZlia CavTvaloT monawileTa 
SezRuduli raodenoba, rac ver emsaxureba dapirispirebul sazo-
gadoebebSi mSvidobis upiratesobis, rogorc aseTis, da saxalxo 
diplomatiis, rogorc konfliqtis transformaciisTvis erT-erTi 
ZiriTadi saSualebis, popularizacias. Tumca proeqtis monawilee-
bis mravaljeradi seminarebi regionebSi garkveulwilad am naklis 
kompensirebas axdens.

garda amisa, proeqts gaaCnia damatebiT erTi sisuste, kerZod 
proeqtis arasaTanado sainformacio politika, raSic igulisxmeba 
is mniSvnelovani aspeqti, rom am proeqtis Sesaxeb ar xdeba infor-
maciis saTanadod gavrceleba, ar xdeba informaciis ganTavseba so-
cialur da sainformacio qselebSi. aseTi midgoma amcirebs proeqtSi 
sazogadoebis axalgazrduli nawilis CarTulobas, rac saTanadod 
ver aisaxeba konfliqtis transformaciis procesze. 

31 http://pirvelebi.ge/index.htm. 
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„CarTuloba dialogis gziT“32 - proeqti xorcieldeba evrokomi-
siis finansuri mxardaWeriT. qarTul-afxazuri da qarTuli-osuri 
dialogis formatSi berghofis centri, danarCen oTx saerTaSoriso 
da adgilobriv partnior organizaciebTan33 erTad, atarebs axal-
gazrda liderebis saswavlo Sexvedrebs. proeqts gaaCnia ramdenime 
mizani, kerZod:

1.	 gaafarTovos sivrce pirdapiri interaqciisTvis konfliqtiT 
daSoriSorebul sazogadoebebs Soris;

2.	 xeli Seuwyos SesaZleblobebis zrdas axalgazrda liderebSi, 
raTa maT mieceT saSualeba imsjelon maT sazogadoebebSi arse-
buli problemebis gadawyvetis kompleqsur modelebze;

3.	 aseve maT mieceT SesaZlebloba gamoikvlion mSvidobis mSeneb-
lobis procesis SesaZleblobebi da SezRudvebi34.

proeqtis farglebSi saswavlo Sexvedrebi imarTeba moldovasa da 
kosovoSi, sadac monawileebi xvdebian adgilobriv Jurnalistebs, 
eqspertebs, mecnierebsa da politikosebs. kosovosa da moldovas 
(dnespispireTis) konfliqtis magaliTze monawileebs aqvT saSua-
leba gaanalizon qarTul-afxazuri da qarTul-osuri konfliqte-
bi, moaxdinon Sedarebebi da dainaxon gansxvavebebi, aseve, ipovon 
saerTo Sexebis wertilebi da gamoikvlion is gzebi, romliTac 
SesaZlebelia am konfliqtebis mSvidobiani daregulireba.

TiToeul vizitSi monawileobas iRebs 12 monawile (6 saqarTve-
lodan, danarCeni eqvsi afxazeTsa da samxreT oseTidan). Sexve-
drebi grZeldeba eqvsi samuSao dRis manZilze. samuSao jgufis 
fasilitacias awarmoeben berhofis centri da sxva saerTaSoriso 
arasamTavrobo organizaciebi, romlebic CarTuli arian aRniS-
nul proeqtSi.

rogorc proeqtis qarTveli koordinatori, TinaTin asaTiani aR-
niSnavs, proeqtis miznebic da samizne jgufis Sedgenis principebi 
orientirebulia momavalze. misi mosazrebiT, proeqtis Sedegiano-
baze msjeloba mxolod momavalSi iqneba SesaZlebeli, radgan miz-
nebi momavalzea gaTvlili. es proeqti ar Semoifargleba mxolod 
sazRvargareT konfliqturi sazogadoebebidan gamosuli axalga-
zrdebis SexvedriT. samSobloSi dabrunebis Semdgom adgilobriv 
(koordinator) organizaciebSi mudmivad imarTeba Sexvedrebi, 
sadac xdeba gamocdilebisa da STabeWdilebebis gaziareba. garda 
amisa, ewyoba gasvliTi Sexvedrebi regionebSi, sadac axalgazrdebi 

32 http://www.caucasus-dialog.net/Caucasus-Dialog/Welcome.html. 
33 iqve. 
34 iqve. 
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TavianT Tanatolebs uziareben afxazebsa da osebTan arsebuli 
urTierTobebis gamocdilebas.

aRsaniSnavia isic, rom monawileTa kontigenti ar Semoifargleba 
dedaqalaqis masStabiT. proeqtis koordinatorebi cdiloben Sexve-
drebSi erTi monawile mainc waradginon regionidan. es xels uwyobs 
samSvidobo infrastruqturis mSeneblobas mTeli qveynis masStabiT.

„axalgazrduli dialogis proeqtisgan“ („Serigebis resursebi“)35 
gansxvavebiT, am proeqtSi monawileebis SerCeva xdeba Zveli mo-
nawileebis rekomendaciebis safuZvelze. monawileebis SerCevis 
aseTi meTodi aZlierebs gundurobis gancdas da xels uwyobs maT 
koleqtiur qmedebebs Sida socialuri cvlilebebis mosaxdenad. 
aseTi qmedebebis mkafio magaliTs warmoadgens proeqtis Sedegad 
Camoyalibebuli axalgazrduli jgufis mier momzadebuli mimarTva, 
romlis mizans warmoadgenda e.w. „modalobebis“ dokumentSi (sa-
qarTvelos okupirebul teritoriebze saqmianobis warmarTvis 
wesebi)36 cvlilebebis inicireba37. 

sabolood ki SeiZleba gamovitanoT daskvna, rom proeqti „CarTulo-
ba dialogis gziT“ atarebs kompleqsur xasiaTs da orientirebulia 
momavalze. organizatorebis profesionalizmi ki aris erT-erTi 
ZiriTadi winapiroba proeqtis warmatebisa.

3.3. Sidasazogadoebrivi proeqtebi 

mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis Sidasazogadoebrivi saq-
mianoba qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis transformaciis kuTxiT 
fokusirebuli iyo konfliqtiT dazaralebul da marginalur jgu-
febTan muSaobaze. mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis ZiriTad 
beneficiarebs am mimarTulebiT warmoadgendnen: devnilebi, eqs-
kombatantebi, Zaladobis Sedegad fizikurad dazaralebuli pirebi 
(gansakuTrebiT bavSvebi, romelTac esaWiroebodaT fsiqologiuri 
reabilitacia). 

devnilebTan muSaobis kuTxiT gansakuTrebiT aRsaniSnavia „Seri-
gebis resursebis“ saqmianoba. „Serigebis resurebis“ ZalisxmeviT 
Camoyalibda koalicia, romelic aerTianebs 20 devnilebis sakiTxeb-
ze momuSave arasamTavrobo organizaciebs. am koaliciis saqmianoba 

35 ix. gv. 11-13.
36 http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/statement.pdf. 
37  es dokumenti momzadda axalgazrdebis jgufis mier, romlebic monawileobdnen 
proeqt „CarTuloba dialogis gziT“. dokuments xeli moawera am proeqtis yvela 
monawilem, rac Semdgom gadaeca reintegraciis sakiTxebSi saqarTvelos saxelm-
wifo ministris aparats. ix. danarTi. 2. 
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moicavs: devnilebis Temaze saerTo analizis Catarebas, ZiriTad 
aqtorebs Soris informaciis gacvlas, devnilebis integraciisa da 
uflebebis dacvis xelSewyobas, devnilebis uflebebis advokatire-
bas. am koaliciis erT-erTi warmomadgeneli miwveuli iyo mrCevlad 
mTavrobis mier iZulebiT gadaadgilebulTa pirTa Sesaxeb strate-
giis SesamuSaveblad38. 

„Serigebis resursebis“ mxardaWeriT, 2009 wlidan afxazeTSi funq-

cionirebs tele-studia asarkia (“Asarkia”)39. am studiis ZalisxmeviT 
mzaddeba sxvadasxva saxis reportaJebi afxazeTSi mimdinare sazo-
gadoebrivi movlenebis Sesaxeb. reportaJebis nawili eZRvneba afxa-
zeTSi mcxovreb eTnikur qarTvelebs. es proeqti aseve iTvaliswinebs 
gazeT „adamianebi da dro“-s gamoSvebas. am gazeTis Temebi ZiriTadad 
fokusirebulia sam raionze: oCamCire, gali da tyvarCeli. gazeTi 
exeba am raionebSi mimdinare movlenebs, samoqalaqo seqtors, aseve 
moTxrobilia am raionebSi mcxovrebi adamianebis istoriebi40. mira 
sovakaris mosazrebiT, afxazur mosaxleobaSi kvlav arsebobs uar-
yofiTi stereotipebi da undobloba qarTveli mosaxleobis mimarT. 
es proeqti emsaxureba swored am stereotipebis ngrevasa da afxazur 
sazogadoebaSi qarTvelebis Sesaxeb pozitiuri sazogadoebrivi 
azris formirebas. 

afxazeTSi Sidasazogadoebrivi saqmianobis kuTxiT gansakuTrebiT 
mniSvnelovania „humanitaruli programebis centris“ saqmianoba, 
romelic moicavs Semdeg aqtivobebs: 

1.	 saswrafo daxmarebis aRmoCena Zaladobis Sedegad dazaralebuli 
pirebisTvis; 

2.	 omiT dazaralebuli adamianebis reabilitacia; 

3.	 qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis Sesaxeb audio-vizualuri arqivis 
momzadeba; 

4.	 adgilobrivi arasamTavrobo organizaciebis SesaZloblobebis 
ganviTareba; 

5.	 eqs-kombatantebis reintegracia. 

1994 wlidan „humanitaruli programebis centris“ saqmianoba Ziri-
Tadad fokusirebuli iyo omis Sedegad dazaralebuli adamianebis 
fsiqologiur reabilitaciaze, Tumca, garkveuli periodis Semdgom 
am organizaciis saqmianobis areali gafarTovda da moicva iseTi sa-
kiTxebi rogoricaa demokratiuli Rirebulebebisa da politikuri 
38 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/idp-network.php. 
39 http://www.asarkia.info/. 
40 http://www.asarkia.info/upload/people_and_times/n24.pdf. 
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pluralizmis mxardaWera afxazur sazogadoebaSi. „Serigebis resur-
sebis“ mxardaWeriT es organizacia gamoscemda Jurnals „samoqala-
qo sazogadoeba“. garda amisa „humanitaruli programebis centri“ 
atarebs treiningebs maswavleblebisTvisa da axalgazrdebisTvis 
samoqalaqo ganaTlebis sakiTxebze da amave dros muSaobs adgilo-
brivi mmarTveli struqturebis reformirebaze. 

am organizaciis ZalisxmeviT, qarTul organizaciebTan partnioro-
biT, ganxorcielda ramdenime sazafxulo banaki qarTveli devnili 
bavSvebisa da afxazebis monawileobiT41. 

zemoT aRniSnuli organizaciebis garda, Sidasazogadoebriv doneze 
konfliqtis transformaciis sakiTxze momuSave ZiriTad aqtorebs 
warmoadgendnen: arasamTavrobo organizacia „ojaxi“, qalTa orga-
nizacia - kulturuli da humanitaruli fondi „soxumi“, asociacia 
„daexmare sakuTar Tavs“, „afxazeTidan iZulebiT gadaadgilebul 
qalTa asociacia“ da a.S. rogorc zemoT aRvniSneT, am organizaciebis 
ZiriTad beneficiarebs warmoadgendnen devnilebi da omis Sedegad 
dazaralebuli sxva pirebi. 

Sejameba

dialogze orientirebul proeqtebze saubris Sejamebisas SeiZleba 
iTqvas, rom am proeqtebis saSualebiT moxerxda mcire jgufebis 
Camoyalobeba samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebSi. Tumca, 
aqve unda aRiniSnos, rom farTo sazogadoebis ganwyobebze maTi 
gavlena sakmaod mcirea rogorc afxazeTSi, aseve saqarTvelos da-
narCen nawilSi. amas adasturebs is gamokiTxvebi, romlebic Catarda 
konfliqtiT daSorebul sazogadoebebSi. magaliTisTvis, 2009 wels 
amerikeli da rusi eqspertebis mier Catarebuli socialuri gamo-
kiTxvebidan irkveva, rom afxazeTis teritoriaze mcxovrebi eT-
nikurad afxazi mosaxleobis daaxloebiT 58% procenti calsaxad 
acxadebs, rom ar SeuZlia sxvebs apatios 1992-1993 wlebSi Cadenili 
Zaladoba; amave kvlevis mixedviT, eTnikurad afxazi mosaxleobis 
mxolo 9%-s SeuZlia apatios sxvebs omis dros Cadenili Zaladoba42. 
rac Seexeba saqarTvelos sazogadoebas, am mxriv mniSvnelovania 
2010 wels „Serigebis resursebisa“ da „kavkasiis kvleviTi resurse-
bis“ mier Catarebuli kvleva43, romelic exeboda devnilebis ganw-
yobebis analizs iZulebiT gadaadgilebis, dabrunebis, konfliqtis 
mogvarebisa da samarTlianobs sakiTxebTan dakavSirebiT. kvleva 

41 http://www.microconflict.eu/publications/PWP3_NM_NP.pdf. 
42 http://www.colorado.edu/ibs/pec/defacto_states/docs/OLoughlinEtal_InsideAbkhazia.pdf. 
43 ht tp: / /www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/documents/IDPs_2011/IDPs%20in%20 
Georgia_Final.pdf. 
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Catarda devnilTa kompaqturi Casaxlebis adgilebSi. am kvlevis 
mixedviT, irkveva, rom gamokiTxul devnilTa 20% miiCnevs, rom 
konfliqtis gadawyvetis gzad samxedro saSualebebi gamoyenebu-
li unda iyos mxolod ukidures SemTxvevaSi, 6% ki konfliqtebis 
gadawyvetis Zalismier gzas emxroba. aqedan SesaZlebelia gamovi-
tanoT daskvna, rom gamokiTxulTa 26% kvlav uSvebs Zalismieri 
saSualebebis gamoyenebas konfliqtis gadawyvetis erT-erT Zi-
riTad saSualebad, rac, Tavis mxriv, miuTiTebs samoqalaqo sazo-
gadoebis organizaciebis, kerZod ki, dialogis procesis farTo 
sazogadoebaze arasakmarisi gavlenis arsebobaze. Tu mxedvelobaSi 
miviRebT im faqtsac, rom devnilebi warmoadgendnen im socialur 
jgufs, romelTanac yvelaze didi saqmianoba gaswies samoqalaqo 
sazogadoebis organizaciebma da mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesSi 
CarTulma aqtivistebma, es mdgomareoba SesaZlebelia SevafasoT 
rogorc mZime. zemoT aRniSnuli wanamZRvrebidan SesaZlebelia 
vivaraudoT, rom saqarTvelos sazogadoebis danarCen nawilSi 
situacia bevrad ufro mZimea44. 

eqspertTa nawili dialogis procesze saubrisas aRniSnavs, rom 
qarTul-afxazuri dialogis gavlena Zaladobrivi konfliqtiT 
daSorebul sazogadoebebs Soris sakmaod mcirea. „saerTaSoriso 
krizisebis jgufis“ mkvlevaris, medea turaSvilis, mosazrebiT, 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebma da mSvidobis mSeneb-
lobs aqtivistebma ver moaxerxes konfliqtis transformaciis 
idea eqciaT samoqalaqo moZraobad da es idea darCa mxolod mcire 
jgufebisa da calkeuli eqspertebis doneze. misi TqmiT, amas ga-
napirobebs sxvadasxva faqtorebi, romelTagan umniSvnelovanesia 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebisgan damoukideblad ar-
sebuli faqtorebi (iseTebi, rogoricaa: kontrolirebadi media da 
sazogadoebrivi TviT-regulaciis formebi, mTavrobis negatiuri 
ganwyoba dialogis mimarT da amis Sedegad warmoqmnili dabrko-
lebebi), meore mxriv ki, Tavad samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organi-
zaciebis sisusteebi, kerZod elitizmi, koordinaciis simcire, 
proaqtiulobis nakleboba, institucionaluri aramdgradoba 
da a.S. misi azriT, swored es faqtorebi ganapirobeben am kuTxiT 

44  „mocemuli cnobebis mixedviT Cvens mier Catarebuli analizi ewinaaRmdegeba 
zemoT naxseneb mosazrebas: rasakvirvelia am kuTxiT kidev bevria gasakeTebeli, 
Tumca Cveni afxazi partniorebi Zalian gakvirvebuli iyvnen am 59%-iani maCven-
ebliT, romlebic ewinaaRmdegebian konfliqtis Zalismieri gziT gadawyvetas, 
ramdenadac isini moelodnen rom Zalismieri meTodebis gamoyenebis momxreTa 
bevrad ufro maRal maCvenebels. 1995 wlis gamokiTxvis Sedegebis mixedviT, 
romelic Caatara „norvegiis ltolvilTa sabWom“, devnilTa mesamedi miiCnevda 
rom dabruneba SesaZlebeli iyo mxolod mSvidobiani saSualebiT“, mira sovakari, 
(„Serigebis resursebi“, kavkasiuri proeqtebis menejeri). 



26

momuSave samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebis warumateb-
lobas. aRsaniSnavia, rom amave mosazrebas iziarebs „Serigebis 
resursebis“ kavkasiuri proeqtebis menejeri mira sovakari. misi 
SefasebiT, ZiriTadi problema, romelic saerTaSoriso da ad-
gilobrivi mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis winaSe dgas, 
aris dialogis procesis arasrulfasovani gavrceleba gayofil 
sazogadoebebSi. Tumca, igi amave dros aRniSnavs rom es problema 
ufro metad dakavSirebuli samoqalaqo kulturisa da aqtivizmis 
naklebobasTan samxreT kavkasiaSi da ara mSvidobis mSeneblobis 
organizaciebis sisuteebTan. 

rac Seexeba mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis Sidasazoga-
doebriv muSaobas, mis ZiriTad naklovanebaa is, rom es saqmianoba 
ZiriTadad foukisirebuli iyo Zaladobis Sedegad dazaralebul 
socialur jgufebze da naklebad (an arasrulad) iTavliswinebda 
sazogadoebis farTo fenebTan muSaobas. amas emateba isic, rom 
mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis ofisebi ZiriTad ganlage-
buli iyo dedaqalaqSi da regionebSi maTi saqmianoba mizeruli iyo 
(Tu ar CavTvliT samegrelos)45. esec gaxldaT damatebiTi faqtori 
konfliqtis transformaciis procesis farTo sazogadoebaSi gau-
vrceleblobisa. 

rac Seexeba afxazeTSi momuSave adgilobriv arasamTavrobo 
organizaciebs, maTi saqmianobis fokusi, qarTuli organizacie-
bis— msgavsad, mimarTuli iyo Zaladobis Sedegad dazaralebul 
mosaxleobasTan muSaobaze da igi ver vrcledeboda sazogadoebis 
farTo fenebze. maT ver SeZles adgilobriv sazogadoebaSi saqarTve-
los sakiTxze tabu moexsnaT. metic, xSirad es organizaciebi da 
mSvidobis mSeneblobis aqtivistebi nebsiT Tu uneblieT Tavs ari-
debdnen sakuTar sazogadoebaSi saubars qarTul organizaciebTan 
kavSirebsa da TanamSromlobaze, ramdenadac afxazuri sazogadoeba 
dRemde daxurulia aseTi TemebisTvis da saqarTvelos (qarTvele-
bis) pozitiur konteqstSi moxsenieba agresias iwvevs. am agresiisgan 
Tavis dasacavad afxazuri mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebi 
qarTul-afxazur dialogsa Tu sxva tipis erTobliv proeqtebs 
xSirad regionul konteqstSi moixsenieben46. aseTi realoba xels 
uSlis afxazur sazogadoebaSi gamjdari „mtris xatis“ fenomenis 
dekonstruirebas da mizanSewonili iqneba, Tu adgilobrivi orga-
nizaciebi Secvlian saqmianobis strategias am kuTxiT. 

45 http://www.microconflict.eu/publications/PWP3_NM_NP.pdf. 
46 kvlevis avtorebma Segnebulad Seikava Tavi aseTi tipis gancxadebebisa da pro-
eqtebidan citirebisgan.
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3.4. kvleviTi proeqtebi

kvleviT organizaciebsa da akademiur wreebs SeuZliaT mniSvnelova-
ni wvlili Seitanon konfliqtisa da Zaladobis mizezebis gadaazre-
bis procesSi. konfliqtis transformaciis Teoriidan gamomdinare, 
kvleviTi organizaciebi SesaZlebelia CarTuli iyvnen rogorc 
samSvidobo procesis monitoringSi, aseve Seqmnan SesaZleblobebi 
gacvliTi da saganmanaTleblo programebisTvis47. winamdebare qve-
TavSi ganvixilavT ZiriTad kvleviT proeqtebs, romelTac moaxdines 
gavlena saeqsperto sazogadoebaze pozitiuri ganwyobebis formi-
rebis kuTxiT, aseve wvlili Seitanes pirveli donis diplomatebs 
Soris molaparakebebSi. 

„sadiskusio masalebi qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis Sesaxeb”48 - 
es proeqti SesaZlebelia CaiTvalos „Slainingis procesis erTgvar 
gagrZelebad, am proeqtis ideac swored „Slainingis procesis” mim-
dinareobisas daibada. proeqts mxari dauWires afxazuri da qarTuli 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebis warmomadgenlebma, abesalom lefsaiam 
da paata zaqareiSvilma. es proeqti SeiZleba CaiTavlos berghofis 
centris erT-erT mniSvnelovan warmatebad, romelic dakavSirebuli 
iyo qarTul-afxazur konfliqtTan49. 

proeqtis avtorebma moamzades originaluri versia sadiskusio ma-
salebis SedgenisTvis, romelic efuZneboda Jurnal „akordisa” da 
sxva konfliqtologiis sferoSi arsebul samecniero literaturas, 
aseve proeqtSi CarTuli adamianebis gamocdilebas.

sxva proeqtebisgan gansxvavebiT, romlebic mxolod dialogze iyo 
orientirebuli, warmodgenili formati Seicavda TanamSromlobis 
aspeqtebsac. proeqtis farglebSi dagegmili wignis avtorebi iqne-
bodnen orive mxaris warmomadgenlebi. werisa da aprobaciis pro-
cesSi proeqtSi monawile pirebma SeZles ufro Rrmad Cawvdomodnen 
konfliqtis mizezebs, anu proeqts gaaCnda garkveuli mniSvneloba 
samecniero kuTxiTac.

krebulis Semdgenlebi ori wlis ganmavlobaSi periodulad atarebd-
nen Sexvedrebs da muSaobdnen masalis gasworebasa da srulyofaze. 
mocemuli masalebis safuZvelze, 2002 wlis gazafxulze afxazeT-
sa da saqarTvelos danarCen teritoriaze Catarda treiningebis 
cikli(„Serigebis resursebisa“ da „berhofis centris“ mxardaWeriT 

47 ix. Rupesinghe, K., Anderlini, S. N. (1998), p. 126, Civil Wars, Civil Peace: An Introduction to 
Conflict Resolution, International Alert, London, Sterling, Virginia. 
48 http://www.berghof-conflictresearch.org/documents/publications/GA_DiscussionPack.pdf. 
49„berhofis centris“ garda am procesSi uSualod CarTuli iyo „Serigebis 
resursebi“ da safuZvlad aRebuli iyo „Serigebis resursebis“ mier CrdiloeT 
irlandiis Sesaxeb momzadebuli masalebi.
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Catarda Sexvedrebi maswavleblebsa da pubilakaciis avtorebs 
Soris; Sexvedraze ganixiles naSromSi warmodgenili masalebi). am 
treiningebis Sedegad miRebuli gamocdileba gaiTvaliswines kre-
bulis saboloo versiaSi.

proeqtis ganxorcielebis orive etapze, rogorc Sinaarsis Sefase-
bis, ise meToduri aprobaciis stadiaze, procesSi CarTulebi iyvnen 
sazogadoebis sxvadasxva fenebis warmomadgenlebi - oficialurebi 
pirebi, universitetis pedagogebi, studentebi, moswavleebi, gamoc-
dili trenerebi da sxva. proeqtis mimarT sazogadoebeba dadebiTad 
ganewyo, risi niSanic iyo is, rom winaswari aprobacia warmatebiT 
Catarda.

Sejamebis saxiT SesaZlebelia gamovyoT ZiriTadi dadebiTi maxa-
siaTeblebi, romlebic produqtiul saxes aZlevs zemoT aRweril 
proeqts:

1.	 konfliqtis Rrma analizi, rac eyrdnoboda konfliqtis orive 
mxaris warmomadgenlebis erTobliv muSaobas;

2.	 orive mxaris CarTuloba proeqtis imlimentaciis procesSi (Ta-
namSromlobis aspeqti);

3.	 sazogadoebis farTo CarTuloba, treinigebSi monawileobis 
sa-xiT.

„dialogi kvlevis gziT“ - kvleviT proeqtebs „saerTaSoriso gan-
gaSi“50 axorcielebs 2008 wlidan. „saerTaSoriso gangaSs“ sakuTari 
gamocdilebisa da reputaciis gamoyenebiT, mieca saSualeba Zala-
dobrivi konfliqtiT daSorebul orive mxares Tavi moeyara im ada-
mianTa jgufebisTvis, romelTac gaaCndaT soliduri gamocdileba 
akademiuri muSaobis kuTxiT, aseve SeeZloT garkveuli gavlena 
moexdinaT gadawyvetilebebis miRebis procesebze. 

„saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ aqtiuri finansuri Tu sxva saxis mxar-
daWeriT, bolo ori wlis ganmavlobaSi momzadda ori analitikuri 
naSromi: „saerTaSoriso monawileoba qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis 
mogvarebis procesSi“51 da „samxedro moqmedebaTa ganuaxleblobis 
garantiebi: safrTxis molodini qarTul-afxazuri urTierTobis 
konteqstSi“52. 

rogorc „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ evraziuli programis proeqtis 
menejerma juliet skofildma aRniSna, am proeqtis Seqmnis ZiriTad 
motivacias warmoadgenda:

50 http://www.international-alert.org/. 
51 http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf. 
52 http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Dialogue_on_security_guarantees_in_the_ 
context_of_the_georgian_abkhaz_conflict_en.pdf. 
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1.	 „konfliqtTan dakavSirebuli sakiTxebisa da maTi interpre-
taciisadmi erTmaneTisgan gansxvavebuli midgomis gacnobiereba;

2.	 kvalificiurad momzadebuli kvlevis Sedegebis gavrceleba 
gadawyvetilebebis mimReb jgufebSi“. 

misive TqmiT, „kvleviT proeqtebs“ moaqvs ori umniSvnelovanesi 
Sedegi:

1.	 „ideebs, romlebic ganxiluli iyo araoficialur Sexvedere-
bze da romelTa nawili moTavsTda kvlevaSi, amJamad Seaqvs 
wvlili oficialur molaparakebebSi;

2.	 adamianTa jgufebi orive mxridan informirebuli arian 
mowinaaRmdege mxaris motiavaciaze, moTxovnilebebsa da 
procesebze, romelic viTardeba dapirispirebul sazoga-
doebebSi“53

am ori umniSvnelovanesi Sedegis gaTvaliswinebiT, „kvleviT 
proeqtebs“ SesaZlebelia vuwudoT warmatebuli proeqti, Tum-
ca aucilebelia aRiniSnos is sisusteebi, romlebic xels uSlis 
proeqtSi CarTul adamianebs masStaburi gavlena moaxdnon, erTi 
mxriv, gadawyevitilebebis mimReb pirebze, meore mxriv ki, Zala-
dobrivi konfliqtiT gaxleCil sazogadoebebze. 

kvleviTi proeqtebis erT-erT ZiriTad sisustes warmoadgens is 
garemoeba, rom proeqtSi TanamSromlobas naklebi yuradReba eTmo-
ba54. kerZod, proeqtis monawileebi qarTuli da afxazuri mxridan 
erTmaneTisgan damoukideblad amzadeben analitikur statiebs, rac 
amcirebs sivrces TanamSromlobisTvis. 

53 „es aris sxvadasxva organizaciis mier Catarebuli grZelvadiani samuSaos Se-
degi. sinamdvileSi dialogis es etapi - „dialogi kvlevis gziT“ ganxorcieleba 
SesaZlebeli gaxda, mxolod imitom rom mas win sdevda uamravi proeqti, romelTa 
gaxnorcielebis saSualebiTac Camoyalibda ndoba proeqtis monawileebs Soris. 
amis Sedegad proeqtis monawileebi dasTanxmdnen mieRoT monawileoba erTsa da 
imave procesSi da gamoeqveynebinaT naSromebi erTsa da imave sakiTxze sxvadasxva 
perspeqtividan“, juliet skofildi - „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ evraziis programe-
bis menejeri. 
54  „me amas ar veTanxmebi. proeqti Seicavs TanamSromlobis elements. pirvel rigSi 
amas adasturebs kvlevis sagnis SerCevis procedura: kvlevis Temis SerCeva xdeba 
saerTo Sexvedraze (dialogis reJimSi), sadac mxareebi Tanxmdebian im Temebze, 
romlebic maT surT „SeukveTon“ meore mxares. molaparakebebis saSualebiT 
proeqtis monawileebi Tanxmdebian sakvlev Temebze da Semdgom atareben kvlevas 
„paralelur“ reJimSi. es aris mniSvnelovani aspeqti am proeqtis da igi uzrunv-
leyofs orive mxaris interess kvlevis Sedegebisa da ZiriTadi mignebebis mimarT. 
ufro metic, proeqtis monawileebs aqvT saSualeba gacvalon kvlevebis samuSao 
versiebi da gaakeTon komentarebi erTmaneTis teqstebze kvlevis saboloo versiis 
gamoqveynebamde. 
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kvleviTi proeqtebis meore da umniSvnelovanesi susti mxarea is 
aspeqti, rom proeqtSi ar aris gansazRvuli instrumenti, romli-
Tac moxdeba dadebuli rekomendaciebis advokatireba. es mniS-
vnelovania im kuTxiT, rom miuxedavad imisa, rom kvlevis proceSi 
monawileobas iReben ZiriTadad mTavrobasTan daaxloebuli pirebi 
da inteleqtuali elitis warmomadgenlebi55, gamomuSavebuli reko-
mendaciebi ZiriTadad ver hpoveben xelisuflebis mxridan saTana-
do ukukavSirs, rac erTiorad amcirebs proeqtis mizanSewonilobas 
da minimumamde dahyavs Sesrulebuli samuSaos mniSvneloba56. am ori 
sisustis gaTvaliswinebiT SesaZlebelia iTqvas, rom saerTaSoriso 
gangaSis es proeqti moiTxovs mniSvnelovan gardaqmnebs. winaaRmdeg 
SemTxvevaSi es iqneba ara mSvidobis mSebeblobisken mimarTuli ini-
ciativa, aramed saqarTvelos saeqsperto sazogadoebis finansuri 
da inteleqtualuri mxardaWeris proeqti, rac, Tavis mxriv, ar 
modis TanxvedraSi proeqtis ZiriTad miznebTan. 

am proeqtze saubrisas ivliane xaindravam57 aRniSna, rom mkvlevare-
bis funqcias ar warmoadgens kvlevis Sedegad dadebuli rekomenda-

meore mizezi ris gamoc ar veTanxmebi am daskvnas, aris is rom Tu gadavxedavT 
kvlevis daskvnebs advilad misaxvedria rom isini mniSvnelovnad ar gansxvavde-
bian erTmaneTisgan. rasakvirvelia proeqtis monawileebi ar icvlian sakuTar 
poziciebs konfliqtis Sesaxeb (magaliTad konfliqtis gadawyvetis politikur 
gzebze), Tumca es ar aris dialogis mizani. Cven ar gvaqvs imis molodini, rom 
mxareebi Seicvlian sakuTar poziciebs konfliqtis Sesaxeb. Cveni mizania Rrmad 
gavaanalizoT is Tu ra dgas am poziciebis ukan da vipovoT alternatiuli gzebi 
arsebuli problemebis mosagvareblad. Tu Cven SevZlebT kidev erTi etapis 
gadalxvas, ar iqneba rTuli saerTo rekomendaciebis SemuSaveba. jer-jerobiT 
mxolod mkiTxvels aqvs SesaZlebloba rom gamoitanos es saerTo daskvnebi kvlev-
ebidan. proeqtis ZiriTadi mizania moaxdinos am kuTxiT saeqsperto sazogadoebis 
azrovnebis stimulireba da „mowinaaRmdege“ mxareebis mosazrebebis gverdi gverd 
moTavseba - es iniciativa ar aris calsaxad advokatirebis proeqti“, juliet 
skofildi - „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ evraziis programebis menejeri.
55 Tumca calsaxad ar SeiZleba imis Tqma rom TiToeuli mkvlevari mTavrobis 
mimarT pozitiurad aris ganwyobili.
56 „me veTanxmebi imas, rom es meqanizmi marTlac ar arsebobs. Tumca kvlevis re-
komendaciebs , advilad SevamCnevT rom isini ZiriTadad ar arian konkretulebi. 
erT-erTi kvleva, romelic momzadda „dialogi kvlevis gziT“ proeqtis farglebSi 
exeboda usafTxoebis garantiebsa da cecxlis ganuaxleblobis Sesaxeb dokumentis 
xelmoweras. es sakiTxi JenevaSi ganixileboda 3 wlis ganmavlobaSi da mxareebs 
hqondaT mxolod mcire progresi, Sesabamisad gaakritiko patara arasamTavrobo 
organizacia, imis gamo rom man ver moaxerxa gavlenis moxdena gadawyvetilebebis 
mimReb pirebze usamarTlobaa! unda vaRiaroT, rom am kuTxiT arsebobs uamravi 
sxva faqtori da arasamTavrobo organizaciebs SeuZliaT mxole mcire wvlilis 
Setana. aseTi didi molodinebi arasamTavrobo organizaciebis mimarT ar unda 
gvqondes. arasamTavrobo organizaciebs aqvT mniSvnelovani roli, Tumca sxva 
aqtorebis roli ufro didia“, juliet skofildi - „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ 
evraziis programebis menejeri.
57  ivliane xaindrava aris am proeqtis erT-erTi ZiriTadi monawile da mkvlevari.
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ciebis advokatireba da es ufro organizatorebis movaleobaa. misi 
mosazrebiT, am naklis kompensirebisTvis aucilebelia proeqtSi 
CaerTon am saqmis specialistebi, romlebic Seecdebian xelisu-
flebasTan aqtiuri komunikaciiT xeli Seuwyon kvlevis Sedegebis 
asaxvas mTavrobis gadawyvetilebebSi. 

qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis da politikuri konteqstis anali-
zis kuTxiT mniSvnelovania aRiniSnos „konfliqtebisa da molapa-
rakebebis saerTaSoriso centrisa“ da „saerTaSoriso krizisebis 
jgufis“58 mier momzadebuli kvlevebi. 1997 wlidan „konfliqtebisa 
da molaparakebebis saerTaSoriso centrma“ ganaxrociela kvle-
viTi proeqti “eTnikuri, socialuri da religiuri konfliqtebis 
adreuli Secnobisa da monitoringis qseli“59. proeqtis mTavri 
mizani iyo konfliqtur zonebSi arsebuli situaciis analizi 
da dapirispirebuli mxareebisTvis Sesabamisi rekomendaciebis 
miwodeba. garda amisa, am organizaciis mier gamoica wignebi da 
Jurnalebi konfliqtis Sesaxeb, romelTac mniSvnelovani wvlili 
SeaqvT, erTi mxriv, saqarTveloSi konfliqtologiis ganviTare-
baSi, meore mxriv ki, sazogadoebrivi cnobierebis amaRlebaSi. am 
organizaciis saqmianobaze saubrisas gansakuTrebiT aRsaniSnavia 
Jurnalis „dro mSvidobisa“ gamocema, romelSic mocemulia cno-
bili konfliqtologebisa da mSvidobis mecnierebis statiebi da 
eseebi. 

Sejameba

mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis mier inicirebuli da Ses-
rulebuli proeqtebis Sefasebisas SesaZlebelia gamovyoT sami 
ZiriTadi problema: 

1. saqarTveloSi arsebul konfliqtebis kvlevis organizaciebs 
(igive SeiZleba iTqvas afxazur mxarezec) gaaCniaT sakmaod susti 
institucionaluri baza da xSirad aseTi organizaciebi ZiriTa-
dad konkretul pirovnebebze arian dafuZnebulebi. konfliqti, 
rogorc dinamikuri procesi, moiTxovs mudmiv analizsa da dak-
virvebis procesis warmoebas. aseT SesaZleblobebs saqarTveloSi 
arsebuli kvleviTi organizaciebi moklebulni arian, rasac, erTi 
mxriv, ganapirobebs kvalificiuri adamianuri resursis nakleboba, 
meore mxriv ki, finansuri SezRudvebi60. finansur SezRudvebs iwvevs 

58 http://www.crisisgroup.org/en/regions/europe/caucasus/georgia.aspx. 
59 http://www.iccn.ge/Projects/. 
60 mira sovakaris mosazrebiT qarTveli mkvlevarebisTvis damatebiT SezRudvas 
warmoadgens afxazeTSi mimdinare movlenebis Sesaxeb informaciis nakleboba. 
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is faqti, rom saerTaSoriso donori organizaciebi naklebad afi-
nanseben kvleviT proeqtebs, saxelmwifos CarTuloba ki kvleviTi 
proeqtebis dafinansebaSi mizerulia. 

2. meore ZiriTad problemad SeiZleba dasaxeldes kvalificiuri 
mkvlevarebis nakleboba. es problema gansakuTrebiT mwvave dgas 
afxazur sazogadoebaSi, rac ganpirobebulia im garemoebiT rom 
qarTvel mkvlevarebTan erTad saerTo naSromebis momzadeba afxa-
zur sazogadoebaSi uaryofiTad aRiqmeba da moiTxovs did gambe-
daobas. amis Sedegad mkvlevarTa raodenoba, romelsac SeswevT 
unari saerTo kvlevebi awarmoon qarTvel kolegebTan konfliqtis 
Temebze SezRudulia adamianTa mcire jgufamde. garda amisa, Cvens 
mier zemoT naxseneb problemas gaaCnia sxva aspeqtebic. kerZod, amas 
emateba, ssrk-is periodSi socialuri mecnierebis Seswavlis kuTxiT 
saqarTveloSi arsebuli Cavardna.ramdenadac konfliqtologia da 
mSvidobis mecniereba SedarebiT axali disciplinebia, am problemis 
arseboba logikuria. medea turaSvilis TqmiT, xSirad erTi da igive 
pirovneba asrulebs naSromebs konfliqtebis, saerTaSoriso poli-
tikis, ekonomikis, regionuli TanamSromlobis problemebis Sesaxeb, 
rac, Tavis mxriv, iwvevs kvlevis xarisxis Semcirebas. konfliqtis 
Sesaxeb Sesrulebuli naSromebi rogorc qarTul, aseve afxazur 
mxarisac xSirad fokusirebulia istoriaze da ama Tu im mxaris 
poziciebisa da qmedebebis istoriiT gamarTlebaze61, rac ukargavs 
kvlevebs aqtualobas da mimdinare politikis koreqtirebis kuTxiT 
maT uxarisxos xdis. 

3. mesame problema uSualod ar ukavSirdeba Catarebuli kvlevebis 
Sinaars. es problema gulisxmobs kvlevis Sedegebis (rekomendacie-
bis) arasrulfasovan artikulacias konfliqtis mimarT mTavrobis 
strategiisa da gadawyvetilebebSi. am problemas, rogorc zemoT 
aRvniSneT, ganapirobebs advokatirebis kampaniis arasrulfasovani 
warmoeba an misi arqona62. 

61 http://www.conflict-prevention.net/page.php?id=40&formid=73&action=show&surveyid=53. 
62 „es ar aris gamowveuli mxolod advokatirebis nakleboboT, miuxedavad imisa, rom 
unda vaRiaroT rom advokatirebis mxriv arsebobs sisuste. magaliTisTvis, „dialogi 
kvlevis gziT“ procesi xSirad gakritikebulia imis gamo, rom igi fokusirebulia 
„araswor“ konfliqtze - anu qarTul-afxazur konfliqtze da ara - rusul-qarTulze. 
aq arsebobs fundamenturi gansxvaveba qarTul xelisuflebis aRqmaSi konfliqtis 
mimarT, ramdenadac isini saTanadod ar aRiareben afxazebs - rogorc konfliqtis 
mxares da Sesabamisad uaryofen yvela rekomendaciis Sesabamisobas, romelic ukavS-
irdeba qarTul-afxazur konfliqts“, juliet skofildi - „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ 
evraziis programebis menejeri.
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3.5. media

media saSualebebi konfliqtis transformaciis procesSi erT-erTi 
mZlavri instrumentia, ramdenadac am sferos aqvs didi potenciali 
rogorc pozitiuri, ise negatiuri sazogadoebrivi azris, ganwyobe-
bisa da atitudebis formirebisa da cvlilebebis moxdenis kuTxiT63. 
swored amitomac winamdebare qveTavSi SevecadeT warmogvedgina 
is proeqtebi, romlebic gamoirCeoda gaxleCil sazogadoebebze 
gavlenisa da CarTulobis sididiT. 

„nebis arqona”64 - asociaciam “studia re”65, britanuli organizacia 
“Serigebis resursebisa” da hainrix biolis fondis mxardaWeriT, 
saqarTveloSi arsebuli konfliqtebis Temaze gadaiRo dokumeturi 
filmi „nebis arqona”. filmma mwvave diskusia gamoiwvia qarTul da 
afxazur sazogadoebebSi, amitomac gadavwvyviteT mogvexdina misi 
Sinaarsisa da gamoxmaurebis mokle deskripcia. aqve aRvniSnavT, 
rom am SemTxvevaSi Cven mizans ar warmoadgens filmis TiToeuli 
epizodis cal-calke ganxilva.

„nebis arqona”, rogorc garkveuli konteqstis matarebeli fenome-
ni, aris erT-erTi TvalsaCino magaliTi imisa, Tu rogor moqmedebs 
gaxleCil sazogadoebebSi sakuTari Secdomis gaazrebisa da monanie-
bis elementebi konfliqtis dinamikaze.

films gaaCnia dokumenturi xasiaTi da ZiriTadad dafuZnebulia 
saxelmwifo moRvaweebTan, eqspertebsa da konfliqturi regionebi-
dan devnil mosaxleobasTan interviuebze. filmis aseTi struqtura 
iZleva konfliqtis mizezebis zogadi suraTis danaxvis saSualebas, 
romelic maqsimalurad daclilia eTno-nacionalisturi aberacie-
bisagan da ZiriTad aqcentirebas akeTebs qarTuli mxridan daSvebul 
Secdomebze.

filmis aseTma xasiaTma mwvave diksuiebi gamoiwvia afxazur sazo-
gadoebaSi, metic, afxazi eqspertebis azriT, mamuka yufaraZis mier 
gadaRebuli filmi gascda im darbazis farglebsac, sadac misi Cve-
neba Sedga, da im arxsac, sadac misi translireba moxda. „Serigebis 
resursebma“ moaxerxa is rom filmis reJisors mamuka yufaraZes, 
monawileoba mieRo filmis sajaro Cvenebasa da diskusiaSi, romelic 
gaimarTa soxumSi. Tumca mas Semdeg rac filmis translireba moxda 
saxelmwifo televiziiT yovelgvari gafrTxilebis gareSe, es gaxda 
masobrivi politikuri isteriis sababi afxazur sazogadoebaSi66. mira 
sovakaris TqmiT, saxelmwifo televiziiT filmis Cvenebis Semdgom 
63 http://www.berghof-handbook.net/documents/publications/melone_hb.pdf. 
64 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YZ8O2Ya-fnA. 
65 http://www.studiore.org/?menu=7&art=102. 
66 http://liberali.ge/en/node/3084. 
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gaCnda Worebi imis Sesaxeb, rom am filmis gadaReba iyo saqarTvelos 
saxelmwifo strategiis nawili. filmis kritikosebis mosazrebiT 
filmis mizani iyo afxazur sazogadoebaSi Seeqmna iluzia, rom 
qarTvelebi Seicvalnen; ris Sedegadac afxazebi daTanxmdebodnen 
nebayoflobiT reintegracias saqarTvelosTan, ramdenadac samxe-
dro gziT problemis mogvareba axali realiebidan gamomdinare 
SeuZlebelia. sagulisxmoa is faqtic, rom films ar gaaCnda mxolod 
uaryofiTi saxis gamoxmaureba. afxazeTis liberlur wreebSi miiCnies, 
rom „es filmi aris saqarTveloSi momxdari omebis WeSmariti mizezis 
Ziebis uiSviaTesi mcdeloba”, sadac gakritikebulia saqarTvelos 
xelisufleba, misi elita da zogjer mTeli eri im upasuxismgeblo 
qmedebebis Cadenis gamo, romlebmac gardauvali gaxada sisxlisRvra 
qarTul da afxazur sazogadoebebs Soris67. cnobili afaxazi eqsper-
ti, irakli xinTba, afxazuri sazogadoebis zogierTi warmomadgenlis 
gamoxmaurebas filmis Sesaxeb „masobriv isterias” uwodebs da aseTi 
midgomebis arsebobas afasebs TviT afxazebis ZiriTadi miznis, sayo-
velTao aRiarebis Semaferxebel faqtorad68.

mamuka yufaraZem interviuSi aRniSna, rom am filmis Cveneba jer-
jerobiT ver moxerxda sazogadoebrivi mauwyeblis saSualebiT. 
agreTve, filmi ar uCvenebiaT saqarTveloSi arsebul sxva msxvil 
televiziebsac, Tu ar CavTliT televizia „maestrosa“ da „kavkasias“. 
Tumca unda aRiniSnos, rom am televiziebs ara aqvT regionebSi 
mauwyeblobis saSualeba. mamuka yufaraZis mosazrebiT, aseTi vi-
Tareba aixsneba xelisuflebis mimarT filmSi asaxuli kritikuli 
damokidebulebebiT. 

yufaraZes TqmiT, 2010 wels amjerad „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ mxar-
daWeriT gadaRebul iqna filmis gagrZeleba, romelSic, pirveli 
nawilisgan gansxvavebiT, meti adgili eTmoba afxazi eqspertebis 
interviuebs, rac, misi azriT, mniSvnelovania sazogadoebaSi pozi-
tiuri cvlilebebis moxdenisTvis. 

namdvili istoriebi kavkasiidan - „Serigebis resursebis” mxar-
daWeriT ganaxorcielda proeqti „radio dRiurebi”, romelSic 
monawileobda 40 Jurnalisti saqarTvelodan (maT Soris afxaze-
Tidan da samxreT oseTidan), azerbaijanidan, somexeTidan da e.w. 
mTiani yarabaRidan. proeqtis mizans warmoadgenda omis Sedegad 
dazaralebul da xangrZlivi vadiT dayofil sazogadoebebs Soris 
stereotipebis ngreva da samoqalaqo diskusiis warmoeba konfli-
qtTan dakavSirebul sakiTxebze. proeqtis ganxorcieleba daiwyo 
2002 wels da radios saSualebiT gadaica 1300-ze meti dRiuri. 

67  iqve. 
68 http://khintba.livejournal.com/1722.html?view=23482#t23482. 
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zogierTi maTgani gamoqveynda qarTul, afxazur, azerbaijanul da 
somxur gazeTebSi. dRiurebi iwereboda rigiT mosaxleobasTan da 
saubrebi ZiriTadad exeboda maT cxovrebas da omis Semdgom arsebul 
problemebsa da gamowvevebs. proeqtis mimdinareobis procesSi ar-
sebobda garkveuli sirTuleebic; xSirad respodentebis dialogze 
daTanxmeba sakmaod rTul amocanas warmoadgenda, nawili inkogni-
tod darCenas amjobinebda69. Tumca, rogorc proeqtis erT-erTi 
monawile, Tamar balavaZe, aRniSnavs, yvelaze saintereso istoriebs 
swored Caketili cxovrebis mqone respodentebisgan Rebulobdnen70. 
2006 wels rusul enaze gamoica wigni, roemlSic Sesulia am dRiur-
Tagan mxolod asi Canaweri.

aseve aRsaniSnavia „gou jgufis“ mier momzadebuli filmebi da 
proeqtebi, romelSic CarTuli iyvnen qarTveli, afxazi da osi 
eqspertebi da Jurnalistebi. magiliTisTvis SeiZleba moviyvanoT 
am organizaciis mier organizebuli proeqti, romlis mizani iyo 
somxeTsa da TurqeTs Soris arsebuli urTierTobebis kvleva. 
proeqtis farglebSi Jurnalistebma moinaxules is adgilebi, sadac 
sisxli daiRvara, Tumca mTavari aqcentebi urTierTobebis Taname-
drove tendenciebze keTdeboda.71 am organizaciis farglebSi fun-
qcionirebs studia ~TviTmxilveli~, romlis mniSvnelovani nawili 
konfliqtebis mogvarebas eZRvneba. am studiis saqmianobis format-
Si momzadda ramdenime dokumenturi filmi, romelmac popularoba 
moipova saqarTvelos sazogadoebis garkveul jgufebSi72. 

Sejameba

sagulisxmoa is faqti, rom mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizacie-
bis mier Seqmnili produqtebi minimalurad aisaxeba saqarTve-
loSi arsebuli mediis saqmianobaSi, iqneba es televiziebi Tu 
beWduri saSualebebi. am sakiTxze saubrisas, eqspertebi gamoyofen 
or damoukidebel cvlads, romelic gansazRvravs mediis uaryofiT 
rols mSvidobis mSeneblobisa da konfliqtis transformaciis 
procesze: 

69 „1300 adamiani daTanxmda imas rom maTi interviubi gadaecaT radios saSuale-
biT, amitomac Zneli saTqmelia rom Tanxmobis mopoveba rTuli. realurad arc 
arsebobda imis ganzraxva an valdebuleba, rom respodentebis vinaoba sajaro 
yofiliyo - dRiurebis umetesoba winaswar ganzraxulad iyo anonimuri. dRiurebis 
ZiriTadi maxasiaTebeli iyo is rom respodentebs SeeZloT sakuTar istoriaze 
saubari Jurnalistis daswrebis gareSe“, jonaTan koeni, („Serigebis resursebi“, 
programebis direqtori). 
70 http://24saati.ge/index.php/category/culture/2009-09-24/230. 
71 http://www.gogroupmedia.net/NewDefault.aspx. 
72 http://www.gogroupmedia.net/Pages/FilmsCollections.aspx?categoryID=15&tab=5. 
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1.	 samoqalaqo dialogis monawileebis SiSi sazogadoebrivi azris 
mimarT (TviT-cenzura); 

2.	 kontrolirebadi media. 

medea turaSvilis mosazrebiT, qarTul-afxazuri dialogis qarTve-
li monawileebi xSirad Tavs arideben dialogis Sesaxeb informaciis 
gaxmaurebas, radgan angariSs uweven afxazi monawileebisTvis raime 
saxis diskomfortis warmoqmnas. qarTveli monawileebis es qmedeba 
ganpirobebulia im agresiis safrTxiT, romelic SeiZleba daatydes 
Tavs dialogis afxaz monawileebs mediis mxridan informaciis 
araswori interpretaciis SemTxvevaSi73. rac Seexeba qarTul-afxa-
zuri dialogis afxaz monawileebs, isini Tavs arideben qarTveleb-
Tan urTierTobis afiSirebas mediaSi Sida-socialuri ganwyobebis 
gamo. Zaladobrivi konfliqtis Sedegad travmirebul afxaz sazo-
gadoebaSi qarTvelebTan nebismieri saxis interaqcia eWvs iwvevs da 
aseTi faqtebi xSirad xdeba sxvadasxva tipis daZabulobis mizezi. 
am Temis mimarT sensitiurobas xSirad iyeneben adgilobrivi aqti-
vistebi oponentebis kritikisTvis74. aseTi mocemuloba bunebrivia 
ver uwyobs xels konfliqtis transformacias da mSvidobis mSene-
blobis organizaciebis mxridan moiTxovs Sesabamisi strategiebis 
SemuSavebas. 

meore sayuradRebo faqtors warmoadgens kontrolirebadi media 
da am kuTxiT arsebuli problemebi. paata zaqareiSvilis mosazre-
biT, saqarTveloSi arsebuli e.w. „saxelisuflebo media“ xSirad 
konfliqtis Temis gaSuqebisas iyenebs propagandistul meTodebs. 
man am garemoebis sailustraciod moiyvana 2008 wels arCevnebis 
periodSi ganxorcielebuli qmedeba, rodesac xelisuflebam xelo-
vnurad Seqmna daZabuloba amomrCevlebze zegavlenis mizniT75 da 
afxazebi galis macxorveblebis mimarT araadamianur mopyrobaSi 
daadanaSaula. zaqareiSvilis TqmiT, am qmedebaSi aqtiurad iyvnen 
CarTuli mediis warmomadgenlebi da xelisuflebis SekveTas as-
rulebdnen. 

amave pozicias iziarebs „Serigebis resursebis“ kavkasiuri proeqte-
bis menejeri mira sovakari. misi azriT, miuxedavad imisa, rom 
saqarTvelosa da afxazeTSi mniSvnelovnad izrdeba internetis 
momxmarebelTa ricxvi, televizia kvlav rCeba lider sainformacio 
saSualebad. Sesabamisad, is garemoeba, rom televiziebi umetswilad 

73 http://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/9A3B2D068BE4F76EC1256C1 
C0035E759-fewer-cauc-31dec.pdf. 
74 LIANA KVARCHELIA, 2010, The Role of International NGOs in the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict. 
Transformation Process, p. 57, http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf 
75 http://www.humanrights.ge/admin/editor/uploads/pdf/Khurcha.pdf. 
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xelmiuwvdomelia mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis mier Seqm-
nili produqtebisTvis, amcirebs am tipis organizaciebis gavlenas 
sazogadoebaze76. 

mediisa da mSvidobis mSeneblobis proeqtebis korelaciaze sau-
brisas Sejamebis saxiT SeiZleba iTqvas, rom zemoaRniSnuli tipis 
tendenciebi, konfliqtis transformaciis Teoriidan gamomdinare, 
xels uSlis dialogis saTanadod gaSuqebasa da mis sazogadoebaSi 
gavrcobas, rac sabolood uaryofiTad aisaxeba konfliqtis trans-
formaciis procesze.

Tavi IV 

mSvidobis mSeneblobis proeqtebis mimarT  
arsebuli dabrkolebebi

zemoaRweril saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo organizaciebs gaaCndaT 
garkveuli problemebi afxazeTSi muSaobis kuTxiT, rac warmoad-
genda mniSvnelovan dabrkolebebs konfliqtis transformaciis 
kuTxiT:

1. post-konfliqturi sazogadoebebis cvlilebebis mimarT mgrZ-
nobiarobidan gamomdinare, saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo organi-
zaciebis saqmianoba xSirad izRudeboda adgilobrivi xelisfle-
bebis mxridan, radgan mTavrobis warmomadgenlebs, gansakuTrebiT 
afxazuri mxridan, gaaCndaT garkveuli SiSebi opoziciis kritikisa 
da sazogadoebis mxridan negatiuri ganwyobebis mimarT. magali-
TisTvis SegviZlia moviyvanoT is faqti, rom qarTvel Jurnalis-
tebs, romlebic muSaobdnen sxvadasxva (s)ao-is mier inicirebul 
proeqtebSi, ar miecaT afxazeTis teritoriaze muSaobis saSualeba 
de-faqto mTavrobis warmomadgenlebis uaryofiTi pasuxis gamo77. 
afxazi eqsperti, liana kvarCelia, Tavis erT-erT naSromSi78 aRniS-

76 „am konteqtsSi gasaTvaliswinebelia is finansuri resursebi, romelic gaaCnia 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebsa da damoukidebeli mediis saSualebebs: am 
ukanasknelT gaaCniaT meti finansuri resursi da Sesabamisad awarmoeben met media 
programebs. amitomac ar aris gasakviri is rom mSvidobaze orientirebuli media 
produqtebi aris mcire raodenobis sxva media produqtebTan SedarebiT“, mira 
sovakari („Serigebis resursebi“, kavkasiuri proeqtebis menejeri). 
77  reJisori mamuka yufaraZe, romelic britanuli saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo 
organizaciis „Serigebis resursebis“ daxmarebiT iRebda films „nebis arqona“, ori 
wlis ganmavlobaSi eloda afxazuri mxridan nebarTvas afxazeTSi gadaRebis war-
moebis Taobaze. uaryofiTi pasuxis miRebis gamo, filmis pirvel nawilSi mxolod 
qarTuli perspeqtiva iqna warmodgenili. nebarTva afxazeTSi filmis gadaRebis 
Sesaxeb de-faqto xelisuflebam mxolod 2010 wels gasca. 
78 LIANA KVARCHELIA, 2010, The Role of International NGOs in the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict
Transformation Process, p. 57, http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf. 
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navs, rom demokratiis oponentebi afxazeTSi iyenebdnen qarTul-
afxazuri konfliqtis Temas Sidapolitikuri debatebisTvis da 
ideoligiur Setevas axorcielebdnen adgilobriv arasamTavro-
bo organizaciebze. misi TqmiT, afxaz mosaxleobaSi dominirebda 
mosazreba imis Sesaxeb, rom qarTvelebTan azri ar hqonda dialo-
gis warmoebas, sanam ar scnobdnen afxazeTis damoukideblobas. es 
diskursi kidev ufro gamyarda 2008 wlis ruseT-saqarTvelos omis 
Semdgom. SeiZleba iTqvas, rom post-konfliqturi mocemuloba 
advilad manipulirebadsa da mgrZnobiares xdis omis Sedegad 
travmirebul sazogadoebebs politikuri procesebis mimarT, rac, 
Tavis mxriv, gvevlineba erT-erT ZiriTad dabrkolebad mSvidobis 
mSeneblobis procesSi. 

2. kidev erTi dabrkoleba, romelic gamowveulia afxazeTis de-faqto 
xelisuflebis mizeziT, Seexeba im saerTaSoriso organizaciebis 
muSaobas, romelTac gaaCniaT regionuli saTavo organizaciebi Tbi-
lisSi79. organizaciebs, romlebic Cven ganvixileT, me-4 TavSi gaaCniaT 
principulad Camoyalibebuli strategia, romelic iTavliswinebs re-
gionuli organizaciebis Camouyaliblebobas afxazeTsa da saqarTve-
los danarCen teritoriaze, isini principulad ar qmnian filialebs. 
SeiZleba iTqvas, rom afxazeTis de-faqto xelisuflebasTan formatis 
SeuTanxmeblobis SemTxvevaSi saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo organi-
zaciebis muSaoba konfliqtis zonaSi SezRudulia80.

3. saqarTvelos xelisuflebidan Seqmnil pirvel seriozul da-
brkolebas warmoadgenda „Slainingis procesSi” saxelisuflebo 
Stos warmomadgenlebisTvis monawileobis „akrZalva“. vardebis 
revoluciis Sedegad mosulma xelisuflebam Secvala saxelmwi-
fos strategia konfliqtebis mimarT. es strategia gulisxmobda 
saqarTveloSi arsebuli konfliqtebis rusul-qarTuli dapiris-
pirebis prizmaSi ganxilvas, rac, Tavis mxriv, ugulvebelyofda 
afxazur sazogadoebasTan dialogis warmoebis sargeblianobas. 
rogorc qarTveli eqspertebi aRniSnaven, saqarTvelos xelisu-
fleba yvela saSualebiT cdilobda qarTul-afxazuri konfliqti 
gadaeqcia qarTul-rusul konfliqtad. es strategia qarTul-
afxazuri dialogis kuTxiT gamovlinda afxazuri da qarTuli 

79 ZiriTadi mizezi imisa, ris gamoc “Serigebis resursebma“ ar gaxsna ofisebi Tbi-
lissa Tu soxumSi, iyo is rom mas surda waexalisebina adgilobrivi partniori 
organizaciebi, meore, SeenarCunebina absoluturi neitraluroba regionSi kon-
fliqtebis mimarT da mesame, Seemcirebina adgilobrivi mTavrobebis (qarTulisa 
da afxazuris Tanabrad) mxridan zegavlenis mcdeloba imdenad ramdenadac es Sesa-
Zlebelia“, mira sovakari, („Serigebis resursebi“ kavkasiuri proeqtebis menejeri). 
80 „saqarTvelos okupirebul teritoriebze saqmianobis warmarTvis wesebi“_s 
(e.w.„modalobebis“) miRebis Semdgom igive SeiZleba iTqvas qarTul mxarezec, Se-
darebisTvis ix. http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/statement.pdf.
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sazogadoebebis interaqciisTvis arsebuli saukeTeso proeqtis, 
„Slainingis procesis” CaSlaSi. garda amisa, mTavrobis mxridan 
aseTi midgomis arsebobam samoqalaqo sazogadoebis garkveul 
wreebSi Camoayaliba TviT-regulaciis fenomeni, romelic gulisx-
mobda dumilis saSualebiT saxelisuflebo poziciis mxardaWeras. 
aseTi fenomenis arsebobam, Tavis mxriv, SezRuda samoqalaqo sa-
zogadoebis CarTuloba mSvidobis mSeneblobisa da konfliqtis 
transformaciis procesSi.

4. amJamad arsebul dabrkolebebs Soris SegviZlia miviCnioT is kano-
nebi da kanonqvemdebare aqtebi, romlebic miRebuli iqna saqarTvelos 
mTavrobis sxvadasxva vertikalebis mier 2008 wlis Semdeg damdgari 
axali realiebidan gamomdinare, maT Soris, kanoni okupirebuli te-
ritoriebis Sesaxeb81, „saxelmwifo strategia okupirebuli terito-
riebis mimarT: CarTuloba TanamSromlobis gziT“82 da „saqarTvelos 
okupirebul teritoriebze saqmianobis warmarTvis wesebi“83. gansaku-
Trebul dabrkolebas warmoadgens bolos naxsenebi e.w. „modalobebis“ 
dokumenti („saqarTvelos okupirebul teritoriebze saqmianobis 
warmarTvis wesebi“), romelic zRudavs, ara mxolod ekonomikur, 
aramed arakomerciul da arasamewarmeo saqmianobasac. aRniSnul 
dadgenilebas gaaCnia minimum sami uaryofiTi maxasiaTebeli:

a) es dokumenti qmnis samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebze 
kontrolis meqnanizms, romelic aZlevs mTavrobas SesaZleblo-
bas Tavisi gavlenis qveS moaqcios ndobis mSeneblobisken mimar-
Tuli samoqalaqo iniciativebi. aseTi precendenti ewinaaRmdegeba 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebaze dafuZnebuli saxelmwifos ideas da 
SeuZlebelia igi gamarTldes am sakiTxis „okupaciur ganzomile-
baSi“ moqceviT. 

b) garda amisa, dokumentSi gansazRvruli procedurebis mixedviT, 
saxelmwifo ministris aparats nebismier etapze SeuZlia gaaCeros 
mimdinare da axali proeqtebi, Tu isini saqarTvelos xelisu-
flebis poziciebsa da midgomebs ar Seesabameba. magaliTisTvis, 
samSvidobo proeqtebis erT-erT ZiriTad kriteriums84 (Sefasebis 
kriteriumebis d. punqti) warmoadgens moTxovna, rom urTier-
Tobebis aRdgenis procesSi CarTuli unda iyvnen okupirebul 
teritoriaze mcxovrebi mosaxleoba da mxolod am teritoriidan 
devnili adamianebi. aseTi midgoma TavisTavad ewinaaRmdegeba kon-

81 http://idpclub.ge/uploads/prodimgs/d45df2dbf728f5810698a3c09cec026a.pdf 
82 http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/strategy.pdf 
83 http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/statement.pdf 
84 saqarTvelos okupirebul teritoriebze saqmianobis warmarTvis wesebi, muxli 6. 
okupirebul teritoriebze gansaxorcielebli proeqtis Sefasebis kriteriumebi, 
http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/dadgenileba%20320.pdf. 
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fliqtis transformaciis Teoriasa da SeuZlebelia xelSesaxebi 
Sedegebi moitanos, vinaidan, Tu konfliqti ar transformirda 
sazogadoebis TiToeul fenaSi, pozitiuri mSvidobaze saubaric 
ki zedmetia. 

g) qarTul-afxazuri dialogis procesSi mniSvnelovani dabrkole-
ba SesaZlebelia gaxdes e.w neitraluri samgzavro dokumentebi85. 
modalobebis dokumentis me-7 muxlis me-3 punqtis Tanaxmad, „im 
SemTxvevaSi, Tu proeqtiT gaTvaliswinebulia okupirebul terito-
riebze mcxovrebi adamianebis saqarTvelos sazRvrebs gareT gayvana, 
am adamianebis mgzavroba unda ganxorcieldes, an saqarTvelos sa-
zRvargareTis pasportiT, an neitraluri samgzavro dokumentiT“. 
miuxedavad imisa, rom neitralur samgzavro dokumentebs ar eqnebaT 
saqarTvelos simbolika da saxelidan gamomdinare TiTqos, marTlac 
neitralur dokuments warmoadgens, im faqtma, rom is saqarTvelos 
mTavrobis mier iqneba gacemuli, SesaZlebelia migviyvanos savalalo 
Sedegebamde. es Sedegebi SesaZlebelia gamoixatos qarTul-afxazu-
ri samoqalaqo dialogis saboloo CaSlaSi. savaraudod, aseTma rea-
lobam SesaZlebelia gamoiwvios afxazeTSi mcxovrebi mosaxleobis 
izolacia saqarTvelos mxridan da gazardos maTi damokidebuleba 
ruseTze, rac, rasakvirvelia, ar Sedis saqarTvelos sazogadoebis 
interesebSi. 

aqve unda aRiniSnos, rom samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebisa 
da saerTaSoriso donorebis mxardaWeriT modalobebis moqmedeba 
jer-jerobiT SeCerebulia. ivliane xaindrvas mosazrebiT, miuxeda-
vad aseTi mdgomareobisa, es dokumenti „damokles maxviliviT“ aris 
aRmarTuli mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis winaaRmdeg da 
xelisufleba survilis SemTxvevaSi aamoqmedebs mas maTTvis arasa-
surveli proeqtis gaCerebis mizniT.

rac Seexeba, uSualod „strategias okupirebuli teritoriebis 
mimarT“, igi mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesis mimarT dabrkolebas 
warmoadgens imdenad, ramdenadac am dokumentis arsebobam Seuqmna 
afxazur arasamTavrobo organizaciebs mniSvnelovani dabrkolebe-
bi adgilobrivi sazogadoebisa da radikaluri jgufebis mxridan. 
mira sovakaris mosazrebiT, afxazeTSi arsebuli adgilobrivi or-
ganizaciebis kavSirebi saerTaSoriso da gansakuTrebiT qarTul 
arasamTavrobo organizaciebTan afxazuri sazogadoebaSi eWvs 
iwvevs da xSirad agresiis mizezi xdeba, ramdenadac isini aRiqmeba 
rogorc qarTuli strategiis xelSemwyobi saSualebebi, xolo is 
pirebi, romlebic CarTuli arian qarTvelebTan dialogSi, ganixi-
lebian rogorc „moRalateebi“. misi TqmiT, aseTi realoba amWidro-

85 iqve. muxli 7. gansakuTrebuli wesebi, punqti 3. 
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vebs sivrces mSvidobis mSeneblobisTvis da ukiduresad arTulebs 
Sesabamisi nabijebis gadadgmas konfliqts transformaciisTvis. 

5. qarTul-afxazuri dialogis ukanasknel da erT-erT mniSvne-
lovan dabrkolebas warmoadgenda Sexvedris adgilze SeTanxmeba. 
„Slainingis procesis” farglebSi mimdinare qarTul-afxazuri 
Sexvedrebi imarTeboda evropaSi, arcerTi Sexvedra ar gamar-
Tula afxazeTsa da saqarTvelos danarCen teritoriaze. es ar 
iyo damaxasiaTebeli mxolod am proeqtisTvis, aseTive formati 
iyo, pola garbis mier inincirebul proeqtSi86, romelic aseve 
xorcieldeboda sazRvargareT kaliforniis universitetis (ir-
vaini) egidiT. Sejamebis saxiT SesaZlebelia iTqvas, rom qarTul-
afxazuri dialogis formatSi SexvedraTa didi umravlesoba 
imarTeboda qveynis farglebs gareT. oliver vole sakuTar naS-
romSi87 aseTi tipis dabrkolebis ganxilvisas aRniSnavs, rom am 
problemas gaaCnia „kompleqsuri xasiaTi”, romelic, erTi mxriv, 
ganpirobebuli iyo afxaz monawileebSi saqarTveloSi Casvlis 
survilis naklebobiT, meore mxriv ki, gaaCnda politikuri da 
simboluri xasiaTi. qarTveli monawileebisTvis afxazeTSi Sesa-
Zlo Sexvedris albaToba ar asocirdeboda negativTan, piriqiT, 
calsaxad SeiZleba iTqvas, rom es aRiqmeboda aSkara pozitivad da 
win gadagmul nabijad afxazuri anklavis qarTul saxelmwifoSi 
reintegraciisken. rac Seexeba afxazebs, isini antagonisturad 
iyvnen ganwyobili saqarTveloSi vizitebis gamarTvis ideis mimarT 
Semdegi mizezebis gamo:

•	 maT miaCndaT, rom Sexvedrebis saqarTveloSi gamarTvis Se-
mTxvevaSi qarTveli politikosebi da mediis warmomadgenlebi 
moaxdendnen am faqtis maTTvis sasargeblod interpretacias, 
anu Seecdebonen maTi vizitebi saqarTveloSi warmoeCinaT 
afxazeTis saqarTvelosTan daaxloebad88.

•	 afxazebisTvis qarTvelebTan Sexvedra ufro momgebiani iyo 
evropaSi: a) acilebuli iqneboda Sexvedrebis „yalbi Sefa-

86 http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cpb/progs/georgiaNew.htm 
87 Oliver Wolleh, A Difficult Encounter d The Informal Georgian-Abkhazian Dialogue Process, 
2006, http://www.berghof-peacesupport.org/publications/SC_Difficult_Encounter.pdf 
88 “garda amisa isini seriozuli SeSfoTebiT uyurebdnen im reaqciebs, romelic 
mosalodneli iyo saqarTveloSi vizitis ganxorcielebis SemTxvevaSi adgilo-
brivi sazogadoebis mxridan. TiTqmis yvela viziti, romelic ganxorcielda 
afxazebis mier saqarTveloSi bolo 15 wlis ganmavlobaSi xdeboda gaxmaurebis 
gareSe. bolo Sexvedra saqarTveloSi, romelSic monawileoba miiRo afxazma 
samoqalaqo aqtivistma ganxorcielda wyaltuboSi filmebis festivalis „me 
adamiani“ formatSi 2009 wels“, mira sovakari („Serigebis resursebi, kavkasiuri 
proeqtebis menejeri). 
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seba”, b) mesame qveyanaSi qarTvelebTan Sexvedra afxazebSi 
aRiqmeboda rogorc maTi arapirdapiri aRiareba, g) evro-
paSi vizitebi maT uxsnida ruseTisgan damoukidebel, axal 
SesaZleblobebs, aseve xels uwyobda evropelebTan kavSiris 
damyarebas, d) rogorc afxazi, aseve qarTveli monawilee-
bisTvis evropaSi viziti mimzidveli gaxldaT, Sesabamisad, 
esec iyo damatebiTi motivacia afxazebisTvis uari eTqvaT 
saqarTveloSi Sexvedrebis gamarTvaze89.

89 Oliver Wolleh, 2006, A Difficult Encounter d The Informal Georgian-Abkhazian Dialogue 
Process, , http://www.berghof-peacesupport.org/publications/SC_Difficult_Encounter.pdf.
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Tavi V 

mSvidobis mSeneblobaSi arasaxelmwifo  
aqtorebis CarTulobis efeqtianoba:  
qarTuli samoqalaqo seqtoris xedva 

(fokus jgufTan muSaobis Sedegebi) 

samSvidobo proeqtebis analizisa da SefasebisTvis SevqmeniT spe-
cialuri meTodi, romelic efuZneba mSvidobis mSeneblobis zogad 
proncipebs. konfliqtis transformaciis Teoriasa da saerTa-
Soriso arasamTavrobo organizaciebis saqmianobis miznebidan 
gamomdinare, gamovyaviT Sefasebis 7 kriteriumi90, romlis farge-
lbSic gavaanalizeT samoqalaqo iniciativebis gavlena konfliqtis 
dinamikaze. Sefasebis es sistema SevTavazeT fokus jgufs, romlis 
farglebSic moxda mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesis TiToeuli 
kriteriumiT Sefaseba. 

fokus jgufTan91 Catarebulma samuSaom mogvca Semdegi saxis 
Sedegebi:

90 dawvrilebiT informacia Sefasebis kriteriumebis Sesaxeb ixileT naSromis 
danarTSi.
91 fokus jgufTan Catarebul samuSaos SedegebSi Segnebulad ar aris dakonkrete-
buli Tu vis ekuTvnis esa Tu is mosazreba, radgan kvlevis avtorebma miiCnies 
rom interviuebis aseTi formati uzrunvelyofda gamokiTxulebis maqsimalur 
gaxsnilobas. rac Seexeba gamokiTxulebs, maTi sia SesaZlebelia ixiloT danarTSi.

Sefasebis kriteriumebi
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rogorc Sefasebis diagramazea gamosaxuli, eqspertebi da samoqa-
laqo dialogis monawileebi, konfliqtis transformaciis mxriv, 
sukeTeso maCveneblad miiCneven mTavrobaze zewolis ganxorcie-
lebas samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebis mxridan. erT-erTi 
eqspertis mosazrebiT, is organizaciebi, romlebic CarTuli iyvnen 
qarTul-afxazur dialogSi mudmivad axdendnen konfliqturi zo-
nebis mimarT mTavrobis qmedebebisa Tu gancxadebebis monitorings. 
misi TqmiT, qarTul-afxazuri dialogis monawileebs hqondaT saSua-
leba dayrdnobodnen ara mxolod xelisuflebis warmomadgenlebis 
mier miwodebul informacias, aramed mieRoT garkveuli cnobebi 
konfliqtis zonidan, dialogis Sedegad Camoyalibebuli kavSirebis 
daxmarebiT. aseTi realoba ki iZleoda saSualebas orive mxridan 
miRebul informaciaze dayrdnobiT Sefasebuliyo mTavrobis esa 
Tu is nabiji. imave eqspertis mosazrebiT, es realoba amartivebda 
viTarebaze dakvirvebis SesaZleblobas. maT mier sazogadoebisTvis 
obieturi informaciis miwodeba urTulebda xelisflebas konfli-
qtis zonaSi arsebuli situacia gamoeynebina sakuTari politikuri 
interesebisTvis. miuxedavad imisa, rom eqspertebi Tanxmdebian, rom 
xelisuflebaze mimdinareboda mniSvnelovani zewola samoqalaqo 
sazogadoebis mxridan, maTi nawili aRniSnavs, rom am qmedebebs ar 
hqonda adekvaturi ukukavSiri arc mTavrobisa da arc sazogadoebis 
mxridan. kerZod, eqspertTa didi umravlesoba miiCnevs, rom miuxe-
davad imisa, rom maT mier xdeboda sazogadoebisTvis mudmiv reJimSi 
obieqturi informaciis miwodeba, isini mainc ver axerxebdnen im 
„ideologiuri aparatis“ daZlevas, romelic gaaCnia xelisuflebas. 
erT-erTma gamokiTxulma aRniSna, rom xelisuflebis mxridan mediis 
masStaburi kontroli ver aZlevda kompetentur pirebs saTandod 
miewodebinaT informacia sazogadoebisTvis. 

rogorc diagramazea gamosaxuli, erTnairi Sefasebebi aqvs gakeTe-
buli „konfliqtis analizis xarisxsa“ da „dialogis procesis warma-
tebulobas“. gamokiTxuli eqspertebi miiCneven, rom saerTaSoriso 
arasamTavrobo organizaciebis mxardaWeriT momzadda uamravi 
broSura, Jurnali Tu kvleva, sadac mocemuli iyo saqarTveloSi 
arsebuli konfliqtebis mravalmxrivi analizi. gamokiTxulebma 
konfliqtis analizis magaliTad moiyvanes Semdegi Jurnalebi da 
publikaciebi: Jurnali „akordi“92 (Serigebis resursebi), „qarul-
afxazuri konfliqtis aspeqtebi“ (kaliforniis universiteti, irvai-
ni; aseve „saerTo gangaSi“, „Serigebis resursebi“ da „hainrix biolis 
fondi“, romlebic TanamSromlobdnen kaliforniis universitetTan 

92 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/accord/georgia-abkhazia/contents.php. 
93 Publications From Georgian-Abkhaz Dialogue Conferences, http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cpb/
progs/projpubs.htm. 
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am publikaciebis gamocemasTan dakavSirebiT)93, sadiskusio masalebi 
qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis Sesaxeb („berhofis centri“ da „Se-
rigebis resursebi“)94 da „samxedro moqmedebaTa ganuaxleblobis 
garantiebi: safrTxis molodini qarTul-afxazuri urTierTobe-
bis konteqstSi“95 („saerTaSoriso gangaSi“). garda amisa, erT-erTma 
eqspertma aRniSna, rom saqarTveloSi arsebuli konfliqtebis 
analizis erT-erT saukeTeso magaliTs warmoadgens Jurnali „dro 
mSvidobisa“96, romelic ar sargeblobs raime finansuri Tu sxva saxis 
mxardaWeriT im organizaciebis mxridan, romlebic am kvlevaSi iyo 
asaxuli, Tumca, saqarTveloSi arsebuli konfliqtebis analizis 
Sefasebisas SeuZlebelia gverdi avuaroT am Jurnalze saubars. 
miuxedavad imisa, rom eqspertTa didi nawili Tanxmdeba konfliqtis 
analizis maRal xarisxs, zogierTi eqpserti calsaxad xazs usvams im 
faqts, rom es analizi saTanadod ver miewoda sazogadoebis farTo 
fenebs, ver moxerxda misi sazogadoebamde mitana da gaazreba. 

aseve sagulisxmo iyo is Sefasebebi, romelic gamokiTxulebma 
miakuTvnes „axali ideebis generirebis“ kriteriums. eqspertTa 
umravlesoba Tanxmdeba, rom am komponentSi, rogorc adgilobri-
vi, aseve saerTaSoriso samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebis 
saqmianoba SesaZlebelia Sefasdes warmatebulad. axali ideebis 
generirebis magaliTebad gamokiTxulma eqspertebma moiyvanes is 
rekomendaciebi da midgomebi, romlebic SemuSavda adgilobrivi 
arasamTavrobo orgnizaciebis mier saerTaSoriso organizacie-
bis mxardaWeriT, kerZod, „samxedro moqmedebaTa ganuaxleblobis 
garantiebi: safrTxis molodini qarTul-afxazuri urTierTobis 
konteqstSi“ („saerTaSoriso gangaSi“), „koncefcia saqarTvelos 
saxelmwifoSi afxazeTis gansakuTrebuli statusis Sesaxeb“97 da 
afxazeTis de-faqto xelisuflebis mier SemuSavebuli dokumenti 
„momavlis gasaRebi“. erT-erTi eqspertis ganmartebiT, idea - bolos 
naxsenebi ori dokumentis Seqmnis Sesaxeb, „Slainingis procesis“ 
mimdinareobisas daibada, Tumca, samwuxarod, vercerTma xorci ver 
Seisxa. erT-erTi gamokiTxuli eqspertis mosazrebiT, samoqalaqo 
sazogadoebis organizaciebis ZiriTadi sisuste am komponentSi iyo 
is, rom ar arsebobda axali ideebisa da rekomendaciebis lobirebis 
strategiebi. misi ganmartebiT, samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organiza-
ciebis mier dadebuli rekomendaciebis armiReba ar SeiZleba mxolod 
xelisuflebis antagonistur ganwyobebs mivaweroT. misi TqmiT, 
saqarTvelos samoqalaqo seqtorSi ar arsebobs dasavleTSi apro-

94 http://www.berghof-conflictresearch.org/documents/publications/GA_DiscussionPack.pdf
95 http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf. 
96 http://www.iccn.ge/Peace-Times-Magazine/. 
97 http://zakareishvili.com/pdf/koncefciage.pdf. 
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birebuli lobirebisa da advokatirebis praqtika, rasac, saboloo 
jamSi, uaryofiT Sedegebamde mivyavarT, kerZod, „saerTaSoriso 
organizaciebis mxridan ixarjeba soliduri raodenobis finansebi 
problemuri sakiTxebis kvlevisa da xelisuflebisTvis rekomen-
daciebis momzadebaSi, Tumca es rekomendaciebi Tu SeTavazebebi 
xorcSesxmas ver hpoveben isev da isev arasaTanado advokatirebis 
warmoebis gamo“. imave eqspertma xazi gausva im faqts, rom samoqala-
qo sazogadoebis winaSe mdgar erT-erT gamowvevas swored dasavleT-
Si aprobirebuli advokatirebis praqtikis danergva warmoadgens da 
es ar exeba mxolod konfliqtis transformaciis kuTxiT momuSave 
arasamTavrobo organizaciebs. 

rac Seexeba dialogis process, eqspertebs gauWirdaT Sefasebis 
micema am kriteriumSi. am kriteriumze saubrisas aucilebelia 
SevniSnoT, is faqti, rom gamokiTxulebi warmoadgendnen qarTul-
afxazuri dialogis proeqtebis iniciatorebs Tu ara, monawileebs 
mainc. Sesabamisad, SesaZlebelia iTqvas, rom dialogis procesis 
Sefaseba maT mier ar gamoricxavda subieqturobis garkveul xarisxs. 
interviuebis dros es faqti zogierTma eqspertma Tavad aRniSna. 
miuxedavad arsebuli sirTulisa, gamokiTxulebma scades nawilo-
briv mainc gamosuliyvnen subieqturobis sivrcidan da yofilyvnen 
TviT-kritikulebi. eqspertTa umravlesoba Tanxmdeba, rom dialo-
gis procesi SesaZlebelia Sefasdes dadebiTad. maTi nawili miiCnevs, 
rom ara es proeqtebi, ver Camoyalibdeboda adamianebis is jgufebi 
qarTul da afxazur sazogadoebebs Soris, romelTac gaazrebuli 
aqvT mSvidobis upiratesoba da sakuTar poziciebs ageben ara miTiur 
warmodgenebze, aramed gaazrebul „ZiriTad moTxovnilebebze“. 
TiTqmis yvela eqspertma xazi gausva im faqts, rom saerTaSoriso 
arasamTavrobo organizaciebma, adgilobriv partniorebTan erTad 
SeZles iseTi komunikaciis formatis Seqmna, romelmac sazogadoebis 
did nawils saSualeba misca daemyarebina urTierTobebi meore mxa-
resTan. Catarebuli seminarebisa da samuSao Sexvedrebis raodenoba 
amtkicebs am mosazrebis realurobas. erT-erTma eqspertma aRniSna, 
rom qarTul-afxazurma dialogma moicva sxvadasxva profesiuli 
da socialuri jgufebi, maT Soris: politikosebi, Jurnalistebi, 
eqs-kombatantebi, devnilebi, axalgazrdebi, mwerlebi, eqimebi, sa-
moqalaqo seqtoris warmomadgenlebi da a.S. Tumca, imave eqspertma 
iqve aRniSna, rom dialogis procesi mainc SezRudulia da, Sesabami-
sad, SeuZlebeli iyo TiToeuli moqalaqis masSi CarTva, miT umetes 
maSin, roca Sexvedrebis umravlesoba sazRvargareT imarTeboda da 
garkveul xarjebTan iyo dakavSirebuli. dialogis procesis naklo-
vanebaze saubrisas gamokiTxulTa nawilma aRniSna, rom samoqalaqo 
seqtorma ver moaxerxa sazogadoebaSi dialogis procesis gavrcoba, 
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kerZod, ver daZlia is stereotipebi da prejudisebi, romelebic 
qmnis „omis kulturas“, anu „omis kulturidan“ „mSvidobis kultu-
raSi“ gadasvla warumatebeli aRmoCnda. 

am faqts adasturebs is maCveneblebi, romliTac Seafases gamoki-
Txulma eqspertebma qvemoT CamoTvlili sami komponenti: 1. stereo-
tipebis ngreva, 2. Zaladobis formebis aRmofxvra da 3. sazogadoebis 
cnobierebis amaRleba. gamokiTxulebma sam-sami qula miakuTvnes 
sazogadoebaSi stereotipebis ngrevasa da Zaladobis formebis 
aRmofxvras, xolo ori quliT Seafases sazogadoebis cnobierebis 
amaRleba. rogorc zemoT mocemul oTx komponentSi, am SemTxveva-
Sic ar dafiqsirebula eqpsertebis Sexedulebebs Soris mkveTri 
gansxvaveba. maTi umetesoba Tanxmdeba, rom dialogis procesma ver 
hpova ganvrcoba sazogadoebaSi da Semoifargla mcire jgufebiT 
isev da isev finansuri resursebis SezRudulobis gamo. erT-erTma 
gamokiTxulma aRniSna, rom uaryofiTi stereotipebis arsebobas 
xels uwyobs is media sivrce, romelsac savsebiT Tavisuflad Segvi-
Zlia vuwodoT propagandistuli. imave eqspertis azriT, afxazebTan 
dialogis process saqarTveloSi arsebuli televiziebi uaryofiT 
an propagandistul WrilSi aSuqeben, rac, Tavis mxriv, uaryofiT 
gamoZaxils iwvevs afxazur sazogadoebaSi, kerZod, qarTuli tele-
viziebis mier momzadebuli reportaJebi xSirad gamxdara samoqala-
qo dialogis procesis SeCerebis mizezi. garda amisa, eqspertebma 
gansakuTrebulad gaamaxviles yuradReba afxazur sazogadoebaSi 
arsebul uaryofiT stereotipebsa da ganwyobebze qarTvelebis da 
zogadad saqarTvelos mimarT. erT-erTma gamokiTxulma xazi gausva 
im faqts, rom afxazeTSi uaryofiTi stereotipebi ufro mZlavrobs 
axalgazrda TaobaSi. es faqti man imiT axsna, rom afxazeTSi arsebobs 
„propagandistuli garemo“, romelic xels uwyobs gabatonebuli 
diskursis simyares da SexedulebaTa pluralizms minimumamde am-
cirebs. am garemos erT-erTi ZiriTadi mamoZravebeli elementi aris 
televiziebi da zogadad media, Tumca, ver vityviT, rom mxolod me-
dia sivrce ganapirobebs uaryofiTi stereotipebisa da ganwyobebis 
Camoyalibebas. gamokiTxulTagan erT-erTma dananebiT aRniSna, rom 
politikuri elitebi xSirad manipulireben sazogadoebebiT, rac, 
Tavis mxriv, uaryofiTad aisaxeba stereotipebis ngrevaze98. imave 
98 „garda amisa, me xSirad momismenia afxazi axalgazrdebisgan rom maTsa da qarTvel 
Tanatolebs Soris erTaderTi kontaqtis saSualeba aris blogebi da internet 
resursebi, sadac samwuxarod qarTveli axalgazrdebi afiqsireben sakuTar ster-
otipul ganwyobebs da akeTeben agresiul da upativcemulo komentarebs afxazebis 
mimarT. es Tavis mxriv afxaz axalgazrdebs xels aRebinebs qarTvelebTan CarTu-
lobis ideaze. bevri Cveni proeqtis axalgazrda monawile sasiamovnod gaocebuli 
iyo im faqtiT, rom isini Sexvdnen iseT qarTvel Tanatolebs Cveni proeqtis farg-
lebSi, romelTanac SesaZlebeli iyo saubris warmoeba“, mira sovakari, („Serigebis 
resursebi“, kavkasiuri proeqtebis menejeri). 
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eqspertis azriT, SedarebiT mcire resursebi daixarja sazoga-
doebis cnobierebis amaRlebaze, rac pirdapir kavSirSia uaryofiTi 
stereotipebisa da ganwyobebis cvlilebaze. misi azriT, swored es 
mimarTulebebi SeiZleba CaiTvalos samoqalaqo seqtoris Cavardnad. 
man aRniSna, rom saqarTveloSi arsebulma samoqalaqo sazogadoebis 
organizaciebma ver moaxerxes is, rom militaristuli politika eq-
ciaT arapopularul fenomenad, ris gamoc, saboloo jamSi, miviReT 
2008 wlis agvistos omi. 

Zaladobis formebze saubrisas aRiniSna, rom esec SeiZleba CaiTva-
los im sferod, sadac samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebma 
„marcxi ganicades“. erT-erTi eqspertis mosazrebiT, is faqti, 
rom saqarTveloSi kvlav arsebobs „meorexarisxovani moqalaqee-
bi“ adasturebs kulturuli Zaladobis formebis arsebobas. misi 
TqmiT, struqturulad saqarTveloSi yvela moqalaqe Tanasworia, 
rasac adasturebs saqarTvelos konstitucia, Tumca, arsebuli 
kulturuli fenomenebi ar aZlevs eTnikurad araqarTvel mosaxleo-
bas politikur brZolaSi warmatebis miRwevis saSualebas, metic, 
eTnikuri umciresobebi politikurad indiferentulebi arian da 
maTi sazogadoebriv cxovrebaSi CarTulobis xarisxi Zalian dabalia. 
aseTi realoba, pirdapir Tu ara iribad, aisaxeba arsebul eTnikur 
konfliqtebze. erT-erTi gamokiTxulis azriT, qarTul-afxazuri 
da qarTul-osuri konfliqtis transformaciisTvis didi mniSvne-
loba eqneba, Tu rogori iqneba saqarTvelo momavalSi - iqneba is 
mono-eTnikuri nacionalizmze damyarebuli saxelmwifo, Tu Sed-
geba rogorc eri-saxelmwifo, romelic samoqalaqo nacionalizs 
daefuZneba. 
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daskvna

amgvarad, Catarebuli kvlevis safuZvelze SesaZlebelia amomwura-
vad Tu ara, nawilobriv mainc gaeces pasuxi kvlevis mTavar SekiTxvas.

qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis transformaciis process aferxebs 
mTeli rigi faqtorebisa, romlebic scdeba samoqalaqo seqtoris 
farglebs da Rrmad aris gamjdari Cveni sazogadoebis azrovnebaSi: 

1. pirvel rigSi, niSandoblivia aRiniSnos is radikalurad gansx-
vavebuli damokidebulebebi, romlebic arsebobs saqarTveloSi 
konfliqtis daregulirebaze momuSave mSvidobis mSeneblobis or-
ganizaciebsa da xelisuflebas Soris. konfliqtis Sesaxeb gansxva-
vebuli warmodgenebi iwvevs ara mxolod koordinaciisTvis SezRu-
duli sivrcis arsebobas, aramed mTavrobis mxridan gadadgmuli 
zogierTi nabiji xels uSlis kidec procesis gangrZobadobas. am 
koliziis TvalsaCino magaliTs warmoadgens „Slainingis procesis“ 
dablokva da mTavrobis mxridan miRebuli kanonqvemdebare aqtebi, 
romlebic qmnis arakomfortul garemos an zRudavs arasamTavrobo 
organizaciebis muSaobas konfliqtis daregulirebis kuTxiT (mag. 
modalobebis dokumenti)99. am daZabulobaze pasuxismgebloba aqvs 
rogorc mTavrobas, aseve adgilobriv arasamTavrobo organizaciebs, 
romelTa nawili radikalurad upirispirdeba xelisuflebis ama Tu 
im gadawyvetilebas, rac, Tavis mxriv, amWidrovebs sivrces dialogi-
saTvis da gamoricxavs TanamSromlobis arsebobas. 

2. aseTi tendenciebi vlindeba ara mxolod xelisufleba VS samo-
qalaqo sazogadoebis, aramed mediis donezec. es gansakuTrebiT 
exeba e.w. samTavrobo televiziebs, romlebic orientirebuli arian 
ara farTo sazogadoebisaTvis realuri faqtebisa da movlenebis 
kompetenturad miwodebaze, aramed, piriqiT, gvevlinebian erT-erT 
ZiriTad xelSemSlel institutebad. aRniSnuli televiziebi xels 
uwyoben meore mxaris dehumanizaciasa da aRrmaveben gaxleCil 
sazogadoebebSi polarizaciis tendenciebs. media produqtebi, 
romelic iqmneba mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis mier, ver 
hpovebs sakmaris asaxvas media sivrceSi (magaliTad, m. yufaraZis 
filmi „nebis arqona“ dRemde ar uCvenebiaT arc sazogadoebrivi 
mauwyeblisa da arc sxva ZiriTadi kerZo televiziebiT, miuxedavad 
imisa, rom am filmis mimarT sazogadoebaSi interesi maRalia)100. es 
garemoeba amcirebs mediis, rogorc sazogadoebrivi azris mafor-
mirebeli erT-erTi ZiriTadi instrumentis, funqcias mSvidobis 
mSeneblobis sferoSi. 

99 http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/dadgenileba%20320.pdf. 
100 http://www.media.ge/ka/node/6584. 
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3. mesame damoukidebeli cvladi, romelic aseve xels uSlis proce-
sis winsvlas, uSualod dakavSirebulia samoqalaqo sazogadoebis 
organizaciebis muSaobasTan. unda aRiniSnos, rom saqarTveloSi 
arsebuli adgilobrivi mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebis ga-
vlena sazogadoebis qveda rgolze (grassroots) mizerulia (amas 
adasturebs fokus jgufSi Semavali eqspertebis mosazrebebi)101, 
rasac ganapirobebs, erTi mxriv, maTi „xelovnuroba“ (isini ar war-
moadgenen dasavleTSi arsebul tipur sazogadoebriv organizacie-
bs da ZiriTadad saerTaSoriso donorebis xarjze arseboben) da, 
meore mxriv, is garemoeba, rom konfliqtis daregulirebis kuTxiT 
momuSave arasamTavrobo organizaciebi ZiriTadad orientirebu-
li arian dapirispirebul mxareebs Soris dialogis warmoebaze da 
nakleb yuradRebas uTmoben Sida sazogadoebriv saqmianobas. dia-
logis procesis gauvrcelebloba ki iwvevs samSvidobo procesis 
SezRudvas adamianTa mcire jgufebamde, rac, Tavis mxriv, ar uwyobs 
xels sazogadoebaSi samSvidobo infrastruqturis gafarToebas. am 
mxriv aucilebelia samoqalaqo sazogadoebis muSaobis gaaqtiure-
ba, gansakuTrebiT regionebSi, raTa moxdes samSvidobo ideebisa da 
konfliqtebis mSvidobiani daregulirebis meTodebis kultivireba.

4. kvlevis procesSi gairkva, rom mSvidobis mSeneblobis organi-
zaciebs Soris (rogorc adgilobrivi ise saerTaSoriso) koordi-
naciis done sakmaod dabalia. amas ganapirobebs rigi faqtorebisa, 
romelTagan umniSvnelovaness warmoadgens finansur resursebTan 
dakavSirebuli konkurencia. am problemis arseboba qmnis damate-
biT winaaRmdegobebs da aferxebs mSvidobis mSeneblobis process. 
kerZod, koordinaciis nakleboba iwvevs mSvidobis mSeneblobis 
iniciativebisa da Tu proeqtebis dublirebas102 da ara mSvidobis 
procesis sinergias. garda amisa, koordinirebuli moqmedebebis 
simcire aferxebs, erTi mxriv, konfliqtis transformaciis proce-
sisTvis Sesabamisi strategiebis SemuSavebas, meore mxriv ki, - samo-
qalaqo sazogadoebis zegavlenis mkveTr Semcirebas xelisuflebis 
gadawyvetilebebze. 

5. qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis transformaciis sferoSi moR-
vawe samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebs gaaCniaT kidev erTi 
damatebiTi sisuste, romelic dakavSirebulia advokatirebis stra-
tegiebis saTanadod ar gamoyenebasTan. mravalwliani gamocdileba 
saeqsperto sazogadoebas saSualebas aZlevs konfliqtis transfor-
maciis procesis xelSewyobisTvis SeimuSavos Sesabamisi xedvebi da 
rekomendaciebi mTavrobisTvis, Tumca advokatirebis strategiebis 
Sesabamisad ar gamoyenebis gamo, ver xdeba am xedvebis xelisuflebis 
101 ix. Tavi V.
102 http://www.international-alert.org/sites/default/files/publications/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf.
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gadawyvetilebebSi relevanturi asaxva. magaliTisTvis SeiZleba 
moviyvanoT „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ mier ganxorcielebuli proeqti 
„dialogi kvlevis gziT“. am proeqtis farglebSi momzadebuli kvle-
vebi da rekomendaciebi gamoirCeva akademiurobiTa da aqtualobiT, 
Tumca proeqtSi saTanadod ar aris gaTvaliswinebuli momzadebuli 
rekomendaciebis advokatireba, rac amcirebs proeqtis gavlenas 
konfliqtis dinamikaze (pozitiuri cvlilebis ganxorcielebis 
SesaZlebloba mcirdeba). arsebuli realoba saWiroebs samaqolaqo 
sazogadoebis organizaciebis saqmianobaSi mniSvnelovan koreqti-
rebas, rac gulisxmobs samoqalaqo seqtorSi dasavleTSi arsebuli 
advokatirebis strategiebis danergvas. 

6. erT-erT umniSvnelovanes faqtors warmoadgens qarTul da 
afxazur sazogadoebebSi arsebuli „miTologizirebuli konfli-
qtis“ fenomeni. orive sazogadoebaSi arsebobs miTologiuri war-
modgenebi konfliqtis mizezebis Sesaxeb. qarTul sazogadoebaSi 
gabatonebul erT-erT miTia is, rom am konfliqtis ZiriTad mi-
zezs warmoadgenda ruseTis Zaladobrivi politika. es miTi, erTi 
mxriv, uaryofs sakuTar pasuxismgeblobas konfliqtis warmoqmnis 
Sesaxeb, meore mxriv ki, ugelvebelyofs afxazuri sazogadoebis 
ZiriTad moTxovnilebebs, interesebsa da SiSebs. amas ganapirobebs 
kulturuli Zaladobis is formebi, romlebic arsebobs qarTul 
sazogadoebaSi ssrk-s epoqidan, rac ar aZlevs mas konfliqtis swori 
diagnozirebis saSualebas, mis gareSe ki SeuZlebelia prognozisa 
da Sesabamisi Terapiis ganxorcieleba. amgvarad, mSvidobis mSeneb-
lobis organizaciebis ZiriTadi saqmianoba swored am kuTxiT unda 
iqnas warmarTuli, romelic unda moicavdes ara mxolod akademiur 
saqmianobas konfliqtis kvlevis kuTxiT, aramed sazogadoebis 
sxvadasxva jgufebTan aqtiur muSaobas, ramdenadac konfliqtis 
de-miTologizaciisa („konfliqtze mijaWvulobis“ moxsna) da de-
politizaciis gareSe SueZlebeli iqneba misi transformacia. 

7. konfliqtis transformaciis procesis erT-erTi Semaferxebe-
li faqtori iyo aseve mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesSi CarTuli 
qarTveli da afxazi aqtivistebis mier procesis mniSvnelobis gaua-
zrebloba da misi politikuri miznebisTvis gamoyeneba. am procesSi 
CarTuli afxazi monawileebi mudmivad cdiloben qarTul-afxazuri 
samoqalaqo dialogi gamoiyenenon saerTaSoriso doneze afxazeTis 
damoukideblobasTan dakavSirebiT sakuTari poziciis dasafiqsi-
reblad103. afxazi monawileebis mxridan aseTi damokidebulebis 
arsebobas ganapirobebs sakuTari poziciebis dasafiqsireblad sxva 
saerTaSoriso alternatiuli formatebis simcire. igive SeiZleba 
iTqvas qarTvel monawileebzec, Tumca, rasakvirvelia, ufro mcire 
doziT, ramdenadac qarTvelebs aqvT SesaZlebloba sxva formate-
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bisa da arenis saSualebiT (magaliTad, oficialuri diplomatiuri 
saSualebebiT) gamoxaton sakuTari pozicia. aseTi viTareba amcirebs 
ndobas dialogis monawileebs Soris, rac, Tavis mxriv, uaryofiTad 
aisaxeba mSvidobis mSeneblobisa– da konfliqtis transformaciis 
procesze. aucilebelia samoqalaqo dialogis monawileebma gaac-
nobieron, rom es formati ar aris Sesabamisi sakuTari poziciebis 
saerTaSoriso arenaze gasatanad, metic, aseTi qmedebebi xels uSlis 
pozitiur cvlilebasa da kidev ufro amtkicebs „konfliqtze mi-
jaWvulobis“ sindroms. samoqalaqo dialogis procesi, konfliqtis 
transformaciis Teoriidan gamomdinare, dafuZnebuli unda iyos 
konfliqtis meore mxaris ZiriTadi moTxovnilebebis, interesebis, 
SiSebis gaazrebasa da amaze dayrdnobiT, saerTo midgomebisa da 
moqmedebebis strategiebis Camoyalibebaze. amitomac, zemoT aRniS-
nuli faqtori migvaCnia mniSvnelovan gamowvevad qarTul-afxazuri 
konfliqtis transformaciisTvis. 

garda amisa, arsebobs sagareo politikuri faqtorebic, romlebic 
xels uSlis konfliqtis transformaciis progress. magaliTisTvis 
SegviZlia moviyvanoT ruseTis federaciis destruqciuli roli. 
Tumca am kvlevis formatSi ver moxerxda aseTi tipis dabrkolebebis 
analizi da am sakiTxis garkveva damatebiTi kvlevis obieqts unda 
warmoadgendes.

winamdebare naSromSi SevecadeT warmogveCina is faqtorebi, 
romlebic xels uSlida qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis trans-
formaciis progress. kvlevis ZiriTad obieqts warmoadgenda sa-
moqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebi, romlebic orientirebuli 
arian mSvidobis mSeneblobis sakiTxebze. rasakvirvelia, naSroms 
ver eqneba pretenzia srulyofilebaze, Tumca imedi gvaqvs, rom 
igi iqneba xelSemwyobi faqtori arsebuli problemebis gaazre-
bisa da xels Seuwyobs maT kvalificiurad gadaWras. aseve, imeds 
gamovTqvamT, rom es kvleva gamoiwvevs sazogadeobriv diskusiebsa 
da waaxalisebs axali naSromebisa Tu ideebis Seqmnas qarTul-
afxazuri konfliqtis transformaciis Sesaxeb. 

103 “aseTi faqtebi raskvirvelia xdeboda, Tumca afxazi monawileebi ZiriTadad afxazi 
monawileebi iyvnen kargad momzadebulebi da diskusiebi qarTvel monawileebTan 
Seexeboda Temebis farTo speqtrs. garda amisa afxazi monawileebi saerTaSoriso 
mowveul eqspertebTan xSirad afiqsirebdnen sakuTar pozicias afxazeTis damouk-
ideblobasTan dakavSirebiT, Tumca ufro metad isini aqcentirebas akeTebdnen ufro 
did saerTaSoriso CarTulobas afxazeTSi, kerZod advokatirebas ukeTebdnen ev-
rokavSiris strategias „CarTuloba araRiarebis gareSe. rasakvirvelia, CarTulobas 
aRiareba unda mohyoloda, Tumca pirvel etapze mizani iyo afxazeTis deizoloacia 
da afxazuri sazogadoebisTvis axali horizontebis gaCena, raTa afxazur sazogadoe-
bas hqonoda arCevanis ufro farTo areali da aramxolod ruseTi“, jonaTan koeni, 
(„Serigebis resursebi“, programebis direqtori). 
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rekomendaciebi:

1.	 mizanSewonilia samoqalaqo seqtoris SigniT dafuZndes sa-
qarTveloSi moRvawe mSvidobis mSeneblobis organizaciebisa da 
mSvidobis aqtivistebis sabWo, romelic xels Seuwyobs maT Soris 
koordnaciis amaRlebas da saerTo midgomebis Camoyalibebas.

2.	 aucilebelia momzaddes kadrebi lobirebisa da advokatirebis 
strategiebSi da moxdes maTi gadamzadeba saerTaSoriso arasa-
mTavrobo organizaciebSi (es uSualod exeba mSvidobis mSeneb-
lobis organizaciebs da maT adgilobriv warmomadgenlebs), raTa 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebaSi arsebulma xedvebma da rekomendacie-
bma saTanado asaxva hpovos mTavrobis gadawyvetilebebSi.

3.	 mniSvnelovania saerTaSoriso organizaciebma periodulad 
Caataron konfliqtis xelaxali analizi, raTa maT mieceT sa-
Sualeba Tvali adevnon konfliqtis dinamikas (aq igulisxmeba 
politikuri konteqstis cvlilebaze mudmivi monitoringis 
organizeba, rac xels uwyobs relevanturi midgomebis Camoya-
libebas). 

4.	 aucilebelia samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebis mier 
moxdes iseTi instrumentis inicireba da advokatireba, romlis 
farglebSic saxelmwifo daafinansebs kvlevebs (maT Soris kon-
fliqtebis Sesaxeb)104. 

5.	 mizanSewonilia qarTul-afxazuri dialogis formatSi ganxor-
cielebuli TiToeuli Sexvedris Semdgom moxdes informaciis 
ganTavseba mediaSi, garda amisa, paralelurad momzaddes Sex-
vedrebi universitetebSi da gaizardos Sexvedrebis raodenoba 
regionebSi.

6.	 saWiroasamoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebma SeimuSavon 
strategia romlis saSualebiT moxdeba media saSualebebis mo-
nitoringi konfliqturi regionebis gaSuqebis kuTxiT (es xels 
Seuwyobs mediaSi destruqciuli da dezinfromaciuli siuJete 
bisa Tu statiebis Semcirebas). 

104 „erTaderTi nakli, romelic gaaCnia am rekomendacias aris is rom, advili iqneba 
im kvlevis diskreditireba, romelic dafinansebulia romelime konfliqtis mx-
aris mier. samwuxarod asea, rom dafinansebis wyaro aris yovelTvis eWvis sagani. 
saerTaSoriso arasamTavrobo organizaciebi cdiloben, rom hqondeT dafinansebis 
sxvadasxva wyaro maT Sori evrokavSiridan, aSS-s mTavrobidan, kerZo da samoqalaqo 
fondebidan, im mizniT rom erTi mxriv Tavidan aicilon mikerZoebulobaSi dadana-
Sauleba, meore mxriv ki - erT donorze damokidebuloba“, juliet skofildi - 
„saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ evraziis programebis menejeri.
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105 „didi xania mimdinareobs diskusia imis Sesaxeb Tu ra aris „samSvidobo Jurnalis-
tika“. bevri ambobs, rom rac saWiroa es aris kargi, profesionaluri Jurnalistika 
- da Tu Jurnalistebi arian profesionalebi, isini ar aqezeben zizRs“, jonaTan 
koeni, („Serigebis resursebi“, programebis direqtori). 

7.	 aucilebelia moxdes qarTul afxaazur dialogSi mediis warmo-
madgenlebis maqsimaluri CarTva. 

8.	 mizanSewonilia ganxorcieldes mediis warmomadgenlebisTvis 
„samSvidobo JurnalistikaSi“105 treiningebis organizeba, rac 
xels Seuwyobs gaxleCil sazogadoebebSi uaryofiTi stereo-
tipebis ngrevas.

9.	 aucilebelia xeli Seewyos saqarTveloSi mSvidobis mecnierebis 
ganviTarebas, rac gulisxmobs wamyvan universitetebSi Sesabami-
si programebis Seqmnasa da saqarTveloSi arsebuli inteleqtua-
luri potencialis zrdas, maT Soris evropis universitetebSi 
qarTveli studentebis gagazavnis saSualebiT. 

10.	 mizanSewonilia qarTul-afxazuri dialogis procesSi moxdes 
axali adamianuri resursebis CarTva, rac mogvcems saSualebas 
Tavidan aviciloT sferos monopolizaciis procesi. 

11.	 mSvidobis mSeneblobis procesis warmatebisTvis mnSivnelovani 
iqneba, Tu Seiqmneba regionuli „mSvidobis centrebi“, sadac mox-
deba samoqalaqo ganaTlebisa da konfliqtebis mSvidobianad da-
regulirebis swavlebis organizeba (am saqmianobisTvis umjobesi 
iqneba, Tu gamoyenebuli iqneba adgilobrivi arasamTavrobo 
organizaciebis resursebi).

12.	 grZelvadian perspeqtivaSi, konfliqtis transformaciis pro-
cesis warmatebisTvis, aucilebelia SemuSavdes specialuri pro-
gramebi skolebisTvis, romlis farglebSic moxdeba moswavlee-
bisTvis konfliqtebis mSvidobianad daregulirebis meTodebis 
swavleba (am procesSi aqtiurad unda iyvnen CarTuli mSvidobis 
mSeneblobis organizaciebi).
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danarTi 1

Sefasebis kriteriumebi

konfliqtis transformaciis TeoriaSi da, zogadad, mSvidobis 
Semswavlel mecnierebaSi ar arsebobs Teoriuli CarCo, romelic 
mogvcemda saSualebas gagvezoma samoqalaqo sazogadoebis roli 
mSvidobis mSeneblobisa da konfliqtis transformaciis proce-
sebSi. Sesabamisi kriteriumebis ararseboba arTulebs daskvnebis 
gamotanis procedurebs, rac, Tavis mxriv, xels uSlis saerTo kon-
teqstis danaxvasa da tendenciebis gansazRvras. zogadi suraTis 
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ganusazRvrelobas ki konfliqtis daregulirebis sferoSi moRvawe 
instituciebi gardauval warumateblobamde mihyavs.

konfliqtis transformaciis Teoriidan gamomdinare, rTulia 
isaubro mravaldoniani diplomatiis calkeuli rgolis warma-
tebaze. rogorc adre aRvniSneT es gamomdinareobs konfliqtis fe-
nomenis kompleqsuri xasiaTisa da cvlilebebis mimarT arastabilu-
ri damokidebulebidan. mravaldoniani diplomatiis segmenturi 
xasiaTi, romlis TiToeul elements Soris arsebobs mniSvnelovani 
mimarTebebi, ar eqvemdebareba Sefasebis erTian sistemas. miuxe-
davad sirTulisa, Cven mainc vcadeT calke gamogveyo samoqalaqo 
sazogadoebis saqmianobis garkveuli miRwevebi, romlebic SeiZleba 
garkveuli kuTxiT warmatebad CaiTvalos.

Sedegebis Sesafasablad gamovyaviT, rogorc zogadi miznebi, 
romlebic gaaCnia samoqalaqo sazogadoebis organizaciebs, aseve 
kriteriumebis CamoyalibebisTvis gamoviyeneT konfliqtis trans-
formaciis sferoSi arsebuli Teoriuli CarCoebi.

CamoTvlil kriteriumebs Soris arsebobs mizez-Sedegobrivi kavSi-
ri. magaliTisTvis dialogis formatis erT-erT mizans warmoadgens 
komunikaciis saSualebiT mxareebs Soris uaryofiTi stereotipebis 
ngreva. Tumca, Sefasebis kriteriumad maTi cal-calke gamoyofa 
gamoiwvia, im faqtorma, rom stereotipebis ngreva SesaZlebelia, 
ara mxolod dialogis warmoebis saSualebiT, aramed, magaliTad, 
Sida-sazogadoebrivi seminarebis CatarebiT konfliqtis mSvidobia-
ni gziT daregulirebis Sesaxeb. garda amisa, sakiTxis mniSvnelobis 
sidide aris kidev erTi damatebiTi aspeqti, romelic gansazRvravs 
am kriteriumis kvlevis meTodSi Setanas.

1. neitraluri da mSvidobiani sivrcis Seqmna dialogisTvis,

rogorc mesame TavSi aRvniSneT, konfliqtis transformaciisTvis 
erT-erT arsebiT pirobas warmoadgens efeqturi komunikaciis 
ganviTareba gaxleCili sazogadoebebis yvela dones Soris, dawye-
buli gadawyvetilebis mimRebi pirebidan, damTavrebuli sociumus 
qveda feniT (grassroots). dialogis formati xels uwyobs konfliqtiT 
daSorebul sazogadoebebs Soris ndobis aRdgenasa da Tavisufali 
komunikaciis arsebobas.

dialogs SesaZloa gaaCndes, rogorc pirdapiri, aseve arapirdapiri 
xasiaTi. pirdapiri dialogis formas warmoadgens: 

1.	 seminarebi, romlebic mimarTulia problemis gadaWraze; 

2.	 saswavlo vizitebi;
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3.	 sociumis sxvadasxva fenebis Sexvedrebi (saerTo sferos war-
momadgenlebis Sexvedra, magaliTad, eqimebi, Juranalitebi, 
maswvalebebi, eqs-kombatantebi da sxva).

arapirdapiri dialogis formas warmoadgens:

1.	 media saSualebebi (tele- da radio gadacemebi, romlis transli-
rebis areali moicavs gaxleCili sazogadoebebis orive mxares, 
aseve dialogi presis saSualebiT);

2.	 kvleviTi proeqtebi (kvleviTi proqtebi, aris dialogis iseTi for-
ma, romlis drosac gaxleCilis sazogadoebebis warmomadgenlebs 
Soris interaqcia xorcieldeba teqstebis, kvlevebis saSualebiT).

sazogadoebebs Soris dialogis formebi SesaZlebelia cdebodes aq 
CamoTvlil interaqciis xasiaTs da saerTod ar gulisxmobdes samo-
qalaqo seqtoris CarTulobas am procesSi. magaliTisaTvis SeiZleba 
moviyvanoT naTesavebsa da nacnobebs Soris komunikacia satelefono 
Tu sxvadasxva socialuri qselebis gamoyenebiT. Tumca Cven dialogis 
formebze saubrisas auculeblad vgulisxmobT samoqalaqo seqto-
ris monawileobas, Sesabamisad, aseTi saxis urTierTobebi am kvlevis 
sagans ar warmoadgens da ar ganvixilavT.

dialogis procesis kulminacias warmoadgens kooperaciaze dafuZ-
nebuli urTierTobebis Camoyalibeba, rac gulisxmobs sxvadasxva 
proeqtebis erTobiv ganxorcielebas.

2. moaxdinos mTavrobaze zewola konfliqtis Zaladobrivi gziT 
daregulirebis alternatiuli gzebis Ziebis kuTxiT 

post-konfliqturi sazogadoebebi xasiaTdebian sensitiurobis 
maRali xarisxiT, rac zrdis maTi manipulirebis saSualebas. xSirad 
mTavrobebi, sargebloben sazogadoebaSi arsebuli ganwyobiT da iye-
neben maT sakuTari Zalauflebis ganmtkicebisa da gaxangrZlivebis 
mizniT. mTavrobis qceva SesaZlebelia gulisxmobdes militaristu-
li politikis warmoebas, mowinaaRmdege mxaris demonizebasa da sxva 
destruqciul aqtivobebs, romelic amtkicebs gadawyvetilebibis 
mimRebi pirebis poziciebs da asustebs samSvidobo politikasa. 
amkvidrebs (axalisebs) konfliqtis Zaladobrivi gziT gadawyvetis 
kulturas. sasurvelis SesaZleblad warmoCena, aris xelisuflebis 
sazogadoebaze zemoqmedebis berketi, romelic post-konfliqturi 
mocemulobis pirobebSi metad Zlieria.

aseTi realobis arsebobis SemTxvevaSi sakavnZo mniSvneloba gaaCnia 
samoqalaqo seqtoris aqtiurobas samSvidobo politikisa da zoga-
dad ideebis popularizaciis kuTxiT. xelisuflebaze zegavlena 
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SeiZleba atarebdes e.w Watch-dog tipis organizaciebis zedamxedve-
lobas, aseve Zaladobrivi saSualebebis alternatiuli_ e.w. mogeba-
mogebaze dafuZnebuli iniciativebis SeTavazebas.

3. moaxdinos uaryofiTi stereotipebis ngreva da aamaRlos gax-
leCil saogadoebebSi urTierTgageba mowinaaRmdege mxareebis 
moTxovnilebebisa da motivaciis gaazrebis kuTxiT 

uaryofiT stereotipebis ngrevaSi moiazreba im negatiuri ganzoga-
debebis cvlileba, romelic arsebobs konfliqtur sazogadoebebSi 
da, romlebic qmnian uaryofiT aRqmebs „mowinaaRmdege” sazogadoebis 
Sesaxeb. negatiuri stereotipizacia aris Sedegi konfliqtogenuri 
garemosTvis damaxasiaTebeli polarizaciisa, roca xdeba jgufis de-
integracia da „Cven” da „isini” fenomenebis warmoqmna. depolarizacia 
anu uaryofiTi steroitipebis minimizeba SesaZlebelia „mSvidobis 
mSeneblobis organizaciebis” aqtiuri CarTulobis saSualebiT, 
romelic gulisxmobs, rogorc saswavlo, aseve sainformacio samu-
Saoebis Catarebas post-konfliqtur sazogadoebebSi. am kuTxiT, 
aseve aRsaniSnavia, dialogis formis proeqtebis ganxorcieleba, 
romelic amcirebs „mtris xatisa” da „dehumanizaciis” fenomenebis 
arsebobas. Tumca, unda iTqvas, rom, roca saqme exeba farTomasStabian 
eTnikur konfliqtebs, dialogis formis proeqtebis SesaZleblobebi 
mcirdeba, radgan SeuZlebelia adamianebis aseTi didi raodenobis 
Sexvedrebis organizeba. amitom, stereotipebis ngrevisa da gaxleCil 
sazogadoebebSi ndobis amaRlebis kuTxiT arsebul samuSaos unda 
gaaCndes mravalmxrivi formebi, romelic moicavs, rogorc dialogs, 
aseve intra - sazogadoebrivi samuSaoebis Catarebas.

4. xeli Seuwyos konfliqtis sistemuri analizis process 

konfliqtis transformacia SeuZlebelia ganxorcieldes kon-
fliqtis mizezebis obieqturi analizis gareSe. konfliqtis Rrma 
da sistemuri analizi iZleva misi realuri mizezebisa dadgenis 
saSualebas, rac Tavis mxriv xels uwyobs mxareebis mier sakuTari 
Secdomebis gacnobierebasa da mowinaaRmdege mxaris demonizaciis 
tendenciebis Semcirebas. samoqalaqo sazogadoebis roli, am SemTx-
vevaSi, daviwrovdes im arasamTavrobo organizaciebis saqmianobiT, 
romelic axorcieleben konfliqtis dinamikisa da mizezebis mudmiv 
da sistemur analizs. gansakuTrebiT Rirebulia analizis is forme-
bi, romelic xorcieldeba dapirispirebuli mxareebis saeqsperto 
sazogadoebebis mier. damatebiT unda aRiniSnos, rom sasurveli 
efeqtis misaRwevad aucilebelia ganxorcielebuli kvlevebis ga-
vrceleba sazogadoebis farTo fenebSi.
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5. aamaRlos gaxleCili saogadoebebis cnobiereba konfliqtis 
mSvid obiani daregulirebis Sesaxeb. 

konfliqtis raobaze saubrisas, ukve araerTxel avRniSneT am fe-
nomenis permanentulobis Sesaxeb sazogadoebrivi cxovrebis pro-
cesebSi. kacobriobas saukuneebis manZilze daugrovda garkveuli 
gamocdileba konfliqtis mSvidobiani daregulirebis Sesaxeb_ 
sxvadasxva kulturebSi aris asaxuli konfliqtebis mowesrigebis 
sxvadasxva mSvidobiani formebi, rac aris safuZveli Tanamedro-
ve konfliqtologiisa. Tumca sagulisxmoa is faqti, rom meoce 
saukunis mTeli meore naxevris ganmavlobaSi mimdinare procese-
bma eWvqveS daayena sazogadoebebis mzaoba konfliqtebis mimarT 
mSvidobiani midgomebis arsebobis kuTxiT. metic, am periodma 
naTlad daanaxa yvelas, rom sazogadoebebi, ara Tu mzad iyvnen 
konfliqtebis mSvidobiani daregulibisTvis, aramed miiswrafod-
nen Zaladobisa da sisxlisRvrisken. dadga imis aucilebloba, rom 
Seqmniliyo iseTi formatebi, romlebic aamaRlebdnen adamianebSi 
konfliqtTan urTierTobis mSvidobian kulturas. sazogadoebaSi 
aseTi kulturis Camoyalibebasa da ganviTarebaSi mniSvnelovani 
roli gaaCnia arasamTavrobo Tu sxva samoqalaqo sazogadoebis 
organizaciebs. maTi roli SeiZleba ganvsazRvroT Semdegi pun-
qtobrivi formiT:

a) moaxdinos konfliqtogenur sazogadoebebSi konfliqtis mSvido-
biani meTodebiT daregulirebis formebis kultivireba, romelic 
SesaZlebelia ganxorcieldes e.w. „samSvidobo ganaTlebis” saSuale-
biT (seminarebi, vorqSopebi, romelic mimarTuli tolerantuli da 
pluralistuli garemos CamoyalibebisTvis)

b) post-konfliqtur sazogadoebebSi Zaladobis Sedegad miRebuli 
fsiqologiuri travmebis reabalitacia, romelic gulisxmobs ara-
mxolod fsiqologiur daxmarebas, aramed sakuTari problemebis 
adekvaturi gaazrebisa da maTi mSvidobiani gziT gadaWris waxali-
sebas.

6. xeli Seuwyos samTavrobo da samoqalaqo sazogadoebis don-
eze struqturuli da kulturuli Zaladobis aRmofxvras, xeli 
Seuwyos Zaladobis (kulturuli, struqturuli, pirdapiri) 
formebis aRmofxvras.

7. moaxdinos axali ideebis generireba, romelic daexmareba gad-
awyvetilebiso: mimReb pirebs konfliqtis mSvidobiani daregu-
lirebis procesis warmarTvaSi. 
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cxrili 1.1 pirveli, meore da mesame donis aqtorebi da maTi stra-
tegiebi
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SeniSvna: cxrili aRebulia, Assessing the State-of-the-Art in Conflict Trans-
formation , Cordula Reimann, The Berghof Handbook for Conflict Transformation.
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danarTi 2

qarTul-afxazur da qarTul-osur dialogSi CarTuli  
axalgazrdebis mimarTva

saxelmwifo ministrs reintegraciis sakiTxebSi

saqarTvelos mTavrobam 2010 wlis 15 oqtombers miiRo dadgenileba 
#320 saqarTvelos okupirebul teritoriebze saqmianobis war-
marTvis wesebis Sesaxeb. dadgenileba aregulirebs saerTaSoriso da 
adgilobrivi organizaciebis saqmianobis wesebs afxazeTsa da cxin-
valis regionSi/samxreT oseTSi. axalgazrdebi, romlebic CarTulni 
varT qarTul-afxazuri da qarTul-osuri dialogis procesSi, 
miviCnevT, rom amgvari iniciativa pirdapir ewinaaRmdegeba samoqa-
laqo sazogadoebis ideas da SeuZlebels xdis ndobis aRdgenisaken 
mimarTul qarTul-afxazur da qarTul-osur samoqalaqo dialogsa 
da erTobliv iniciativebs.

aRniSnuli dadgenileba qmnis samoqalaqo sazogadoebaze kontrolis 
meqanizms, romelic saxelmwifo ministris aparats aZlevs saSualebas 
Tavisi gavlenis qveS moaqcios ndobis aRdgenisaken mimarTuli ne-
bismieri sazogadoebrivi iniciativa. proeqtis ganxorcielebisaTvis 
saqarTvelos saxelmwifo ministris Tanxmobis mopovebis valdebu-
leba, romelic ministris brZanebiT formdeba, saerTaSoriso Tu 
adgilobrivi organizaciebis samoqalaqo iniciativebs saxelmwifo 
iniciativebad aqcevs. es TavisTavad ewinaaRmdegeba samoqalaqo 
sazogadoebis ideas, rac qveynis demokratiuli ganviTarebis erT-
erTi umTavresi winapirobaa.

garda amisa, am dokumentis mixedviT saxelmwifo ministris aparati 
uflebamosili iqneba nebismier dros nebismier etapze Seaferxos 
mimdinare Tu axali proeqtebi, Tu isini ar Seesabameba saqarTvelos 
xelisuflebis poziciebsa da midgomebs. magaliTisTvis, samSvidobo 
proeqtebis ganxorcielebisaTvis erT-erT ZiriTad kriteriums 
warmoadgens moTxovna, rom urTierTobebis aRdgenis procesSi Car-
Tuli unda iyvnen okupirebul teritoriaze mcxovrebi adamianebi 
da mxolod am teritoriebidan devnili mosaxleoba. migvaCnia, rom 
es aramarTebuli midgomaa, radgan aradevnili sazogadoebis mo-
nawileobas konfliqtis daregulirebis procesSi didi mniSvneloba 
aqvs afxazebs, osebsa da mTeli saqarTvelos danarCen mosaxleobas 
Soris ndobis aRdgenisaTvis. dauSvebelia am procesebSi qveynis 
mosaxleobis mxolod erTi jgufis aqtiuri CarTva da danarCeni 
sazogadoebis ndobis aRdgenis procesebidan mowyveta.

aseve, migvaCnia, rom es dadgenileba xels SeuSlis qarTul-afxazuri 
da qarTul-osuri samoqalaqo dialogis process. maSin rodesac, 



63

oficialur molaparakebebs jer rame konkretuli Sedegi ar mouta-
nia, naTelia konfliqtebis mogvarebaSi araformaluri dialogisa 
da samoqalaqo sazogadoebis CarTulobis aucilebloba. magram am 
dadgenilebiT miviRebT mxolod ukuSedegs: afxazeTisa da samxreT 
oseTis mkvidrT principulad SeuZleblad miaCniaT isargeblon 
saqarTvelos xelisuflebis mier inicirebuli, Tundac sakmaod 
pragmatuli SesaZleblobebiT (reintegraciis sakiTxebSi saxel-
mwifo ministris mier damtkicebuli proeqtebi, neitraluri samg-
zavro dokumenti, saqarTvelos moqalaqis pasporti da sxv.), rac 
gamowveulia am regionebis mosaxleobis undoblobiT saqarTvelos 
xelisuflebis mimarT. CvenTvis, rogorc am procesebSi CarTuli 
adamianebisaTvis, kargadaa cnobili, rom saxelmwifo ministris mier 
beWed-dasmuli proeqtebis ganxorcieleba da maTSi monawileoba 
afxazi da osi partniorebisaTvis miuRebeli iqneba da amis prece-
dentebi ukve arsebobs. Sedegad, aseTi debulebebi safrTxes uqmnis 
qarTul-afxazuri an qarTul-osuri iniciativebis arsebobas.

Cveni azriT, unda gaimijnos saerTaSoriso da adgilobrivi samo-
qalaqo proeqtebi saxelmwifo iniciativebisgan, raTa qarTvele-
bma afxazebTan da osebTan konstruqciul garemoSi, yovelgvari 
winapirobis gareSe SeZlon dialogis warmarTva. sxva SemTxvevaSi, 
vfiqrobT, Sedegze orientirebuli dialogi warmoudgenelia.

amisaTvis umniSvnelovanesia, ar moxdes saxelmwifos mxridan samSvi-
dobo da samoqalaqo iniciativebSi Careva, raTa Tavidan aviciloT 
afxazi da osi partniorebis kidev ufro gaucxoeba da saqarTvelos 
samoqalaqo sazogadoebisaTvis undoblobis gaRrmaveba.

CvenTvis yvelaze mTavari da problematuri is savalalo Sedegia, 
romelic didi albaTobiT SeiZleba mohyves zemoxsenebul procese-
bs. arsebobs afxazebisa da osebis izolaciis sakmaod didi safrTxe, 
ris Sedegac Cveni xalxebi sxvadasxva mimarTulebiT ganviTardebian 
da sabolood daikargeba Cveni damakavSirebeli Rirebulebebi da 
amiT momavalSi Cveni mSvidobiani Tanacxovrebis SesaZlebloba. 
amavdroulad, unda aRiniSnos, rom izolacia xsenebul regionebs 
sul ufro metad akavSirebs ruseTs da Sesabamisad, am regionebSi 
ualternativo iqneba rusifikacia da ruseTSi dominirebuli kvazi-
Rirebulebebis gavrceleba.

marTebulad migvaCnia, xelisuflebam Zaladakargulad gamoacxa-
dos dadgenileba #320 saqarTvelos okupirebul teritoriebze 
saqmianobis warmarTvis wesebis Sesaxeb, romelic, erTi mxriv ewi-
naaRmdegeba samoqalaqo sazogadoebis ideas da misi amoqmedeba 
miuRebelia demokratiul principebze dafuZnebul saxelmwifoSi, 
xolo meore mxriv, xels SeuSlis momavalSi qarTuli, afxazuri da 
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osuri samoqalaqo sazogadoebis CarTulobas arsebuli konfli-
qtebis daregulirebaSi.

vfiqrobT, xsenebuli dokumentis gauqmeba mniSvnelovnad Seuwyobs 
xels saqarTvelos xelisuflebisadmi ndobis aRdgenis process da 
konfliqturi regionebis mkvidrTaTvis saqarTvelos konstituciiT 
gaTvaliswinebuli garantiebis amoqmedebis SesaZleblobas. am qmede-
biT saqarTvelos xelisufleba aseve SeZlebs aRidginos Selaxuli 
saerTaSoriso imiji, rac swored am dadgenilebis miRebas mohyva. 
cnobilia, rom saerTaSoriso organizaciebis damokidebuleba am 
dokumentis mimarT ar aris pozitiuri.

aqve gvinda xazi gavusvaT im faqts, rom mocemuli dadgenileba mi-
Rebul iqna sajaro ganxilvebis gareSe, gansxvavebiT saqarTvelos 
okupirebuli teritoriebis mimarT strategiisa da samoqmedo 
gegmis SemuSavebaze arsebuli pozitiuri precedentisgan. zemoxse-
nebuli dadgenilebis mzadebis Sesaxeb adgilobrivi organizaciebi 
da dainteresebuli pirebi informirebuli saerTod ar yofilan, 
maSin rodesac saxelmwifo ministris aparati diskusiebs marTavda 
donor da saerTaSoriso organizaciebTan. es faqti imaze mianiSnebs, 
rom saxelmwifos mxridan ignorirebulia saqarTvelos samoqalaqo 
sazogadoebis azri.

ganxiluli dadgenilebis gauqmebasTan erTad, qarTul-afxazuri 
da qarTul-osuri dialogis procesSi CarTuli axalgazrdebi mive-
salmebiT saqarTveloSi moqmed samoqalaqo seqtoris warmomadgen-
lebTan erTad farTomasStabiani dialogis dawyebas konfliqtebis 
daregulirebis sakiTxebze.

TariRi: 8 dekemberi, 2010 weli
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kvlevis respondentebi: 

mira sovakari - „Serigebis resursebis“ kavkasiuri proeqtebis 
menejeri;

jonaTan koeni - „Serigebis resursebi“, programebis direqtori. 

TinaTin asaTiani - konfliqtebisa da molaparakebebis saerTa-
Soriso centri, proeqt „CarTuloba dialogis gziT“ koordina-
tori qarTuli mxridan;

TinaTin RoReliani - konfliqtebisa da molaparakebebis saerTa-
Soriso centri, kvlevebisa da analizis ganyofileba;

paata zaqareiSvili -konfliqtebisa da nacionalizmis kvlevis 
centri, („Slainingis procesis“, „qarTul-afxazuri konfliqtis 
aspeqtebis“, „axalgazrduli dialogis proeqtis“_ koordinatori 
qarTuli mxridan); 

nino kalandariSvili -konfliqtebisa da nacionalizmis kvlevis 
centri, „axalgazrduli dialogis proeqtis“ (Serigebis resur-
sebi) adgilobrivi koordinatori

kote Cokoraia _ axalgzrduli organizacia „pirvelebis“ xelmZR-
vaneli, „axalgazrduli dialogis proeqtis“ monawile (Serigebis 
resursebi)

juliet skofildi - „saerTaSoriso gangaSis“ evraziis programis 
menejeri

ivliane xaindrava - proeqt „dialogi kvlevis gziT“ („saerTa-
Soriso gangaSi“) monawile-mkvlevari 

medea turaSvili - krisizebis saerTaSoriso jgufis mkvlevari, 
axalgazrduli proeqtis „CarTuloba dialogis“ gziT monawile 

mamuka yufaraZe - asociacia „studia re“-s Tavjdomare, filmis 
„nebis arqona“ reJisori 

giorgi SaiSmelaSvili - kulturul urTierTobaTa centri 
„kavkasiuri saxlis“ samSvidobo politikisa da umciresobaTa in-
tegraciis programis koordinatori, „axalgazrduli dialogis 
proeqtisa“ (Conciliation Resources) da „dialogi CarTulobis gziT“ 
monawile (IKV Pax Christi, Berghof Peace Support); 

iulia xaraSvili - iZulebiT gadaadgilebul qalTa asociacia 
~Tanxmoba~ direqtori; 
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giorgi kanaSvili - kulturul urTierTobaTa centris - „kavka-
siuri saxlis“ direqtori, „axalgazrduli dialogis proeqtisa“ 
(Conciliation Resources) da „dialogi CarTulobis gziT“ monawile (IKV 
Pax Christi, Berghof Peace Support); 

lali deviZe - „axalgazrduli dialogis proeqtisa“ (Conciliation 
Resources) da „dialogi CarTulobis gziT“ monawile (IKV Pax Christi, 
Berghof Peace Support).
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Executive Summary 

Within the project “Civil Society and Conflict Transformation” implemented with 
the financial support of the “Open Society Georgia” Foundation, the Association 
for “Justice and Freedom” conducted a research on Civil Diplomacy in the 
Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict. The project aimed at exploring existing civil 
initiatives striving to transform the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict and raising public 
awareness through the publication and promulgation of the research’s results. 
The main purpose of the research was to provide answers to the following 
questions: what was the reason for the disruption of the conflict transformation 
process in Georgia and why was the transformation not successful? Was it or 
not a result of irrelevant actions of the Georgian Government and civil society? 

The present research is based on the analysis of local and international peace 
building organizations’ work and interviews conducted with surveyed experts 
(total of 15 respondents). For the present research, we have also used the 
focus group method in which five experts were involved. The research identifies 
the main reasons for the disruption of the conflict transformation process. The 
research also contains recommendations for civil society organizations that 
are based on the results and main findings of the research. 

The present research is mainly targeted towards civil society organizations 
that are engaged in the peace building process in Georgia. The research may 
also be interesting for the Government, international institutions and interested 
individuals who are working on issues related to the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict. 

We hope that the present research will trigger a public discussion and will 
encourage the generation of new ideas and efforts regarding the transformation 
of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict. 
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Chapter I
Introduction
Civil actors and their role in the transformation of conflicts is one of the most 
interesting research topics in conflict and peace studies. 

The interest towards this topic has significantly increased after the collapse 
of the Soviet Union, which was followed by a generation of conflicts of a “new 
type”. The collapse of the huge empire caused irreversible developments 
within the newly created states, which were manifested by secessionist 
movements becoming active and by harsh resistance between governing 
elite groups. The Soviet Republics’ aspirations for independence and active 
ethnic nationalist movements exacerbated the fear within minority ethnic 
groups and deepened the alienation towards “titular” nations. Russia, where 
the hope for maintaining the empire was still alive, used the above-mentioned 
collisions for its own benefit. As a result, five conflicts of the “new type” 
were generated in the post-Soviet area, with a tremendous human cost, 
hundreds of thousands of Internally Displaced Persons (IDP) and a risk of 
conflict renewal1.

The bipolar international system of the Cold War period determined the types 
and characteristics of the world’s conlicts. An ideological confrontation between 
the two poles of the system generated hot spots worldwide that evidently, in 
the first place, derived from the two adverse states’ desires to increase and 
further spread their influence. Within this setting, ideological approaches were 
used as instruments for conflict management2.

Occurances of the “new type” of conflicts that are significantly different from 
the resistance movements of the cold war period created the need for the 
development of new conflict resolution approaches. 

In the modern world, with an increased interdependence of states where 
a process of globalization has become irreversible, the influence of non-
governmental actors in the political decision–making process is becoming 
increasingly evident. 

An active participation of the public in the political life creates a reality where 
decisions made at the highest level necessarily require the approval of a lower 
unit. We can assume that in a modern democratic society, the illegitimacy of 
decisions made at the highest level of power serves as one of the primary 
causes for political crisis. 
1 To compare please see ABKHAZIA: DEEPENING DEPENDENCE, p. 8 http://www.crisisgroup.
org/~/media/Files/europe/202_abkhazia deepening_dependence.ashx 
2 Obviously there are exceptions with regard to the arising of conflicts, such as the conflicts 
in Cyprus and Rwanda for instance. However, as menioned above, ideological conflicts were 
the most widespread.
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The changes that took place in a general political context promoted paradigms 
that are different from real politics (such as, for instance, constructivism). 
This explains the popularity of theories and approaches such as conflict 
“management”, “transformation” and “resolution”. These theories resonate and 
are suited with the modern reality and recognise the tremendous importance of 
civil society in the process of political change. Methods of conflict studies such 
as the cultivation of cooperation-based ideas as well as increasing international 
society’s engagement in conflict regulation are linked to these theories. 

Nevertheless, it must be mentioned that in relity these theories were 
unproductive in resolving ethnic conflicts.The ineffectiveness of the steps 
made to transform conflicts in Georgia is a clear example of it. 

Although the ethnic conflicts that occured in Georgia attracted a big attention 
worldwide, it happened upon their submersion and not during their active 
phase. Numerous international intergovernmental and non-governmental 
organizations entered the country, which aimed at peace building and the 
creation of a stable environment in the region. 

Notwithstanding the scale of the efforts made by the international community, 
the creation of a culture of peace amongst the divided societies was 
not achieved. A clear evidence of this is an unstable and often negative 
attitude towards the reconciliation process in these societies, which was 
accompanied by the facts of violence during the post-conflict period. The 
non-achievement of siginificant results during the past period naturally poses 
questions and without answering them progress can not be achieved. It is 
necessary to determine what was the reason for the disruption and failure of 
the conflict transformation process in Georgia. Was it the result of irrelevant 
actions of the Government and civil society? Does the understanding of 
the reasons for the disruption of the trasformation process requires a more 
thorough analysis? 

The main objective of the current work is to determine what were the stumbling 
obstacles for conflict transformation in Georgia and what is the reason for the 
low impact of civil society’s engagement (public diplomacy) in this process. In 
order to achieve this goal we identified four very reputable non-governmental 
organizations which are highly regarded and trusted in both societies, 
different sides of the conflict3. This method implies the evaluation not only 
of international organizations’ work, but also monitoring actions of their local 
partners and reaching appropriate conclusions. 

In the present research, we first of all determine conceptually where civil society 
falls in the conflict transformation process; at the next stage we review, within 

3 The present research refers only to the peace initiatives for the resolution of the Georgian-
Abkhaz conflict .
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the analysis of the four international non-governmental oganizations’ work, 
the level of engagement of the Georgian and the Abkhaz civil societies; at 
the final stage we conduct a comparative analysis of theory and practice. A 
theoretical model of conflict transformation allows us to determine the methods, 
tools, limits, problems and goals of civil society’s actions, and reveals the 
tendencies and limitations through further compðarative analysis in order to 
make adequate conclusions. 

Moreover, during the research process, we actively used the focus group 
method and indepth (non-structured) interviews. We selected the respondents 
based on the degree of their engagement in the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue 
and their experience in the peace building process. Such a methodology led 
us to important findings which we will discuss in the conclusion of the current 
research. 

The research contains six main parts: The Introduction, the Methodology and 
The Theoretical Basis of the Research, the Review of the Peace Building 
Organizations, The Main Barriers for the Peace Building Process, The Focus 
Group Results, and the Conclusion. 
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Chapter II
The Methodology and the Theoretical Basis of the Research

2.1. The Methodology of the Research 

In this research, we present the methodology component in two parts: The 
first is the theoretical/methodological aspect of the research, which is based 
on theoretical models of conflict studies and provides us with a conceptual 
framework. The second, - technical/methodological aspect, which is used for 
obtaining and analysing empirical data, is mainly based on the analysis of 
secondary sources that includes existing researches, articles, essays and other 
material which carry an important value and function for a steady analysis of 
the major assumptions and hypotheses. 

In this research, we paid a significant attention to non-structured interviews4 
since this kind of interviews, as opposed to structured interviews, provides 
more flexibility and freedom. Interviews were conducted with experts 
working on the conflict, representatives of international non-governmental 
organizations, and with active participants of the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue. 
This additional component of the research enriched the research by adding 
an interesting feature to it and led us to finding answers to new questions. 

At the final stage of the research, which implied the evaluation of projects and 
making conclusions, we used a criteria consisting of seven components; in the 
evaluation system and through the focus group, we reviewed civil initiatives 
related to conflict transformation and identified their strengths and weaknesses, 
which are reflected in the final conclusion. 

2.2. The Conflict Transformation 

In this chapter, we try to discuss one of the strategies for conflict regulation 
– transformation, which is an important component of modern conflict and 
peace studies. In this case, our main goal is to review the main postulates 
of transformation theory, formulate a conceptual basis and then, within this 
framework, evaluate the work of civil-society actors engaged in the regulation 
of the Georgian- Abkhaz conflict. 

Transformation [Transformatio in Latin] is a Latin word and means 
reconstruction, change 5. The definition of conflict transformation as such 

4 See Zurabishvi l i ,  T,  2006,  page 14 ht tp: / /www.ucss.ge/upload/ ib lock/ed0/
ed0bfc8dc56c1add7a368a99025fddf0.pdf 
5 See the Civic Education Dictionary, http://www.nplg.gov.ge/gwdict/index.php?a=term&d=3&t=
40348http://www.nplg.gov.ge/gwdict/index.php?a=term&d=6&t=22580 
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was established relatively recently, its usage in scientific literature coincides 
with the collapse of the Soviet Union. This was linked to a so-called “matrioshka 
nationalizm” entering an active phase and increasing secessionist aspirations 
in the Former Soviet Republics. Theoretical approaches offered then by 
conflict studies were not able to meet the challenges of those times and were 
unable to stop state crises in the post-Soviet space, which generated ethnic 
rivalry and mass killings. Therefore, the need to develop new conceptual 
frameworks, which would provide the effective means for bringing the volume 
of violent events of the conflict to a minimum and to establish long-term peace 
in the conflict regions, was crucial. However, it should be mentioned that the 
concept of conflict transformation already existed in the Eighties; as John 
Paul Lederach points out, he started using this term from 1980 with regards 
to conflicts in Central America6.

However, plenty of theoretical scientists as well as practicing experts oppose 
the idea of discussing conflicts only in a negative way and provide for a different 
definition of its nature. Unlike conflict resolution theory, which defines conflicts 
as a “bad phenomenon”7 with its resolution possible through mediation or other 
kind of intervention during a short period of time, transformation theory views 
the conflict phenomenon as a “non-violent struggle for social changes”8. In 
other words, a conflict is a type of “motor for changes that makes relationships 
and social structures dynamically accountable to basic needs of a a human 
being”9. According to one of the prominent scientists of conflict transformation 
theory, Johan Galtung, a conflict has positive as well as negative faces, and 
it is created from obstacles existing in a structure of the society10.

Conflict transformation theory offers a different description of conflicts. As 
Lederach points out, a conflict viewed through a “transformation lense” is 
not connected to its immediate resolution through negotiations and other 
techniques, but rather gives a paradigm of a complex nature for the conflict 
regulation11. 

6 Lederach, John Paul. “Conflict Transformation.” Beyond Intractability. Eds. Guy Burgess and 
Heidi Burgess. Conflict Research Consortium, University of Colorado, Boulder. Posted: October 
2003 http://www.beyondintractability.org/essay/transformation. 
7 Spangler, Brad. “Settlement, Resolution, Management, and Transformation: An Explanation of 
Terms.” Beyond Intractability. Eds. Guy Burgess and Heidi Burgess. Conflict Research Consortium, 
University of Colorado, Boulder. Posted: September 2003 http://www.beyondintractability.org/
essay/meaning_resolution. 
8 Cordula Reimann,2007, For conflict transformation: the survey of contemporary theories related 
to the conflict settlement, The Berghof Handbook for Conflict Transformation, http://www.berghof-
handbook.net/documents/publications/russian_reimann_handbook.pdf 
9 Lederach, John Paul. “Conflict Transformation.” Beyond Intractability. Eds. Guy Burgess and Heidi 
Burgess. Conflict Research Consortium, University of Colorado, Boulder. Posted: October 2003.
http://www.beyondintractability.org/essay/transformation/ 
10 See for comparison: Galtung, J. 1996. Peace by Peaceful Means, 70-126. 
11 Ibid. 
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For conflict transformation, it is necessary that each unit of the society has 
its own role in a long-term peace building process. This process must be 
implemented gradually, step by step, with a gradual engagement of different 
groups (layers) of the society. 

According to this theory, the main focus is on the elimination of “cultural and 
structural violence”. Structural violence is a result of a “bad” governance 
system, which is characterised by political, social and economic inequality, 
and unequal distribution of power and resources. The cultural violence can 
be defined as a social event granting “legitimacy”, which legalises structural 
violence in the society12. 

It must be mentioned that there is a certain correlation between state-building 
and conflict transformation. “Evil structures” existing in an environment of 
weak statehood create a rich soil for conflicts to escalate into a violent stage. 
The absence of a culture of peaceful resolution of conflicts is one of the main 
reasons for military resistance. 

When the transformation model is used, it provides for an opportunity to get 
rid of the conflict’s “forms of violence”, that allows the parties to implement 
social changes though peaceful political methods. 

We can easily call conflict transformation theory a development theory because 
the elimination of structural and cultural violence through the establishment 
of “good governance” promotes the satisfaction of basic needs of individuals, 
which obviously is a major precondition for creating and maintaining the rule 
of law and a developed society.

2.3. Multi-track Diplomacy: A Major Instrument for Conflict   
Transformation 

What is multi-track diplomacy and why do we need it? A conflict, due to its 
difficult and complex nature, is not able to get rid of its violent forms without 
an active engagement of all segments of the society. Hence, it is necessary 
to use multi-track approaches, which will have a positive influence on peace 
building and conflict transformation in societies divided by conflicts. Unlike 
the strategy for conflict resolution, which is mainly oriented towards initiatives 
at the second level of diplomacy, the transformation model uses in addition 
the third level of diplomacy. 

To see the big picture, it is better to differentiate and analyse specific elements 
of multi-track diplomacy (See Annex, Chart 1.1) . 

12 Cordula Reimann, 2007, For conflict transformation: the survey of contemporary theories 
related to the conflict settlement, The Berghof Handbook for Conflict Transformation, http://www.
berghof-handbook.net/documents/publications/russian_reimann_handbook.pdf 
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As the chart in the Annex demonstrates, multi-track diplomacy involves a broad 
scope of actions oriented on the result, the process and structural changes. We 
should also mention here that each track of diplomacy is logically connected 
to others. It is impossible to evaluate the success or the failure of any of the 
tracks separately because the general picture will not change without a general 
consensus in the society. In other words, conflict transformation can not be 
implemented at separate levels of groupings within a given society. 

We must mention that the above mentioned approach of multi-track diplomacy 
highlights the importance of the engagement of the full spectrum of the society 
in the conflict transformation and peace building processes, as well as the 
importance of coordination between the different tracks of diplomacy. This 
is due to the fact that the conflict, based on its complex nature, requires a 
systemic approach, and its transformation is not possible with inconsistent and 
uncoordinated approaches. On the other hand, coordination and consistent 
efforts create a synergy which facilitates a peaceful resolution of the conflict13. 
It must be mentioned that coordination does not imply monopolization of the 
process by the state, i.e. the representative of the first track. A growing influence 
of the state on the civil society sector is mutually exclusive to the processes 
of democracy and peace. Moreover, such a tendency directly indicates the 
growing of forms of structural violence, which disproportionately impacts the 
processes of peace building and conflict transformation. Coordination amongst 
tracks of diplomacy is based not on violent control, but on the principles of 
accountability and cooperation. 

Chapter III: International Peace building Organizations Acting in Georgia 
and Peace-building Intiatives 

During the research, we identified four major international oranizations that 
have achieved significant results in terms of rebuilding trust amongst divided 
groups, destroying existing negative stereotypes and creating a cooperative 
environment between mid-level leaders. One of the main criteria we used to 
select these organizations was the degree of trust towards them amongst both 
divided societies affected by the conflict. In terms of the degree of reputation 
amongst the population separated by the dividing lines, as well as in terms of 
the number and the effectiveness of projects implemented, four international 
non-governmental organizations stood out:

1. Conciliation Resources

2. International Alert

13 McDonald, John W. “Multi-Track Diplomacy.” Beyond Intractability. Eds. Guy Burgess and Heidi 
Burgess. Conflict Research Consortium, University of Colorado, Boulder. Posted: September 
2003 http://www.beyondintractability.org/essay/multi-track_diplomacy/.
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3. University of California at Irvine

4. Berghof Research Center for Constructive Conflict Management. 

In this chapter, we also placed the projects of local and international non-
governmental organizations that had a certain impact on the peace building 
process; although the main focus is still on the analysis of the projects 
implemented by those four organizations.

We chose to study the work of international organizations because of the two 
following reasons: 

1.	 Georgian and Abkhaz civil society organizations do not have the 
opportunity, due to a number of subjective and objective reasons, to 
have direct independent interactions without international donors and 
non-governmental organizations. 

2.	 The facilitation process was implemented by international organizations. 

Taking into accout these two reasons, we can say that Georgian-Abkhaz 
civil initiatives either would not have existed, or would have existed in a very 
limited way, without any international engagement. Therefore, our research, 
deriving from the existing reality, is based on the analysis of the experience 
of international non-governmental organizations, which naturally include the 
Georgian-Abkhaz civil initiatives. 

For the analysis, we selected the projects that based on their forms, character 
and dimensions had had an impact on the structure and the process of the 
conflict and had managed to achieve specific results towards the development 
of the peace process. 

3.1. Dialogue and internal state actions 

In the present sub-chapter, which relates to the review of the projects for the 
Georgian-Abkhaz civil dialogue, we discuss a few of such projects in detail. 
We also discuss the weaknesses and the problems due to which the conflict 
transformation at the society level failed. 

The “Schlaining Process”14

The “Schlaining Process” is one of the most important processes that was 
being implemented by “Conciliation Resources” within the format of the 
Georgian – Abkhaz dialogue. The project started in February 2000 and it was 
given a symbolic name, the “Schlaining Process”, since the first meeting for 

14 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/schlaining.php.
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the project was held in the city of Schlaining, Austria. One of the organizers 
of the initial meetings, along with “Conciliation Resources”, was the “Berghof 
Research Center”15.

The first meeting took place in January 1997 in the city of Schlaining, in the 
“Austrian Study Centre for Peace and Conflict Resolution”.

The project had three specific objectives:

1.	 Provide support to the representatives of the civil society organizations at 
both sides of the conflict in order to assist them to develop their capacity 
and deepen their knowledge according to their interests and their needs;

2.	 Develop appropriate forums for communications, which would enable 
the decision makers to develop constructive approaches and common 
initiatives in order to eliminate major difficulties.

3.	 Generate and develop common ideas (vision) amongst the participants 
of the project, which would allow them to transfer the dialogue process 
into practical projects, actions and political decisions16.

Apart from these three major objectives, the authors of the project also aimed 
at conducting seminars within a pre-defined theoretical structure, i.e. to achieve 
a practical implementation of the “interaction and cooperation” diagram 
within the dialogue framework. This conceptual diagram first of all aims at 
establishing a contact between the participants of the dialogue. Its following 
stages imply establishing common understandings, a review and discussion 
of the problems, the development of a theoretical scheme for the resolution 
of the problem, and finally achieving the “common action”.

This format of dialogue was created for government officials, politicians and 
civic actors. It allowed the politicians to engage in a dialogue on painful issues 
behind closed doors and analyze the problems they faced and generate new 
ideas for the resolution of these problems. The project format was unofficial; 
the parties did not represent official delegations and therefore did not make 
political decisions. The participants did not represent state institutions and 
participated in the project as experts. The work was conducted based on 
the “Chatham House” principle, i.e. citation of any of the participants or the 
parties was not allowed, but it was permissible to put ideas into the public 
domain (i.e. peoples’ names were not to be cited in relation to any comments). 
This form of confidentiality ensured an appropriate environment for open, 
direct and substantial work to be done. Participants were able to discuss 
every aspect of the conflict and peace process in frank and open terms. The 

15 See, Oliver Wolleh, A Difficult Encounter – The Informal Georgian-Abkhazian Dialogue Process, 
2006, http://www.berghof-peacesupport.org/publications/SC_Difficult_Encounter.pdf 
16 Ibid. 
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core part of the project was the fact that only Georgian and Abkhaz high 
ranking officials, politicians and experts participated in the meetings. The 
third party did not participate in the process of dialogue itself. “Conciliation 
Resources” (as well as the “Berghof Centre” till 2004) played only the role 
of facilitator. This process was the only format which provided Georgian and 
Abkhaz politicians regular and consistent opportunities to have an informal 
dialogue without the influence of third parties; to define their own strategy 
and tactical steps through studying, analyzing and taking into consideration 
the positions and the interests of the adverse party; to clarify, through the 
dialogue, the vision of the other party on a range of issues, and therefore 
prepare grounds for future official and unofficial meetings; from February 
2000 till July 2007 total of 20 workshops were conducted within the project 
of the “Schlaining Process”. 

The merits of the “Schlaining Process” can be listed as follows:

1. The big scale of the project

It implies a significant number of participants from both sides of the conflict 
(a total of 56 individuals from the Abkhaz side and of 59 individuals from the 
Georgian side participated in the project). 

2. The level of commitment demonstrated within the project and the 
project’s important impact on the process. 

This positive outcome of the projects becomes evident looking at the creation 
of positive documents such as “the Key for Future”17 and “The Concept for 
the Special Status of Abkhazia within the Georgian State”. Although none 
of these documents have been put to work, the creation of such positive 
documents based on mutual interests demonstrates the significant impact of 
the “Schlaining Process”. 

3. The informative nature of the Project. 

This feature of the project can be elaborated in the following manner: taking 
into account the fact that politicians participated in the “Schlaining Process”, 
this allowed for information exchanges between the parties and for a revision 
of their positions. The fact that the meetings held under this project were of 
an informal nature, it allowed the politicians to engage in the dialogue without 
populist pressures and overcome myths and prejudices created as a result 
of the conflict in both societies. 

Notwithstanding the fact that high government officials from both sides 
participated in the process, it did not manage to transform the Georgian - 

17 “This document was not a direct product of the Schlaining process although one of the authors 
did take part in the Schlaining process and his thinking might well have been informed by it”, 
comment of Jonathan Cohen (Conciliation Recourses, Director of Programmes).
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Abkhaz conflict constructively. Such a failure was caused by a number of 
reasons, which we will discuss in the conclusion of the current research. 

The last meeting of the “Schlaining Process” took place on 26-30 July 2007 
in London. According to one of the organizers and an active participant of the 
process, Mr Paata Zakareishvili, one of the reasons of the termination of the 
project was a radical change in the Georgian Government’s approach towards 
conflicts. According to Mr Zakaraeishvili, the Georgian Government attempted 
to transform the Georgian-Abkhaz and the Georgian-Ossetian conflicts into 
a Georgian-Russian resistance mode. The Georgian Government evidently 
was not interested in continuing the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue process. 
Therefore, the Government took several measures to make the termination 
of the “Schlaining Process” inevitable. Mr Zakareishvili describes, in one of 
his articles18, how the “Schlaining Process” had been blocked step by step. 
According to him, the Georgian Government, with the purpose of blocking 
the process, banned politicians under its influence from participating in the 
process. As a result, continuing the dialogue process in its existing format 
became impossible. 

The University of California at Irvine has been regularly organizing, since 
1997, meetings and seminars within the under the coordination of Paula Garb;  
where representatives of the Georgian and Abkhaz societies discuss various 
problematic issues within the format of a dialogue. The dialogue is transparent, 
which implies that meetings are recorded and the work later published. 15 
issues have been published within the framework of this project. The title of 
the series is “The Aspects the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict” and it is published 
in Russian and English (abstract). The work is also available online19.

Unlike the “Schlaining Process”, these project belongs to the second track 
diplomacy since only representatives of the civil-society participate in it. Paata 
Zakareishvili points out that the books published at the initial stage of the 
project (“The Aspects the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict”) did not get much public 
attention and were unpopular; nowadays this tendency has been changed 
and few parts of the series have been reprinted. 

The main objectives of the project are as follows:

1.	 To support the constructive dialogue and cooperation between the 
Georgian and the Abkhaz societies;

2.	 Contribute to the development of conflict transformation theory though 
monitoring the impact of unofficial diplomacy and the dynamics of the 
conflict; 

18 http://zakareishvili.com//index.php?categoryid=1&p2_articleid=3. 
19 Publications From Georgian-Abkhaz Dialogue Conferences, http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cpb/
progs/projpubs.htm.



81

 3.	 To promote the results of the project in the region as well as among 
international organizations and specialists engaged in the area of conflict 
resolution20.

Different issues and topics were discussed at every meeting, which primarily 
referred to crucial aspects for both parties: “the role of unofficial diplomacy 
in the peace process”, “the succession of cultural heritage within the context 
of state-building”, “review of the stability agreement in the Caucasus and the 
strategy for the peace process”, “the analysis of the main interests and the 
interests of the parties within the development of interaction models”, “Time for 
changes”, “The role of Russia: The myths and the reality”, and “The possible 
outcomes of Georgia joining the NATO with regard to the Georgian-Abkhaz 
peace process”. The effectiveness of the dialogue process was increased 
by highly competent and reputable international experts participating in 
the process, including representatives of scientific - research and non – 
governmental organizations in the US, Europe and Russia. 

The format of the project facilitated the dialogue process and increased the 
culture of tolerance within the Abkhaz and the Georgian civil societies. The 
civil society representatives, unlike politicians, openly expressed their positions 
on every issues, even the most painful, something which would have been 
impossible at official meetings. 

The merits of the projects can be outlined as follows:

1.	T ransparency of the project, which was manifested by the stenographic 
records of each meeting and their further publication. 

2.	B ig scale of the project, which was evident by the significant number of 
meetings held and their participants. 

3.	T he degree of awareness of the society - through the published work. 

Apart from the projects discussed above, we should mention the work of 
the international non-governmental organization “International Alert” for the 
development of the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue. “International Alert” has 
been implementing civil initiatives relating to the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict 
since 1997. The organization’s goal in the region is to assist the conflict torn 
societies and create structures that would promote peace building and will 
impact the government and various groups of the society in an effort to rebuild 
trust within these various groups21.

One of the important and original projects of “International Alert” was the so-
called “writers’ project”, under which a book was published “The Writers of 

20 Publications From Georgian-Abkhaz Dialogue Conferences, http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cpb/
progs/projpubs.htm. 
21 http://www.international-alert.org/caucasus/index.php?t=1.
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South Caucasus about the War”. This book collects the creations of Abkhazian, 
Georgian, Azerbaijanis, Armenian, and Ossetian writers about war22. 

The fourth important project that was aimed at the facilitation and promotion 
of the Georgian-Abkhaz civil dialogue was the Northern Ireland project, which 
in fact was created within the project of the “Schlaining Process”. This project 
contained study visits to Northern Ireland and Great Britain23, where political, 
security and economic aspects of the Northern Ireland peace process were 
discussed and compared to the context of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict24. 

1.2. Youth dialogue

One additional component of the work of international and local peace building 
organizations was working with the youth, especially since young people are 
the driving force for future development and for social transformation25. The 
main objective of civil initiatives in this direction was peace building amongst 
young people in the conflict torn societies and the formation of future leaders, 
who would further manage to find common grounds and develop common 
strategies26. In the present sub-chapter we discuss two important youth 
projects, their structure, as well as their strengths and weaknesses. 

The “Youth Dialogue Project” (implemented by “Conciliation Resources”) – started 
in 2007 and is still ongoing (2011). Five meetings27 have been held outside the 
conflict zone within the project framework. The project target group includes youth of 
the age of 18-28 years, who are active members of their societies (young leaders)28.

The goal of the projects is to give Georgian and Abkhaz young people 
opportunities to analyze the conflict and exchange their views. The project is 
based on the assumption that as far as young people have no opportunity to 
have direct contacts with the adverse party, an interaction format is needed 
which will enable the young leaders to conduct discussions and hold a dialogue 
on issues of importance29. 

Some meetings were of the study visit nature, which implied introducing the 
participants to the structure and principles of international organizations’ work, 

22 Ibid. 
23 http://www.c-r.org/resources/occasional-papers/study-visit-reflections.php
24 http://www.microconflict.eu/publications/PWP3_NM_NP.pdf 
25 http://www.berghof-handbook.net/documents/publications/schell_faucon_hb.pdf
26 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/youth_dialogue_project.php 
27 Before 2007 CR was organizing int’l summer schools in Pitsunda (Abkhazia/Georgia) on an 
annual basis, always with participation of a number of Georgian youth. There were 5 International 
Relations Summer Universities in Pitsunda from 2002-2006 – about 170 people took part in total 
and of these about 20 were Georgian;
28 Conciliation Resources, Youth Dialogue Project, , http://www.c-r.org/our work/caucasus/
youth_dialogue_project.php 
29 Ibid.
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as well as organizing meetings with individual victims of violent conflicts in 
order to exchange experiences and lessons learned. Another aim of the study 
trips is to give policy makers in European capitals the rare opportunity to hear 
from young Georgians and Abkhaz directly; how they view their future in the 
region and what they expect from European institutions. One part of the trip 
agenda always involves interactions with international experts and diplomats30. 

The principle of participation in the “Youth Dialogue Project” is different from 
other similar projects. In particular, a certain rule of rotation requires that in every 
new meeting, at least one third of its participants must be drawn from previous 
meetings. Such a rotation approach aims on the one hand at increasing the level 
of competency of the youth, and on the other hand at building trust amongst 
future political and social leaders. Another aspect of this is CR’s emphasis that 
dialogue within communities is as important as dialogue across the conflict 
divide. Involving a mix of new and previous participants effectively stimulates 
discussion and diversity among peers. This is further helped by the involvement 
of participants not only from the capitals. Specific efforts are being made to recruit 
participants from regions; and at least two participants on each trip are IDPs.

In view of the local partners of the “Conciliation Resources”, the project has 
a number of positive traits. In the first place, young people are given an 
opportunity to interact with their peers, which facilitates the establishment 
of personal relationships. Such personal relationships may become, in the 
future, preconditions for partnership and for the creation of a positive peace. 
Besides, the participants realize, upon their return from the meetings, that 
the major problems lie in the approaches of their own societies, which in 
many cases become their local challenges. An example of this is the actions 
of the “Youth Organization Pirvelebi” within the Georgian society that aims 
at increasing civil society engagement in the transformation of the Georgian-
Abkhaz conflict. We should note the fact that these organizations’ core is 
formed by the young individuals who took part in the dialogue organized by 
“Conciliation Resources”. The actions of these young people include mainly 
the promotion of positive outcomes of the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue though 
public discussions, student meetings and the cultivation of peace ideas 
amongst society’s young people31. 

As a conclusion, it can be said that the merit of the project is its methodological 
aspect which greatly promotes trust building amongst the youth and insures 
a peaceful space for dialogue. Moreover, such a dialogue format facilitates 
the deconstruction of “enemy image” and negative stereotypes. As one of 
the active participants of the project Kote Chokoraia points out, the types 

30 (E.g. see last year’s trip report: http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/documents/Youth_
Dialogue_Brussels_2010_report.pdf). 
31 http://pirvelebi.ge/index.htm. 
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of discourses are well implanted within Abkhaz youths from the time of their 
childhood, due to subjective or objective reasons, and these discourses will 
not/could not reflect positively on the transformation of the Georgian-Abkhaz 
conflict. According to this participant, one of the main objectives of the youth 
dialogue is to destroy such kinds of false discourses. 

A limited number of participants may be considered as a shortcoming of 
the project. This hinders the dissemination or propagation of the advantage 
of peace within the adverse societies and of peoples’ diplomacy as one of 
the main tools for the conflict transformation. However, multiple seminars of 
the project participants in the regions compensate, in some degree, for this 
shortcoming. 

In addition, the project has one more shortcoming that concerns its 
information policy, namely an insufficient diffusion of information about 
the project; the information about the project is not placed on social and 
information networks. 

Engagement Through Dialogue32 - the project is implemented with the 
financial support of the European Commission. The Berghof Centre, within 
the framework of the Georgia-Abkhaz and the Georgian – Ossetian conflict 
dialogue, along with four other international and local partners33, is organizing 
study meetings of leaders. The project has several objectives, in particular: 

1.	 To broaden the space for direct interaction among the societies torn apart 
by the conflict. 

2.	 To support and facilitate growing opportunities for the young leaders, in 
order to enable them to discuss complex models for solution to problems 
faced by their societies. 

3.	 Also to give the young leaders an opportunity to explore the means and 
limits of the peace building process34.

Within the framework of the project study meetings are organized in Moldova 
and Kosovo, where the participants meet local journalists, experts, scientists 
and politicians. Based on the examples of conflicts in Kosovo and Moldova 
(Transnistria), the participants are able to analyze the Georgian-Abkhaz and 
Georgian-Ossetian conflicts, make comparison and see the differences, 
and also find common issues and explore the ways which would allow for a 
peaceful resolution of these conflicts. 

12 participants take part in each visit (6 from Georgia, and the rest from 
Abkhazia and South Ossetia). The meetings last 6 working days. The Berghof 

32 http://www.caucasus-dialog.net/Caucasus-Dialog/Welcome.html. 
33 Ibid. 
34 http://www.caucasus-dialog.net/Caucasus-Dialog/Welcome.html.
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Centre and the other international non-governmental organizations engaged 
in the project facilitate the working group. 

As a Georgian coordinator of the project, Tinatin Asatiani points out that 
the objectives of the project as well as the principles of creating the target 
groups are oriented towards the future. In her opinion, we can talk about the 
results of the project only in the future since its objectives are aimed at the 
future. This project is not limited only with the meetings abroad of youths 
from the conflict zones. Once the participants return home from the meetings, 
local (coordination) organizations constantly organize meetings where the 
participants exchange their experience and share their understandings. In 
addition, meetings in regions are organized where young participants share, 
with their peers, their knowledge and the experience of their relationship with 
Abkhaz and Ossetian partners. 

It must be mentioned that the participants are not selected only from the capital 
city. The project coordinators try to have at least one participant from the 
regions. This facilitates the construction of a countrywide peace infrastructure. 

The selection process of participants is distinctly different from the method 
that is used in the Youth Dialogue Project35. In this project, new participants 
are selected trough the recommendations of the former participants. This 
kind of selection method strengthens group cohesion and promotes collective 
action for intra-societal changes. A clear example of collective action done by 
the network which was created as result of the project was the declaration36 
that was directed against the document entitled “Modalities for Conducting 
Activities in the Occupied Territories of Georgia”37. 

Finally, we can conclude that the project has a complex character and is 
oriented towards the future. The professionalism of the organizers is one of 
the main preconditions for the final success of the project. 

1.3. Single-community projects

1.4. In-state actions of peace building organizations for the transformation of 
the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict were focused on working with groups damaged 
by the conflict and marginal groups. 

The major beneficiaries of peace building organizations in this regard were: 
internally displaced persons, ex-combatants, persons injured as a result of 
violence (especially children in need of psychological rehabilitation). 

35 See. P. 12-13. 
36 This declaration was elaborated by the participants of the project “Engagement Through 
Dialogue”. The document had been signed by the all participants of the project and afterwards 
given to the State Minister of for Reintegration. See the annex 2. 
37 http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/statement.pdf.
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Regarding the work with the internally displaced persons, the work of 
“Conciliation Resources” is remarkable. With the support of “Conciliation 
Resources”, a coalition was created that currently unites 20 non-governmental 
organizations working on the issues of internally displaced persons. The 
scope of work of this coalition includes: conducting a general analysis of the 
issues of internally displaced persons, exchange of information between the 
main actors, supporting the integration of internally displaced persons and 
the protection of their rights, and advocacy for the protection of the rights 
of internally displaced persons. One of the representatives of this coalition 
was invited as an advisor by the Government to develop the strategy for the 
internally displaced persons38. 

With the support of “Conciliation Resources”, a TV studio Asarkia has been 
functioning in Abkhazia since 200939 and has recently launched a website. This 
studio covers different stories regarding social developments in Abkhazia. Part 
of their stories is devoted to ethnic Georgians living in Abkhazia. The website 
also features a monthly newsletter, “People and the Time”, that CR partners 
have been issuing since 2009. The topics of this newspaper are focused mainly 
on three districts: Ochamchire, Gali, and Tkvarcheli. The newspaper relates 
to the events that take place in these districts, the civil sector, and also tells 
the stories of people living in these districts40. 

According to Mira Sovakar’s, there is very limited interactions between the 
Georgian community in the Gali region and Abkhazians in the rest of Abkhazia, 
which reinforces stereotypes and a sense of marginalization. People and 
Times is a newsletter for and about Abkhazia’s ethnic Georgian community. 
Written by local Georgian journalists working with an Abkhaz editor based in 
Sukhumi, the newsletter offers to an often isolated and vulnerable community 
the chance to raise issues of concern and to access much needed information 
about local and regional developments. Issues raised so far have included 
healthcare and education, citizenship, passports and politics. 

In terms of in-state actions in Abkhazia, the activities of the “Center for 
Humanitarian Programs” is of significant importance. It includes the following 
activities:
1. Providing emergency assistance to the victims of violence;
2. Rehabilitation of individuals who suffered a damage by the war;
3. Preparation of audio-visual archive about the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict;
4. Building capacity of local non-governmental organizations;
5. Reintegration of ex-combatants. 

38 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/idp-network.php. 
39 http://www.asarkia.info/. 
40 http://www.asarkia.info/upload/people_and_times/n24.pdf. 
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Since 1994, CHP (“Center for Humanitarian Programs”) has focused on physical 
and psychological rehabilitation for war victims, but soon recognized the need 
to eliminate the root causes of war and prevent renewed violence. Today it 
focuses on promoting democratic development and political pluralism. With 
CR’s support, CHP has published the journal “Grazhdanskoe Obshchestvo” 
(Civil Society), runs civic education training for teachers and youths, and 
works on local government reforms. With the efforts of this organization, in 
partnership with Georgian organizations, a few summer camps for internally 
displaced children, together with Abkhazians, were organized41. 

Apart from the aforementioned organizations, main actors in the area of the 
conflict transformation at the in-state level are as follows: the non-governmental 
organization “Ojakh”, women’s organization – cultural and humanitarian 
fund “Sukhumi”, the association “Help Yourself”, “The Association of Women 
Displaced from Abkhazia”, etc. As we mentioned above, the main beneficiaries 
of these organizations are internally displaced persons and other individuals 
who suffered a damage by the war. 

The Conclusion 
When summarizing the discussion about projects targeted towards the 
dialogue, it can be said that through these projects small groups were created 
in civil society organizations. However, it must be mentioned that their impact 
on the wide public opinion is small in Abkhazia as well as in the remaining 
territory of Georgia. This is shown by surveys which were conducted within the 
societies torn apart by the conflict. For instance, a social survey organized by 
American and Russian experts in 2009 demonstrated that about 58% of the 
ethnic Abkhaz population living in Abkhazia declares that they are not able 
to forgive others the violence committed in 1992-1993; based on the same 
research, only 9 % of the ethnic Abkhaz population is able to forgive the others 
violence committed during the war42. With regard to the Georgian society, 
in 2010 “Conciliation Resources” and the “Caucasus Research Resource 
Centers” conducted a research43 related to the analysis of the attitude of 
internally displaced persons in connection with internal displacement, return, 
conflict resolution, and issues of justice. The research was conducted in the 
area densely populated by internally displaced persons. This research reveals 
that 20% of internally displaced persons think that military means should be 
used as a way for conflict resolution only in extreme cases, and 6% supports 
the military way of conflict resolution. From the results of this research we can 

41 http://www.microconflict.eu/publications/PWP3_NM_NP.pdf. 
42 http://www.colorado.edu/ibs/pec/defacto_states/docs/OLoughlinEtal_InsideAbkhazia.pdf 
43 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/caucasus/documents/IDPs_2011/IDPs%20in%20Georgia_
Final.pdf. 
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conclude that 26 % of the people surveyed still admits that military operations 
can be one of the means for conflict resolution, which on its part shows that 
civil society organizations, and in particular the process of dialogue, has had 
an insufficient impact on the wider public. If we also take into consideration 
the fact that internally displaced persons belong to the social group with 
which civil society organizations and peace building activists dedicated the 
highest amount of work, the situation can be regarded as problematic. From 
the aforementioned data we can assume that the attitude in the remaining 
parts of Georgia’s population is even worse44.

While discussing the dialogue process, one part of experts expressed the 
opinion that the influence of the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue amongst the 
societies torn apart by the conflict is quite small. According to the view of 
a researcher of the “International Crisis Group”, Ms Medea Turashvili, civil 
society organizations and peace building activists did not manage to convert 
the idea of conflict transformation into civil activism and this idea remained 
at the level of small groups and several experts. According to Ms Turashvili, 
this is caused by several reasons, the most important being the factors which 
exist independently from civil society organizations (such as: controlled 
media and the forms of societyre’s self regulation, negative approach of 
the Government towards the process of dialogue and obstacles resulting 
from this). On the other hand, the weaknesses of civil society organizations 
themselves also plays out; particularly elitism, lack of coordination, lack of 
pro-activeness, lack of institutional sustainability, etc. In her opinion, these are 
the determining factors for the failure of civil society organizations working in 
this area. It is worth mentioning that Mira Sovakar, the Caucasus manager of 
“Conciliation Resources” shares the same view. According to her evaluation, 
the major problem that international and local peace building organizations 
face is the insufficient promotion of the dialogue process among the divided 
societies. However, she attributes the limited impact of local and international 
organizations to an inherent lack of civic culture and activism in the societies 
of the South Caucasus as a whole rather than to weaknesses within the 
organizations themselves. 

With respect to in-state activities of peace building organizations, their main 
shortcoming is that their work was mainly focused on social groups that 
suffered a damage during/after the war and they rarely (or incompletely) 

44 “Our analysis of this specific data is exactly the contrary: yes, there’s still a lot that needs to 
be done in this regard. However, our partners in Abkhazia, for instance, were very positively 
surprised by the 59% of IDPs that reject a military solution. They would have expected the 
belligerent group to be much higher” In fact, in a survey conducted by NRC in 1995 among 
the displaced community only one third of the respondents imagined return only by peaceful 
means., comment of Mira Sovakar („Conciliation Resources“ , Caucasus Programme 
Projects Manager).
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considered the importance of working with the wider public. In addition, the 
offices of peace building organizations were located in the capital and it limited 
their work in the regions (with an exception of Samegrelo)45. This served as an 
additional reason for the implementation failure of the conflict transformation 
process in the wider society. 

With respect to local non-governmental organizations working in Abkhazia, 
similar to Georgian organizations, their work was mainly focused on social 
groups that suffered damage during/after the war, and they did not work with 
the wider public. They did not manage to eliminate the taboos on the issue in 
the local Georgian society. Moreover, often these organizations and peace 
building activists voluntarily or involuntarily avoided discussions in their 
societies about their contacts and cooperation with Georgian organizations 
since the Abkhaz society still resists such topics, and referring to Georgia (and 
Georgians) in a positive context generates aggression. In order to protect 
themselves from this aggression, Abkhaz peace building organizations often 
referred to the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue and the other joint projects within 
the regional context46. Such a reality hinders the deconstruction of the “enemy 
image” firmly implanted in the Abkhaz society and it would be appropriate for 
local organizations to change their strategy in this regard. 

1.5. Research projects 

Research organizations and academic circles can make a great contribution 
in rethinking the reasons for the conflict and violence. Based on the theory of 
conflict transformation, research organizations can be engaged in monitoring 
the peace process, as well as creating opportunities for exchange and 
educational programs47. 

“Discussion Pack on the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict“48 – this project was 
an offshoot of the “Schlaining process”, and the very idea of this project was 
born during the “Schlaining process”. The project was supported by Abesalom 
Lephsaia and Paata Zakareishvili, representatives of the Abkhaz and the 
Georgian civil society organizations. This project can be considered as one 
of the important achievements of the Berghof Center in connection with the 
Georgian-Abkhaz conflict49. 

45 http://www.microconflict.eu/publications/PWP3_NM_NP.pdf. 
46 The author of the research deliberately hesitates to quote such declarations and projects
47 See. Rupesinghe, K., Anderlini, S. N. (1998), p. 126, Civil Wars, Civil Peace: An Introduction 
to Conflict Resolution, International Alert, London, Sterling, Virginia.
48 http://www.berghof-conflictresearch.org/documents/publications/GA_DiscussionPack.pdf 
49 Apart from the Berghof Center, “Conciliation resources” was also directly involved in this process 
and the process was based on the materials about Northern Ireland prepared by “Conciliation 
resources”. 
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The authors of the projects prepared an original compilation of discussion 
materials, which was based on Conciliation Resources’ publication “Accord”, 
the scientific material available on other areas of conflictology, as well as on 
the experience of persons involved in the conflict. 

Unlike other projects which were based only on dialogue, the presented format 
also included cooperation aspects. The authors of the book to be published 
within the framework of the project would have been the representatives of 
both parties. During the writing process and discussions the participants of the 
project managed to more thoroughly understand the reasons for the conflict, 
thus the project had also a considerable scientific value. 

The Berghof Center organized periodic meetings during two years for the 
authors and contributors of the publication and worked on editing and 
refining the materials in conjunction with Conciliation Resources. Based on 
the presented materials, in Spring 2002 a cycle of trainings was conducted 
in Abkhazia as well as in the territory of the rest of Georgia, and a couple of 
meetings facilitated by Berghof and CR brought together contributors to the 
publication and teachers to discuss the material jointly. The experience gained 
at these trainings was taken into account in the last version of the book; at 
both stages of the project’s implementation: in the evaluation of the content, 
as well as during methodological approbation, representatives of different 
groups of society were involved in the process – officials, university teachers, 
students, high school students, experienced trainers etc. The societies had a 
positive attitude towards the project which was demonstrated by the success 
of its preliminary trial. 

We can summarize the main positive features of the above project which gave 
it its productive outcome:

1.	 An in-depth analysis of the conflict, based on the mutual cooperation of 
the representatives of the both sides of the conflict; 

2.	 Inclusion of the both sides in the implementation of the project (the 
cooperation aspect);

3.	 A wide inclusion of the society through participation in trainings. 

“Dialogue Through Research” – “International Alert”50 has been implementing 
this particular initiative since 2008. “International Alert”, thanks to its experience 
and reputation, had an opportunity to gather, from both sides of the conflict, 
groups of individuals who had a significant experience in the academic field 
and were also able to influence the decision making processes. 

50 http://www.international-alert.org/. 
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With an active financial support and facilitation of “International Alert”, two 
analytical work have been prepared during the last two years: “International 
engagement in the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict Resolution Process51, “Dialogue 
on Security Guarantees in the Context of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict” 52. 

As Juliet Schofield, a project manager of “International Alert’s Eurasia 
program”, pointed out, the main motivations behind the creation of these 
projects were:

1.	 To promote and deepen “understanding of different approaches towards 
the issue of the conflict and towards its interpretation”;

2.	 “Dissemination of the results of a qualified research amongst the decision 
making groups and wider society ”; 

According to her, research projects bring two very important results: 

1.	 “Ideas developed during unofficial dialogue meetings & research are now 
contributing to discussions at the official level”;

2.	 “Groups of people from each side of the conflict are well informed about 
motivations, concerns, needs and processes occurring on the opposite 
side”53.

Taking into account these two very important results, we can consider the 
“research projects” a successful project; however, it is necessary to mention 
weaknesses that make it difficult for people involved in the project to have a 
great influence on decision makers and on the societies divided by the violent 
conflict. 

One of the weaknesses of research projects is the fact that cooperation 
is accorded less importance in these projects54. In particular, the project 
participants from the Georgian and the Abkhaz sides independently prepare 
analytical articles, a fact which limits the space for cooperation. 

Another very important weakness of a research project is its aspect, namely that 
the project has no defined instrument through which the recommendations of the 
project would be advocated. This is very important because although individuals 
close to the government and representatives of the intellectual elite take part in 

51 http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf. 
52 http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Dialogue_on_security_guarantees_in_the_context_of_
the_georgian_abkhaz_conflict_en.pdf. 
53 “This is a result of work over a protracted period by a number of organizations. 
In fact, this stage of the dialogue, i.e. the ‘dialogue through research’ is only possible because 
of previous stages of dialogue – the group of people involved in the dialogue developed enough 
confidence in each other’s ability to produce relatively objective research, that they agreed to 
participate in the same process and publish in the same volume their respective analyses of 
the same issues“, comment of Juliet Schofield -„International Alert“, Eurasia Program Manager.
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the research55, the recommendations developed through the projects are not often 
upheld by the governments, which downgrades the relevance of the project at 
least two times and minimizes the importance of the work conducted56. Keeping 
in mind these two weaknesses, we can say that this project of International Alert 
requires important revisions. Otherwise, in the long-term perspective, it will become 
a project for the financial and intellectual support of the Georgian (Abkhaz) experts’ 
community, which does not fit the project goals. 

When discussing this project, Ivliane Khaindrava57 pointed out that it is not the 
duty of a researcher to advocate the recommendations developed through 
the research. According to him, in order to compensate this shortcoming, it 
is necessary to engage competent specialist in the project who would try to 
facilitate the inclusion of recommendations in Government’s decisions though 
active communications with decision-makers. 

In terms of analyzing the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict and its political context, 
it is also important to discuss the research conducted by the “International 
Center for Conflicts and Negotiations” and by “International Crisis Group”58. 
54 “I disagree with this . The element of cooperation is there, firstly in the way that the research 
topics are selected: the selection of the topic is done at joint meetings (dialogue meetings), 
whereby both sides list a range of themes on which they would like to ‘commission’ (çàêàçûâàåò) 
the ‘other’ side to research. Through a process of negotiation, they arrive at a common theme, 
which they then agree to research in ‘parallel’. This is an important aspect of the ‘dialogue’ nature 
of the research, in that is ensures that each side has an interest in the results of the other sides’ 
analysis. Furthermore, the drafts are exchanged and participants have the opportunity to comment 
on the drafts prior to finalization and publication.
The second reason why I disagree with the conclusion that this format limits space for cooperation, 
is - if you were to read the conclusions of both sides, you would see that they do not differ so 
widely as one might expect. Admittedly, neither side ‘gives up’ their position on the conflict (i.e. 
nature of political resolution), but neither is this the goal of the dialogue. We never expect the 
sides to give up their position, only to develop a deeper understanding of what lies behind the 
positions and to find alternative paths to resolution. If we were to take the stage one step further, it 
wouldn’t be too difficult to agree on ‘common’ recommendations. At present, it is left to the reader 
to draw these common conclusions. The idea is to stimulate thinking and to juxtapose the two 
sides’ opinions side by side – it is not purely an advocacy project”, comment of Juliet Schofield 
-„International Alert“, Eurasia Program Manager.
55 HHowever, it can not be unequivocally said that each researcher has a positive attitude towards 
the Government.
56 “I agree with this absence of mechanism as a weakness. But on the other hand, if you look at 
the conclusions of the research, there are not always very specific concrete recommendations 
– perhaps a more important weakness. Having said that, look at the themes we have done the 
‘dialogue through research’ on – “security guarantees” looks at the signing of an agreement 
on non-resumption of hostilities. This is discussed in Geneva after nearly 3 years, they have 
achieved little progress, so it is unfair to criticize a small NGO for not impacting on decision 
makers! Please acknowledge that there are other factors at play here, and we can only ever 
make a small contribution. Again, it is a matter of not having such grand expectations of NGOs. 
They play an important role, but others play more important role”, comment of Juliet Schofield 
-„International Alert“, Eurasia Program Manager. 
57 Ivliane Khaindrava is one of the participants and a researcher of this project. 
58 http://www.crisisgroup.org/en/regions/europe/caucasus/georgia.aspx. 
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Since 1997, the “International Center for Conflicts and Negotiations” 
has implemented the project entitled “the Monitoring Network for Early 
Understanding of Ethnic, Social and Religious Conflicts”59. The main purpose 
of the project was to analyze the situation in the conflict zone and to deliver 
appropriate recommendations to the adverse parties. This organization also 
published books and magazines about the conflict, which make a great 
contribution to developing conflict studies in Georgia and raising public 
awareness. When talking about this organization, we should make sure to 
mention the publication of the “Time for Peace” magazine, which publishes 
articles and essays of prominent conflict scientists. 

The Conclusion 
Evaluating the projects initiated and implemented by peace building 
organizations, we can highlight three main problems:

1. Conflict research organizations existing in Georgia (same applies to 
the Abkhaz side) have a quite weak institutional ground and often such 
organizations rely on specific individuals. A conflict, as a dynamic process, 
requires constant analysis and monitoring. Research organizations in Georgia 
often don’t have such capacity, which is caused by a lack of qualified human 
resources and by financial limitations60. The financial limitations are triggered 
by the fact that international donor organizations are not keen on funding 
research organizations and that state’s contribution in funding research 
projects is close to zero. 

2. The other major problem is a lack of qualified researchers that are also willing 
to engage properly with their peers on the other ‘side’ of the conflict. This dilemma 
is specifically prominent among Abkhaz civil society, where engagement 
with Georgians is highly unpopular and requires strong determination and is 
therefore limited to a small number of ‘usual suspects’. As long as conflictology 
and peace studies remains new disciplines, the existence of this problem has 
its logic. In addition, during the Soviet Union, the area of social sciences was 
underdeveloped in Georgia. According to Medea Turashvili, often the same 
person performs the work about conflict related problems, international politics, 
economics, regional cooperation, etc. This diminishes the quality of the research. 
The work about the conflict that has been created on both the Georgian and 
the Abkhaz sides has often focused heavily on history and justifications for 
the positions of one or the other party61; this goes against the purpose of the 
research and makes it useless in terms of fixing current policies. 

59 http://www.iccn.ge/Projects/ 
60 According to Mira Sovakar limited access to reliable information about events in Abkhazia is 
one additional limitation. 
61 http://www.conflict-prevention.net/page.php?id=40&formid=73&action=show&surveyid=53.
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3. The third problem is not directly linked to the quality of the research. These 
problems refer to the insufficient articulation of the results (recommendations) 
of the research in Government decisions and strategic documents related 
to the conflict. This problem, as mentioned above, is caused by the lack or 
absence of an advocacy process62. 

3.5. Media 

The media is one of the strong instruments in the conflict transformation 
process since this area of social life has a great potential for the formation of 
positive or negative public opinion, as well as triggering change63. For this very 
reason, in the present sub-chapter we tried to review the projects which stood 
out in terms of the magnitude of their influence on the conflict torn societies 
and in terms of their engagement. 

“Absence of The Will”64 – an Association “Studio Re”65, with the support 
of the British organization “Conciliation Resources” and the Heinrich Boell 
Foundation, created a documentary entitled “Absence of The Will” about 
conflict issues in Georgia. The documentary triggered hot discussions in the 
Georgian and Abkhaz societies, which is why we decided to briefly describe 
its content and the feedback it received. We remind you that it is not our goal 
to review each episode of the documentary separately. 

“Absence of Will”, as a phenomenon carrying a certain context, is one of the 
evident examples showing how the elements of reflecting on own mistakes 
and regretting affect the conflict dynamics in divided societies. 

The documentary is mainly based on interviews with state officials, experts 
and members of the population displaced from the conflict regions. The 
documentary, with such a structure, allows the big picture of the conflict 
causes to be revealed; meaning to the greatest possible degree free of ethnic-
nationalistic aberrations and mainly putting accents on missed opportunities 
by the Georgian side (since the target audience is Georgian). 

The character of the documentary triggered hot discussions in the Abkhaz 
society. Even more according to Abkhaz experts, the documentary made by 
62 “It’s not solely due to the lack of advocacy, though we can acknowledge that advocacy is a 
weakness. For example, our ‘Dialogue through Research’ process is frequently criticized as 
focused on the ‘wrong’ conflict – i.e. Georgian-Abkhaz conflict, rather than Georgian-Russian. 
There is something fundamental in the Georgian government’s approach to the conflict that 
does not sufficiently acknowledge openly the Abkhaz as a party to the conflict, and thus deny 
the relevance of any recommendations related to the ‘Georgian-Abkhaz’ conflict”, comment of 
Juliet Schofield -„International Alert“, Eurasia Program Manager. 
63 http://www.berghof-handbook.net/documents/publications/melone_hb.pdf. 
64 http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YZ8O2Ya-fnA. 
65 http://www.studiore.org/?menu=7&art=102. 
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Mamuka Kuparadze went beyond the theatre where it was shown and the 
TV channel where it was broadcasted. The film as such received a positive 
feedback in Abkhazia where people acknowledged the progressiveness of 
the Georgian film-maker. Conciliation Resources even managed to achieve a 
clearance for Kuparadze to travel to Sukhumi and take part in a film screening 
and a discussion with the local civil society. However, when the film and the 
discussion that followed were broadcasted without warning on Abkhaz TV 
and viewers saw positive reactions of Abkhaz NGO representatives, this 
became the ground for a massive political hysteria66: Abkhaz participants of the 
discussion were called ‘traitors’ and rumors arose that the film was produced 
as part of the Georgian State Strategy on Occupied Territories. According 
to these critics, the film was produced to create the illusion that Georgians 
had changed so that the Abkhaz would voluntarily re-consider reintegration, 
now that the military option had been out ruled once and for all. However, 
the documentary not received only negative feedbacks. Amongst Abkhaz 
liberal circles, it was perceived as “a very rare attempt at searching for the 
true causes of wars that took place in Georgia”; a portrait where the Georgian 
Government, its elite, and sometimes even the entire nation is being criticized 
for their irresponsible actions which made the bloodshed between the Georgian 
and Abkhaz societies inevitable67. Irakli Khintba, a well-known Abkhaz expert, 
calls the feedbacks of some representatives of the Abkhaz society a “mass 
hysteria” and considers such an approach as a stumbling block for the main 
goal of the Abkhaz society: universal recognition68.

Mamuka Kuparadze said in his interview that so far it was not possible to 
broadcast the documentary through a public broadcaster in Georgia. The film 
was not broadcasted by Georgia’s other big TV channels either, except for the 
TV channel “Maestro” and “kavkasia”, which cannot broadcast in Georgia’s 
regions (only in Tbilisi). Mamuka Kuparadze links this situation to the criticism 
of the Government expressed in the documentary. 

In 2010, this time with the support of “International Alert”, a second part of 
the documentary was made, which unlike the first part allocated more time 
to interviews with Abkhaz experts. This, according to Kuparadze, is important 
for generating positive changes in the society.

True Stories from the Caucasus – with the support of “Conciliation 
Resources” has been implemented a project, “Radio Diaries”, in which 
40 journalists and 20 radio stations from Georgia participated (including 
from Abkhazia and South Ossetia), as well as from Armenia, Azerbaijan, 
and Nagorny Karabakh. The objective of the project was to challenge the 

66 http://liberali.ge/en/node/3084. 
67 Ibid. 
68 http://khintba.livejournal.com/1722.html?view=23482#t23482. 
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stereotypes amongst the damaged and divided societies and to conduct a civil 
discussion on the issues related to the conflict. The project implementation 
started in 2002 and more than 1300 diaries were broadcasted through the 
radio. Some of them were published in Georgian, Abkhaz, Azerbaijani and 
Armenian newspapers. The diaries were recorded with members of the 
population and conversations mainly related to their life, post-war problems 
and challenges. The project also faced certain difficulties: it was often a 
difficult task to get the consent of members of the population to take part in 
the dialogue, and some preferred to stay anonymous69. However, as one 
of the participants of the project Tamar Balavadze pointed out, the most 
interesting stories were revealed from the individuals living an isolated life70. 
In 2006, a book in Russian was published which included one hundred 
stories from these diaries. 

Films and projects prepared by “Go Group” are also worth mentioning. They 
involved Georgian, Abkhaz and Ossetian experts and journalists. One of the 
examples of the projects prepared by this organization is a project which 
aimed at researching the relationships between Armenia and Turkey. Within 
the project framework, journalists visited the places where the bloodshed 
took place, but the project was mainly focused on modern tendencies of 
relationships71. A network, “Eyewitness”, is operating within this organization 
which is devoted in the most part to conflict resolution. Within the scope of 
work of this studio, two to three short films are made every week by resident 
reporters throughout Georgia; films which have become popular among 
certain groups of the Georgian society72 and have taken a life of their own 
on the internet. 

The Conclusion
It is remarkable that products created by peace building organizations find 
minimum space in activities of the Georgian media, both TV and printed media. 
When talking about this issue, experts identify two independent realities that 
define the negative role of the media in the process of peace building conflict 
transformation: 
1.	 The civil society dialogue participants’ fear of public opinion (self-

censorship);

69 “1300 people gave consent to have their radio diaries broadcast, so this hardly suggests it was 
difficult to get their consent and there was no intention or obligation that people should reveal 
their identity – most of the diaries were intentionally anonymous. Perhaps the key characteristic 
of the diaries was that they gave people an opportunity to tell their story without the presence of 
a journalist”, comment of Jonathan Cohen (Conciliation Recourses, Director of Programmes). 
70 http://24saati.ge/index.php/category/culture/2009-09-24/230. 
71 http://www.gogroupmedia.net/NewDefault.aspx. 
72 http://www.gogroupmedia.net/Pages/FilmsCollections.aspx?categoryID=15&tab=5. 
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2.	 Control of the media. 

Based on the opinion of Medea Turashvili, Georgian participants of the 
Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue often avoid publicizing the information about 
the dialogue because they do not want to put the Abkhaz participants in 
uncomfortable situations. This behavior of Georgian participants is motivated 
by the risk of aggression from the media towards Abkhaz participants in the 
case of incorrect interpretations73. With respect to the Abkhaz participants 
of the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue, they avoid publicizing in the media their 
relationships with Georgians due to the social attitude in Abkhazia. The Abkhaz 
society, traumatized after the violent conflict, is skeptical about any kinds of 
interactions with Georgians and such facts often become the grounds for 
different kinds of tensions. Local activists often use the sensitiveness towards 
this issue to criticize their opponents74. Such a reality obviously does not 
facilitate conflict transformation and calls for peace building organizations to 
create appropriate strategies in that regard. 

The other important issue is the control of the media and the problems related 
to it. Based on the opinion of Paata Zakareishvili, the so-called “Government 
media” in Georgia often used propaganda methods when discussing conflict 
issues. As an example, he named a precedent that took place during the 
elections in 2008 when the Government artificially created tensions in order 
to influence the electorate75 and blamed the Abkhaz population for the 
inhuman treatment of the Gali population. According to Zakareishvili, media 
representatives were actively involved in this action and they acted according 
to the Government’s request.

Mira Sovakar, the manager of the Caucasus projects of “Conciliation 
Resources”, agrees that access to airing time in the mainstream media is a 
problem. According to her, although the number of internet users is growing 
in Georgia and Abkhazia, television still remains the major media instrument. 
Therefore, the fact that the products created by peace building organizations 
in most cases do not reach the TV media diminishes the influence of these 
organizations on the society76. 

73 http://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/9A3B2D068BE4F76EC1256C1C
0035E759-fewer-cauc-31dec.pdf. 
74 LIANA KVARCHELIA, 2010, The Role of International NGOs in the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict 
Transformation Process, p. 57, http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf 
75 http://www.humanrights.ge/admin/editor/uploads/pdf/Khurcha.pdf. 
76 “it is also important to put into perspective the budgets of civil society organizations and those 
of state/public and private media companies: the latter have substantially more resources at their 
disposal and therefore produce more programmes, which dominate the airwaves, which means 
that it should not be surprising that peace oriented media products are few and far between 
compared to other media products”, comment of Mira Sovakar („Conciliation Resources“ , 
Caucasus Programme Projects Manager).
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When talking about the correlation between the media and projects of peace 
building organizations, we may conclude that the tendencies discussed above, 
based on conflict transformation theory, hinder the appropriate publicity of the 
dialogue and its promotion within the society, which ultimately has a negative 
impact on conflict transformation. 
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Chapter IV
Barriers for Peace Building Organizations’ Projects 

The international non-governmental organizations discussed above faced 
certain problems with their work in Abkhazia, problems which created 
significant barriers to their efforts towards conflict transformation:

1. Based on the sensitivity of post-conflict societies directed towards change, 
activities of international non-governmental organizations were often restricted 
by Governments because government officials, especially on the Abkhaz 
side, have certain fears towards criticism emanating from the opposition and 
negative attitudes in their society. A good example is the fact that Georgian 
journalists who worked in projects of international non-governmental 
organizations were not given the possibility to work on the Abkhaz territory due 
to their rejection by representatives of the de facto government77. An Abkhaz 
expert, Liana Kvarchelia, points out in one of her works78 that opponents of 
democracy in Abkhazia used the theme of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict for 
internal political debates and made political attacks on local non-governmental 
organizations. According to her, the Abkhaz society was dominated by the 
view that dialogue with Georgians was pointless unless they recognized 
Abkhazia’s independence. This discourse was further strengthened after the 
2008 Russia-Georgia war. It can be said that the post-conflict reality makes 
societies traumatized by the war more fragile for manipulation and more 
sensitive towards political developments, which on its part serves as one of 
the significant barriers for the peace building process. 

2. One more barrier, which is created by the de facto government of Abkhazia, 
relates to the work of international organizations which have regional 
headquarters in Tbilisi79. The organizations discussed in the 4th Chapter of this 
research have solid strategies which imply the non-establishment of regional 
organizations neither in Abkhazia nor in the remaining territory of Georgia; 
they firmly follow the policy of not creating branch offices. It can be said that 

77 The director Mamuka Kuparadze, who created a documentary “Absence of Will” with the support 
of the British non-governmental organization “Conciliation Resources, had to wait for two years 
for a permission from the Abkhaz authorities to work on the documentary in Abkhazia, which was 
finally granted in 2010 on a rather ad-hoc basis. 
78 LIANA KVARCHELIA, 2010, The Role of International NGOs in the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict 
Transformation Process, p. 57, http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf 
79 “CR’s main reasons for not establishing field offices in either Tbilisi or Sukhum/i are first of all, 
that we want to foster and encourage local ownership as much as possible, secondly maintain 
absolute neutrality in the conflict regions we work in, thirdly remain as little exposed to interference 
on the part of the authorities (both Georgian and Abkhaz equally) as possible”, comment of Mira 
Sovakar („Conciliation Resources“ , Caucasus Programme Projects Manager). 
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in case of disagreement with the de facto authorities of Abkhazia regarding 
the format, actions of international non-governmental organizations in the 
conflict zone are restricted80.

3. The first serious barrier created by the Georgian Government was “prohibiting” 
the participation of Government representatives in the “Schlaining process”. The 
authorities which came to power through the Rose Revolution changed their 
strategy towards the conflicts after 2006. This strategy implied approaching the 
conflicts of Georgia within the context of Russian-Georgian resistance, which 
downplayed the importance and the use of dialogue with the Abkhaz society. As 
Georgian experts point out, the Georgian Government was trying by all means 
to convert the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict into a Georgian-Russian conflict. This 
strategy resulted, in relation to the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue, in the collapse of the 
“Schlaining process”; the most appropriate project to sustain interactions between 
the Abkhaz and Georgian societies and between decision-makers. Besides, 
such an approach from the government prompted a self-regulation phenomenon 
within certain groups of civil society, which implied supporting the Government’s 
approach through silence. Such a phenomenon limited the engagement of civil 
society in the peace building and conflict transformation process. 

4. Among the barriers in place to date are the laws and sub-normative acts 
adopted by the Georgian Government and its various vertical structures based 
on the new realities which developed after 2008. This includes the Law of 
Georgia on Occupied Territories81, “The State Strategy Towards the Occupied 
Territories: Engagement Through Cooperation”82, and “The Rules for Operation 
on the Occupied Territories of Georgia”83. The latter, the so-called “Modalities” 
document (“Rules for Operations on the Occupied Territories of Georgia”) is 
a particularly difficult barrier which restricts not only economic activities but 
also limits non-commercial and non-profit activities. This decree has at least 
three negative characteristics:

a) This document has the potential to create a mechanism to control civil 
society organizations, which would allow the Government to bring peace 
building initiatives under its influence. Such a precedent is contrary to the 
idea of a state based on civil society and it is impossible to justify it by 
putting it into the “occupation dimension”.

b) Moreover, according to the procedures laid out in the document, the 
secretariat of the State Minister is allowed to terminate, at any stage, any 

80 After the adoption of the „Rules for Operations on the Occupied Territories of Georgia” (so 
called„Modalities“) the same can be said about the Georgian side, for comparison please see: 
http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/statement.pdf. 
81 http://idpclub.ge/uploads/prodimgs/d45df2dbf728f5810698a3c09cec026a.pdf. 
82 http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/strategy.pdf. 
83 http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/statement.pdf. 
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new project or a project already underway if they do not fit the positions 
and the approaches of the Georgian Government. As an example, one of 
the main criterion for the approval of peace projects84 (Evaluation Criteria, 
sub-paragraph D) is the request that only the population living in the 
occupied territories and people displaced from these territories can be 
involved in the process of rebuilding the relationships. Such an attitude in 
its very substance is contrary to conflict transformation theory and cannot 
bring significant results since without conflict transformation within each 
layer of society the creation of positive peace is out of the question. 

c) The so-called neutral travel documents may become a serious obstacle in 
the process of the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue85. According to subparagraph 
3 of paragraph 7 of the Modalities document, “in cases when the project 
assumes taking the individuals living on the occupied territories beyond 
Georgian borders, these individuals must travel either with Georgian 
passports, or with neutral travel documents”. Although the neutral travel 
documents will not carry Georgian state symbols and that they will appear 
to be neutral based on the title, the fact that they are issued by the Georgian 
Government can bring about irreversible negative results. These results 
may be substantiated in the final collapse of the Georgian-Abkhaz civil 
dialogue. Such a reality is likely to cause the isolation of the population in 
Abkhazia from Georgia and actually increase their dependence on Russia, 
which without any doubts, is not in Georgia’s interests. 

We should also mention here that with the support of civil society organizations 
and international donors, the operation of the Modalities document is so far 
suspended. Based on Ivliane Khaindrava’s view, notwithstanding this situation, 
this document still hangs above peace building organizations like the “Sword 
of Damocles”, and the Government will put it into action whenever it wants to 
suspend a project it does not want. 

With regard to the “The State Strategy towards the Occupied Territories”, it 
is a barrier for the peace building process so long as this document created 
serious obstacles, coming from local society and radical groups, for Abkhaz 
non-governmental organizations. According to Mira Sovakar, there have been 
cases where contacts of local Abkhaz organizations with international and 
especially with Georgian non-governmental organizations created suspicion 
in the Abkhaz society and often became a ground for aggression; since they 
are perceived as supporters of the Georgian strategy and the individuals who 
are engaged in the dialogue with Georgians are perceived as “traitors”. 

84 The Rules for Operation on the Occupied Territories of Georgia, Article 6. Evaluation Criteria 
for Projects to be Implemented on the occupied territories, http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/
file/041010/dadgenileba%20320.pdf.
85 Ibid . Article 7. Special Rules, Sub-paragraph 3. 



102

5. Last but not least, one of the significant barriers to the Georgian-Abkhaz 
dialogue was an agreement on the meeting place. Georgian-Abkhaz meetings 
within the framework of the “Schlaining process” took place in Europe, and 
none of its meetings were held in Abkhazia or any other place in Georgia. 
This was not only peculiar to this project; the same format was applied to the 
project initiated by Paula Garb86 which was also implemented abroad under 
the auspices of the University of California (Irvine). As a conclusion, we can 
say that a big majority of the meetings held within the format of the Georgian 
– Abkhaz dialogue took place abroad. Oliver Wolleh points out in his work87, 
while discussing barriers like this, that this problem has a “complex character”, 
which on one hand was caused by the reluctance of Abkhaz participants to 
travel to Georgia and on the other had a political and symbolic nature. Among 
Georgian participants, the likelihood of possible meetings in Abkhazia was not 
taken negatively, quite the opposite since it can be said that it was perceived as 
an obvious positive element and a step forward for the reintegration of Abkhaz 
society into the Georgian state. With regards to Abkhaz participants, they 
took the idea of holding visits in Georgia negatively for the following reasons: 

•     Regarding the possibility of holding meetings in Georgia, they thought 
that Georgian politicians and media would have interpreted this fact to 
their own benefit, i.e. they would have attempted to package it as proof 
of Abkhazia strengthening its ties with Georgia88. 

•            For Abkhaz participants, meeting Georgians in Europe was more 
beneficial because: a) They would have avoided the “untrue assessment” 
of the meeting; b) Meeting Georgians in a third country was perceived by 
Abkhazians as an indirect fact of their recognition; c) Visits to Europe gave 
them new opportunities, independent from Russians, and also supported them 
in establishing contacts with Europeans; d) Visits to Europe were attractive for 
Abkhaz as well as Georgian participants and therefore it provided an additional 
motivation for Abkhaz to refuse organizing meetings in Georgia89.

86 http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cpb/progs/georgiaNew.htm. 
87 Oliver Wolleh, A Difficult Encounter – The Informal Georgian-Abkhazian Dialogue Process, 
2006, http://www.berghof-peacesupport.org/publications/SC_Difficult_Encounter.pdf 
88 “Also, they’re seriously concerned about reactions back home if they were to travel to Georgia. 
Almost all travels of Abkhaz to Georgia proper that has taken place over the past 15 years was 
done so very much under the radar. The last case of an Abkhaz civil society activist taking part 
in broader discussions in Georgia proper was at screenings of ‘Nationality Human’ film festivals 
in Tskaltubo in 2009”, comment of Mira Sovakar („Conciliation Resources“ , Caucasus 
Programme Projects Manager).
89 Oliver Wolleh, 2006, A Difficult Encounter – The Informal Georgian-Abkhazian Dialogue 
Process, http://www.berghof-peacesupport.org/publications/SC_Difficult_Encounter.pdf. 
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Chapter V
Effectiveness of the Engagement of Non-state Actors in 
the Peace Building Process: the Vision of the Georgian 

Non-governmental Sector 
(results of the work with the focus groups)

In order to analyze and evaluate peace projects, we created a special method 
which is based on general principles of peace building. Based on conflict 
transformation theory and the objectives of activities of international non-
governmental organizations, we identified 7 criteria for evaluation90 based on 
which we analyzed the impact of civil initiatives on the conflict dynamics. We 
offered the focus groups this system of evaluation within which we evaluated 
the peace building process against each criterion. 

Our work conducted with the focus groups91 gave the following results: 

90 Please see the detailed information about the selection criteria in the Annex of the present 
research. 
91 In the results of our work with the focus groups we do not specify consciously the individuals 
to whom the vision belongs to, since the authors of the present research think that such format 
of interviews provided for a maximum degree of frankness from the participants. You can still 
see the list of individuals interviewed in the Annex of this research. 

Evaluation Criteria 
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As it is shown on the evaluation diagram, experts and participants of the 
civil dialogue consider the pressure from civil society organizations on the 
Government as the most effective tool in terms of conflict transformation. 
According to one of the experts, those organizations that were engaged in the 
Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue conducted a constant monitoring of Government 
actions and declarations in relation to the conflict zones. According to this 
expert, the participants of the Georgian –Abkhaz dialogue had the opportunity 
to rely not only on the information provided by Government officials, but also 
to receive information for the conflict zone through their contacts established 
as a result of the dialogue. Such a reality created the opportunity to evaluate 
the steps made by the Government based on the information received from 
both sides. According to the same expert, such a reality made it easier to 
monitor the situation. Delivery of the information by them to the society made 
it difficult for the Government to use the situation in the conflict zone for their 
own political interests. Although the experts are unanimous that civil society 
organizations put significant pressure on the Government, part of the experts 
points out that these actions had no adequate links neither with the government 
nor with the society. A vast majority of experts believes that although they 
constantly and regularly delivered objective information to the public, they 
could not manage to overcome the “ideological machine” which is run by the 
Government. One of the interviewed individuals said that a massive control 
of media by the Government did not allow competent individuals and entities 
to deliver information to the public. 

As it is shown on the evaluation diagram, “The degree of the conflict analysis” 
and the “success of the dialogue process” received the same ranking. The 
experts interviewed said that with the support of international non-governmental 
organizations, a big number of brochures, magazines, and research were 
prepared which provided for complex analyses of the conflicts in Georgia. 
The interviewed individuals named several magazines and publications 
as examples: journal “Accord”92 (Conciliation Resources); Aspects of the 
Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict (University of California, Irvine; and more recently 
International Alert, Heinrich Bell Foundation and Conciliation Resources who 
collaborated with UCI to produce “Aspects”)93; Discussion Materials about the 
Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict (“Berghof Centre” and “Conciliation Resources”)94; 
and “Security Guarantees: Anticipation of Danger Within the Context of the 
Georgian Abkhaz Relationships”95 (“International Alert”). One of the experts 
also mentioned that one of the best examples of conflict analyses in Georgia 

92 http://www.c-r.org/our-work/accord/georgia-abkhazia/contents.php. 
93 Publications From Georgian-Abkhaz Dialogue Conferences, http://www.socsci.uci.edu/~cpb/
progs/projpubs.htm. 
94 http://www.berghof-conflictresearch.org/documents/publications/GA_DiscussionPack.pdf
95 http://www.international-alert.org/pdf/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf. 
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is the magazine “Time for Peace”96, which does not receive financial or any 
other kind of support from the organizations that have been included in this 
research; however, we cannot ignore this magazine when we evaluate the 
analysis of conflicts in Georgia. Although the majority of experts agree that 
the conflict has been thoroughly analyzed, some experts still highlight the fact 
that the analysis has not been appropriately delivered to a wide public and it 
did not reach society, it was not thought over by the public. 

The assessments that the interviewed individuals gave to the criterion 
of the “generation of new ideas” were also remarkable. The majority of 
experts agree that activities of local as well as international civil society 
organizations can be evaluated as successful within this component. 
The experts submitted examples of generation of new ideas such as the 
recommendations and approaches which had been developed by local non-
governmental organizations with the support of international organizations; 
in particular, “Security Guarantees: “Dialogue on Security Guarantees in 
the Context of the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict” (“International Alert”), “The 
Concept About the Special Status of Abkhazia within the Georgian State”97, 
and “The key for Future”, the document developed by the de facto authorities 
of Abkhazia. According to one of the experts, the idea for the development 
of the latter two documents was born during the “Schlaining process”; 
however, sadly, none of them materialized. According to one of the experts 
interviewed, a major weakness of civil society organizations in connection 
with this component was that they did not have the strategies to lobby for 
new ideas and recommendations. Based on the opinion of this expert, the 
non-acceptance of recommendations provided by civil society organizations 
cannot be blamed only on the antagonistic approach of the Government. 
According to this expert, the civil sector in Georgia does not have the lobbying 
and advocacy experience which is well utilized in the west. This ultimately 
brings about negative results, particularly “international organizations spend 
significant amounts of financial resources to research problematic issues and 
develop recommendations for the Government, but these recommendations 
and suggestions do not materialize due to insufficient and inadequate 
advocacy efforts”. The same expert stressed that one of the challenges that 
civil society faces is introducing and strengthening the practice of advocacy 
which is already well established in the west, and this applies not only to 
civil society organizations working on conflict transformation. 

With respect to the dialogue process, the experts found it difficult to give their 
assessment of this component. When discussing this criterion, it is necessary 
to mention the fact that the experts interviewed were either the initiators of the 

96 http://www.iccn.ge/geo/magazine-time-forpeace.
97 http://zakareishvili.com/pdf/koncefciage.pdf.
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Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue or its participants. Therefore, they may not have 
been able to resist being biased in their evaluation of the dialogue process. 
Some experts talked about this during their interviews. Notwithstanding this 
challenge, participants tried to be objective and self-critical. The majority of 
experts agree that the dialogue process can be evaluated positively. Some 
of them say that without this process it would have been impossible to 
create groups among Georgian and Abkhaz societies which understand the 
advantage of peace and build their approaches not on mythical views, but 
rather on well thought over “basic requests”. Almost all experts underlined 
the fact that international non-governmental organizations, together with their 
local partners, managed to create a communication format which allowed a big 
part of their societies to establish contacts with the other side. The number of 
meetings and seminars organized supports the plausibility of this assessment. 
One of the experts pointed out that the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue covered 
different professional and social groups including: politicians, journalists, ex-
combatants, internally displaced persons, youth, writers, doctors, members of 
civil society, etc. However, the same expert added that the dialogue process is 
still limited and therefore, the engagement of each citizen in it was impossible 
especially when the majority of meetings took place abroad and were costly. 
When talking about the weaknesses of the dialogue process, some experts 
said that the civil society sector failed to promote it within society. In particular, it 
failed to overcome the stereotypes and prejudices which create a “war culture”; 
in other words, they failed to evolve from a “war culture” to a “peace culture”. 

This fact is supported by the criteria based on which the interviewed experts 
evaluated the three components listed below: 1. Dismantling stereotypes, 2. 
Elimination of forms of violence, 3. Raising public awareness. The interviewed 
experts awarded 3 points each to dismantling stereotypes and to the elimination 
of forms of violence, and awarded 2 points to raising public awareness. As 
in the above mentioned four components, experts did not have a significant 
divergence of views in this case either. The majority of them agreed that the 
dialogue process was not appropriately promoted in the society and it was 
limited with small groups, again due to limited financial resources. One of the 
experts pointed out that the creation of negative stereotypes is supported 
by the media space which we can freely call propagandistic. According to 
this expert, Georgian TV channels broadcasted the dialogue process with 
Abkhazia either in a negative or a propagandistic way. This receives a 
negative feedback in the Abkhaz society; in particular stories broadcasted 
by the Georgian TV channels often became reasons to suspend the civil 
dialogue process. Moreover, the experts interviewed spoke specifically about 
negative stereotypes and attitudes in the Abkhaz society towards Georgians 
and Georgia in general. One of the interviewed experts stressed that negative 
stereotypes are very strong among Abkhaz youths. This expert explained this 
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fact by the “propagandistic environment” in Abkhazia, which strengthens the 
existing discourse and minimizes pluralism. One of the major driving forces 
of such an environment are TV channels and media in general; however, we 
cannot say that only media promotes the creation of negative stereotypes 
and attitudes. One of the experts interviewed mentioned with regret that 
the political elite often manipulates societies, element which has a negative 
effect on dismantling the stereotypes98. Moreover, a relatively small amount 
of resources was spent on raising public awareness, element which is directly 
linked to changing negative stereotypes and attitudes. According to this expert, 
these components can be considered as failed areas of the civil society sector. 
The expert pointed out that civil society organizations in Georgia failed 
to make military politics an unpopular phenomenon, which ultimately 
explains that we had the war in August 2008. 

During discussions on forms of violence, it was pointed out that this area can 
also be considered as a failure of civil society organizations. In view of one 
of the experts, the fact that “second rate citizens” still exist in Georgia proves 
the existence of forms of cultural violence in Georgia. According to this expert, 
every citizen is equal in Georgia in terms of the structure which is provided 
and supported by the Constitution; however, the cultural phenomenon in 
place does not allow the non-ethnic Georgian population to be successful 
in a political battle. Moreover, ethnic minorities are politically indifferent and 
the degree of their engagement in social and political life is very insignificant. 
Such a reality influences, directly or indirectly, the existing ethnic conflicts. 
According to one of the experts interviewed, it will be very important to 
the transformation of the Georgian-Abkhaz and the Georgian-Ossetian 
conflicts what kind of state Georgia will become in the future - whether 
it will be a state based on mono-ethnic nationalism or it will become a 
nation-state based on civil nationalism. 

The Conclusion 

As a conclusion, based on the research we can answer, maybe not completely 
but to some degree, the main question of the research. 

The transformation process of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict is hindered by a 
number of reasons, which go beyond the borders of the civil sector and are 
deeply implanted in the mentality of our society: 

98 “In addition to this, I’ve heard very often from young people in Abkhazia that their only interaction 
with Georgian peers takes place through comments on blogs and other internet sources, where, 
sadly, in most of the cases they see their stereotypes confirmed in that Georgian contributors post 
very aggressive and dismissive comments that put young Abkhaz off the idea of engagement. 
Many of our participants have been positively surprised when they actually got to meet Georgian 
peers in person who they found worth talking to”, comment of Mira Sovakar („Conciliation 
Resources“ , Caucasus Programme Projects Manager).
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1. In the first place, we should highlight the radically different approaches 
which exist among peace building organizations working on conflict resolution 
in Georgia and the Government. Difference of views about the conflict not only 
limits the space for coordination, but some steps made by the Government 
hinder the continuation of the process. Blocking the “Schlaining process” and 
sub-normative acts adopted by the Government, which create an uncomfortable 
environment or restricts the work of non-governmental organizations in the 
area of conflict regulation are clear examples of such collision (for instance, 
the Modalities document)99. Responsibility for this tension must be laid on 
the Government as well as on local non-governmental organizations, some 
of which are radically opposing certain decisions of the Government which 
limits the space for dialogue and eliminates chances for cooperation. 

2. Such tendencies are revealed not only at the Government VS civil society 
level, but also at the media level. This is especially true about the so-called 
Government TV channels which do not focus on competently delivering 
true facts and developments to the public, but rather appear as one of 
the institutions creating serious barriers. These TV channels support the 
dehumanization of the other side of the conflict and deepen the tendencies 
of polarization in divided societies. Media products created by peace 
building organizations are not sufficiently broadcasted by public media (for 
instance, the documentary of M. Kuparadze “Absence of the Will” has not 
been broadcasted so far by the public broadcaster of Georgia, neither by 
any other major big TV channels (notwithstanding the fact that public interest 
towards this documentary is high)100. This reality diminishes the role of the 
media as one of the instruments for shaping public opinion with regards to 
the peace building process. 

3. The third independent variable that also hinders the success of the process 
is directly connected to the work of civil society organizations. It must be 
mentioned that the influence of local peace building organizations in Georgia 
on lower layers of the society (grassroots) is minimal (this is confirmed by 
the experts views who participated in the focus groups)101. This is caused on 
one hand by their “artificial” nature (they are not the typical western style civil 
organizations and they survive mainly with the financial support of international 
donors) and on the other hand by the fact that non-governmental organizations 
which are working in the area of conflict resolution are mainly focused on 
conducting the dialogue between the divided societies and do not pay enough 
attention to working with the society public itself. The non-promotion of the 
dialogue process limits the peace process to small groups of people, element 
which does not support the enlargement of the peace infrastructure to larger 

99 http://www.smr.gov.ge/uploads/file/041010/dadgenileba%20320.pdf. 
100 http://www.media.ge/ka/node/6584. 
101 See Chapter V.
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society. In order to fix this, civil society organizations must become more 
active, especially in regions, in order to cultivate ideas about peace and the 
peaceful resolution of the conflict. 

4. We found out during the research process that the degree of coordination 
between peace building organizations (local as well as international) is quite 
low. This is due to many reasons, among which the competition for financial 
resources is the most significant. This problem creates additional barriers and 
hinders the process of peace building. Particularly, this lack of coordination 
causes the duplication of peace building initiatives and projects102 and hinders 
the synergy of the peace process. Besides, the lack of coordinated actions 
hinders on one hand the development of appropriate conflict transformation 
strategies and on the other significantly lowers the influence of civil society 
on Government decisions. 

5. Civil society organizations working on issues related to the transformation 
of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict have one more weakness, which is 
connected to the insufficient and inappropriate use of advocacy strategies. 
Their long term experience allows the expert society to develop a vision 
and recommendations to facilitate the conflict transformation process and 
then deliver these to the Government. However, due to the insufficient and 
inappropriate use of advocacy strategies, their vision and recommendations 
do not materialize in Government decisions. One of the examples is 
the project of “Dialogue trough research” implemented by “International 
Alert”. Research findings and recommendations developed within this 
projects stood up with their academic value and relevance; however, the 
project did not envision advocating the prepared recommendations, which 
diminishes the project’s influence on the conflict dynamics. Such a reality 
calls for serious revisions in the work of civil society organizations, which 
implies implementing advocacy strategies similar to the ones that are well 
established and developed in the West. 

6. One of the serious barriers is the dominant “mythological conflict” 
phenomenon in the Georgian and Abkhaz societies. Both societies have 
mythological views about the causes of the conflict. One of the myths which 
dominates in the Georgian society is that the major cause for this conflict was 
the violent politics of Russia. This myth rejects one’s own responsibility for the 
creation of the conflict, while ignoring basic requests, interests and fears of the 
Abkhaz society. These are triggered by the forms of cultural violence which 
have existed in the Georgian society since the USSR era and it deprives the 
country with the opportunity to find a true diagnosis for the conflict; without 
which it is impossible to make a prognosis and use the appropriate therapy. 
Hence, the main activities of peace building organizations must head in this 

102 http://www.international-alert.org/sites/default/files/publications/Georgian-Abkhaz.pdf.
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direction: they should not only include academic activities focused on conflict 
research, but should also include active efforts with various groups of the public 
since without the elimination of myths from the reality of the conflict (removal 
of “dependence on the conflict”) and without depoliticizing, the conflict cannot 
be transformed. 

7. One of the stumbling blocks for the conflict transformation process was 
also the fact that Georgian and the Abkhaz activists engaged in the peace 
process did not fully grasp the importance of the process and used it for their 
own political goals. Abkhaz participants engaged in this process constantly 
try to use the Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue to spell out, at the international level, 
their position with regards to Abkhazia’s independence103. Such behaviour 
from Abkhaz participants is motivated by the lack of other international 
formats where they can express their position. The same applies to Georgian 
participants, however to a smaller scale, since Georgians have opportunities 
to express their position though other alternative formats and arenas (for 
instance, through official diplomacy). Such an environment reduces the 
degree of trust between participants of the dialogue, element which has a 
negative effect on the peace building and conflict transformation processes. 
It is important for the participants of the civil dialogue to understand that 
this format is not appropriate to import their positions on the international 
arena; moreover, such actions hinder positive changes and strengthen the 
“conflict dependence” syndrome. The civil dialogue process, based on conflict 
transformation theory, must be built on the understanding of requests, interests 
and fears of the other party, and consequently be focused on developing 
common approaches and common strategies. 

Besides, there are foreign policy obstacles which hinder the conflict 
transformation progress. The Russian Federation’s destructive role is a clear 
example of it. However, within the format of the present research we could 
not analyze such obstacles and this topic is left aside to a separate research. 

In the present research we tried to reveal the barriers that hinder the progress 
of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict transformation process. The main objects of 
the research were civil society organizations that are working towards peace 
building. Of course the research does not have the ambition to be complete, 

103 “it certainly happened but the Abkhaz participants were more sophisticated than this and there 
was often genuine debate with Georgian participants about a wide range of issues; in addition 
in many interactions with international interlocutors the Abkhaz did not use the platform to spell 
out the Abkhaz position with regard to independence but rather urge for greater international 
engagement in Abkhazia – in many ways advocating the strategy that the EU and to an extent 
the Georgians took up: engagement without recognition. No doubt the objective was that after 
engagement had begun it might lead to recognition, but in the first instance the objective has 
long been to diminish isolation and widen horizons so that Abkhaz society has more outlets than 
just Russia”, comment of Jonathan Cohen (Conciliation Recourses, Director of Programmes).
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but we hope that it will be useful in understanding the problems faced and 
will facilitate their positive resolution. We also hope that the present research 
will trigger public discussions and encourage new works and/or generation 
of ideas on the transformation of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict. 

Recommendations:

1.	 It would be appropriate to establish, within the civil sector, a counsel of 
peace building organizations and peace activists working in Georgia, 
which will facilitate the coordination among them and will also facilitate 
the development of common approaches. 

2.	 It is necessary to prepare qualified specialists in lobbying and advocacy 
practices and train them in international organizations (this concerns peace 
building organizations and their branches), to make sure that civil society’s 
vision and recommendations are appropriately reflected in Government’s 
decisions. 

3.	 It is important that international organizations conduct a regular analysis 
of the conflict so that they are able to follow the conflict dynamics 
(implementing and constantly monitoring the political context to perceives 
changes which support the development of relevant approaches).

4.	 Civil society organizations should necessarily initiate and advocate for 
such instruments, within which the state would finance research (including 
about conflicts)104.

5.	 It is appropriate to publicize in the media the information after each 
meeting of the Georgian-Abkhaz conflict format, and also organize 
parallel meetings in universities and increase the number of meetings in 
the regions. 

6.	 Civil society organizations need to develop a strategy to monitor the media 
in terms of delivering information about the regions in the conflict zone 
(this will reduce the number of destructive and false/inaccurate stories 
and articles in the media).

7.	 It is necessary to engage media representatives in the Georgian-Abkhaz 
dialogue.

104 “The only drawback with this recommendation is that it would be easy to discredit the research 
as not objective if funded by one of the parties to the conflict. Unfortunately so, perhaps, but the 
source of funding is always a source of suspicion. INGOs tend to have a mixture of funding, from 
different EU, US governments, private & public foundations, in order to avoid the accusation of 
bias and avoid dependence on one donor”, comment of Juliet Schofield -„International Alert“, 
Eurasia Program Manager. 
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8.	 It is appropriate to organize training in peace journalism105 for media 
representatives, which will facilitate dismantling the stereotypes in divided 
societies. 

9.	 It is necessary to support the development of peace science in Georgia, 
which implies creation of appropriate study programs in leading universities 
and growing of Georgia’s intellectual potential, and also the creation of 
opportunities for Georgian students to attend study tours in European 
universities. 

10.	 It is recommended to engage new human resources in the process of the 
Georgian-Abkhaz dialogue, which would help avoiding the monopolization 
of the process. 

11.	 It would be important for the success of the peace building process to 
create regional “peace centers”, which would organize study programs 
on civil education and the peaceful resolution of conflicts (it would be 
better for these activities to use the resources of local non-governmental 
organizations).

12.	 In the long term perspective and to ensure the success of the conflict 
transformation process, special programs for schools should necessarily 
be developed; school students would be taught methods of peaceful 
conflict resolution (peace building organizations must be actively involved 
in this process). 

105 “There has long been a discussion about what is peace journalism. Many people say that 
what is needed is good, professional journalism – and if journalists are professional they will not 
incite hatred”, comment of Jonathan Cohen (Conciliation Recourses, Director of Programmes). 
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Annex 1

Evaluation Criteria

The conflict transformation theory and peace science in general has 
no ready made theoretical framework which would allow measuring the 
role of the civil society in peace building and the conflict transformation 
process. Non existence of appropriate criteria makes it difficult to arrive at 
conclusions, which, on its part, makes it hard to see the general context and 
define tendencies. Without determining the general picture , the institutions 
working in the area of conflict resolution face inevitable failure. 

Based on the theory of conflict transformation, it is difficult to talk about 
the success of separate units of the multi-track diplomacy. As mentioned 
earlier, this derives from a complex nature of the phenomenon of conflict and 
from instable attitude towards changes. Segment nature of the multi track 
diplomacy the elements of which are significantly interrelated, does not fall 
under the universal system of evaluation. Notwithstanding the difficulties, we 
try to identify certain achievements of the civil society, which can be viewed 
as some degree of success. 

For evaluating the results we identified general objectives of the civil society 
organizations, and also used, for developing the criteria, theoretical frameworks 
from the field of conflict transformation. 

The above listed criteria are interrelated with causal links. For example, 
one of the objectives of the format of the dialogue is dismantling negative 
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stereotypes amongst the diverse parties through communication. However, 
we put them as a separate evaluation criterion since dismantling stereotypes 
is possible not only through leading the dialogue, bit also, for instance, 
though organizing internal state seminars about peaceful resolution of the 
conflict. The big importance of the issue is also an additional aspect that 
defines inclusion of the criterion in the method of the research. 

1. Creation of neutral and peaceful space for dialogue.

As we discussed in the third Chapter, one of the preconditions for the 
conflict transformation is developing an effective communication between 
all layers of divided societies, starting from decision makers, finished with 
the lower layer of the society (grassroots). The format of the dialogue 
facilitates restoring the trust between the societies divided by the conflict 
and maintenance of free communication. 

The dialogue may be of direct or indirect nature. The forms of direct 
dialogue are as follows:

1.	 Seminars, which are geared towards solving a problem;

2.	 Study visits;

3.	 Meetings of different layers of the society (meeting of representatives 
of common fields as doctors, journalists, teachers, ex-combatants 
etc). 

The forms of indirect dialogue are as follows:

1.	 Means of media (TV and radio programs, which broadcasts at both 
sides of the divided society, as well as the dialogue though press);

2.	 Research projects (research projects are a form of dialogue, when 
interaction between the members of divided society takes place 
through texts and research). 

The forms of dialogue between societies may go beyond the nature of 
the interaction discussed here and may not even imply engagement of 
civil society in the process. We can use an example of a communication 
between relatives and friends via telephone or different social networks. 
However, when we talk about the form of the dialogue, we always 
assume the participation of civil society, and therefore, this kind of 
relationships are not subject of the present research and thus we do 
not discuss them. 

A culmination of the process of the dialogue is the creation of cooperation 
based relationships, which assumes implementation of joint projects.
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2. Put pressure on the Government with respect to searching for 
alternatives to military solution of the conflict.

Post-conflict societies are known for a high degree of sensitivity which 
increases the possibility of their manipulation. Often governments take 
advantage of public mood and use it for strengthening and prolonging 
their power. Government action may assume executing military politics, 
demonizing the adverse party and other destructive actions, that strengthen 
the positions of decision makers and weakens the peace politics, while 
establishes and encourages a culture of violent resolution of the conflict. 
Presenting desirable as possible is the government’s tool for influencing 
the public which becomes very strong within the post-conflict reality. 

In such a reality active engagement of civil society in the peace politics and 
in popularization of peace ideas in general carries a crucial importance. 
Influence on the Government may be implemented as a monitoring by so 
called Watch-dog organizations as well as suggesting alternative means 
for violent methods – so called win-win initiatives.

3. To cause dismantling negative stereotypes and increase mutual 
understanding of mutual requests and motivations amongst the 
divided societies.

Under the dismantling of negative stereotypes we mean changes into 
negative generalizations, which exist in conflict societies and, which 
create negative perceptions about the “adverse” society. Negative 
stereotypes are the result of polarization peculiar to conflict environment 
when a group is disintegrated and the phenomenon of “us” and “them” are 
created. Depolarization or minimizing negative stereotypes is possible 
through active engagement of peace building organizations, which 
implies study as well as information works in post-conflict societies. In 
this respect, we should also discuss the implementation of projects in the 
form of dialogue, which diminishes the existence of the “enemy” concept 
and the “dehumanization” phenomenon. However, we should mention 
that, in case of big scale ethnic conflicts, opportunities for projects in the 
form of the dialogue are reducing, because it is impossible to organize 
meetings of such big number of people. That is why work for dismantling 
stereotypes and increasing trust in divided societies should have multiple 
forms, which include dialogues as well as intra-society works. 

4. Support the process of systemic analysis of the conflict. 

The transformation of the conflict is impossible without objectively 
analyzing the causes of the conflict. In-depth systemic analysis of the 
conflict allows identification of its true reasons, which facilitates the 
parties’ understanding of their mistakes and reduces the tendencies 
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of demonization of the other party. The role of the civil society may be 
limited in this case by actions of non-governmental organizations which 
undertake constant and systemic analysis of the conflict dynamics and its 
causes. Forms of analysis which are implemented by expert societies of 
the adverse parties are especially valuable. We should add that in order 
to achieve a desired result, it is necessary to disseminate the research 
amongst wide public. 

5. Raise awareness of divided public about peaceful resolution of 
the conflict.

When discussing the substance of the conflict, we mentioned, many times, 
about the permanent nature of this phenomenon in the process of public 
life. The mankind accumulated, during the centuries, certain experience 
in peaceful resolution of conflicts – different cultures describe different 
peaceful forms of conflict resolution which lay the ground for modern 
conflictology. But we should keep in mind the fact that the development 
that took place during the entire second half of the twentieth century put 
a serious doubt on the readiness of the modern societies for peaceful 
approaches of conflict resolution. Moreover, this period made it clear for 
everyone that not only the societies were not ready for peaceful resolution 
of conflicts, they were striving for violence and bloodshed. A need for 
formats, which would raise the culture of peaceful interaction with conflicts 
among humans, became evident. Non-governmental organizations and 
other civil society organizations have a significant role in establishing 
and developing such culture in the society. Their role may be defined as 
listed below: 

a) Cultivate peaceful methods for conflict resolution in conflict societies, 
which may be implemented though so called “peace education” 
(seminars, workshops, which promote creation of tolerant and pluralistic 
environment). 

b) Rehabilitation of psychological traumas received as a result of violence 
in post conflict societies, which implies not only the psychological 
assistance, but also encouraging reflecting on and understanding of 
people’s own problems and peaceful ways for their solution.

6. Support and promote elimination of structural and cultural 
violence at the Governmental and civil society level.

7. Generate new ideas which will support the decision makers I 
handling the process of peaceful resolution of the
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Chart 1.1 First, Second, and Third level Actors and their Strategies 
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Note: The chart is taken from: Assessing the State-of-the-Art in Conflict 
Transformation, Cordula Reimann, The Berghof Handbook for Conflict 
Transformation.
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Annex 2
of the Young People involved in the Georgian-Abkhazian and  

Georgian-Ossetian Dialogues 

To the State Minister for Reintegration 

On October 15 2010 the Government of Georgia adopted Resolution N320 
on the Modalities for Conducting Activities in the Occupied Territories of 
Georgia, regulating the rules of engagement of national and international 
non-governmental and humanitarian organisations in Abkhazia and Tskhin-
vali region/South Ossetia. We, the youth involved in the ongoing process 
of conducting Georgian-Abkhazian and Georgian-Ossetian dialogues, con-
sider that this initiative directly contradicts the very idea of civil society and 
makes Georgian-Abkhazian and Georgian-Ossetian civil dialogue, and joint 
initiatives aimed at confidence building, impossible to implement. 

The Resolution creates a mechanism for exercising control over civil society, 
allowing the Office of the State Minister to bring any public initiatives aimed 
at confidence-building under its authority. The obligation for civil society initia-
tives to obtain approval from the State Minister, issued by an Order of the State 
Minister of Georgia for Reintegration, before conducting any activities turns 
the civil initiatives launched by international or local organisations into state 
initiatives. This fundamentally contradicts the principle of civil society activity, 
one of the basic preconditions for the democratic development of a country. 

Furthermore, under the Resolution, the Office of the State Minister is autho-
rised to interfere in ongoing or new projects at any time, at any stage, if they 
do not correspond with the position and approach of the Georgian govern-
ment. For instance, one of the main criteria for implementing confidence-
building initiatives is the stipulation that projects which promote the restora-
tion of relationships between the divided societies will engage both the popu-
lation currently residing in the occupied territories and only the population 
displaced from those territories. We consider such an approach to be wrong, 
as the involvement of persons who have not been displaced in the process 
of conflict resolution is of immense importance in building confidence among 
Abkhazians, Ossetians and the rest of the population of Georgia. It is wrong 
to allow the involvement of only one group of the population and exclude the 
rest from the confidence building process. 

It is our firm conviction that the Resolution will hinder the process of Geor-
gian-Abkhazian and Georgian-Ossetian civil dialogue. As official negotiations 
have not had any positive effect, an informal dialogue, and the involvement 
of civil society in conflict resolution, are clearly necessary. The Resolution 
will likely to result in the populations of Abkhazia and South Ossetia deeming 
it impossible on principle to take advantage of opportunities, however prag-



120

matic they may be, offered by the Georgian government (projects adopted by 
the State Minister for Reintegration Issues such as providing neutral travel 
documents, issuing Georgian passports, etc), due to their lack of confidence 
in the Government of Georgia. We, as persons involved in these processes, 
are aware that participation in, and implementation of, projects approved 
by the State Minister of Georgia will prove unacceptable for our Abkhazian 
and Ossetian partners, and there are precedents demonstrating this. There-
fore, such provisions jeopardise the existence of Georgian-Abkhazian and 
Georgian-Ossetian initiatives. 

In our opinion, international and national civil projects should remain distinct 
from Government initiatives in order to allow Georgians to conduct a dia-
logue with Abkhazians and Ossetians in a constructive environment, without 
any preconditions. If this does not happen, we strongly believe that a result-
oriented dialogue will be impossible to achieve. 

To this end it is imperative that the State refrains from getting involved in 
confidence-building and other civil initiatives in order to prevent a further 
alienation of Abkhazian and Ossetian partners and the aggravation of their 
existing lack of confidence in Georgian civil society. 

It is highly probable that the aforementioned involvement may produce a 
grievous outcome that we are most concerned about. There is a consider-
able threat that the isolation of Abkhazians and Ossetians will lead to our 
people taking different paths of development, meaning our common values 
will eventually be lost along with the possibility of peaceful co-existence in 
the future. Here it is noted that the isolation of these regions further encour-
ages their developing ties with Russia, posing threat of their Russification 
and the spreading of the quasi-values which dominate Russia. 

Therefore, it is our firm belief that the Resolution N320 on the Modalities 
for Conducting Activities in the Occupied Territories of Georgia should be 
repealed. On the one hand, the Resolution contradicts the very idea of civil 
society activity and its implementation would be unacceptable in a country 
based on democratic principles; on the other hand, it will hinder the involve-
ment of Georgian, Abkhazian and Ossetian civil societies in the process of 
conflict resolution. 

We consider that repealing the Resolution will significantly contribute to the 
process of restoring confidence in the Government of Georgia and provid-
ing the legal guarantees for people living in the conflict regions stipulated in 
the Constitution of Georgia. It will also enable the Government of Georgia 
to redeem its international image, which has been battered by the adoption 
of the Resolution. It is well known that the document has received negative 
feedback from international organisations. 
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Hereby, we would like to emphasise that the Resolution was adopted without 
public review, contrary to the positive precedent adopted during the elabora-
tion of the Strategy of Georgia on the Occupied Territories and Action Plan. 
National organisations and interested parties were not informed about the 
elaboration of this Resolution, and the Office of the State Minister held dis-
cussions only with donors and international organisations. This means that 
the Government ignored Georgian public opinion. 

Together with the repeal of the Resolution, the youth involved in Georgian-
Abkhazian and Georgian-Ossetian dialogues would welcome the launch of 
a large-scale dialogue with representatives of the Georgian civil sector on 
issues of conflict resolution. 

Date: December 8, 2010 

Signatures:
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The respondents of the research: 

Mira Sovakar - „Conciliation Resources“ , Caucasus Programme Projects 
Manager;

Jonathan Cohen (Conciliation Recourses, Director of Programmes)

Tinatin Asatiani - International centre for Conflicts and negotiations, 
Coordinator from the Georgian side for the Project „Engagement Through 
Dialogue“;

Tinatin Ghogheliani - International centre for Conflicts and negotiations, 
Department for research and Analysis

Paata Zakareishvili - Centre for Research of Conflicts and nationalism 
(Coordinator for the Georgian side for: “Schleining Process”, “Aspects of 
the Georgian-Abkhaz Conflict”, “Youth Dialogue Project”); 

Nino Kalandarishvil i  -  Centre for Research of Conf l icts and 
Nationalism, Local Coordinator “Youth Dialogue Project” (Conciliation 
Resources); 

Kote Chokoraia – Hed of youth organization “the First” , a participant of 
the “Youth Dialogue Project” (Conciliation Resources); 

Juliet Schofield - „International Alert“, Eurasia Program Manager

Ivliane Khaindrava - participant and a researcher of the project “Dialogue 
Through Research“,„International Alert“;

Medea Turashvili – Researcher at the International Centre for Crisis, 
participant of the youth projects “Engagement Trough Dialogue” 

Mamuka Kuparadze – Chairman of the Association Studio Re, director 
of the documentary “Absence of Will”

Giorgi Shaishmelashvili – Centre for Cultural Relations „Caucasian 
House“, Program Coordinator for Peace Policy and Minority Integration, 
participant of the „Youth Dialogue Project“ (Conciliation Resources) and 
„Dialogue Trough Engagement“ (IKV Pax Christi, Berghof Peace Support);

Julia Kharaishvili – Director of Association of Internally Displaced 
Women “Consent”; 

Giorgi kanashvili - Director of Centre for Cultural Relations „Caucasian 
House“, Program Coordinator for Peace Policy and Minority Integration, 
participant of the „Youth Dialogue Project“ (Conciliation Resources) 
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ÓÐ „Dialogue Trough Engagement“ (IKV Pax Christi, Berghof Peace 
Support);

Lali Devidze - participant of the „Youth Dialogue Project“ (Conciliation 
Resources) „Dialogue Trough Engagement“ (IKV Pax Christi, Berghof 
Peace Support). 
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