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The twenty-year war (542–562) for control of Egrisi (Lazica) was 
fought between two neighbouring empires – Iran (the Sasanian 
Empire) and Byzantium – on Georgian territory. For both powers, 
Egrisi, located on the Black Sea, was of immense strategic 
importance: it controlled the routes and passes through the 
Caucasus Mountains. Each therefore sought to secure the region, 
while the Georgians, for their part, aimed to preserve their own 
country. They fought with exceptional resolve, sometimes against 
Iran and sometimes against Byzantium. 

The Byzantine historian Procopius of Caesarea has 
preserved the speech delivered by King Gubaz II before the battle 
of Mokhiris. This speech is the earliest surviving example of 
Georgian military oratory. It survives in Procopius’s Greek 
account in De Bello Gothico, which describes the wars of 
Justinian’s reign and includes the Battle of Mokhiris. Gubaz’s 
address is full of the pathos of awakening martial courage and 
patriotic fervour, intending to bolster the fighters’ confidence and 
cultivate a conviction of Georgian success and victory throughout 
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the campaign. He tells the soldiers: “I do not know, brave men, 
whether it is necessary to address you with further advice and 
instructions to inspire your admiration, since I think that those 
who are already impressed by the needs of the circumstances do 
not need any further appeals.” 

Gubaz II tactfully reminds the warriors what depends on 
them and of the danger that will follow if each man does not 
sacrifice himself and does everything possible on the fierce 
battlefield: “There is a danger to our wives, children, homeland 
and, in a word, to everything for which the Persians attacked us.” 
The speaker’s rising intonation reaches its peak in the concluding 
phrases, which function both as a summons and as a means of 
strengthening resolve. They instil courage, optimism, confidence 
of winning, and faith in their ultimate success before the battle: “It 
is not difficult, brave men, for us to fight against the Medes, 
because we have often prevailed over them in hand-to-hand 
combat. As we are accustomed to it, there is no difficulty, since 
the ordeal of the task disappears in advance thanks to practice and 
experience… Pride, once subdued, usually cannot be revived… 
So, keep this in mind and fight the enemy filled with good hopes.” 

King Gubaz’s speech, delivered to the army before the 
battle of Mokhiris, stands as an important monument of Georgian 
military eloquence. It illustrates clearly the distinctive features of 
oratorical art and the mastery of public speaking in a distant past. 
The Egrians – together with their king – fought this battle with 
self-sacrifice and emerged victorious. 

In that remote sixth century, in the land of Egrisi turned into 
a theatre of war, both neighbouring empires allegedly sought the 
death of the Georgian king, Gubaz II, because, without his 
removal, it would be challenging to take possession of the 
strategically vital territory of Lazica. Iran failed in its attempt to 
have the Georgian ruler killed. On this occasion, Iran was unable 
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to undermine the fortress from within: the loyal Lazic nobleman 
Farsans, who had long-standing personal enmity with King 
Gubaz, was willing to set aside private resentment for the sake of 
loyalty to his homeland. As a result, he warned Gubaz II of the 
plot, and the king survived the Iranian ruse. Yet King Gubaz was 
not so fortunate with Byzantium. He was allegedly betrayed by 
the Byzantine strategists who were, at that time, his allies: his 
Christian companions – Martines, Besa, and Rustiche – betrayed 
the Christian Lazic king: they invited him under the pretext of a 
council and summoned him, unarmed, along with several 
followers, to a valley on the banks of the Khobistskali River, 
where they treacherously murdered him. 

This tragic episode in the twenty-year war over Egrisi 
(Lazica) forced Georgia into a painful dilemma. Neither Iran nor 
Byzantium could be trusted to any meaningful degree. Yet 
betrayal and wrongdoing have no fixed nationality or religion: the 
perpetrator, in the broadest sense, is godless and without 
reverence for God. The people of Egrisi therefore had to decide 
which of the neighbouring empires to accept as an ally. There was 
no alternative but to choose between two evils – whichever was, 
in the end, the less harmful. But how could they decide which 
course would safeguard their homeland most effectively? 

Once again, they had to guide this glorious part of Georgia 
safely across the swinging rope bridge of international politics. 
And it was once again the same strategic dilemma – choosing 
whether to align with Iran or Byzantium – that forced the people 
of Georgia to confront the problem of alliance. For that reason, 
the oldest Georgian debates to have survived are those 
documented in the recorded exchange between Ayety and 
Partadze, whose speeches have come down to us through the 
centuries. 



 

BRAMS 2026 Feb                                      ISSN 2667-9299 (print) 
Volume 7, Issue 16                                  ISSN 2960-9348 (online) 

111 

The capital of ancient Colchis was then a centre of 
eloquence for both Greek and Georgian orators. They spellbound 
the public in debates – showcasing their ability to deliberate on 
difficult matters, their artistry, and their capacity to persuade 
through the power of words. In many instances, they set the terms 
of the debate themselves and won the audience’s support. 

This flourishing of eloquence was made possible by the 
successful establishment of the leading school of the age, the 
Academy of Phasis, in western Georgia on the shores of the Black 
Sea. The Greek orator and man of letters Themistius calls it the 
“abode of the Muses”. According to Themistius – who, like his 
father, mastered the art of oratory and philosophy in this very 
school – the Colchian Academy did not teach archery, javelin-
throwing, and horsemanship, unlike the neighbouring peoples 
whom Greek authors labelled “barbarians”. Instead, its students 
excelled in rhetorical arts and stood out at the Greek festivals. The 
Academy reached its height in the fourth century, though its 
influence extended from the third to the sixth centuries AD. It was 
created as a result of the rapprochement between Georgian and 
Hellenistic cultures. 

On this fertile and intellectually prepared ground, when 
Georgia’s security required it and when the question of the 
country’s political orientation had to be determined, the decision 
was not left to the will of the powerful within the land, nor made 
unilaterally by the sovereign, nor imposed by the dictates or 
pressure of some neighbouring large and powerful state. Rather, it 
emerged from public debate: the issue was discussed in a public 
assembly, decided by the majority, and judged by the nation itself. 

In 555 AD, near the ancient capital of Colchis – 
Archeopolis (modern Nokalakevi) – in a valley in the Caucasus, 
the Georgian political orators Ayety and Partadze delivered 
speeches to a large gathering of Colchians. The Greek historian 
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Agathias Scholasticus preserved a detailed description of the 
Colchian assembly, including the texts of the orators’ speeches, in 
his historical work On the Reign of Justinian. Through this work 
we have an account of the great Colchian congress, which – 
although significant – was not an uncommon event in 
Archeopolis. 

A group of nobles shared Ayety’s view and considered it 
advisable to break with Byzantium and align with Iran. Partadze’s 
supporters, by contrast, preferred to maintain relations with the 
Christian Byzantine Empire, but on the condition that Emperor 
Justinian would bring the murderers of King Gubaz to justice and 
confirm Gubaz’s younger brother, Tsathe, as the next king of 
Egrisi (Lazica). 

In matters of oratory and eloquence, Ayety and Partadze 
were not inferior to one another. This can be seen clearly in their 
speeches, which Agathias Scholasticus carefully recorded and 
which have come down to us thanks to him. The outstanding 
Georgian scholar Simon Kaukhchishvili – founder of the 
Georgian school of Byzantine studies – made a major contribution 
to the translation of this work from Greek into Georgian, as well 
as to its commentary and publication. 

The debates between Ayety and Partadze are notable not 
only in Georgian history but also in the wider history of oratory. 
This assessment is unequivocally reflected in the Greek historians 
Procopius of Caesarea and Agathias Scholasticus, as well as in 
Georgian scholars such as Simon Kaukhchishvili, Alexander 
Gamkrelidze, Ivane Javakhishvili, Shalva Nutsubidze, Nicholas 
Kandelaki, and others. In debates and negotiations alike, the 
decisive factor is to deploy a convincing argument – or to refute 
the opponent’s case in the pursuit of truth. In this respect, 
Partadze showed a clear advantage. 
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The pathos of Ayety’s passionate address rested primarily 
on emotion and on the skilful use of general truths, strongly 
impressing the audience. His arguments and motives were 
immediately recognisable: “The old glory of the Colchians has 
disappeared... If we leave this evil deed unpunished, the Romans 
will never allow us to live undisturbed, and they will further 
humiliate us because of our inaction... I want the kingdom of 
Colchis to regain its previous glory; so that it does not need the 
help of foreign powers. So that it can rely on its own strength both 
in war and peace. But when we, due to the circumstances of the 
times, to a twist of fate, or to both, have become so weak that we 
are subordinate to someone else, it is still better to be subordinate 
to someone who is more benevolent – who unwaveringly 
maintains good relations with their friends and allies.” 

Ayety’s arguments in defence of the pro-Persian direction 
can be reduced to the following propositions: 

1. The Romans intend to destroy us, whereas the Persians 
are more trustworthy. 

2. It is better to be subordinate to someone who is more 
benevolent – someone who maintains good relations 
with allies. 

3. If we leave this evil deed unpunished – our king has 
been killed treacherously – then the Romans will no 
longer allow us to be and further oppress us because of 
our inactivity. 

4. Weapons cannot determine a people’s lasting victory; 
instead, one must live virtuously, because virtue 
sustains a people’s striving for the good. 

Considering Iran’s repeated betrayals and its different faith, 
Ayety’s choice of arguments to persuade the Egrisians was clearly 
misguided. Nevertheless, the speaker’s eloquence and appeal to 
moral values impressed the public assembly. The people voiced, 
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with strong emotion, their desire to avenge the treacherous murder 
of their king. Agathias Scholasticus writes: “Thus spoke Ayety, 
and the whole people were stirred. They shouted with joy and 
were ready to support Persia at once.” 

Partadze countered his opponent’s seemingly flawless and 
impressive speech with three principal arguments. 

1. The Iranians had tried to kill King Gubaz before the 
Byzantine commanders did. Their attempt only failed 
because the Georgian patriot Farsans made the 
honourable decision. He set aside his personal enmity 
and remained loyal to the king when his country’s 
security demanded it. That was why Gubaz II survived 
on that occasion – not through any merit on the part of 
the Persians, nor because of the virtue of Shah 
Khosrow I, but because a Georgian nobleman made a 
moral choice. It should also be remembered that 
Khosrow I, ruler of Iran, sent an assassin to kill King 
Gubaz II. In Byzantium, by contrast, the generals were 
driven by personal resentment and a desire for revenge, 
rather than by any command or policy from the 
emperor himself. Partadze therefore easily refuted 
Ayety’s first argument. The facts themselves showed 
that the Persians were no less treacherous than the 
Byzantines. They had betrayed the Egrisians at every 
turn, and their conduct provided Partadze with 
incontrovertible evidence. 

2. “The Romans are still preferable, because the Persians 
will never accept us while we profess a different faith.” 
Presented in this way, Partadze’s next argument was 
also persuasive. From the beginning, the Georgians had 
believed – as John Sabanisdze later put it – that 
“Christianity is not merely a religion but also the key to 
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the unity of the nation”. The Zoroastrian Persians were 
therefore more unacceptable to the Georgians than the 
Christian Byzantines. 

3. “The Byzantine emperor was not himself involved in 
the treachery. His generals misled him, and their 
actions brought dishonour upon him. The murder of 
King Gubaz was the work of the generals; Caesar had 
no part in it.” This, Partadze argued, was why the 
people should endure their misfortune courageously 
and refrain from any dishonourable act that violated the 
traditional order of conduct. “Let us report what has 
happened to Caesar and see what answer he gives us. If 
our fair demand is rejected, then let us consider an 
alliance with the Persians.” Ayety’s third argument was 
therefore also easily refuted: Partadze had no intention 
of allowing the murderers to go unpunished, and he 
had good reason to hope that the Byzantine emperor 
would heed the Egrisians’ appeal. That, in fact, was 
what happened. 

4. “Eloquence is an invincible weapon,” says Partadze at 
one point. He won the debate through the clarity of his 
reasoning, the persuasive presentation of his 
arguments, his ability to expose flaws in his opponent’s 
skilfully constructed case, and above all his own 
eloquence. He declared: “Only those who offer false 
counsel need beautify and colour their words.” An 
example of such counsel was Ayety’s fourth argument, 
which was, in itself, unassailable: “Weapons cannot 
secure lasting victory for a people. It is necessary to 
live virtuously, because virtue enables people to pursue 
what is good.” Of course, no one could object to this 
principle. But what did it have to do with the Persians? 
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Where, in their recent conduct, was there a single 
example of virtue or goodness? 

In the debate, Partadze’s position prevailed, and the 
people’s assembly supported him. On this occasion, the pro-
Persian faction was defeated by the pro-Byzantine one. Thus, the 
debate between Ayety and Partadze determined our country’s 
political orientation in the sixth century. 

The assembly elected a delegation to be sent to 
Constantinople. The Byzantine emperor Justinian I decided to 
uphold justice. He knew that, if he did not, the Egrisians would 
defect to Iran. He still remembered how formidable the Georgian 
warriors were. He had not forgotten that, shortly before the 
Egrisians’ assembly, an army of 3,000 Egrisians had defeated a 
Byzantine force of 50,000 men. He therefore understood that 
Egrisi (western Georgia) was a power to be reckoned with. The 
emperor grasped what might happen to him – and to his empire – 
if the Egrisians allied themselves with Iran. Consequently, in 555, 
the generals responsible for the king’s murder were sentenced to 
death. In the same year, Gubaz II’s younger brother, Tsathe, who 
was in Byzantium, was made king of Egrisi. 

For centuries, our “small motherland” has made its way 
across history’s turbulent currents on a narrow suspension bridge, 
swaying between politically opposed banks. Whenever Georgia 
prevailed – and it often did – it was chiefly through intelligence, 
foresight, diplomacy, political wisdom, and fidelity to enduring 
human values. Even today, these qualities – reason, intelligence, 
and loyalty to the homeland – can guide and safeguard Georgia 
and its people as the modern world once again approaches a 
precarious political crossroads. 
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mWevrmetyveleba da sityviT darwmunebis 

xelovneba VI saukunis qarTul debatebSi 
 

sakvanZo sityvebi: saqarTvelo, egrisi, debatebi, aieti, far-
taZe, agaTia sqolastikosi, politika, bi-
zantia, irani, mWevrmetyveleba, istoria 

 
 

irani1 Tu – erTmorwmune bizantia?! bizantia 

Tu – irani? aseTi dilemis winaSe aRmoCnda Cveni 

`or zRvas Sua ZvelsZvelad saomar lelod~2 qceu-

li samSoblo Soreul VI saukuneSi. es dilema `ara 

isarT tyorcniT an orolis sroliT~, aramed, daxve-

wili, civilizebuli, Rirseuli bWobis, sityvieri 

paeqrobis, debatebis gziT, problemis sajaro gan-

xilvis Sedegad gadawyda egrisis saxalxo krebaze 

im uZveles epoqaSi. 

vidre am, Cvenamde moRweuli pirveli debatebis 

(polemikis, diskusiis, WeSmaritebis sajaro Ziebis) 

istorias gavaanalizebdeT, uTuod ori winapiroba 

unda gaviTvaliswinoT, ramac gansazRvra debatebis 

aucileblobaca da misi didi ostatobiT, Rirseu-

lad warmarTvis SesaZleblobac: 

1. egrisis didi omis (lazikis 20-wliani omis) 

qarTvelTaTvis gansakuTrebulad tragiku-

li epizodi; 
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2. qarTuli klasikuri mWevrmetyvelebis imJa-

mindeli Zlieri keris, kolxeTis ritoriku-

li skolis, kolxeTis akademiis3 arseboba 

saqarTveloSi. 

pirvelis tragikulma epizodma, bizantieli 

strategosebis mier mefe gubaz II-s RalatiT 

mokvdinebam, dilema warmoSva, meoris arsebobam ki 

ganapiroba `muzebis sauflod~ saxeldebuli Cveni 

winaprebis dalocvili sacxovrisi im movlenaTa 

arenad qceuliyo, berZenma poetma, iuristma da 

istorikosma agaTia sqolastikosma4 rom Semogvinaxa 

Tavis TxzulebaSi `iustinianes mefobisaTvis~. 

Semogvinaxa saamayod da pasuxismgeblobad Cveni 

fesvebis, winaparTa Rirsebebis, maTi mrwamsis 

erTgulebisa da dacvis valdebulebiT. 
 

* * * 

uZvelesi cnobebi saqarTveloSi filosofiuri 

azrovnebis arsebobis istoriis Taobaze IV saukunis 

kolxeTSi arsebul filosofiur akademias, fazisis 

ritorikul skolas ukavSirdeba. kolxeTis ritori-

kuli skola, uwinares yovlisa, mWevrmetyvelebis 

kera iyo, sadac aswavlidnen: `ara isarT tyorcnas, 

aramed imas, Tu rogor gaiwvrTna ritorikul 

xelovnebaSi~ (Temistiosi).5 am skolis arsebobas 

adasturebs IV saukunis cnobili berZeni oratorisa 

da filosofosis – Temistiosis XXVII sityva, 

mimarTuli erTi provincieli axalgazrdisadmi, 

romelsac oratori kolxeTis ritorikul skolaSi 

urCevs ganaTlebis miRebas.6 filosofiis Seswavla, 

ganaTlebis miReba aTenSic SesaZlebeli iyo da 

saberZneTis an romis imperiis sxva qalaqebSic, mag-

ram ritorikuli skola, sadac ganuyofeli iqneboda 
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mWevrmetyveleba da filosofia – mxolod kolxeTSi 

arsebobda.7 

dResac sagulisxmoa, rom Temistiosis azriT, 

codnis SesaZenad araa aucilebeli cnobili adgi-

lebis SerCeva, vinaidan: `mecniereba didi metropo-

liebis meSveobiT ki ar hyvavis, aramed, didi swav-

lulebis Rvawlis Sedegad~.8 amdenad, igi axal-

gazrdas ganaTlebis miRebas ara aTenSi, aramed, pon-

tos boloSi, naklebad cnobil fazisis akademiaSi 

urCevs. mis rCevas damajereblobas umyarebs is faq-

ti, rom swored am saswavlebelSi, fasisis (axlande-

li foTis) maxloblad SeuswavliaT mWevri metyve-

leba masac da mamamiss evgeniossac. Temistiosi am 

adgils `muzebis savanes~9 uwodebs.  

Temistiosi aRmosavleT romis imperiaSi, 

konstantinopolSi moRvaweobda da didi avtorite-

tiTa da popularobiTac sargeblobda. igi ase mi-

marTavs umaRlesi filosofiuri ganaTlebis miRebis 

msurvel, arCevanis winaSe mdgom axalgazrdas: `mec, 

Cemo kargo, ritorikis nayofni movwyvite gacilebiT 

ufro uCinar adgilas, vidre es Cveni adgilia, ara 

wynarsa da elinur adgilas, aramed pontos boloSi, 

fazisis maxloblad, sadac argom Tesaliidan 

wamosulma daisadgura, rasac poetebi gakvirvebiT 

mogviTxroben, da cam igi aRitaca iq, sadac 

cnobilia Termondonti, amaZonT saomari saqmeebi da 

Temoskviri. da ai, barbarosuli da pirquSi adgili 

erTi kacis sibrZnem da saTnoebam gaxades elinuri 

da aqcies muzebis taZrad...~.10 

Tumca  brZnad da saTnod moixseniebs da did 

madlierebas gamoxatavs mis mimarT, Temistiosi 

arsad asaxelebs kolxeTis umaRlesi ritorikuli 
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skolis damaarsebels. ar viciT, ra enaze da ragvari 

programebiT, ra meTodebiT mimdinareobda swavleba, 

vin iyvnen pedagogebi da misT.,11 magram, rogorc 

Cvens did winaprebs swamdaT: `Rvawli SedegiT 

fasdeba~, Sedegma ki raRac saswauliT gamoaRwia 

saukuneTa siRrmeebidan da, Tundac ara qarTul, 

aramed ucxo enaze, berZeni JamTaaRmwerlebis proko-

pi kesarielisa  da agaTia sqolastikosis naSromeb-

Si Semogvinaxa rogorc mefe gubaz II-s mimarTva 

mebrZolebisadmi moxirisis xeobaSi gamarTuli 

brZolis win, aseve – aietisa da fartazis (fartaZe) 

debatebis teqstebi.12 

Temistiosis cnobiT, kolxeTis akademiaSi, 

„gansxvavebiT mezobeli barbarosebisgan, isarT 

tyorcna da orolT srola an jiriTi ki ar iswav-

leboda, aramed am skolis aRsazrdelebi ritori-

kul xelovnebaSi iwrTobodnen da elinTa dReobeb-

ze brwyinavdnen~.13 kolxeTis akademiis ayvavebis xana 

IV saukunea, xolo arsebobis periodi – III-VI sauku-

neebi. misi Seqmna qarTuli da elinisturi kulturu-

li samyaroebis daaxloebas mohyva.14 

Zveli kolxeTis dedaqalaqi15 mWevrmetyvelebis 

asparezi yofila, rogorc berZeni, ise, qarTveli 

oratorebisaTvis. isini sajaro gamosvlis, bWobis, 

saWirboroto problemaTa saxalxod ganxilvis Tavi-

anTi ostatobiT, artistizmiT, argumentirebuli 

msjelobis saSualebiT sityviT darwmunebis xelov-

nebiT xiblavdnen sazogadoebas da xSir SemTxvevaSi, 

sakuTar poziciazec ayenebdnen, miimxrobdnen. 

sainteresoa oratorTa gamosvlis teqstebis 

Caweris imJamindeli wesic: `kacni, romelTac 

icodnen swrafi wera da dawerilis wakiTxva sxapa-
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sxupiT~.16 bizantiasa da saqarTveloSi gavrcelebul 

am wess is upiratesoba gaaCnda, rom gamosvlis mo-

mentSi, sinqronuli Cawera teqstis sizustes ganapi-

robebda, dedanTan mis maqsimalur siaxloves, rac, 

jer erTi, Sinaarsis utyuarobis garantiaa da, meo-

rec, aiolebs sajaro gamosvlisas cnobil orator-

Ta metyvelebis imdroindeli formebis, ostatobis 

TaviseburebaTa da misT. Seswavla-gaTvaliswinebas. 

am noyier, inteleqtualurad Semzadebul nia-

dagze, roca Cveni qveynis usafrTxoebis saWiroebam 

es moiTxova da saqarTvelos politikuri orienta-

ciis sakiTxi unda garkveuliyo, ara ZlierTa ama 

qveynisaTa surviliT an mavanis erTpirovnuli ga-

dawyvetilebiT an romelime mezobeli didi da Zlie-

ri saxelmwifos karnaxiTa Tu zewoliT, aramed, 

problemis sajaro, saxalxo ganxilvis Sedegad, sa-

xalxo krebaze, umravlesobis arCevanis Sesabamisad 

gadawyda sakiTxi, im periodis or cnobil qarTvel 

orators Soris gamarTuli debatebis meSveobiT. 

aieti da fartaZe – erTmaneTze saxelovani da 

niWieri mamuliSvilebi, ori gamorCeuli politikosi 

da mWevrmetyveli oratori, sityviT darwmunebis xe-

lovnebis didostati, am SemTxvevaSi gansxvavebul 

poziciaze idgnen, magram, rac umTavresia, samSoblo 

hqondaT erTi da mizani saerTo – qveynisTvis sasar-

geblo, saqarTvelosTvis usafrTxo da umjobesi ga-

dawyvetilebis miReba. 

maTi debatebi, orives gamosvla egrisis 

saxalxo krebaze, qarTuli oratoruli xelovnebis 

Cvenamde moRweul uZveles, brwyinvale nimuSebad 

iTvleba;17 magram jer omia RvTivkurTxeuli saqar-
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Tvelos teritoriaze, marTlac rom `saomar le-

lod~ uqceviaT igi mezobel saxelmwifoebs. 

20-wliani omi (542-562 ww.) egrisis (lazikis) da-

saufleblad or mezobel imperias, iransa da bizan-

tias Soris, romelTaTvisac SavizRvispira egrisi 

umniSvnelovanesi iyo strategiuli TvalsazrisiT, 

kavkasionis mTebze gadasasvleli gzebisa da 

bilikebis gasakontroleblad da orive gaafTrebiT 

cdilobda mis dapyrobas. am dros ki, qarTvelebs 

sakuTari qveyana TavisTvis undodaT da Tavganwir-

viT ibrZodnen, xan iranisa da xanac bizantiis mosa-

gerieblad. 

532 wels dadebuli samudamo mSvidobis xelSek-

rulebiT sparseli sasanidebi daTanxmdnen, egrisi 

bizantiis gavlenis sferoSi daetovebiaT; magram 

Tavisuflebismoyvare, mamuliSvili qarTvelebi verc 

bizantielTa Tavgasulobasa da usamarTlo, ukanono 

mmarTvelobas eguebodnen, rasac 541 wels egrisel-

Ta ajanyeba mohyva. egrisis mefe am dros gubaz II 

iyo, iranis Sahi – xosro I anuSirvani, xolo bizan-

tias imperatori iustiniane I ganagebda. 

gubaz II-m xosro I-s sTxova daxmareba da 

sparsel-egriselTa jarma 542 wels qalaqi petra 

aiRo, saidanac bizantielebi gandevna. TiTqos, qveya-

nas Tavisuflad unda amoesunTqa, magram iranis Sahs 

sul sxva veraguli Canafiqri hqonda, rac maleve 

gamJRavnda. mas Tavad surda egrisis teritoriis da-

sakuTreba. saamisod, gegmavda gubaz II moekla, laze-

bi TavianTi samkvidreblidan aeyara da maT nacvlad 

iq iranelebi da sxva Tavisi erTguli tomebi Caesax-

lebina. 
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xosro I-ma gubaz II-s mokvla Tavis moxeles, 

mTel osmaleTSi veragobiT cnobil fabrizs daava-

la. fabrizma es moRalaturi Canafiqri erT warCine-

bul egrisels, farsanss gaando, romelic gubaz 

mefesTan `dids SuRlSi iyo~, magram farsansma, ro-

gorc Rirseul mamuliSvils ekadreboda, mefesTan 

piradi damokidebuleba daiviwya da gubazs yvelafe-

ri gaumxila. iranis Sahs niRabi Camoucurda. 

mefe gubazma osmaleTisgan gandgoma gadawyvi-

ta, ris Sesaxebac auwya imperator iustiniane I-s, 

patiebac sTxova Secdomis gamo da daxmarebac osma-

leTis winaaRmdeg brZolaSi. omi ganaxlda da axla 

ukve iranelTa winaaRmdeg ibrZodnen egriselebi 

gaafTrebiT. iustinianem 549 wels 7 aTasi bizantie-

li da aTasi Wani meomari gamogzavna ajanyebulTa 

dasaxmareblad dagisTes sardlobiT. 

550 wlis zafxulSi egriss iranis jari 

Semoesia xurianes sardlobiT. ricxvmravali mteri 

cxeniswylis napiras, moxirisis xeobaSi dabanakda. 

egrisel-bizantielTa banakSi samxedro TaTbirze eg-

riselTa winadadebiT gadawyda mterze ieriSi mieta-

naT. brZolis win mefe gubazma laz meomrebs gasam-

xneveblad sityviT mimarTa. 

dagisTem alya Semoartya egrisis cixe-qalaq 

petras (amJamad qobuleTis municipalitetis sof. 

cixisZiri),18 magram misi aRebisgan ratomRac Tavi 

Seikava, iranelTa sardal mermeroes jaris gamoCe-

nisTanave alya moxsna da iqaurobas gaecala. Zneli 

saTqmelia, es ratom gaakeTa; faqti erTia – sxvis 

omSi mxolod qarTvels SeuZlia Tavi gawiros, bo-

lomde daixarjos... dagisTem mogvianebiT gubaz II-

sTan erTad gailaSqra mermeroes jaris winaaRmdeg. 
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maT gaimarjves, magram egriselebma petras alyis 

moxsnis gamo dagisTes samarTlianad dasdes brali 

RalatSi da keisarTan uCivles. 550 wels iustinianem 

dagisTe amis gamo cixeSi Casva.19 

am brZolis Sesaxeb prokopi kesarieli wers: 

`romaelebma da lazebma xelT igdes banaki. Zalian 

bevri barbarosi iqve iqna mokluli, xolo danarCe-

nebma Tavs uSveles samSoblo qveyanaSi, ramdenadac 

es TiToeulisaTvis SesaZlebeli iyo~.20 bizantielma 

istorikosma aseve Semogvinaxa gubaz mefis sityva, 

moxirisis xeobaSi gamarTuli am brZolis win, `ro-

melic qarTuli samxedro mWevrmetyvelebis yvelaze 

adrindeli Zeglia, romelsac sruli saxiT mouRwe-

via Cvenamde. is daculia ucxo wyaroSi, Semonaxulia 

berZnul enaze prokopi kesarielis TxzulebaSi De 
bello gothico, sadac aRwerilia iustinianesdroindeli 

omebi, maT Soris, moxirisis brZolac~.21 

STamagoneblobiT gamorCeuli gubaz mefis 

sityva mebrZolebSi mxedruli mamacobis, patriotu-

li muxtis gaRvivebis paTosiTaa savse da am omSi 

warmatebis, qarTvelTa gamarjvebis ganwyobis Seq-

mnas emsaxureba: `ar vici, vaJkacebo, saWiroa Tu ara 

kidev rCeva-darigebiT momarTva Tqvendami Tqvens aR-

safrTovaneblad, vinaidan vfiqrob, rom araviTari 

mowodeba aRar esaWiroebaT imaT, vinc garemoebaTa 

saWiroebiTaa ukve aRfrTovanebuli~.22 amasTan, 

gubaz II taqtianad Seaxsenebs meomrebs, Tu vin dgas 

maT ukan da ra safrTxe emuqrebaT, Tu yoveli 

maTgani Tavs ar gawiravs da SesaZleblobis 

maqsimums ar gaakeTebs sastiki brZolis velze: 

`safrTxe arsebobs xom colebisaTvis, SvilebisaT-

vis, samSoblo qveynisaTvis da, erTi sityviT, yve-
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lafrisaTvis, ris gamoc sparselebma Cvenze ieriSi 

moitanes~.23 

oratoris aRmavali intonacia kulminacias 

aRwevs bolo frazebSi, mowodebad rom gaismis da, 

amavdroulad, mxneobas, optimizms, gamarjvebis 

imedsa da rwmenas unergavs meomrebs brZolis win: 

`Zneli ar aris, vaJkacebo, midTa winaaRmdeg brZola 

CvenTvis, romelTac xSirad gagvimarjvnia maTze 

xelCarTul brZolaSi. miCveulisaTvis ar arsebobs 

araviTari siZnele, vinaidan saqmis siduxWire winda-

winve qreba mecadineobisa da gamocdilebis wyalo-

biT... erTxel damorCilebuli siamaye, Cveulebriv, 

veRar aRorZindeba... maS, iqonieT es mxedvelobaSi da 

SeebrZoleT mowinaaRmdeges aRvsilni keTili imede-

biT~.24 `gubaz mefis sityva, Tqmuli mxedrobis mi-

marT moxirisis omis win, qarTuli samxedro mWev-

rmetyvelebis sayuradRebo Zeglia, romelic sakmao 

sicxadiT warmogvidgens Soreuli warsulis co-

cxal enamWevrobas~.25 

553 wlis zafxulSi mermeroe axali jariT 

Sevida egrisSi da telefisis cixesTan daamarcxa 

egris-bizantiis jari. egriselebi mefesTan erTad 

TavganwirviT ibrZodnen, magram bizantielebma ar 

gamoiCines saTanado mxardaWera. mxolod maTi orgu-

lobisa Tu Ralatis Sedegad SeZles iranelebma am 

brZolis mogeba. bunebrivia, gubaz II-m bizantiel 

sardlebs: martines, besasa da rustikes dasdo bra-

li da amis Sesaxeb imperator iustiniane I-sac auwya. 

keisarma Tanamdebobidan gadaayena besa, mTeli 

qoneba CamoarTva da abazgiaSi gadaasaxla. amiT uk-

mayofilo sardlebma, rustikem da ioanem gubaz II 

554 wels veragulad mokles:26 imJamad TiTqosda mo-



 

BRAMS 2026 Feb                                      ISSN 2667-9299 (print) 
Volume 7, Issue 16                                  ISSN 2960-9348 (online) 

126 

kavSire, erTmorwmune bizantielma strategosebma 

gubazis mefuri ndoba borotad gamoiyenes, igi mo-

tyuebiT saTaTbirod gaiwvies xobiswylis piras erT 

xeobaSi da moRalaturad gamoasalmes sicocxles. 

mRelvarebam moicva egrisi. 

egrisis (lazeTis) 20-wliani omis am tragikul-

ma epizodma rTuli, sabediswero arCevanis winaSe 

daayena saqarTvelo. did ndobas arc irani imsaxu-

rebda da arc – bizantia. egriselebs ver gadaewyvi-

taT, romeli mezobeli imperiis mxare unda daeWi-

raT. sxva gza ar hqondaT. or ubedurebas Soris 

kvlav naklebi unda aerCiaT. kvlav moqanave bewvis 

xidze unda gaevlo qveyanas usafrTxod. 

egrisis saxalxo kreba 555 wels Seikriba. 

didebulTa erTi jgufi aietis pozicias iziarebda, 

bizantiasTan kavSiris gawyvetasa da iranis mimxro-

bas miiCnevda mizanSewonilad. fartaZis Tanamoazre-

ebi ki mainc erTmorwmune bizantiis mekavSireobas 

amjobinebdnen, oRond, im pirobiT, rom imperator 

iustiniane I-isTvis moeTxovaT gubaz mefis mkvlel-

Ta gasamarTleba da dasja, egrisis mefed ki guba-

zis umcrosi Zmis – waTes damtkiceba. 

oratoruli xelovnebiT, enamWevrobiT aieti da 

fartaZe erTmaneTs ar Camouvardebodnen. es maTi ga-

mosvlebidan aSkarad Cans, rac agaTia sqolstikosma 

zedmiwevniT aRwera da misi damsaxurebiT moaRwia 

Cvenamde. am wignis berZnulidan Targmnas, komentire-

basa da gamocemas udidesi Rvawli dasdo gamoCenil-

ma qarTvelma mecnierma, klasikuri filologiis 

erT-erTma fuZemdebelma da qarTuli bizantiologi-

uri skolis damaarsebelma, simon yauxCiSvilma.27 
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aietisa da fartaZis debatebi gamorCeulia ara 

mxolod qarTuli, aramed msoflio oratoruli 

xelovnebis istoriaSic, rasac calsaxad aRiareben 

berZeni istorikosebica da qarTveli mkvlevrebic: 

Tavad simon yauxCiSvili,28 aleqsandre gamyreliZe,29 

ivane javaxSvili,30 simon janaSia,31 Salva nucubiZe,32 

nikoloz kandelaki,33 giorgi gozaliSvili,34 Salva 

xidaSeli35 da sxv. debatebisa da bWobis dros xom 

umTavresi damajerebeli argumentis wamoyenebaa, an – 

oponentis argumentTa gabaTileba, WeSmaritebis dad-

genis gzaze. aq fartaZem aSkara upiratesoba gamoav-

lina. 

aietis mgznebare gamosvlis paTosi, upiratesad, 

emociebsa da zogadi WeSmaritebebiT niWierad mani-

pulirebas efuZneboda, ramac moaxdina kidec Zlieri 

STabeWdileba msmenelebze. mis argumentebsa da mo-

tivacias, erTi SexedviT, wuns ver dasdebdi: `gaqra 

kolxebis Zveli dideba, dReidan Cven sxvebze veRar 

vibatonebT... Cven rom es borotmoqmedeba uyuradRe-

bod davtovoT, romaelebi ukve aRar dagvexsnebian 

da kidev ufro gagvabaxeben Cveni umoqmedobis wya-

lobiT... minda, rom kolxeTis samefos hqondes Tavi-

si Zveli dideba, rom mas ar sWirdebodes ucxoele-

bis daxmareba garedan, rom rogorc omis, aseve mSvi-

dobis dros is Tavis Zalebs eyrdnobodes, magram 

roca Cven JamTa viTarebis gamo an bedis ukuRmarTo-

bis wyalobiT an orive mizezis wyalobiT  ise da-

vuZlurdiT, rom sxvisi xelqveiTi gavxdiT, isev 

sjobia imis xelqveiTi viyoT, vinc ufro keTilis-

msurvelia, vinc daurRvevlad icavs keTil ganwyobi-

lebas TavisianebTan da mokavSireebTan~.36 
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rogorc vxedavT, aietis mtkicebulebani pro-

sparsuli mimarTulebis dasacavad Semdeg debule-

bebze daiyvaneba: 

1. romaelebs Cveni mospoba aqvT ganzraxuli, 

sparselebi ki ufro sandoni arian; 

2. isev sjobia imis xelqveiTi viyoT, vinc ufro 

keTilismsurvelia, vinc daurRvevlad icavs 

keTil ganwyobilebas TavisianebTan da mokav-

SireebTan; 

3. Cven rom es borotmoqmedeba uyuradRebod 

davtovoT, romaelebi ukve aRar dagvexsnebian 

da kidev ufro gagvabaxeben Cveni umoqmedobis 

wyalobiT; 

4. iaraRi ver gansazRvravs xalxis xangrZliv 

gamarjvebas, aramed saWiroa saTnod cxovreba, 

radgan saTnoebani uzrunvelyofen adamianTa 

swrafvas keTilisaken. 

iranis sistematuri Ralatisa da gansxvavebuli 

religiuri mrwamsis gaTvaliswinebiT, aSkarad 

mcdari Cans aietis arCevani, saiTac egriselTa 

gayoliebas cdilobs. miuxedavad amisa, oratoris 

eqspresiulma gamosvlam, moralur faseulobebze 

apelirebam STabeWdileba moaxdina saxalxo krebaze. 

egzaltirebuli mosaxleoba mefis moRalaturi 

mkvlelobis gamo emociurad gamoxatavda Su-

risZiebis survils. agaTia sqolastikosi wers: `ase 

ilaparaka aietma da mTeli xalxi aRafrTovana. si-

xarulis yvirili morTes. maSinve apirebdnen spar-

seTis mimxrobas~.37 

fartaZem sami umTavresi argumenti daupirispi-

ra oponentis, erTi SexedviT, uzado da STambeWdav 

gamosvlas: 
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1. iranelebma bizantiel strtegosebze adre 

scades gubaz mefis mokvla. maT es, ubralod, 

ar gamouvidaT, vinaidan qarTvelma mamuliS-

vilma, Rirseulma pirovnebam farsansma erov-

nuli gadawyvetileba miiRo. roca qveynis 

usafrTxoebas dasWirda, piradi mtroba dai-

viwya da mefes uerTgula. maSin gubaz II ga-

darCa, magram ara sparselTa damsaxurebiT, an 

xosro I-is `saTnoebisa gamo~, aramed qarTve-

li farsansis zneobrivi arCevanis Sedegad. 

isic unda iTqvas, rom mefe gubaz II-s 

mkvleli iranis mmarTvelma – xosro I-ma 

miugzavna, bizantiis SemTxvevaSi ki stratego-

sebs piradi wyena da SurisZieba amoZravebdaT 

da ara – imperatoris neba an brZaneba. amgva-

rad, aietis pirveli argumenti martivad gaba-

Tilda. faqtebi TavisTavad metyvelebdnen, 

rom osmalebi bizantielebze sandoni namdvi-

lad ar iyvnen da es faqtebi utyuar argumen-

tebad gamoadga fartaZes; 

2. `romaelebi mainc ufro misaRebni arian, rad-

gan sparselebi verasodes Seeguebian, rom Cven 

sxvadasxva sarwmunoeba gvaqvs~. fartaZis es 

mosazrebac friad damajerebelia, vinaidan 

qarTvelebs dasabamidan swamdaT, rom, Tu ioa-

ne sabanisZes davesesxebi: `qristianoba ara 

mxolod religiaa, aramed, eris erTianobis 

gasaRebic~38 da cecxlTayvanismcemeli spar-

selebi am TvalsazrisiTac ufro miuRebelni 

iyvnen, vidre erTmorwmune bizantielebi; 

3. `bizantiis imperatori ar iyo RalatSi ga-

reuli; igi strategosebma Seiyvanes SecdomaSi 
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da Tavadac Seuracxyofilia amis gamo. gubaz 

mefis mkvleloba strategosebis saqmea da aq 

keisari arafer SuaSia~, ase miaCnda fartaZes. 

amitom modebate Tvlida: `vaJkacurad unda 

gadavitanoT ubedureba da ar CavidinoT ara-

viTari uRirsi da mama-papuri wesebis SembRa-

lavi. SevatyobinoT keisars rac moxda da vna-

xoT, ra pasuxs mogvcems. Tu Cveni samarTlia-

ni moTxovna uaryofili iqna, maSin vifiqroT 

sparselebTan kavSirze~. 

rogorc vxedavT, aietis mesame debulebac 

martivad gabaTilda: fartaZe ar apirebda 

mkvlelebis dausjelad datovebas da sa-

fuZvliani imedic hqonda, rom bizantiis impe-

ratori yurad iRebda egriselTa moTxovnas. 

asec moxda. 

`uZleveli ram aris mWevrmetyveleba~,39 ambobs 

erTgan fartaZe. swored logikuri azrovnebiT, mo-

sazrebaTa damajerebeli argumentirebulobiT, mWev-

rmetyvelebiT gaimarjva man oponentze. misive sity-

vebia, rom: `imas, vinc yalb rCeva-darigebebs iZleva, 

esaWiroeba sityvebis mokazmuloba da siWrele~.40 

amis sigel-gujaric aietis meoTxe debulebaa, ro-

melic, TavisTavad, uzadoa, cxadia: `iaraRi ver gan-

sazRvravs xalxis xangrZliv gamarjvebas, aramed sa-

Wiroa saTnod cxovreba, radgan saTnoebani uzrun-

velyofen adamianTa swrafvas keTilisaken~. amaSi 

veravin Seedaveba, magram, es ra mosatania sparseleb-

Tan mimarTebaSi, sad vipoviT maT qcevaSi an saT-

noebis, an sikeTis Tundac erT faqts im istoriul 

viTarebaSi? amdenad, saxalxo krebam sabolood 



 

BRAMS 2026 Feb                                      ISSN 2667-9299 (print) 
Volume 7, Issue 16                                  ISSN 2960-9348 (online) 

131 

fartaZes dauWira mxari da prosparsul mimarTule-

bas amjerad probizantiurma ajoba. 

ase gansazRvra VI saukuneSi aietisa da farta-

Zis debatebma Cveni qveynis politikuri orientacia. 

aietisa da fartaZis sajaro gamosvlebi Sesulia 

qarTuli filosofiisa da Teologiis enciklope-

diaSi da Senaxulia saqarTvelos parlamentis erov-

nuli biblioTekis cifrul bazaSi, rogorc antiku-

ri periodis qarTuli sazogadoebrivi azris mniS-

vnelovani nimuSi. 
krebam airCia deputacia konstantinopolSi41 

gasagzavnad. miuxedavad imisa, rom agaTia sqolasti-

kosis mtkicebiT: `mkvlelebi brals sdebdnen gu-

bazs, rom is `bedavda saidumlo kavSiris gabmas 

iberebTan da svanebTan, ise iqceoda, ise warmoidgina 

Tavi, TiTqos, marTla mefe yofiliyo da mis xelT 

yofiliyos Tavisi nebisaebr emarTa, uari Tqva Cven-

Tan erTad elaSqra cixis winaaRmdeg da arc ki mo-

vida CvenTan: amayad da uxeSad mogvigo uari, vidre 

es daqiravebul qveSevrdoms Seefereboda~.42 iustini-

ane I-ma samarTlianobis mxares dgoma gadawyvita. man 

kargad uwyoda, rom winaaRmdeg SemTxvevaSi egrise-

lebi iranis mxareze gadasvliT imuqrebodnen da 

mSvenivrad moexseneboda, rogori uzado meomrebi iy-

vnen qarTvelebi. bizantiis imperators isic axsovda, 

egrisis saxalxo krebis gamarTvamde cota xniT 

adre rom lazebis 3-aTaskacianma jarma bizantiis 

50-aTaskaciani laSqari daamarcxa. amdenad, gaiTva-

liswina, ra SeiZleboda mohyoloda misTvis da misi 
qveynisTvis egriselebis iranelTa mxareze gadas-

vlas da 555 wels gubazis mkvlelebi, sasamarTlos 
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gadawyvetilebiT, sikvdiliT dasaja, bizantiaSi myo-

fi gubazis Zma waTe43 ki imave wels gaamefa egrisSi. 
 

*** 

Cveni `patara samSoblo~,44 saukuneTa ganmavlo-

baSi, istoriulad, sul moqanave bewvis xidze gadi-

oda da roca ki imarjvebda (xSiradac imarjvebda), 

umTavresad, inteleqtiT, gonierebiT, maradiul ada-

mianur faseulobaTa erTgulebiT. Zveli xalxuri 

sibrZnea: `warsulisaTvis gmadlobT, dRevandeloba-

ze gvmarTebs pasuxismgebloba...~ dResac gonierebam, 

inteleqtma, qveynis erTgulebam unda gadagvarCinos 

da gagviyvanos XXI saukuneSi esoden aborgebuli 

samyaros morig bewvis xidze. 

bednieri iyo geronti qiqoZe, romelsac swamda: 

`Tamamad SeiZleba iTqvas, rom dRes yovel TviTcno-

bier mamuliSvilSi solomon lioniZis suli feTqs 

da gancalkevebuli arsebobis azrs dRes saqarTve-

loSi meti gavlena aqvs, vidre odesme hqonia~.45 ra 

tevadi sityvaa `TviTcnobieri~ da – rogori miviwye-

buli... Tanamedrove TviTcnobier qarTvel mamu-

liSvilebs axali, ufro didi problemebi da mZafri 

tkivili (qarTuli cixis `Signidan mtvrevis~ 

moxaliseebze rom araferi vTqvaT) gasCenia. 

seriozuli dafiqreba, `TviTcnobieri mamuliSvilo-

ba~ gvmarTebs ersa da bers... 
 

*** 

dasasrulisTvis, ukeTesis imediT, didi mamu-

liSvilisa da moRvawis – geronti qiqoZis optimizms 

virCev: `Cvens patara samSoblosac hqonia diadi 

wuTebi. mis mxedrebs Zlevamosili sulTnebi dau-

morCilebia, mis ostatebs gmirT nakveTi taZrebi 

augia. amitom aris rom droebiTi bedSavoba guls 
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ar utexs da misi Tvalebi ase imedianad icqirebian 

momavali wlebisaken~.46 

Cveni uZvelesi, mdidari da saamayo istoriis 

Soreuli periodis Sexsenebac amad damWirda: roca 

`saomar lelodqceul~ egrisis miwaze or mrisxane 

mezobel imperiaTagan orives Cveni imJamindeli me-

fis gubaz II-s mokvdineba aZlevda xels, irans kovzi 

nacarSi Cauvarda, ver gatexa amjerad qarTuli cixe 

Signidan – mamuliSvils, egrisel farsanss, romel-

sac didi xnis mtroba hqonda gubaz mefesTan, sam-

Soblosadmi erTgulebam piradi mtroba daaviwya da 

mefe gadarCa. bizantielebTan ki ar gaumarTla gu-

baz mefes. TiTqosda imJamad mokavSire, erTmorwmune 

bizantiel strategosTa: martines, besasa da rusti-

kes Ralats Seewira; misi mefuri ndoba `erTmorwmu-

neebma~ borotad gamoiyenes (Tumca, rodis iyo Ra-

latsa da borotebas erovneba an sarwmunoeba hqon-

da? avismqmneli xom, zogadad, uerovnebo da uRmer-

Toa). 

am tragikulma Sedegma dilema warmoSva: irani 

Tu bizantia? bizantia Tu – irani?! dilemis gadaWra 

ki, im Soreul saukuneSi civilizebulma erma civi-

lizebulad gadawyvita: `muzebis sauflod~ saxel-

debuli Cveni winaprebis dalocvili sacxovrisi im 

movlenaTa arenad iqca, berZenma poetma, iuristma da 

istorikosma agaTia sqolastikosma rom Semogvinaxa 

saamayod, samagaliTod da – pasuxismgeblobad Cveni 

fesvebis, winaparTa Rirsebebis, maTi mrwamsis 

erTgulebisa da dacvis valdebulebiT. 
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