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winasityvaoba

wigni `geoekonomikis  da ekonomikuri geo-

grafiis aqtualuri sakiTxebi~ avtoris mier

2010-2013 wlebSi sxvadasxva saerTaSoriso

konferenciebze wakiTxul da saerTaSoriso

recenzirebad da referirebad Jurnal `eko-

nomikaSi~ gamoqveynebuli publikaciebis kre-

buls warmoadgens.

naSromis momzadeba SeuZlebeli iqneboda

mravali adamianis mxardaWeris gareSe. didi

madloba minda gadavuxado ivane javaxiSvilis

saxelobis Tbilisis saxelmwifo universite-

tis saerTaSoriso urTierTobebis mimarTu-

lebis magistrants naTia Rvinjilias da amave

mimarTulebis kursdamTavrebuls qeTevan

fxakaZes, romlebmac aqtiuri monawileoba mi-

iRes calkeuli statiebis momzadebaSi. aseve

wignis redaqtorebs: baton amiran berZeniS-

vils da qalbaton dali osefaSvils. recen-

zentebs: baton giorgi gogsaZes da baton zu-

rab daviTaSvils. maTma saqmianma SeniSvnebma

araerTi xarvezi gamomasworebines, riTac di-

di wvlili Seitanes krebulis saboloo saxiT

CamoyalibebaSi.
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Mmadlierebა minda gamovxato ivane javaxiS-

vilis saxelobis Tbilisis saxelmwifo uni-

versitetis socialur da politikur mecnie-

rebaTa fakultetis xelmZRvanelobisadmi, wi-

namdebare krebulis dafinansebisaTvis.

dabolos, CemTvis didi pativia is, rom kre-

buli gamodis saiubileo wels (sazogadoebri-

vi geografiis mimarTulebas daarsebidan 90

weli usruldeba).
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msoflios geoekonomikuri transformacia da

ekonomikuri geografia

`me yovelTvis vfiqrobdi ekonomikuri geog-
rafiis problemebze, magram ver vacnobierebdi mas.~ P

pol krugmani (nobelis premiis laureati)

kiTxvaze, SeiZleba Tu ara ekonomikuri keTildReobis

gzebis povna ara mxolod realur geografiaSi, aramed inte-

leqtualuri azrisa da adgilobrivi tradiciebis mijnaze,

jerjerobiT damajerebeli pasuxi ar Cans. am kiTxvaze pasu-

xis gacemas cdilobs Camoyalibebis procesSi myofi axalgaz-

rda mecniereba – geoekonomika, romelmac gansakuTrebuli

relevanturoba globalizaciis epoqaSi SeiZina.

geoekonomikis formireba. geoekonomikis formireba sami

mimarTulebiT mimdinareobda. erTi mxriv, geoekonomika in-

glisuri, franguli da germanuli klasikuri ekonomikuri

azridan iRebs saTaves. meore mxriv, aRmocenebulia geopo-

litikuri modelebis wiaRSi. mesame – misi fesvebi unda veZe-

boT ekonomikur geografiaSi, radgan swored is iZleva gar-

kveul sawyis pozicias geoekonomikis im nawilisaTvis, sadac

„moqmedebs“ sivrcobrivi ekonomika (sivrcis gamoyeneba eko-

nomikuri saqmianobisaTvis). am nawilSi saqme gvaqvs ekonomi-

kuri geografiisa da geoekonomikis simbiozTan (kvinikaZe:

2008.). es kavSirebi gansakuTrebiT kargad ikveTeba Tanamed-

rove msoflios sistemis transformaciis procesSi.

 Pprof. revaz gaCeCilaZis dabadebidan 70-e wlisTavisadmi miZRvnili
saerTaSoriso samecniero konferencia. samecniero krebuli `sazo-
gadoebrivi geografiis aqtualuri sakiTxebi~. krebuli damzadebu-
lia Sps `zevs-grupSi~, Tb., 2013, gv. 87-97.
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ekonomikuri da politikuri sistemis transformacia. am-

Jamad, msoflio midis ekonomikuri integraciisa da homogeni-

zaciisaken. aseT viTarebaSi saerTaSoriso sistema transfor-

mirdeba da Tu adre mis arsebobas da stabilurobas saxelmwi-

foebi da maTi samxedro-politikuri Zliereba ganapirobebda,

dRes gansazRvravs ekonomikuri da finansuri polusebi, rom-

lebic sul ufro naklebad ukavSirdeba saxelmwifoebs da

mZlavri transnacionaluri aqtorebis saxiT gvevlineba.

jer kidev meore msoflio omis Semdeg, amerikelebma
sworad gansajes, rom Tu miaRwevdnen ekonomikur Zlie-
rebas, Sesabamisad, SeZlebdnen msoflio batonobis miR-
wevas ara samxedro gziT. am strategiiT gasuli sauku-
nis miwuruls aSS-ma SeZlo civi omis mogeba da msoflio
ekonomikaSi (ara marto) hegemoni gaxda.

Tanamedrove epoqaSi politikuri miznebi, upiratesad,

grZelvadiani ekonomikuri strategiiT miiRweva. imis miuxe-

davad, rom yvela sakvanZo gadawyvetilebas politikosebi

iReben, maTi zemoqmedebis margi qmedebis koeficienti rea-

lur ekonomikur urTierTobebze bevrad dabalia. swored

amitom, bevri politikuri gadawyvetileba strategiuli

partniorobis Sesaxeb, SeiZleba mxolod qaRaldze darCes im

SemTxvevaSi, Tu kapitalis brunvisa da investiciebisaTvis

realuri pirobebi ar Seiqmneba.

civi omis dasrulebis Semdeg, politikur-strategiuli

warmodgenebi, ekonomikuri globalizaciis gaaqtiurebis

Sedegad, faqtobrivad, gaqra. sistema `bazari-saxelmwifo~

Canacvlda sistemiT: `bevri saxelmwifo – erTi bazari~. Se-

degad Seicvala: a) politikasa da ekonomikas Soris damoki-

debuleba; b) dairRva Camoyalibebuli kavSirebi saxelmwi-

fos, teritoriasa da simdidres Soris; g) waiSala zRvari

`saSinaosa~ da `sagareos~ Soris. B
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bipolarul msoflioSi ki yvelaferi sxvagvarad iyo.

ori zesaxelmwifo konkurenciis pirobebSi `nulovani ja-

miT~ uzrunvelyofda Status quo-s. amJamad, msoflios ekonomi-

kur sivrceSi ukve aRar arsebobs aseTi gamyofi xazebi. miu-

xedavad amisa, faqtia, rom Tanamedrove msoflios ekonomi-

kuri sivrce kvlav araerTgvarovani rCeba. Ees garemoeba mxo-

lod imiT rodi aixsneba, rom ekonomikuri sivrceebi icvleba

moTxovnilebebisa da miwodebis dinebaTa zemoqmedebiT (am

mxriv, politikuri sivrceebi ufro stabilurebi arian, vina-

idan isini SemosazRvrulebi arian saxelmwifoTa teritori-

uli sazRvrebiT), aramed imiTac, rom arsebobs mravalricx-

ovani gansxvavebebi im samuSao Zalis Rirebulebebs Soris,

romelTac iyeneben mewarmeebi da saxelmwifoebi da am ZaliT

manipulireben sakuTari sargeblis misaRebad.

bipolarulobis periodis geopolitikuri konkurencia,

romelic struqturirdeboda aRmosavleT-dasavleTis Rer-

Zze, ukve aRar arsebobs (Krugman:1991). swored amitom, bevri

mecnieri Tvlis, rom samxedro xelisufleba darCa orpola-

ruli, xolo ekonomikuri ki mravalpolaruli gaxda.

am mocemulobaSi, erTi mxriv, gaqra is pirobebi, romle-

bic gansazRvravda ekonomikur metoqeobas aSS-s, evropasa da

iaponias Soris (am pirobebs gansazRvravda is, rom sabWoTa

safrTxidan gamomdinare, evropa da iaponia aSS-is strategi-

ul garantiebs saWiroebda), rac imas niSnavs, rom msoflio

gadavida saerTaSoriso ekonomikuri urTierTobebis axal

reJimSi. meore mxriv, gaqra is pirobebic, romelic xels uwy-

obda konfliqturi situaciis Seqmnas mesame samyaroSi, rom-

lis inicirebasac orpolusiani msoflio axdenda. O

orpolusianobis dros aseTi situacia ar scdeboda gar-

kveul sazRvrebs. sxva SemTxvevaSi mas SeeZlo gamoewvia ori ze-

saxelmwifos Careva. isini, Tavis mxriv, ufrTxodnen pirdapir

dapirispirebas, romelic SeiZleboda birTvul dapirispireba-
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Si gadazrdiliyo. amJamad, mesame samyaro sul ufro Zlierad

ixliCeba dapirispirebul jgufebad. es jgufebi erTmaneTs me-

toqeobas uweven, raTa dasavleTis saxelmwifoebidan miiRon

ekonomikuri daxmarebis rac SeiZleba meti kvotebi. magaliTad,

CrdiloeTi afrikis da axlo aRmosavleTis qveynebs Soris ur-

TierTobebi, praqtikulad, nulzea dayvanili. Asamagierod, re-

gionis calkeuli qveynebi gacilebiT did mniSvnelobas aniWe-

ben urTierTobebs ganviTarebul CrdiloeTTan.

keTildReoba da usafrTxoeba arasamxedro muqaris pi-

robebSic mWidrodaa erTmaneTTan dakavSirebuli. Tu bipo-

larul msoflioSi ekonomika `emsaxureboda~ SeiaraRebul

Zalebs, axla mdgomareoba sapirispirod aris Secvlili.

dRes SeiaraRebuli Zalebis funqciaa Seamciros is politi-

kuri riskebi, rac ukavSirdeba investiciebs da savaWro ur-

TierTobebs.

aseT pirobebSi sul ufro sustdeba saxelmwifos roli

ekonomikur procesebSi. Ddidi albaTobiT, moxdeba saxelmwi-

fos funqciis gadafaseba, radgan saxelmwifom, rogorc in-

stitutma seriozuli erozia ganicada Semdegi mimarTule-

biT: zemodan – zenacionaluri institutebisa da mZlavri

transnacionaluri Zalebis zegavleniT; qvemodan – regiona-

lizmis tendenciebis zemoqmedebiT. es Zalebi xels uwyoben

ra saxelmwifos Zalisa da rolis dasustebas, bunebrivad mi-

iswrafvian gaerTianebisaken. miuxedavad amisa, roca saqme

exeba saxelmwifos rogorc institutis stabilurobas, ar

SeiZleba angariSi ar gavuwioT mis Zalas, romelic warmo-

adgens demokratiis dasayrdens da socialuri samarTlia-

nobis garants. amasTan, kvlav didia saxelmwifos roli

kulturul memkvidreobaze dafuZnebuli eris TviTmyofa-

dobis SenarCunebis saqmeSi. miuxedavad amisa, msoflios mo-

mavali geopolitikuri mowyoba mainc moeqceva ekonomikis

gavlenis qveS.
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swored amitom, saxelmwifoebs mouwevT gare faqtorebis

mzardi mniSvnelobis gaTvaliswineba eris keTildReobisaT-

vis da, imavdroulad, iseTi politikis gatareba, romelic

uzrunvelyofs erovnuli ekonomikisaTvis maqsimalurad

xelsayreli geoekonomikuri mdgomareobis Seqmnas (rogorc

amas akeTebs iaponia eqsportisa da investiciebis stimuli-

rebisaTvis ucxoeTSi). aseTi midgoma, yvelaferTan erTad,

warmoadgens sakuTar qveyanaSi kvalificiuri samuSao adgi-

lebis Seqmnis efeqtur saSualebas (Peter, Drucker:1994).
amdenad, teritoriuli geopolitikuri logika ukan

ixevs da adgils uTmobs dinebebis logikas, romelic cdi-

lobs im teritoriebTan kavSiris gawyvetas, romlebic sazR-

vrebis meSveobiT saxelmwifos tyveobaSi imyofebian. am si-

tuaciis Seswavlaze akeTebs aqcents geoekonomika.

geoekonomikis aqcentebi. geoekonomika didi xani ar aris

rac damkvidrda da am cnebaSi igulisxmeba rogorc globa-

lizebuli msoflios mowyobis axali paradigma, ise am rTuli

da mravalmxrivi movlenis Semswavleli mecniereba. kerZod,

geoekonomika swavlobs: `geografiul imperativs, romelic
gamoixateba ekonomikisa da sivrcis organul kavSirSi; msof-
lios Zalismieri konfliqtebis gadatanas samxedro-poli-
tikuridan ekonomikur sibrtyeSi, romlis drosac adgili
aqvs konfliqtebis axali tipis aRmocenebas (geoekonomiku-
ri koliziebi); saxelmwifos konkurentunarianobis strate-
gias da politikas ekonomikis globalizaciis pirobebSi;
sxvadasxva saxis ekonomikuri saqmianobis sivrcobriv loka-
lizacias; politikisa da ekonomikis Serwymas saerTaSoriso
urTierTobebis sistemaSi da am bazaze strategiuli urTi-
erTqmedebis da globaluri marTvis Seqmnis SesaZleblo-
bebs~ (kvinikaZe: 2008:32).

amdenad, geoekonomika ZiriTad aqcents akeTebs msof-

lio ekonomikuri da politikuri sistemis transformaciasa
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da mis aqtorTa rolis cvlilebaze, romlis drosac rigi

cnebebi devalvacias ganicdis.

cnebebis devalvacia. msoflio ekonomikuri sistemis Zi-

raTadi RerZi dRes gadis ara erovnul, aramed, „transnacio-

nalur,“ „zeerovnul“ da a.S. ekonomikebze, anu Tanamedrove

(globaluri) ekonomikis im subieqtebze, sadac iqmneba msof-

lio simdidris umetesi nawili. transnacionaluri kompanie-

bi (tnk) da transnacionaluri bankebi (tnb) jer kidev gasul

saukuneSi Camoyalibdnen msoflio ekonomikuri sivrcis mTa-

var subieqtebad. maTTvis, faqtobrivad, ar arsebobs saxel-

mwifo sazRvrebi maSin, roca axorcieleben globalur eko-

nomikur saqmianobas. isini, praqtikulad, gadaiqcnen mZlavr

ekonomikur saxelmwifoebad, romlebic floben realur eko-

nomikur Zalas da gankargaven uzarmazar finansur, sawarmoo-

teqnologiur, samecniero da informaciul resursebs.

swored ekonomikuri Zlierebis Tanamedrove centrebis

geografiuli ganlageba xdeba dRes msoflioSi yvelaze

mniSvnelovani, xolo sxva qveynebze upiratesoba, upirveles

yovlisa, ekonomikuri berketebis gamoyenebiT miiRweva. Sesa-

bamisad, axal geoekonomikur sivrceSi moqmedebis priorite-

tuli instrumenti xdeba ekonomikuri da finansuri saSua-

lebebis yvela saxeoba. meore mxriv, msoflio ekonomikur

sivrceSi globalizaciam kiTxvis niSnis qveS daayena geogra-

fiuli mdebareobis cnebis adrindeli Sinaarsi globaluri

ekonomikis axali aqtorebis (virtualuri finansebi, sxva-

dasxva tipis mZlavri transnacionaluri kompaniebi (tnk) da

bankebi (tnb), globaluri komunikaciuri teqnologiebi – in-

terneti da a.S) gaCeniT. isini Zalzed „aviwroeben“ geografi-

ul faqtors (tradiciuli geopolitikis da ekonomikuri ge-

ografiis erT-erTi fundamenti, romelic rogorc geopoli-

tikur, aseve ekonomikur sivrceSi ukve aRar TamaSobs arse-

biT rols, radgan mas ukve aRar SeuZlia dacva birTvuli Se-



geoekonomikisa da ekonomikuri geografiis aqtualuri sakiTxebi

15

tevisagan an transnacionaluri terorizmisagan erTi mxriv,

xolo meore mxriv, mdebareobis da fizikuri manZilis mniS-

vneloba ekonomikaSi, minimumamdea dayvanili globaluri ko-

munikaciuri teqnologiebis ganviTarebis Sedegad) da qmnian

axal, met-naklebad erTgvarovan geografiul sivrces. Sede-

gad, am mocemulobaSi yalibdeba axali globaluri ekonomi-

kuri sivrce (am sivrces Tanamedrove samecniero literatu-

raSi geoekonomikur sivrces uwodeben), sadac moqmedebas

iwyeben deteritorializaciis [dedamiwis sivrcis aTviseba

da adgilganviTarebis (samSoblos) sazRvrebidan gasvlis

procesi] efeqtis matarebeli mZlavri transnacionaluri

Zalebi.

am axali sivrcis Zvel sivrcesTan kavSirebis Seswavlaze

unda aiRos momavalSi orientacia ekonomikurma geografiam,

radgan `es axali sivrce kavSirSia Zvel sivrcesTan~ – aRniS-

navs qarTveli mecnieri zurab daviTaSvili (daviTaSvili

2003:199). zemoT Tqmulidan gamomdinare, saubari teritoriu-

li geografiis dasasrulze jerjerobiT naadrevia. garda

amisa, msoflios geoekonomikuri realoba cvlis ekonomikuri

geografiis ZiriTadi cnebebis („erovnuli ekonomika“, „saxel-

mwifos ekonomikuri sazRvari“, „geografiuli mdebareoba“ da

a.S) arss an/da axdens mis devalvacias. magaliTad, ramdenad

zustia dRes termin „msoflio ekonomikis“ gamoyeneba ekono-

mikur geografiaSi? Tu am terminSi tradiciulad moazreba

msoflio Tanamegobrobis yvela qveynis (erovnuli) ekonomika,

romelic ganixileba qveynebs Soris ekonomikuri kavSirebis,

urTierTzemoqmedebisa da urTierTdamokidebulebis kon-

teqstSi? vfiqrob, aseTi ganmarteba arcTu srulyofilia im

mizezis gamo, rom saxelmwifoTa politikuri sazRvrebi ukve

aRar emTxveva maT ekonomikur sazRvrebs, anu msoflio ekono-

mikis mTavari moTamaSis saxelmwifos ekonomikuri sazRvari

ukve ar Tavsdeba mis politikur sazRvrebSi. Tanac, am pro-
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cesSi yalibdeba arastatikuri ekonomikuri sazRvrebi, sadac

ukve rTulia daadgino, sad gadis qveynis ekonomikuri sazR-

vari, anu zustad gansazRvro kvlevis geografiuli areali. es

imaze miuTiTebs, rom zemoT aRniSnuli cnebebi dRes Zalzed

pirobiT xasiaTs iZenen. ufro xatovnad rom vTqvaT, Tu bipo-

laruli msoflio ekonomikis pirobebSi saxelmwifoebi Tama-

Soben msoflio ekonomikis mindorze, ekonomikis globaliza-

ciis epoqaSi (roca mimdinareobs deteritorializaciis pro-

cesi), ukve ekonomikis transnacionaluri aqtorebi iwyeben

TamaSs saxelmwifoTa teritoriebze.

zemoT aRniSnuli transformaciuli procesebidan ga-

momdinare, geoekonomikis arsi SeiZleba aseTnairad Camova-

yaliboT: geoekonomika orientacias iRebs msoflioSi mimdi-
nare geopolitikis ekonomizaciis procesis Seswavlaze (maT
Soris, sivrcobrivi aspeqtebis Seswavlaze), sadac Tanamed-
rove msoflio ekonomikis aqtorebi geopolitikuri berke-
tebis gamoyenebiT da piriqiT, cdiloben maTTvis saintere-
so (strategiulad mniSvnelovani) teritoriebis sakuTari

kontrolis qveS moqcevas (Kvinikadze, Pkhakadze:2012). axali

ekonomikuri sistemebis formirebis sawyisebi, romlebic

moqmedeben globalur arenaze sxvadasxva miznebiT da inte-

resebiT. ai, ras ikvlevs Tanamedrove geoekonomika. SemoTa-

vazebuli definiciidan gamomdinareobs is miznebi, romelic

gaaCnia geoekonomikas da masTan axlos mdgar ekonomikur ge-

ografias.

ekonomikuri geografiisa da geoekonomikis miznebi. imis

miuxedavad, rom es cnebebi garegnulad Zalian hgavs erTma-

neTs, miznebi sruliad gansxvavebulia.
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magaliTad, resursebis ukmarisoba geoekonomikaSi
ganixileba, rogorc ganviTarebis resursi. ekonomikur
geografiaSi ki – piriqiT; geoekonomika deteritotali-
zaciis efeqtis matarebelia, ekonomikuri geografias
aseTi efeqti ar aqvs; geoekonomika, msoflio ekonomiku-
ri geografiisagan gansxvavebiT, ar aris erovnuli eko-
nomikebis ubralo jami, aramed igi zenacionaluria da
Sedgeba transnacionaluri da transasazRvro sisteme-
bisagan; geoekonomikaSi ara mxolod teritoriuli, ara-
med sxva faqtorebic gacilebiT principulia saxelmwi-
fos imijisa da gavlenis xarisxisaTvis. kerZod, aqtiur
ekonomikur politikas da teqnologiur inovaciebs igi
ganixilavs, rogorc Zlierebis sakvanZo kriteriums da
a.S.

amave dros, am or disciplinas aerTianebs saerTo miznebic.

es miznebi fokusirebulia iseT mecnierul problemaze, rogo-

ricaa ekonomikuri aqtivobis globalizaciis moculobis dad-

gena da misi sivrciT-droiTi parametrebis Seswavla. yvelaze

ufro am nawilSi ikveTeba is mWidro kavSiri, romelic arsebobs

geoekonomikasa da ekonomikur geografias Soris.

geoekonomika da ekonomikuri geografia. Ggasuli sauku-

nis 70-ian wlebSi axali ekonomikuri geografiis gamoCena

mravali mecnieris azriT, moaswavebda ara marto ekonomiku-

ri geografiis, aramed zogadad ekonomikuri mecnierebis re-

voluciis meoTxe talRis dadgomas. Mmisi arsi isaa, rom iq-

mneba konkurenciis iseTi modelebi, sadac xdeba mzardi uku-

geba resursebis gamoyenebidan.

am tipis kvlevebze didi gavlena moaxdina avinaS diqsi-

Tis da jozef Stiglicis statiam – `monopoliuri konkuren-

cia da optimaluri produqtis mravalferovneba~, romelic

gamoqveynda Jurnal `amerikis ekonomikur mimoxilvaSi~ (Di-

xit,Stiglitz:1977). rigma Teoretikosebma am modelebis analiti-
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kuri xerxebi 1970-iani wlebis bolos gamoiyenes saerTaSori-

so vaWrobis Sesaswavlad. ramdenime wlis Semdeg, analizis

imave instrumentebs daeyrdnen samecniero teqnologiuri

progresisa da ekonomikuri zrdis Seswavlis procesSi.

avinaS diqsiTis da jozef Stiglicis modeli ekonomi-

kur geografiaSi pirvelad pol krugmanma gamoiyena. Ees mec-

nieri, romelic saerTaSoriso ekonomikis ubadlo mcodnea,

werda, rom igi yovelTvis fiqrobda ekonomikuri geografi-

is problemebze, magram ver acnobierebda mas (Krugman:1995).
swored, am mecnieris ekonomikur-geografiulma azrovnebam

ganapiroba is didi aRiareba, romelic daimsaxura misma naS-

romma `saerTaSoriso vaWrobis Teoria~. am naSromSi mocemu-

lia vaWrobis struqtura da ekonomikuri saqmianobis geog-

rafiuli gadanawilebis analizi. aqvea axsnili globaliza-

ciis, Tavisufali saerTaSoriso vaWrobisa da urbanizaciis

Sedegebi.

adre miCneuli iyo, rom saerTaSoriso vaWrobis Zi-
riTad saxes iseT qveynebs Soris vaWroba warmoadgenda,
romlebic ganviTarebis gansxvavebul doneze imyofe-
bodnen.K klasikur SemTxvevebSi ganixileboda savaWro
urTierTobebi ganviTarebul da ganviTarebad qveynebs
Soris. ganviTarebadi qveynebidan eqsportze, ZiriTa-
dad, agrokulturuli saqoneli gadioda, sanacvlod
ganviTarebuli qveynidan industriul saqonels iReb-
dnen. XX saukunis miwuruls gamoCnda saerTaSoriso vaW-
robis axali tipebi. kerZod, vaWroba or ganviTarebul
qveyanas Soris, roca eqportic da importic erTi da ima-
ve saqonliT xorcieldeba.A

am aRmoCenis logikuri Sedegi gaxda pol krugmanis
kvlevebi ekonomikur geografiaSi. man SeiZleba iTqvas, is
rogorc mecniereba axleburad warmoaCina. aCvena mwarmoe-
blis miswrafeba iqiTken, rom Seamciros sawarmoo da sat-
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ransporto xarjebi, moaxdinos warmoebis koncentracia im
regionebTan axlos, sadac maqsimalurad didi bazaria.

saerTaSoriso vaWrobaSi es imas niSnavs, rom TiToe-
uli qveyana Seecdeba im samrewvelo saqonlis eqsportis
gazrdas, romlisTvisac sakmaod didia sakuTari Sida ba-
zari. amasTan, Mmisi saerTaSoriso specializaciis gan-
msazRvreli iqneba ara absoluturi, aramed SedarebiTi
upiratesoba garkveuli saxeobis saqonlis warmoebaze,
anu is Tu mocemuli qveynisaTvis mocemul etapze ram-
denad momgebiania, awarmoos mocemuli saqoneli da ara
sxva ram. SedarebiTi upiratesoba ganisazRvreba klima-
tiT, resursebisa da momwodeblebis siaxloviT, teqno-
logiebis ganviTarebiT. es ukanaskneli warmoadgens
droebiT faqtors, magram yvela droSi is aZlevs qveya-
nas SedarebiT upiratesobas.

axali ekonomikuri geografiis sabolood gaformeba

moxda maSin, roca gamovida macaxisi fuZitas da pol krugma-

nis saintereso naSromi `axali ekonomikuri geografia~. am

naSromSi avtorebi ekonomikuri geografiis (rogorc regio-

nuli mecnierebis) warsuls, awmyosa da misi momavalis sain-

tereso analizs iZlevian (Fujita, Krugman:2004)).
ekonomikuri geografia postsabWoTa sivrceSi. Tanamed-

rove msoflioSi ekonomikuri geografia warmodgenilia,

rogorc zogadkulturuli ciklis saswavlo disciplina. mi-

si, rogorc geografiuli mecnierebis umniSvnelovanesi

dargis ganviTareba ki xdeba, ZiriTadad, maRalganviTare-

bul qveynebSi (aSS, germania, safrangeTi, gaerTianebuli sa-

mefo, SvedeTi, kanada, iaponia, holandia, avstralia da a.S).

warmoadgens ra geografiuli mecnierebis Semadgenel na-

wils, ekonomikuri geografia Tavis TavSi aerTianebs sabune-

bismetyvelo, socialur-ekonomikuri, politikuri, ekolo-

giuri da teqnologiuri informaciis sinTezs.
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tradiciuli ganmartebiT, msoflios ekonomikuri
geografia sazogadoebrivi geografiis dargia, rome-
lic Seiswavlis ekonomikuri saqmianobis ganawilebas da
mis sivrcobriv organizacias. erTi gagebiT, igi Seiswav-
lis sazogadoebriv procesTa geografiul Tavisebure-
bebsa da kanonzomierebebs, xolo meore, ufro Tanamed-
rove gagebiT, ekonomikuri geografia mxolod ekonomi-
kis dargebis geografiaa da Seiswavlis warmoebis ganla-
gebis Taviseburebebsa da kanonzomierebebs.

rogorc ganmartebidan Cans, is sakmaod farTo discipli-

naa da misi Seswavlisas ekonom-geografebi gansxvavebul me-

Todologias iyeneben. swored gasxvavebuli meTodologiis

erT-erT Tanamedrove variantad SeiZleba ganvixiloT Cemi Se-

moTavazebuli „geoekonomikuri“ versia.

civi omis dasrulebis Semdeg postsabWoTa sivrceSi eko-

nomikuri geografia Rrma krizisma moicva. analogiuri bedi

ewia sivrcobriv ekonomikasac, romelmac, aseve, memkvidreo-

biT miiRo mwarmoebeli Zalebis ganlagebis sakiTxebis Ses-

wavla avtarqiis (saxelmwifos politikur-ekonomikuri gan-

calkeveba mimarTuli Caketili erovnuli ekonomikis Seqmni-

saken. ekonomikuri avtarqia – ekonomikis damoukidebeli

ganviTareba, romelic axdens Sromis saerTaSoriso danawi-

lebis da saerTaSoriso vaWrobis ignorirebas) pirobebSi.

avtarqiuli ekonomika amJamadac agrZelebs funqcioni-

rebas im mecnierTa SromebSi, romlebic qmnian „kapitalistu-

ri“ ganviTarebis iseT sivrcobriv proeqtebs, sadac sruli-

ad ignorirebulia msoflio bazris fenomeni.

rogorc Cans, mxolod warmoebis ganlagebis Tavisebure-

bebis da kanonzomierebebis Seswavla dRes sakmarisi araa imi-

saTvis, rom ekonomikurma geografiam SeinarCunos is imiji,

romelic mas mudmivad hqonda sazogadoebrivi mecnierebis

sivrceSi. saqme isaa, rom ekonomikis globalizaciis proces-
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ma gamoiwvia msoflios ekonomikuri sivrcis Tvisobrivi

cvlileba, rac gamoixata imiT, rom informaciuli teqnolo-

giebis ganviTarebam umniSvnelovanes resursad aqcia finan-

sebi da inteleqti, vidre geografiuli sivrce fiqsirebuli

warmoebiT. es procesi planetas erTian ekonomikur (ara mar-

to) organizmad ayalibebs da xels uwyobs misi yvelaze daSo-

rebuli kuTxeebis ganviTarebas. aRniSnuli, ekonomikis glo-

balizaciis Sedegia, igi warmoadgens msoflios sxvadasxva
xalxebisa da qveynebis ekonomikebis mzard urTierTdamoki-
debulebas, romelic yalibdeba qveynebs Soris sazRvrebis
moSlis, saxelmwifos ekonomikuri berketebis Sesustebis,
globaluri komunikaciuri teqnologiebisa da transportis
ganviTarebis, mZlavri transnacionaluri korporaciebis,
sabazro urTierTobebisa da saerTo faseulobebze dafuZne-
buli globaluri sazogadoebis Seqmnis Sedegad.

postindustriuli sazogadoebis aRmoceneba moaswavebs

axali ekonomikuri geografiis dasawyiss. am „geografiis“

CarCoebSi kavSiri saxelmwifosa da simdidres Soris iRebs

sxvadasxva formas da ayalibebs axal kombinaciebs. irRveva

is mWidro kavSiri, romelic tradiciulad arsebobda sim-

didresa da teritorias Soris. kerZod, xdeba simdidris de-

materializacia da denacionalizacia. ekonomikuri suvere-

niteti ukve aRar Sedis mxolod saxelmwifos „daqvemdebare-

baSi“. xdeba misi ganawileba (dargobrivi principiT) regio-

nul, zesaxelmwifoebriv an/da globalur doneze. am axal

mocemulobaSi ekonomikuri geografiis definicia serio-

zul gadaxedvas moiTxovs.

ekonomikuri geografiis definicia. cnobilia, rom kvle-

vis sagani ganisazRvreba mocemul momentSi gabatonebuli

kvlevis paradigmiT. Tu adre ekonomikur geografias gan-

sazRvravdnen, rogorc „ekonomikuri raionebis da sazoga-

doebrivi warmoebis ganlagebis“, „teritoriuli socialur-
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ekonomikuri sistemebis“ an „sazogadoebis cxovrebis teri-

toriuli organizaciis“ Semswavlel mecnierebad, axali mo-

cemulobis Sesabamisad igi SeiZleba ganvsazRvroT, rogorc:

„geografiuli mecnierebis mimarTuleba, romelic sazoga-
doebisa da geografiuli garemos urTierTqmedebis konteq-
stSi Seiswavlis msoflios geoekonomikuri sistemis subieq-
tebis qcevis sivrciT-droiT aspeqtebs geografiuli siv-
rcis im nawilSi (ekosfero), sadac moqmedeben aRniSnuli su-
bieqtebi.“

ekonomikuri geografiis, Cem mier SemoTavazebul gan-

martebas axasiaTebs ramdenime pozitiuri momenti. kerZod,

igi saSualebas iZleva erTmaneTisagan gavmijnoT, erTi

mxriv, ekonomikuri geografia da sivrcobrivi ekonomika (es

ukanaskneli swavlobs ekonomikur procesebs abstraqtul

ekonomikur sivrceSi). meore mxriv, ganmartebaSi gamokveTi-

lia geoekonomikis is segmenti, sadac operirebs konkretu-

li geografiuli sivrcis is nawili, romelSic xdeba msof-

lios axali, sxvadasxva Zalis ekonomikuri subieqtebisa da

sistemebis formireba-ganviTareba drois garkveul period-

Si. es ki, definicias met konkretulobas da „geografiulo-

bas“ aniWebs.

amasTan, geoekonomikuri sivrce asaxavs ganaxlebul xed-

vas im ekonomikur da politikur sivrceze, romelic aqtua-

luria XXI saukuneSi. zemoTqmulidan gamomdinare, relevan-

turad miviCnev, rom Tanamedrove ekonomikuri geografiis

Seswavlis areali unda gafarTovdes da, tradiciul aqtoreb-

Tan erTad, misi yuradRebis qveS moeqces msoflios geoekono-
mikuri sistemis Semadgeneli sxvadasxva donis da Zalis eko-
nomikuri da politikuri subieqtebis qcevis transformaciis
sivrciT-droiTi sawyisebis kompleqsuri Seswavla.

amdenad, msoflios postindustriuli transformacia

axal problemebs uyenebs sazogadoebis sxvadasxva struqtu-
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rebs. aRniSnuli problemebis gadaWra ki warmoudgenelia

Tanamedrove ekonomikur-geografiuli azrovnebis gareSe.

am ukanasknelis moyvana Tanamedrove mocemulobis Sesabami-

sad, nakarnaxevia rogorc sazogadoebis, aseve sakuTriv eko-

nomikuri geografiis Semdgomi ganviTarebiT. es ukanaskne-

li, miiswrafvis iqiTken, rom iyos moTxovnadi im pirobebSi,

roca globalizaciis gavleniT Rrma cvlilebebi xdeba sa-

zogadoebrivi cxovrebis yvela sferoSi.

imisaTvis, rom ekonomikuri geografia kvlav moTxovna-

di gaxdes, aucilebelia misi kvlevis arealis gafarToeba im

axali realobebis gaTvaliswinebiT, romlebSic yalibdeba

Tanamedrove msoflios geoekonomikuri sistema.
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The World’s Geoeconomic
Transformation and Economic Geography

“I had been always thinking about the problems of Economic
Geography, but I did not acknowledge them.”

Paul Krugman (Nobel Prize Laureate)

Resume

The efficiency of politicians’ influence on real economic relations is
too low despite the fact that the final decision is made by them.
Geoeconomics became focused on studying the process of economization of
geopolitics in the world (among them on spatial aspects), where the
powerful subjects of world economy are trying to establish control over the
territories they are interested in, by means of using geoeconomic (less
frequently geopolitical) levers (Kvinikadze, Pkhakadze, 2012:151).

The transnational powers, which are characterized by the effect of
deterritorialization, are activated during this process. They form a more or
less unified global economic space. Social scientists of space studies should
take their orientation towards researching the connection between this space
and the old one. Firstly, it should be done by economic geography, whereas
this “new space is in connection with the old one” (Davitashvili, 2003:199).

Economic geography is quite a wide discipline. Economic geographers
use a different methodology when studying the discipline of economic
geography, so its “geoeconomic” version can be considered as one of the
the modern variants of the the above-mentioned different methodology.



geoekonomikisa da ekonomikuri geografiis aqtualuri sakiTxebi

25

The world’s geoeconomic reality changes the idea of basic concepts
(“national economy”, “state borders”, “geographic location”, etc.) of
economic geography and devaluates them. Political boundaries of world
states do no longer coincide with their economic borders. Due to this fact,
the type of economic boundaries which is being formed makes it difficult to
ascertain the spatial-temporal parameters of a country’s border. At the same
time, the qualitative change of the space was expressed in the development
of informative technologies, which turned economy, finances and intellect
into the essential resources, due to which the geographic space with its fixed
production became less important.

According to the new context, economic geography can be defined as
follows: “The field of geographic science, in the context of interaction
between society and the geographical environment, studies the spatial-
interim aspects of the subjects’ actions of World Geoeconomic System in
that part of geographic space (ecosphere) where the mentioned subjects are
acting”.
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eri-saxelmwifo – msoflioს  geoekonomikuri

arqiteqturis ZiriTadi gamowveva

sabWoTa blokis kraxma da misma Tanmdevma movlenebma,

ganapiroba kapitalizmis triumfi da safuZveli daudo Sexe-

dulebas, liberaluri ekonomikisa da demokratiis ualter-

nativobis Sesaxeb. swored, am mocemulobaSi Camoyalibda ge-

oekonomika. Aes termini aRniSnavs rogorc msoflioSi mimdi-

nare geopolitikis ekonomizaciis process, aseve am proce-

sebis Semswavlel mecnierebas.

am cnebaSi or mniSvnelovan mimarTulebas moviazrebT.

Ppirvelis Tanaxmad, geopolitika da geoekonomika erTi med-

lis ori mxarea. TanamedroveG geopolitika SeiZleba gagebuli

iqnas mxolod geoekonomikasTan kavSirSi da piriqiT. geopo-

litika qmnis geoekonomikas da geoekonomika qmnis geopoli-

tikas. meore mimarTulebis Tanaxmad ki, ganurCevelia geoeko-

nomikisaTvis is, rac aris transnacionaluri (e.i. qveynis ga-

reT) da rac warmoadgens nacionalurs (qveynis SigniT arsebu-

li). swored, es mocemuloba aCens mTavar kiTxvas. kerZod, ram-

denadaa SenarCunebuli erovnuli da transnacionaluri mmar-

Tveloba Tanamedrove msoflios geoekonomikur arqiteqtu-

raSi Ada xom ar niSnavs globaluri geoekonomikuri metoqeoba

erovnuli ekonomikuri strategiis dasasruls? am kiTxvebze

skeptikosebi pasuxoben, rom amJamad izrdeba kavSirebi erov-

nul ekonomikebs Soris da saxelmwifo kvlavac ekonomikuri

 Pprof. Ggiorgi papavas dabadebidan 90-e wlisTavisadmi miZRvnili saer-
TaSoriso samecniero-praqtikuli konferenciis masalebis krebuli.
tomi 1. paata guguSvilis ekonomikis instituti. Tsu paata gu-
guSvilis ekonomikis institutis gamomcemloba, Tb., 2013, gv. 295-298.
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urTierTobebis mTavari aqtoria (Cox:1996; Hirst, Tompson :1995),

xolo globalistebis xedviT, msoflios Tanamedrove geoe-

konomikuri arqiteqtura araviTar SemTxvevaSi ar aris erov-

nul ekonomikebs Soris kavSirebis ubralo intensifikacia,

aramed Tvisobrivad is sxva movlenaa. am dros xdeba erovnuli

ekonomikebis gasvla erovnuli sazRvrebidan da yalibdeba

globaluri geoekonomikuri sivrce, erTiani bazriTa da sa-

finanso sistemiT (kvinikaZe:2008)

dRes bevri analitikosi aRiarebs, rom Tanamedrove
geoekonomikuri sivrce zRudavs saxelmwifos kompeten-
cias, Tumca am movlenis masStabebi sxvadasxvagvaradaa Se-
fasebuli. gansakuTrebuli radikalizmiT gamoirCeva ke-

niCi ome (Ohmae:1990;1995), romelic saxelmwifos sisustis
mTavar niSnad transnacionaluri biznesis siZlieres miiC-
nevs. maSin am logikiT saxelmwifos siZlieris Sesatyvisi
gamodis transnacionaluri biznesis da globaluri baz-
ris sisuste. ramdenad koreqtulia sakiTxis amgvarad das-
ma es calke saintereso sakiTxia. aRniSnulis miuxedavad,
dabejiTebiT SeiZleba iTqvas, rom eqskluziuri kavSiri
teritoriasa da politikur Zalas Soris gadawyda. Aaxali
transnacionaluri Zalebi SekavSirda saxelmwifo insti-
tutebTan, riTac suvereniteti saziaro Zalad iqca.

aseTi Sexeduleba sakmaod realisturi Canda, ramdena-

dac sainteresod exmaureboda ekonomikur niadagze warmo-

Sobil nacionalizms, rodesac ekonomikurad metad ganviTa-

rebul regionSi izrdeboda moTxovna gamoyofisa, ramdena-

dac maT ar surdaT ekonomikurad SedarebiT CamorCenili

regionebis `rCena~. Tumca 2008 wlis da winare ekonomikurma

krizisma (1997-1998ww. aziis finansuri krizisi), mniSvnelo-

vani cvlilebebi Seitana rogorc keniCi omes mosazrebebSi,

ise ekonomikur niadagze ganviTarebuli geoekonomikuri se-

cesionizmis gaazrebaSi (kvinikaZe: 2008:258).
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orpolusiani saerTaSoriso sistemis rRvevis Semdeg ga-

moikveTa ramodenime aSkara tendencia. pirvel rigSi, es aris

gamarjvebuli geoekonomikuri polusis amerikis SeerTebu-

li Statebis mzardi dominantoba msoflios geoekonomikur

arqiteqturaSi; paralelurad gamoikveTa ekonomikuri regi-

onalizmis tendenciebi msoflios sxvadasxva nawilSi, gansa-

kuTrebiT, evropis kontinentze; mesame da umniSvnelovanesi

tendencia ki, ekonomikuri globalizaciis mzardi maCvenebe-

lia.

regionalizacia da swrafad mzardi ekonomikuri globa-

lizacia gansakuTrebuli gamowvevis winaSe ayenebs eri-sa-

xelmwifos tradicul models, ramdenadac saxelmwifo

sazRvrebis mniSvnelobasa da saxelmwifo suverenitetis

arss mniSvnelovnad ewinaaRmdegeba. sxvadasxva tipis saqone-

li, kapitali, adamianebi da a.S. permanentulad, progresire-

badi dinamikiT kveTs saxelmwifos sazRvrebs. rodesac sau-

baria sazRvrebis mniSvnelobis gaufasurebaze, xazs usvamen

denacionalizaciis mzard fenomens. kerZo aqtorebi, kompa-

niebi Tu arasamTavrobo organizaciebi, saxelmwifosTan Se-

darebiT, metad gavlenianebi gaxdnen. faqtia, rom realobis

msgavsi ganviTareba politikis legitimizaciisTvis, saxel-

mwifoTa miRma axal saWiroebas warmoSobs. swored, msgavsma

tendenciebma gaaCina metad saintereso kiTxvebi eri-saxel-

mwifos bedze ekonomikuri globalizaciis pirobebSi. ker-

Zod, ra bedi elis zogadad saxelmwifos suverenitets da

Tanabrad moxdeba Tu ara yvela saxelmwifos suverenitetis

nivelireba?

maSin, rodesac globalizaciis gavleniT rigi saxelmwi-

foebi marTlac Tmoben saxelmwifos suverenitetis mniSvne-

lovan nawils (gansakuTrebiT, ekonomikis segmentSi), saxel-

mwifoTa meore, SedarebiT mcire nawili renacionalizacias

ganicdis, anu saxelmwifo Tavisi tradiciuli ZaliTa da gav-
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leniT isev aqtualur fenomenad rCeba. am tipis saxelmwifo-

ebSi ki, igulisxmeba ara marto naklebad demokratiuli an

avtoritaruli saxelmwifoebi aramed isinic, romlebic do-

minant Zalas warmoadgenen Tavisi politikuri, samxedro Tu

ekonomikuri potencialiT da gavleniT.

ekonomikis globalizaciis paralelurad, renacionali-

zaciis gamovlineba metad saintereso fenomenia, ramdenadac

globalizacia TavisTavad gamoricxavs nacionalizms, xolo

aSkarad mzardi globalizaciis pirobebSi, renacionaliza-

ciis Tundac erTi precendenti uamrav kiTxvas badebs.

Tanamedrove saerTaSoriso sistema da misi Semadgeneli

elementebi saTaves 1648 wels vestfaliis zavidan iRebs. am

periodidan saxelmwifo suvereniteti samarTlebriv prin-

cipad iqca, magram vestfaliis zaviT aRiarebuli suvereni-

teti ar gulisxmobda saxelmwifos suverenitets dRevande-

li gagebiT, aramed is moicavda monarqis suverenulobas Ta-

vis samflobeloSi. mxolod safrangeTis revoluciis Sem-

dgom moxda suverenitetis ideis gafarToeba da man monarqi-

idan erze gadainacvla. eri gamocxadda saxelmwifos legi-

timurobis erTaderT wyarod, magram suverenitetis es for-

ma mimarTuli iyo saxelmwifos Sida mowyobaze da mxolod

meore msoflio omis Semdeg gaxda saerTaSoriso sistemaSi

saxelmwifos suvereniteti, rogorc saxelmwifos politi-

kuri legitimurobis mTavari maxasiaTebeli.

postindustriul epoqaSi gaCndnen saerTaSoriso siste-

mis sxva, metad gavleniani aqtorebic, romelTa gavlenis

zrdis paralelurad, saxelmwifos umcirdeba Tavisi kompen-

tenciis sferoebi da Zalauflebis erTaderTi monopolisti

aRaraa, Tundac Tavisi teritoriis farglebSi.

dReisaTvis suverenitetis ori gageba arsebobs – teri-

toriuli da samarTlebrivi, magram rogorc xSirad irwmune-

bian Tanamedrove mzardi globalizaciis pirobebSi, suvere-
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nitetis es orive forma TandaTan ufasurdeba, ramdenadac

globalizacia Tavisi arsiT Zirs uTxris Tanamedrove sa-

xelmwifo instituts. es Sexeduleba sakmaod popularulia,

radgan martivi logikiT Tu vimsjelebT, globalizacia gu-

lisxmobs universalizacias, unifikaciasa da homogenizaci-

as, rac gardauvals xdis saxelmwifos decentralizacias,

fragmentacias da regionalizacias. Tu ekonomikuri globa-

lizaciis arss Rrmad gavaanalizebT aSkara gaxdeba, rom

globalizacia ara Tu gamoricxavs da ewinaaRmdegeba teri-

toriuli saxelmwifos arsebobas, aramed masTan Tanaarsebo-

ba ganapirobebs mis ganviTarebas.

ekonomikuri globalizaciis arsis gasarkvevad, aucile-

belia misi ZiriTadi maxasiaTeblebis gaanalizeba. pirveli

da umTavresi, es aris saxelmwifosTan mWidro kavSirSi arse-

buli institutebi da procesebi, romlis Sedegadac materia-

lizdeba globalizacia. meore, samarTlebrivi reJimebis

mzardi gavlena, romelic akontrolebs transsasazRvro

ekonomikur transaqciebs. mesame, mzardi ekonomikuri aqti-

voba eleqtronul sivrceSi rac, erTi SexedviT, TiTqos

ukontroloa, ramdenadac xdeba finansebis virtualizacia.

Tumca, xSir SemTxvevaSi, saxelmwifos mxridan kontroli au-

cilebeli xdeba krizisebis Tavidan asacileblad. samive am

maxasiaTeblidan aSkaraa, rom globalizaciis pirobebSi sa-

xelmwifo suvereniteti ki ar qreba, aramed iZens axal ganzo-

milebas da dualistur cnebad transformirdeba, anu suve-

reniteti XXI saukunis dasawyisisaTvis gadadis evoluciis

axal safexurze – mas globalur-erovnuli xasiaTi eZleva.

saxelmwifo ukve xdeba orientirebuli geokonomikur siv-

rceSi adaptirebaze, risTvisac aucilebelia is iyos globa-

luri kapitalis usafrTxoebis garanti, ganviTarebisaTvis

Sesabamisi infrastruqturis Semqmneli da samarTlebrivi

maregulirebeli.
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swored es axali gamowvevebi warmoadgens denacionali-

zaciis mTavar safuZvels, magram denacionalizacia sulac

ar gulisxmobs saxelmwifos fenomenis gaqrobas, piriqiT,

xdeba misi transformacia da ufro efeqturi adaptireba

axal geoekonomikur realobasTan.

amdenad, Tu mokled SevajamebT zemoT aRniSnuls, SeiZ-

leba davaskvnaT, rom axali msoflio geoekonomikuri arqi-

teqtura yalibdeba Semdegi mocemulobebiT:

a) mzardi globaluri ekonomikuri konkurentunariano-

bisa da krizisebis pirobebSi, mniSvnelovania saxelmwifos

mxridan daculi iqnas transnacionaluri kompaniebis inte-

resebi, radganac maTi Semosavlebi aisaxeba im saxelmwifos

mTlian Sida produqtSi, sadac isini arian registrirebulni

(amis sailustraciod gamodgeba 1994 wlis meqsikis krizisi,

rodesac SeerTebulma Statebma misi erovnuli usafrTxoe-

bis promlemad daasaxela am krizisis aRmofxvra da meqsikaSi

moqmedi transnacionaluri korporaciebis dacva).

b) didi ekonomikuri potencialis mqone saxelmwifoebi-

saTvis konkurenciis gaweva metad rTulia. rigiT saxelmwi-

foebs rCebaT erTaderTi arCevani regionalizaciis saxiT,

rac zrdis Sanss konkurentunarianobis gazrdisTvis A(regio-

nalizaciis magaliTia evrokavSiri, romelmac gaaerTiana ra

kontinentur farglebSi ekonomikuri sivrce, ufro `wonian~

aqtorad warmoaCina globalur ekonomikur sistemaSi).

g) diskursis logikis Sesabamisad gamodis, rom optimizmi

axali geoekonomikuri sivrcis momavalTan dakavSirebiT gaigi-

vebulia saxelmwifos momavlis pesimistur SexedulebasTan.

d) msoflio geoekonomikur arqiteqturaSi xdeba saxel-

mwifos Tanaarseboba transformirebuli statusiT, sadac

rigiTi saxelmwifoebis mxridan ZiriTadi aqcenti keTdeba

dasavleTze, ramdenadac globaluri kapitalis udidesi Se-

madgeneli swored dasavluri kapitalia.
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Nation State – the Basic Challenge
of World Geoeconomic Architecture

Resume

The issue of formation of the current geoeconomic order in post-
bipolar world is discussed in this article. It has become actual among
academics. The future of a nation-state occupies a central place against the
background of rapidly increasing process of economic globalization. We
believe that this process should not be estimated unequivocally, because
particular states suffer from the process of re-nationalization caused by
globalization. This means that the state institute with its traditional power
and influence still remains the actual phenomenon. This type of states
includes not only democratic and authoritarian ones, but also those states
which are dominant in global geoeconomic space.

The evolution of the idea of a “state” and of the concept of sovereignty is
discussed in the given context and the basic determinants of geoeconomic
architecture are ascertained. The conclusions are made at the end of the work,
where it is underlined that the interests of transnational subjects must be
protected under the conditions of economic rivalry and crises. On the other
hand, due to the fact that it is difficult to compete with the countries having a
powerful economic potential, the developing states have only one choice of
economic regionalization.
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globaluri ekonomikuri sivrcis

asimetriulobis geoekonomikuri modelebi

Tanamedrove politekonomikur, sazogadoebriv-geogra-

fiul da geoekonomikur kvlevebSi aqcenti keTdeba sivrcisa

da ekonomikis urTierTkavSirze. Tanamedrove geoekonomiki-

saTvis mniSvnelovania sivrcis geopolitikuri da ekonomi-

kuri aspeqtebis urTierTkavSiris Seswavla. am mxriv, Tana-

medrove geoekonomikur kvlevebSi aSkarad SeimCneva 4 Ziri-

Tad geoekonomikur modelze fokusireba. Ees modelebia:

 liberalur-geoekonomikuri modeli;

 konservatiul-radikaluri modeli;

 `Sereul~-empiriuli modeli;

 `globaluri karebis~ modeli.

is liberaluri da konservatiul-radikaluri modelebi,

romliTac xdeba Tanamedrove msoflios geoekonomikuri

struqturis aRwera, garkveulwilad upirispirdebian er-

TmaneTs. amasTan, es orive modeli atarebs mZlavr normati-

ul-ideologiur muxts.

liberalebis azriT, ekonomikuri aqtivoba ukavSirdeba

msoflios sivrcobrivi struqturis erTgvarovnebisken

swrafvas.

Kkonservatiul-radikaluri modelis mixedviT ki, msof-

lio ekonomika SeuZlebelia socialur-ekonomikuri sivrcis

 prof. giorgi wereTlis dabadebidan 60 wlisTavisadmi miZRvnil sa-
erTaSoriso samecniero-praqtikuli konferenciis masalebis krebu-
li. tomi I. Tsu paata guguSvilis ekonomikis institutis gamomcem-
loba, Tb., 2013, gv. 162-167.
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araerTgvarovnebis, anu erTis meoreze gavlenis gareSe.

`Sereuli“ modeli atarebs empiriul xasiaTs. igi aerTia-

nebs rogorc ekonomikuri erTgvarovnebis, aseve araerTgva-

rovnebis ideebs. amasTan, sxvadasxva tipis aqtorTa struq-

turaSemqmneli saqmianoba gansazRvravs homogenizaciis da

ierarqizaciis urTierTsawinaaaRmdego tendenciebis Tana-

fardobas. am modelSi ukve aRaraa saubari Tanabar sargeb-

lianobaze an eqspluataciaze, romelic metafizikuria Sro-

mis globaluri danawilebis bunebaSi. vfiqrobT, TviT isto-

ria qmnis iseT struqturebs, romlebic xasiaTdebian ekono-

mikuri SesaZleblobebis ganawilebis uTanabrobiT.

ingliseli politekonomikis klasikosis, adam smiTis Teo-

riis mixedviT, qveynebs Soris gacvlebi urTierTsasargebloa

nebismier SemTxvevaSi, radgan mas mivyavarT Sromis ganawilebis

efeqturobamde da SedarebiTi upiratesobis gamoyenebamde.

Tumca man Tavis kvlevebSi saerTod ar gaamaxvila yuradReba

problemis teritoriul (geografiul, geoekonomikur) aspeq-

tze. mTlianobaSi, adam smiTisTvis socialur-ekonomikuri siv-

rce erTgvarovania. araerTgvarovaneba arsebobs mxolod bu-

nebrivi xasiaTis SedarebiTi upiratesobis ganawilebaSi.

empiriulad SemCneuli yvela mxris uTanabrobas libera-

li ekonomistebi Cveulebriv xsnidnen modernizaciis uTa-

nabrobiT. amasTan, faqtia, rom msoflio vaWroba xels uwy-

obs Raribi qveynebis ganviTarebas, riTac politikuri

struqturebis sivrcobrivi araerTgvarovneba `droebiTi~

faqtoriT SeiZleba aixsnas. zogierTma teritoriam `gaas-

wro~ dros, xolo `CamorCenili~ teritoriebi, mowinave te-

ritoriebTan intensiuri urTierTkavSiris xarjze, cdilo-

ben Seamciron es CamorCena.

msoflio, rogorc araerTgvarovani socialur-ekonomiku-

ri sivrce, gamovlenilia `globaluri soflis~ modelSi (Mc.
Luhan:1989), romlis mixedviTac globalizaciis procesis gan-
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viTarebis kvalobaze xdeba msoflios socialur-kulturuli

integracia da homogenizacia. zogierTi mecnieri da publicis-

ti emxroba msoflio ekonomikaze monetarul Sexedulebebs

(mag., milton fridmani). isini varaudoben, rom swored globa-

luri ekonomikaa is fenomeni, romelic uzrunvelyofs ekono-

mikuri da politikuri urTierTkavSirebis iseT met-naklebad

Tanabar ganawilebas, romelic globaluri ekonomikis yvela

aqtorisaTvis uzrunvelyofs Tanabar SesaZleblobebsa da

stabilur ganviTarebas (idealur variantSi – g.k).

konservatiul-radikaluri modeli gulisxmobs, klasiku-

ri inglisuri politekonomiis radikalurad sapirispiros. am

modelSi kontinenturi evropis rogorc konservatoruli,

aseve radikalur-socialisturi mimarTulebebis moazrovne-

ebi xazs usvamen sivrcis socialur-ekonomikuri erTgvarov-

nebis aucileblobas. amasTan, saubaria maT Soris Sromis ara

ubralo danawilebaze, aramed msoflios erTi teritoriis mi-

er meore teritoriis geoekonomikur kontrolze.

germanul ekonomikur skolaSi ekonomikuri sivrcis xa-

risxobrivi araerTgvarovnebis problemis kvleva jer kidev

XIX saukunis dasawyisidan momdinareobs. kerZod, qalaqebis

garSemo sasoflo-sameurneo saqmianobis ekonomikuri ierar-

qiis problema daayena henrix fon Tiunenma Tavis naSromSi

`izolirebuli saxelmwifo~. msgavs ideebs saxelmwifoTa

ekonomikur sistemaze dayrdnobiT aviTarebda istorikos-eko-

nomisti fridrix listi. inglisuri fritreiderobis1 sapi-

rispirod, igi miuTiTebda sagareo vaWrobis SezRudvis au-

cileblobaze, raTa ganviTarebuliyo qveynis sawarmoo Za-

lebi. Mmisi azriT, ekonomikurad sustad ganviTarebuli qvey-

nebisaTvis Tavisufal vaWrobas mivyavarT Zlieri ekonomi-

1 mimarTuleba ekonomikur Teoriasa da politikaSi, romlis Tanaxmad
aucilebelia vaWrobis Tavisufleba da saxelmwifos Caurevloba
kerZo mewarmeTa saqmianobaSi.
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kis qveynebis mxridan maT ekonomikur `kolonizaciamde~. რაც
Seexeba klasikur marqsizms, man aqcenti gaakeTa kapitalis-

turi ekonomikuri sivrcis SigniT arsebul eqsploataciaze.

amasTan, karl marqsisa da fridrix engelsis proletarebi

da burJuazia, upirveles yovlisa, cxovrobdnen evropaSi.

Tumca, marqsistebis Semdgomi Taoba xazs usvamda kolonie-

bis rols kapitalisturi ekonomikuri sistemis formireba-

Si. mogvianebiT metropoliebsa da koloniebs Soris siv-

rcobrivi diferenciacia xdeba marqsizmisaTvis garkveuli

paralelis gavlebis safuZveli, muSebsa da kapitalistebs

Soris antagonisturi damokidebulebis CamoyalibebaSi.

msgavsi ideebi ganaviTara imanuel valerStainma (Waller-
shtein:1974; 1979; 1980; 1989) `msoflio sistemebis TeoriaSi~. am

Teoriis Tanaxmad, msoflio warmoadgens ierarqiul socia-

lur-ekonomikur sistemas, sadac mimdinareobs birTvi saxel-

mwifoebis mier periferiuli teritoriebis eqsploatacia.

msgavsi xedvebi damaxasiaTebelia, upirveles yovlisa, im qvey-

nebis nacionalisturad ganwyobili politikuri da inteleq-

tualuri wreebisaTvis, romlebic ar Sedian ekonomikurad ma-

RalganviTarebuli qveynebis rigSi (am mxriv gamirCeva ruse-

Ti, CrdiloeTi korea, kuba.).

rac Seexeba `Sereul-empiriul~ models, igi, upirveles

yovlisa, saTaves iRebs fernan brodelis Sromebidan. misi Se-

xedulebebis Tanaxmad, istoriulad arsebobda gansakuTrebu-

li struqturebi: ekonomikis samyaro, romelic SedarebiT Ca-

ketili iyo sxva ekonomikis samyaroTa mimarT, maTi sazRvrebi

ki sakmaod myari iyo. amJamad, Cven vcxovrobT globaluri

ekonomikuri samyaros pirobebSi, romelic Seiqmna dasavle-

Tevropuli ekonomikis samyaros eqspansiiT da saTaves iRebs

didi geografiuli aRmoCenebis epoqidan. amJamindeli ekono-

mikis samyaroTa struqtura Zlier arastabiluria. igi sim-

Widroves da `siRrmes~ flobs mxolod centralur zonaSi.
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Tanamedrove msoflios geoekonomikuri struqturizaci-

is fernan brodelis msgavsi modeli damuSavebulia `globalu-

ri karebis~ Teoriis CarCoebSi (Casey:2004; Casson:2002; Ansell:2000;
Sassen:1991; Trigilia:2001 da sxva). am Teoriis formatSi msoflio

ekonomika ganixileba, rogorc mravalsafexuriani sistema,

romlis `zeda~ sarTuls warmoadgens e. w. `globaluri samya-

ros karebis~ qseli (Cveni azriT, is aris Tanamedrove geoeko-

nomikuri modeli). Aam sarTulSi moiazreben im megapolisebis

kompaqtur teritoriebs, romlebic Tavis TavSi iTavseben sat-

ransporto kvanZebis, finansuri centrebis, aseve, ganaTlebis,

mecnierebisa da politikuri gavlenis funqciebs.

`globaluri samyaros karebi~ uzrunvelyofs im farTo

teritoriebis Sesvlas globalur ekonomikaSi, romlebic Se-

dian misi ekonomikuri da politikuri mizidulobis sfero-

Si. rasakvirvelia, yvela qveyanas ar gaaCnia aseTi `karebi~. Aami-

tom, man SeiZleba moicvas araerTi saxelmwifos teritoria.

`globaluri karebis~ formirebaSi gadamwyvet rols Ta-

maSobs transaqciuli ekonomika (sxvadasxva maRalspeciali-

zebuli finansuri da menejeruli momsaxureba), codnis eko-

nomika (ganaTlebis, mecnierebisa da kvlevebis sferoSi saq-

mianoba), aseve, Tanamedrove satransporto da komunikacie-

bis infrastruqtura, romelic uzrunvelyofs informaciis

didi dinebis swraf gadacemas da adamianuri kontaqtebis me-

diaciis unars (aeroportebi, sastumroebi, sakonferencio

darbazebi da a.S.). `karebis~ teritoriebze Tavmoyrilia im

azrebisa da teqstis saxeebi (semiotikuri azriT), romelTa

tiraJireba xdeba globalur doneze (kinowarmoebis centre-

bi, sainformacio saagentoebi, globaluri satelekomunika-

cio saSualebebi, maRali moda, sagamomcemlo industria,

globaluri reklama da globaluri piari).

`globaluri karebi~ iqmneba erT geografiul wertilSi

socialuri qselebis ukiduresad maRali koncentraciiT,
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upirveles yovlisa ki ndobis qselebiT. sxvadasxva tipis so-

cialuri qselebis koncentracia erT wertilSi uzrunvel-

yofs transaqciuri danaxarjebis mkveTr Semcirebas, ris Se-

degadac udides teritoriebze xdeba Suamavali centrebis

aRmoceneba urTierTqmedebis yvela tipisaTvis. Eekonomikur

mosazrebebs (mag., sazRvao qveynebis savaWro ekonomikis Ta-

nafardoba xmeleTis qveynebis naturalur ekonomikasTan)

didi mniSvneloba hqonda tradicul geoekonomikaSi. Ees uka-

naskneli sakmaod swrafad viTardeba mTel msoflioSi, vina-

idan Zalian aris gazrdili ekonomikuri procesebis roli

globaluri sivrcis politikur struqturizaciaSi (Attal: 1990;
Luttwak: 1990; Luttwak: 1999; Luttwak: 1998; Krugman: 1991; Porter:
1990; Jean: 1995; Vemon: 1993, 1994; Prucker : 1994 da a.S).

am koncefciis erT-erTi yvelaze TvalsaCino gamomxat-

velia edvard lutvaki. statiaSi `geopolitikidan geoeko-

nomikisaken: konfliqtis logika, vaWrobis gramatika~ is upi-

rispirebs sagareo geopolitikur miznebs geoekonomikas,

rogorc strategias, romelic orientirebulia ekonomikur

SejibrSi gamarjvebaze (cit: kvinikaZe:2008).

geoekonomikis meore fundamenturi ideaa warmodgenebi

Tanamedrove msoflios sam wamyvan ekonomikur zonaSi upira-

tesi geopolitikuri rolis Sesaxeb: CrdiloeT amerikis siv-

rce aSS-is irgvliv, evropis teritoria, romelic integri-

rebulia evrokavSiris SigniT da aziuri wynarokeanuri regi-

oni, romelsac gaaCnia ramdenime erTmaneTTan konkurenciaSi

myofi centri (tokio, Sanxai, taivani, honkongi, singapuri).

amdenad, Tanamedrove geoekonomikuri kvlevebi exeba rig

urTierTdakavSirebul problemebs, romelic multidiscip-

linuri xasiaTisaa (teritoria, ekonomika, geopolitika) da

romlis gadaWrac mouwevs am axal disciplinas. es problemebia:

a) msoflioSi ekonomikuri aqtivobis sivrcobrivi struq-

turebis kvlevis Tanamedrove meTodebiT ekonomikuri pro-



geoekonomikisa da ekonomikuri geografiis aqtualuri sakiTxebi

39

cesebis urTierTkavSirebis Seswavla geopolitikur, sam-

xedro, geocivilizaciur sferoebTan;

b) msoflios politikur-ekonomikuri organizaciis axa-

li struqturebis (tnk, ekonomikuri regionebi, qalaqebi,

qseluri da araformaluri struqturebi) gavlena msoflios

axal wesrigze (romelsac globalur geoekonomikur wesrigs

vuwodebT, sadac saxelmwifos ekonomikuri sazRvari ukve

aRar emTxveva mis politikur sazRvars);

g) is winaaRmdegobebi, romlebic arseboben formaluri

da araformaluri institucionaluri struqturis im nawil-

Si, romlebic aregulireben globalur gacvlebsa da inves-

ticiebs msoflios sxvadsxva regionebSi sxvadasxva doneze;

d) globaluri ekonomikis sxvadasxva aqtorTa Tanafar-

dobis kvleva Sromis axali geoekonomikuri danawilebis sa-

fuZvelze (mag., axali maRalteqnologiuri, sanedleulo da

a. S. regionebi);

e) globaluri ekonomikis ganviTareba da krizisis regu-

lirebis geoekonomikuri teqnologiebis Seqmna saxelmwifo-

Ta doneze.
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Geoeconomic Models of the Asymmetry
of Global Economic Space

Resume

In the last two decades, political economic, human-geographical and
geoeconomic research have been focused on the relationship of space
and economy. It is the ongoing process of the economization of politics. A
new direction of social sciences – Geoeconomics – is being formed, which
starts functioning in the new global economic space in the conditions of
clearly expressed asymmetry.

Some authors separate four major Geoeconomic models of the global
economic space (Liberal-Geoconomic, Conservative-Radical, Mixed-Em-
pirical, Global Door). On the basis of these models, we have defined the
main guidelines of the future geoeconomic research in the context of
asymmetry of the global economic space.
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The Subject of Geoeconomics –
Polemics around the New Discipline

The term “Geoeconomics” was introduced by Mr. Edward Luttwak
and is used not only to confront the term “Geopolitics”, but also “Mer-
cantilism” and “Economic War” (Luttwak 1990).

According to Mr. Luttwak, after the dissolution of the bipolar system,
military strength acquired secondary importance not only in north-east but
also in north-north relations, i.e. between geoeconomic poles and developed
countries. According to Mr. Luttwak, economic rivalry between “Gold Billi-
on” countries differs from the previous period, because the states can no lon-
ger use military force as a tool for resolving the problem of economic discord.
“Gold Billion” countries are facing a deep demographic crisis, which does not
let them use a wide mass of young people in the process of war.

Correspondingly, intergovernmental competition, first of all must be
carried out by using economic methods. Nowadays, taking into account that
the use of military force is passing to the second stage, on the international
level the hierarchy of states is defined only by economic strength. Today,
we see that Geoeconomics has already partially replaced Geopolitics.

In order to understand the meaning and mechanism of Geoeconomics
as Mr. Luttwak does it, it would be appropriate to consider this concept in
the context of the ongoing political polemics around the role and interests of
the USA in the post-bipolar world.

According to Mr. Luttwak, the contradiction between Geopolitics and
Geoeconomics acts as an apology of American Kolberism, which is directed

 “Ekonomika” Monthly International reviewed and refreed seientific journal (2012.№5-
6.p.p148-155), ix., www.economica.com.ge
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to the restitution of a nation’s socio-economic roots. In the USA it is
revealed in the powerful inflow of Japanese products and a more and more
clearly defined protectionism towards European competitors. By opposing
Geopolitics, Mr. Luttwak attacks those who are actually for the constant
military-political partnership between the USA and Europe. He is afraid that
such kind of cooperation may be discredited by neo-protectionist policy,
which may provoke a conflict in transatlantic economic relations.

In a broader sense, Geoeconomics does not oppose Geopolitics. For
reaching geopolitical goals, Geoeconomics analyzes the preparation of use
of economic methods, just as Geostrategy analyzes the use of military
methods. Accordingly, Geoeconomics does not substitute Geopolitics, but
transforms it. Geoeconomics is based not only on logic, but also on the
syntax of Geopolitics and Geostrategy and, in a broader sense, on the whole
practicology of conflict situations. The difference between these two
disciplines lies in the specific grammar of the applied means.

If we remember the thesis of Karl von Clausewitz: “grammar” changes
because it reflects the peculiarity of the applied means. In return, different
“grammars” use the same logic, often the same syntax:

1. The main difference between Geoeconomics and Geostrategy lies in the
fact that strategy, first of all, is inspired by politics and uses the means which
differs from its goal (where the goal is of political character). Following from
the above mentioned, political and not military victory is significant.

2. Economic goals pursued by Geoeconomics, are structurally closer to
a state’s final political aspirations (accumulating wealth and well-being of
citizens are not only economic but also political goals of a state). So, it is
quite logical to speak about “economic victory”. But, at the same time,
goals of Geoeconomics may be of purely political character; for example,
increasing its own role, acquiring the position of a regional or world leader
and raising its influence on the global arena. Therefore, Economics is not
only a goal, but also a means of politics.

3. If in Geostrategy a conflict may sometimes end with a zero result, in
Geoeconomics it is guaranteed. A geoeconomic conflict is not lethal.
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However, we must admit that wars rarely end with a zero sum. Wars are not
aimed at a full destruction of an enemy. It is much more efficient “to buy”
an enemy than to destroy it in a bloody and expensive war. It is more
desirable to deceive or capture the enemy than to destroy it. However,
history remembers some extreme occasions, when the battles were carried
out with the only aim  of achieving full destruction of the under such slo-
gans as “Delenda Carthago” and “Victory First”. It is inconceivable to
deliberately conduct war for full destruction when both subjects own
nuclear weapons.

In Geoeconomics there are rules that must not be broken, at least
openly (e.g. tariff agreements, customs charges, etc.), as it will cause
retaliatory actions from other economic subjects (among them states). In
accordance with General Andre Beufre’s definition, action strategy is “the
art of using free action meant by “nuclear containment system”, while
geoeconomic strategy uses only the “niche” which is not covered by
international economic rules, including those rules that are created by
means of distorting the content and goals of initial rules, within the frame
which is not followed by a strict international reaction (e.g. Russia’s
actions). Any country prefers to avoid direct economic collision, which is
rather expensive.

4. If there is only one opponent in Geostrategy, in Geoeconomics all
the states and economic subjects are rivals of one another that are trying to
achieve economic priority even by illegal means.

5. If in Geostrategy a state fully controls its possibilities and is well
aware of its own strengths and weaknesses, in Geoeconomics such control
is possible only partially, as geoeconomic system is characterized by the
existence of multiple decision making centers. It incurs the impact of
transnational forces that are beyond state control. Though, states can still
make them (transnational forces) act in favor of their (states’) own interests
(e.g. taxation, service, infrastructure, workforce and so on).

Theoretically, in the rational world the best choice would be global
management of economy in order to provide maximum growth of the latter.
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Unfortunately, this is as phantasmagoric as the existence of unified world or
world government. There is an absolutely different situation in the world of
“Real Politics”: private interests dominate the common ones, because the
common interests exist only in our imagination. Short-term projects
dominate the long-term ones. Ruling elites and bureaucracy strengthen their
internal authority, explaining it by international competition and the
existence of economic “enemy”. Political elites get legitimized and come to
a consensus. The existence of an “enemy” unites the “city”. If any state
conducts an aggressive economic action, others have to react adequately. In
any case, they should be able to do this in order to make potential
aggressors implement a moderate course.

Geoeconomic rivalry is the same reality as political-strategic one.
According to Paul Krugman, so far states have played an effective role in
increasing the level of competitiveness of their own industry (Vemon:1993 -
1994). This primarily concerns the stimulation of such basic factors
aseducation, scientific research and infrastructure, i.e. those spheres that are
ruled by the system of “High Technological Kolberism” (Cazes:1998:449)
(or by the system to which Mr. Luttwak indicates). The afore mentioned is
fully included in the complex of those measures which are directed towards
increasing the competitiveness of economy.

Such measures fall into the category of those preparatory activities
which are usually conducted by the states being on the verge of
geoeconomic war. These measures are linked to “the preparation of a nation
for total war” (just as it happened at the beginning of the 20th century). In
addition to this, states contribute to their own economies and thus utilize
their geoeconomic force for attack and self-defence on the global  arena. In
such a case, they pursue only one goal – to get supremacy over their
competitors by using any means.

The relationship between economy and war is of triple character:
1. Economy as a pre-condition of military strength;
2. Economy as a reason for war;
3. Economy as an instrument of war (Jean:1995:137-144).
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Economic wars, which have geopolitical goals, at the same time
represent “hot wars” and differ from simple Economic Competition. Both
“hot” and “economic” wars have one thing in common – their strategic task
is defeating the enemy, i.e. subjecting the will of the loser to the will of the
winner. In the mentioned context, normal economic influence is used not
for production or trade, but as a tool for achieving the goal, just as it
happens in the case of using military force.

In economic wars with economic aims the situation is absolutely di-
fferent. There exists some similarity between the means and goal. Both
are of economic character in the same way as expenditure and profit. The
evaluation is not conducted according to the principle expenditure/effici-
ency, but by means of using the principle expenditure/profit. at the same
time, there should exist close correspondence between production expen-
ses and the profit received from it. The logic of military total war, which
represents the logic of zero sum, in economic wars is replaced by the logic
of limited war The latter is derived from zero sum principle and is mainly
based on a peaceful agreement, rather than on a mortal attack. In such a
case, the main goal is not to cause damage to the adversary but to increase
your own wealth, especially with the help of basic investments, which
provides a possibility to increase productivity and, when it becomes nece-
ssary, even by breaking the rules which operate in the conditions of free
competition and free market in a particular form of Neomercantilism. And
exactly here is hidden an essential difference compared with the past; namely,
states mainly remained territorial, while the market and enterprises became
transnational. The organizational structure of transnational market and
enterprises represents a web and not a hierarchy. Correspondingly, states
possess fewer levers to control production and trade, as well as finances, which
earlier represented the main instruments of state economic policy.

Unlike economic wars, geoeconomic rivalry does not intend to weaken
the economy of an opponent. Its goal is to strengthen its own economy and
increase its competitiveness. Geoeconomic competition differs from normal
trade,  as it does not follow the rules operating in global trade. Every state
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tries to implement those rules that are beneficial for it and thus dictate its
own rules to other competitors. Mr. Luttwak interprets geoeconomic rivalry
as “competition”, which aims to improve the competitive situation in the
global market and create conditions for economic growth. According to Mr.
Luttwak, geoeconomic rivalry may turn into a common threat for Global
and National Economic Systems. It may give a new meaning to nation-
states, as it can perform the function of conducting war for the creation of a
modern state, which was especially characteristic of post World War II
period ( Luttwak:1993:35-43).

Merchantilism is characteristic of Geopolitics, and it causes damage to
global trade, as Geopolitics has always pursued military-political goals,
while Geoeconomics .has always been oriented on achieving social and
economic goals and actually it does not disrupt the integrity of the global
market. On  the contrary, it contributes to the growth of wealth and to the
increase in the efficiency of utilizing the economic tool which aims to seize
the biggest and best part of this wealth.

It is well known that geoeconomic rivalry is accomplished by means of
such technologies as: improvement of infrastructure, achieving higher level
of education and professional practice, service improvement, export support
and, finally, carrying out research for industry development. Essentially, we
deal with a modern form of “Kolberism” using high technologies
(Gates:1994:449). At the same time, geoeconomic rivalry makes use of such
non-tariff methods which in their essence break the rules of free
competition and free market adopted on global multinational and bilateral
levels. This is exactly what Mr. Luttwak has in mind when claiming that in
geoeconomics dominates an offensive tool (Luttwak:1993:19-20).

The Nobel Prize winner, American scientist Mr. Robert M. Solow
criticizes Mr. Luttwak saying that he simply moves military strategy into
the economic sphere, so that he does not take into account the difficulties of
the market and the complexity of economy, in general. Mr. Solow excludes
any possibility of encouraging scientific work and stimulating production
for acquiring the “World Industrial Territory” (Solow:1994).
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Another American Nobel Prize winner, Mr. Paul Krugman rejects the
importance of competitiveness and the fact profitable trade inevitably
defines the success of a country. He claims that a state’s wealth and living
standards of the population are mainly defined by internal factors. The
experience shows that the biggest states the results of the competition are
less painful. According to Mr. Krugman, the “rhetoric on competitiveness”
is inspired by the mobilization of internal consensus, i.e. by ascribing the
difficulties existing in American economy not to the low labour ability of
Americans, but to comparatively active economic behaviour of other
countries. In Mr. Krugman’s opinion, moving the topic of competition into
the center of political discussions may have unfavourableconsequences, as it
will deepen international contradiction and may lead to real economic wars
(Krugman:1994:28-44).

The President of Competition Council Mr. Daniel Burton, Mr. Emest
H. Preeg and Mr. Eric Petersen hold an intermediate position between Mr.
Luttwak’s thesis and its critics. They believe that the competitiveness of a
“state-system” plays a significant role in global economy. They focus their
attention on the globalization of economy and on the possibility of
implementing protectionistic measures, taking into consideration different
periods of economic integration in comparison with political integration
(Burton:1994:99-109; Preeg:1994:11-122; Petersen:1994:65-75).

Thus, polemics around the term  Geoeconomics is especially active in
the USA. It is used everywhere. The above mentioned was mainly
stimulated by the so-called “Spy War”, which took place between France
and the USA in 1994. The information services of both countries were
involved in it aiming to support their companies in the world market by
using industrial espionage and dishonest trade competition.

In any case, there is one aspect in Mr. Lutwakk’s geoeconomic theory
accepted by all experts, which implies permanent improvement of education
system and preparation of such professionals who meet the demands of
global economy.
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Therefore, almost all the reserchers who work on the problems of
Geoeconomics use the methods and methodology clear only to them. The
afore mentioned makes it difficult to formulate a more or less acceptable de-
finition. We consider that if a researcher does not mention the object of the
research, the definition of Geoeconomics acquires an abstract form.

Finally, we would like to offer our own definition of Geoeconomics:
Geoeconomics is a branch of science which studies the process of
economization of Geopolitics in the conditions of formation of global
economy, in which the actors of Economy, mainly by means of using
geoeconomic methods, are trying to establish control over the strategic
territories within the sphere of their interest.
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geoekonomikis sagani –

polemika axali disciplinis garSemo

reziume

statiaSi ganxilulia geoekonomikis definiciasTan da-
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garkveul safrTxeebs moicavs, vinaidan globaluri ekonomi-

ka gacilebiT rTuli konstruqciisa, vidre realuri geopo-

litika. avtorTa mier SemoTavazebulia geoekonomikuri de-

finiciis Semdegi varianti: geoekonomika – es aris geopo-

litikis ekonomizaciis procesi, sadac sxvadasxva Zalis

ekonomikuri aqtorebi, ekonomikuri berketebis gamoyene-

biT cdiloben maTTvis saintereso teritoriebze kon-

trolis damyarebas.
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From Economic to Geoeconomic Security (Conceptual Problems)

Problem actuality
At the contemporary stage of development internationalization has

entered its closing phase and the world is getting more and more united not
only in the philosophical sense but in reality as well. Nowadays the world is
trying to search for a new starting point of the dynamic equilibrium in three
directions simultaneously: geoeconomic, geopolitical and geostrategic. This
process is being covered by a new, neoeconomic model of civilization.
Military might is losing its traditional role of determining the states'
hierarchy, which was used by geopolitics not so long ago. In the post-Cold
War period, geopolitics and geostrategy have executed a special function
only in exceptional cases, while geoeconomics has become the major
determinant of the world order.

In the present situation, geoeconomic approach determines the
priorities of global and national security, generates the motivation of actions
in the global space and forms new values. Four geoeconomic schools have
been established so far - American (Luttwak); Italian (Jean); Russian
(Kochetov) and French (Attale). Below we will try to consider the existing
issues from the standpoint of the Georgian school of geoeconomics.

The object of the research
Geoeconomic security (GES) - theoretical analysis of the essence of

GES in the context of existing conflicts. For the fulfillment of this goal, we
have analyzed the views and arguments of famous scientists in the field.

 “Ekonomika” Monthly International reviewed and refreed seientific journal (2011.№5-
6.p.p148-155), ix., www.economica.com.ge
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The goal of the research
Critical analysis of the GES concepts.
The main question is - Which factors represent  the GES determinants

under the conditions of economic globalization and what is their impact on
the nation-state’s GES?

The hypothesis
High standard of GES is achieved only by liberalizing national

economies under the conditions of democratic political system.
The theories
For considering the research object in a wide context and

substantiating our own hypothesis, we have used the conceptions of
globalization, liberalism, security and Marxism.

The novelty and practical value
Considering the GES in the critical conceptual analysis context makes

the work scientifically valuable. Moreover, putting forward the conceptual
foundations for the GES is very relevant for forming Georgia's national
security strategy. Bringing new factors and parameters into the GES
conception and establishing a new look under the conditions of devaluation
of the essence of its main determinants also increases the practical value of
the research.

The main issues
In order to create a comparatively complete picture depicting the GES

conceptualization problems, we can go back to the analysis of the GES
definition observed in western scientific literature. In this respect, we
believe that Cable’s scientific work contains most important information
regarding this issue. Though the article is dedicated to international
economic security, the typology of the approaches suggested by the author
can be used in the geoeconomic security (with certain amendments). Thus,
relying on this typology we construct our own GES for a nation-state. These
approaches can be formulated in the following way:
 GES as a condition for realizing the government’s economic policy
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goals;
 GES as a condition of the country's stable economic development;
 GES as an economic dimension of the country's geopolitical

security;
 GES as a condition of suppression of illegal economic activities;
 GES as a condition for providing the increasing competitiveness;
 GES as a means for penetrating into the raw materials and sales

market.
The first approach
While dealing with the goals responding to the interests of a society or

nation-state, it becomes possible to give a much wider interpretation to
GES. According to the given interpretation, in such a case the major thing is
to enable a government to carry out the chosen policy independently. It is
evident that a strong point of geoeconomic approach is its closeness to
national security in military-technological field with its own "interests" and
"goals", though this sphere has some strong and weak sides as well. On the
one hand, this definition makes sense if the goals are of objective character,
but if the interpretation is subjective, the GES conception turns into a toy in
the hands of politically engaged forces having their own ideas concerning
the goals that should be achieved by the government in the economic
sphere. On the other hand, the idea that any government should acquire
complete freedom in determining economic policy and its realization
seriously contradicts to the democratic political system realities the
inseparable part of which is civil society and the reaction of its subjects to
the impulses political decisions. As a result, this kind of understanding of
GES is favorable mostly for authoritarian and non-democratic regimes.

In the second approach one of the most popular determinant of GES is
"stability". It is noteworthy that this approach is not uniquivocal. First of all
because of the very fact that the instability phenomenon immanently
accompanies market economy (we consider it pointless to use the term
"sustainable" in this context). Here arises a question: what is the difference
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between "destructive stability" and "creative stability?" It is a fact that
creative stability initiates economic, structural and technological transfor-
mations. On the other hand, the investigators who chose this approach will
definitely face the dilemma whether it is suffice to be limited with only
economic issues or to foresee other dangers as well. It is obvious that in the
former case the scope of analysis gets narrower, while in the latter there is a
danger that GES problem area will expand infinitely (be it geopolitical,
ecological, humanitarian, etc.) with the determinants of geoeconomic
"stability".

In the third approach, full attention is concentrated on those geo-
economic conditions which provide military-technological and military-
political priorities (control over military technologies, the spread of strategic
resources, etc). Such approach gives a possibility to integrate the
investigation of GES problems into the priority system connected with
national security. It is evident that such integration means that GES
conception has no independent object of exploration and it belongs not to
the range of economic sciences, but to international security which
represents one of the applied aspects of GES theory. We are not going to
claim that this approach is  a priori unacceptable (this is the most admitted
approach for specialists working in the field of international security).
Though the geoeconomic position lies in the fact that this approach
concerns only one aspect of GES problematics, therefore it should be
discussed in a wider context.

The fourth approach quite frequently becomes the subject of
discussions. The conception of GES practically goes beyond the frame of
economic science and moves to the sphere of jurisprudence, partly
presenting the result of the terminological trap which is connected with
"security". Indeed, if the norms of national or international law forbid this
or that kind of economic activities, does a violation of norms represent a
danger to "security?". From the point of view of its content, this question
contains some ambiguity. For example, let us discuss a situation of avoiding
taxes, which is admitted as another danger to the GES by many experts.
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What is a real danger for the GES, in such a case, not paying taxes or the
taxes themselves being too high to make businesses profitable?All in all, the
objective of business is to satisfy the consumers' demands and not to pay
high taxes. Quite infrequently as an answer to the question "Why is a
shadowy business bad?" we hear, "Because busenesmen do not pay taxes".
We can understand when such an answer when it is given by a tax office
clerk, but when a professional economist is of the same opinion, it proves
that he does not fully understand the essence of the problem. Thus,
considerable development of "shadowy business" represents a method of
adjusting to repressive taxation system, which promotes the GES and not its
danger. Such argument is surely unacceptable for purely criminal kinds of
business, such as narcotrade, prostitution, trafficking and others, but it
makes it possible to reveal the GES conceptual disadvantages within this
approach.

In the fifth approach the focus of the problem is shifted to the location of
a country or, in other words, to the geoeconomic perspective of a country in
international economic relations. We have to note that geoeconomic
perspectives have gained huge popularity in the GES problem interpretation.
In this respect, the most arguable question is: "To what extent is
competitiveness  a specific security dimension if it is an object of certain
companies (transnational among them) and their lobbies trying to influence a
government's policy?" Along with that, if the notion of "competitiveness"
causes pure technical disagreements on the level of individual enterprises and
other branches of economics, the term "state competitiveness" raises serious
conceptual questions. At present, the wide-scale effort in elaborating the
indices of the countries' competitiveness is seen in the World Economic
Forum publications (The Global Competitiveness Report: 1999; 2001; 2007).
In this case, it is not a matter of global rivalry of national economies
conferring a conceptual dimension to the economic interaction among the
countries at the global arena (and causing the shift of the economic policy
oriented to raising national competitiveness, may factually turn into the
continuation of the war by using different means), but more significant is the
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circumstance that at present the conception of a state's competitiveness lacks a
kind of firm, analytical foundation providing a possibility of its simple and
unambiguous interpretation. For example: "Is it necessary for a country to
claim for the leading positions in competitiveness to be a leader in all the
fields of economy or is it suffice to be a leader in the sphere of high
technologies?"  If the answer to the second part of the question is "yes"  then
what are the criteria of distinguishing the "leading" fields and how real is the
expectation that any state is able to preserve the leadership in all the fields
(considering the limited economic and technological resources and the
process of globalization of modern economy) where the rate of interdepen-
dence of states is rather high? Finally, we must note that this very approach is
rather popular with geoeconomists and international relations specialists,
though the approach of professional economists remains rather critical.

As to the sixth approach (GES as an access to raw materials and sales
markets), the given issue is mostly connected with the moment when the
GES determinant is "stability", as far as the accessibility of the correspon-
ding markets can be conceived as a factor of undisturbed functioning of
economy. Speaking about the accessibility of strategic resources, the given
approach approximates the third, military-political one. If it implies that
national companies are more or less dependent on foreign markets (i.e. are
buying or selling commodities and services for the production process), it
would be interesting to learn how expedient it is to consider the interests of
these companies as a constituent element of security at the national level. It
is apparent that in this case the accessibility of the markets cannot be
comprehensive for the GES potential contents.

The variety of conceptual approaches within the GES, their contra-
dictions and unclear subjective area (intruding into the problems of geopo-
litics, economics, geography, ecology, international relations, jurisprudence
and others) naturally, there rises a need to give an answer to the following
question: Is the GES the sphere of rhetoric or a science? The answer is
hidden in revealing all the methodological aspects of the GES conception,
which is going to be a subject of our further research.
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Eekonomikuri usafrTxoebidan geoekonomikurisaken

(konceptualuri problemebi)

statiaSi aRniSnulia, rom geoekonomikuri midgoma gan-

sazRvravs globaluri da erovnuli usafrTxoebis priori-

tetebs, globalur sivrceSi moqmedebis motivacias, ayali-

bebs axal faseulobebs. msoflioSi ukve Camoyalibda geoe-

konomikis oTxi ZiriTadi skola: amerikuli (edvard lutva-

ki), italiuri (karlo jani), rusuli (ernest koCetovi) da

franguli (Jak atali), romlebic sxvadasxva rakursiT uyu-

reben Tanamedrove saxelmwifoTa usafrTxoebis proble-

mebs. statiis mizania aRniSnuli problemis konceptualuri

analizi.
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samxreT kavkasia – erTiani geoekonomikuri regioni?

globalizacia, saxelmwifo da regionuli geoekonomikuri
integracia. globalizaciisa da regionuli integraciis sakiTx-

ebis kvleva Zalzed aqtualuri xdeba da moicavs geopolitiku-

ri, geoekonomikuri da geocivilizaciuri problemebis farTo

speqtrs. am problemis ganxilva-SeswavliT arian dakavebuli ro-

gorc mecnierebi da eqspert-analitikosebi, aseve politikose-

bi. aRniSnuli sakiTxisadmi aseTi didi interesi imiT aixsneba,

rom regionuli integracia aSkarad iZens globalizaciis nega-

tiur gamowvevebze adekvaturi zemoqmedebis funqcias.

msoflios Tanamedrove ganviTareba xasiaTdeba winaaR-

mdegobrivi bunebiT. is imaSi gamoixateba, rom erTdroulad

mimdinareobs msoflios gaerTianebisa da danawevrebis pro-

cesi, Tanamedrove regionuli integracia mimdinareobs

globalizaciis procesis paralelurad da misi am procesi-

sagan ganyenebulad ganxilva SeuZlebelia.

`am viTarebaSi sul ufro izrdeba planetaruli sivrcis

calkeul fragmentebs Soris konvergenciuli procesebi,

rac gamoixateba faseulobebis, resursebis unifikaciasa da

erTiani sabazro sistemis formirebaSi (kvinikaZe: 2006:142).

ra xdeba am dros saxelmwifoTa ekonomikur-politikur

struqturebSi? miiswrafvian ra integraciisaken, isini iqce-

vian globaluri msoflios qvesistemebad. am TvalsazrisiT,

yuradRebas imsaxurebs iseTi zesaxelmwifoebrivi institu-

 saerTaSoriso samecniero praqtikuli konferenciis masalebis kre-
buli. soxumis saxelmwifo universiteti, gamomcemloba `universa-
li~, 2011, gv. 212-220.
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ti, rogorc evrokavSiria. es gaerTianeba regionuli donis

globalizaciis aSkara gamoxatulebaa. misi bevri niSani miu-

TiTebs, rom zesaxelmwifos Canasaxia.

evrokavSiris wevrebma nebayoflobiT Tqves uari suvere-

nitetis raRac nawilze, xolo erovnul saxelmwifoebrioba-

ze maRla xalxis keTildReoba da erTianobis idea daayenes.

am regionSi praqtikulad gadawyda eqskluziuri kavSiri te-

ritoriasa da politikur Zalas Soris. axali globaluri da

transnacionaluri institutebi SekavSirda suverenul sa-

xelmwifoebTan da moaxdina saxelmwifos funqciebis deli-

gireba. es ki imas niSnavs, rom globaluri da regionuli ur-

TierTkavSiri tradiciuli geopolitikis CarCoebSi ver Tav-

sdeba. kapitalis gadineba, kontrabanda, ukanono migracia da

a.S. ar cnobs saxelmwifo sazRvrebs. damoukideblad am prob-

lemebs verc erTi qveyana ver gaumklavdeba. es imis aucileb-

lobis obieqturi winapirobaa, rom suvereniteti ganawildes

sxvadasxva Zalebs Soris.

swored amitom, qveynebi romlebic geografiulad erTma-

neTTan axlos mdebareoben da met-naklebad Tanabari ekonomiku-

ri ganviTarebiT xasiaTdebian, qmnian regionul ekonomikur

dajgufebebs. aseT gaerTianebebs dadebiTi Sedegebi moaqvs. ama-

ze metyvelebs iseTi gaerTianebebis gamocdileba, rogoricaa

zemoT aRniSnuli evrokavSiri, CrdiloeTi amerikis Tavisufali

vaWrobis zona, samxreT-aRmosavleT aziis qveynebis asociacia,

samxreT amerikis saerTo bazari da a. S. msoflio savaWro orga-

nizaciis monacemebiT dRes msoflioSi moqmedebs 179 saerTaSo-

riso SeTanxmeba, romelic daido erTiani sabaJo kavSirebisa da

Tavisufali vaWrobis zonebis Seqmnis mizniT (www.wto/org).
am procesis gaRrmavebas xels uwyobs ekonomikuri krizi-

sebi. swored krizisuli fazebi daudes safuZvlad regiona-

lizmis evolucias, romelic moicavs or periods Zveli (upi-

ratesad, geopolitikuri) da Tanamedrove (upiratesad, eko-
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nomikuri) regionalizmi. maTi ZiriTadi parametrebis gan-

sazRvrisas, gamoviyene prof. Aalfred hetneris Zveli da axa-

li regionalizmis fardobiTobis modeli (Hettne:1990:7) (nax 1.)

rogorc Cans, Tanamedrove regionalizmis aRmocenebis erT-

erTi mniSvnelovani faqtori gaxda regionebis gasvla globa-

lur doneze. es forma SeiZleba ganvixiloT, rogorc moderni-

zaciisa da progresis matarebeli. Tumca, regionalizms ganixi-

laven saxelmwifos arsebobis safrTxedac, romelic Seicavs

frangmentaciasa da separatizmis elementebs. imis gamo, rom

`regionalizmi gansxvavdeba rogorc specifikiT, aseve gamov-

linebis siZlieriT, jerjerobiT ver xerxdeba misi variantebis

amxsneli erTiani modelis Seqmna~ (kvinikaZe: 2006:158).

Nnax.1

regionalizmi

           Zveli                                                                     axali

 arsebobda bioporaluro-
bis pirobebSi. warmoadgen-
da geopolitikur versias.

 yalibdeboda `zemodan~ ori
geopolitikurad dapiris-
pirebuli zesaxelmwifos
kontrolis qveS.

 atarebda proteqcionistul
xasiaTs.

 orientirebuli iyo geopo-
litikuri da ekonomikuri
usafrTxoebis dacvaze.

 orientirebuli iyo suve-
renul saxelmwifoTa inte-
resebis dacvaze.

 warmoadgens mravalpo-
larulobis ekonomikur
versias.

 yalibdeba `qvemodan~ eko-
nomikuri pragmatizmis
safuZvelze globaluri
konkurenciis pirobebSi.

 funqcionirebs `Ria re-
gionalizmis~ ideis rea-
lizaciis pirobebSi.

 warmoadgens globaluri
ekonomikis aqtorTa gar-
kveul konglomerats.

 iTvaliswinebs globalu-
ri, transnacionaluri da
regionuli aqtorebis mo-
nawileobas gadawyveti-
lebaTa miRebis procesSi.
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Tanamedrove regionalizmisaTvis yovelTvis araa misa-

Rebi mTavrobebis mier gatarebuli kursi. xelisuflebis po-

litikuri kursi (romelsac xSirad aqvs konotacia termin

`regionalizmTan~) es sxva araferia Tu ara im SesaZleblobe-

bisa da moTxovnebis asaxva (adekvaturad an araadekvaturad),

romlebic gamomdinareobs resursebis teritoriuli ganawi-

lebis principebidan.

am moTxovnebis ugulebelyofa Tu xdeba oficialur (po-

litikur) doneze, regionalizmi Tavis arsebobas agrZelebs

pasiuri formiT (es vlindeba tradiciebSi, mentalobaSi,

kulturaSi da a.S.). meore mxriv, regionalizmi SeiZleba war-

moadgendes sxvadasxvagvari inteleqtualuri mimdinareobi-

sa da doqtrinebis safuZvels, romlebic orientirebulni

arian im teritoriuli gansxvavebebis racionalur gamoyene-

baze, rac arsebobs Tanamedrove sazogadoebaSi. am Tvalsaz-

risiT, sasargebloa ganvasxvaoT regionalizmis ramodenime

veqtori (nax. 2)

Eekonomikuri mosazrebebiT, teritoriebis integracia

miekuTvneba aqtiur regionalizms, romelsac SeiZleba vuwo-

doT geoekonomikuri. xolo aseTi regionis Sinaarss – aqti-

ur-integraciuli. am tipis regionisaTvis damaxasiaTebelia

xalxis ekonomikuri keTildReobis primati, radgan mas zena-

cionaluri xasiaTi aqvs. rac Seexeba pasiur regionalizms,

nax. 2

regionalizmis veqtorebi

                          globalisturi           fragmentaciuli

              aqtiur-integraciuli         pasiur-disocialuri
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misi Sinaarsi pasiur-disocialuria. is atarebs ukve Camoya-

libebuli teritoriuli daSlisaken miswrafebis formas da

Zalze axloa iseT cnebebTan, rogoricaa civilizaciuri

identoba, lokalizacia, fragmentacia da a.S. regionis es ti-

pi iTvleba saerTaSoriso terorizmis da separatizmis sa-

fuZvlad (kvinikaZe:2008).

ratom xdeba regionuli integracia da ra aris misi mTa-
vari mizezi? upirveles yovlisa, is saSualebas iZleva win

aRudges globalizaciis negatiur gamowvevebs. met SesaZ-

leblobas flobs daicvas regionuli interesebi (maT Soris,

erovnuli) zenacionalur ekonomikur institutebSi. meore

mxriv, is qmnis regionul preferenciul upiratesobas glo-

baluri konkurenciis pirobebSi; mesame – amcirebs warmoebis

danaxarjebs, xels uwyobs Sromis saerTaSoriso danawile-

bas, riTac izrdeba erovnuli ekonomikebis konkurentunari-

anobis maCveneblebi; meoTxe – xels uwyobs Tavisufali vaW-

robis zonebis, sabaJo kavSirebisa da integraciis sxva for-

mebis ganviTarebas da erTiani sabazro da satransporto-ko-

munikaciuri infrastuqturis Seqmnas.

am upiratesobis realizaciisaTvis aucilebelia, gaviTva-

liswinoT is garemoeba, rom Tanamedrove geoekonomikuri re-

gionalizmi evolucias gadis ramdenime safexuriT da yoveli

momdevno garkveulad aviTarebs mis win mdgoms. es safexurebia:

preferenciuli SeTanxmebebi – Tavisufali vaWrobis zonis

formireba – erTiani sabaJo tarifebi – ekonomikuri bariere-

bis gauqmeba – erTiani zeerovnuli struqturebis Seqmna glo-

balur ekonomikaSi aqtiuri integraciis mizniT.

amdenad, regionuli geoekonomikuri integraciis aqto-

rebi valdebulni arian angariSi gauwion sxva monawileTa da,

mTlianad, organizaciis interesebs da uari Tqvan zogierT

sakuTar survilze. amasTan, globalur ekonomikur institu-

tebSi ara marto sakuTari, aramed sxva aqtorTa saxeliTac
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gamovidnen, e. i. erovnuli ekonomikis paralelurad (zogjer

mis xarjzec), safuZveli eyreba regionul ekonomikas. Sem-

deg etapze xdeba am regionebis ekonomikuri daaxloeba, ra-

sac, saboloo jamSi, mivyavarT globalur ekonomikamde, sa-

dac globaluri ekonomikuri interesebi gadafaravs ro-

gorc regionul, aseve erovnul ekonomikur interesebs.

es procesi motivirebulia imiT, rom Tanamedrove msofli-

os ganviTarebaSi aSkarad gamoikveTa geopolitikis ekonomiza-

ciis konturebi, rac niSnavs rom msoflio ganviTarebam fun-

qcionireba daiwyo geoekonomikur koordinatTa sistemaSi.

dRes postindustriuli saxelmwifoebi, regionuli ga-

erTianebebi da TviT patara qveynebic ki, amuSaveben geoeko-

nomikur proeqtebs, romlebsac ukavSireben momaval keTil-

dReobas da sakuTari ekonomikur-politikuri interesebis

dacvas. am proeqtebis realizaciis procesSi ki mniSvnelov-

nad mcirdeba saxelmwifoTa kompetencia.

arsebobs mosazreba, rom momavalSi saxelmwifo SeiZleba

daemsgavsos im municipalitets, romelsac mxolod biznesi-

saTvis aucilebeli infrastruqturis Seqmnis xelSewyobis

funqcia eqneba. am mxriv, gansakuTrebuli radikalizmiT ga-

moirCevian keniCi ome da jon nesbiti. am mecnierTa azriT, sa-

xelmwifo gadaiqceva `nostalgiur funqciad~. is SeiZleba

inarCunebdes politikur datvirTvas, magram srul devalva-

cias ganicdis ekonomikuri TvalsazrisiT, dadga dro roca

uari unda vTqvaT, `kartografiul iluziebze~ da SeveguoT

ekonomikur sazRvrebis CamoSlis gardauval process.

keniCi ome saxelmwifoTa alternativad ganixilavs region-

saxelmwifoebs da saxelmwifos dakninebis mTavar faqtorad

transnacionaluri biznesis siZlieres asaxelebs. aqedan gamom-

dinareobs sapirispiro – kerZod, saxelmwifos siZlieres ganapi-

robebs transnacionaluri biznesis sisuste? es arcTu koreq-

tuli kiTxva calke ganxilvis sagania. Aamis muxedavad, keniCi omes
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da jon nesbitis es mosazrebebi seriozul yuradRebas imsaxu-

rebs (Ohmae:1990; Ohmae:1995; Naisbitt:1990; Naisbitt:1994).
praqtikulad saqme gvaqvs msoflios axal wesrigTan,

romlis kvintesencia geoekonomikaa da efuZneba msoflio

ganviTarebis obieqtur kanonzomierebebs. ufro metic,

frensis fukuiama Tvlis, rom saxelmwifoebi adre Tu gvian

iZulebuli iqnebian SeuerTdnen postindustriul standar-

tebs, rac unda gaxdes erTiani msoflios Camoyalibebis sa-

fuZveli (Fukuyama:1989).
obieqturoba moiTxovs aRvniSnoT, rom msoflio siste-

mis moZraoba globaluri ekonomikuri harmoniis miRwevis

gzaze metad winaaRmdegobrivia da seriozuli siZneleebis

TanxlebiT mimdinareobs, rac, upirveles yovlisa, gamoixa-

teba klasikuri geopolitikuri proeqtebis dapirispirebaSi

geoekonomikur proeqtebTan. msoflios wamyvani mecnierebi

Seecadnen am problemis axali Teoriuli safuZvlebis Seq-

mnas (Wallensten:1993; Chomsky:1994; Waltz:1993; Huntington:1996;
Cox:1996; Scholte:2000; Luttwak:1998 da a.S.).

zemoT aRniSnul konteqstSi kvlevis Zalzed saintereso

obieqtia samxreTY kavkasiis regioni. is, faqtobrivad, gadaq-

ceulia im geopolitikuri blokebisa da msoflio ekonomi-

kuri centrebis strategiuli dapirispirebis arenad, rom-

lebic dainteresebulni arian regionze politikuri da eko-

nomikuri kontrolis mopovebiT.

Kkomerciis gramatika da konfliqtebis logika kavkasiaSi.
Tanamedrove kavkasia warmoadgens regions, sadac realizdeba

is geopolitikuri, geoekonomikuri proeqtebi, romlebic da-

kavSirebulia regionul da regionTaSoris komunikaciur, saT-

bob-energetikuli arialebis formirebasTan. msoflio axali

wesrigis doqtrinis pirobebSi sul ufro aqtualuri xdeba ge-

oekonomikuri midgomebi. miT umetes im pirobebSi, roca regio-

nis ekonomikebis integraciis xarisxi jer kidev dabalia.
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regionis sazRvrebi. arsebobs cneba `centraluri
kavkasia~ geopolitikur da geoekonomikur leqsikonSi
arc Tu didi xania arsebobs da es termini arc ise popu-
larulia. centraluri kavkasiis regioni warmoadgens
dasavleTis horizontaluri geoekonomikuri da evrazi-
uli vertikaluri geopolitikuri RerZebis gadakveTis
adgils. am SemTxvevaSi ki aqcenti unda gakeTdes samxreT
kavkasiaze (Gachechiladze:2002) da ara mTlianad kavkasiis
regionze, romelsac zogierTi mecnieri `centralur
kavkasias~ uwodebs (Эивазов:2000).

Ggeopolitikuri analizis TvalsazrisiT, gasaziarebe-

lia prof. revaz gaCeCilaZis pozicia, radgan mxolod sam-

xreT kavkasiis saxelmwifoebi floben im berketebs, romli-

Tac SesaZlebelia win aRudgnen regionSi moTamaSe msxvil ge-

opolitikur aqtorebs. meore mxriv, ganviTarebis Tanamed-

rove etapze swored samxreT kavkasiis saxelmwifoebs gaaCni-

aT damoukidebeli ekonomikuri ganviTarebis garantirebu-

li SesaZlebloba da floben globalur ekonomikaSi integ-

raciis eqskluziur da legitimur meqanizmebs.

samxreT kavkasia gacilebiT farToa geoekonomikis pozi-

ciebidan da moicavs rogorc kavkasiis CrdiloeTs (ruseTis

federaciis teritoria), aseve mis samxreT nawilsac (Turqe-

Tisa da iranis CrdiloeTi teritoriebi). regionis am areal-

Si moiazreba, aseve CrdiloeT amerikis Tavisufali vaWrobis

zona, evrokavSiri da aziur-wynarokeanuri geoekonomikuri

regioni.

geopolitikurad is moicavs ruseTs, TurqeTs, irans da,

garkveuli TavlsazrisiT, axlo aRmosavleTis qveynebsac.

amdenad, geoekonomikuri da geopolitikuri TvalsazrisiT,

samxreTi kavkasia gacilebiT farTo cnebaa da misi geoekono-

mikur-geopolitikuri parametrebi ver daemTxveva mis poli-

tikur-geografiul sazRvrebs.
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im pirobebSi, roca regionis ekonomikuri kavSirebi Zli-

eradaa damokidebuli politikosebsa da politikaze, ekono-

mikuri sazRvrebis gaxsna da satransporto komunikaciebis

gaaqtiureba, globalur infrastruqturul proeqtebTan

erTad, imis pirobebs qmnis, rom regionis ekonomika erTiano-

baSi dabali tempiT, magram mainc viTardeba.

imis miuxedavad, rom regionis qveynebma SeZles inflaci-

is tempebis Semcireba da erovnuli valutis met-naklebi

stabilizacia dasavleTis daxmarebiTa da finansur-savalu-

to politikis gamkacrebiT, mTlianobaSi regionis samive

qveyana did ekonomikur siZneleebs ganicdis, rac mniSvne-

lovnad ganpirobebulia im konfliqtebiT, romelic inspiri-

rebuli iyo mezobeli saxelmwifos geopolitikuri intere-

sebiT. meore mxriv ki, im disproporciebiT romliTac xasi-

aTdeba ara marto regionis saxelmwifoebi, aramed maTi Sida

teritoriebis socialur-ekonomikuri ganviTareba.

saerTod, SeiaraRebuli konfliqtebis ekonomikuri Se-

degebi jer kidev naklebadaa Seswavlili. ar warmoadgenen ra

`omis ekonomikebs~ klasikuri gagebiT, regionis qveynebis

ekonomikebi minimum konfliqtis mxareebis ekonomikis sta-

tuss atareben da, imavdroulad, Zlieri geoekonomikuri

oponirebis reJimSi funqcionireben. aseTi viTareba ki xels

uwyobs e.w. `ruxi ekonomikuri zonebis~ aRmocenebas (dRes

afxazeTi, e.w. samxreT oseTi da mTiani yarabaxi aseT zonebad

ganixilebian). maTTvis damaxasiaTebelia Crdilovani da kri-

minaluri ekonomika, romelic, upirveles yovlisa, vaWroba-

Si vlindeba da, Tavis mxriv, zrdis investirebis risks, xels

uwyobs kontrabandas da korufcias. magaliTad, saqarTve-

los ekonomikis stagnaciis erT-erTi ZiriTadi mizezi iyo

kontrabanda. ergneTis bazrobis daxurvis Semdeg, sadac ru-

seTidan Semodioda kontrabanduli saqoneli, saqarTvelos

biujetSi Semosavlebi mniSvnelovnad gaizarda.
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saqarTvelom udidesi ekonomikuri dividendebi miiRo

aWaraSi situaciis SecvliTac, radgan TurqeTidan kontra-

bandis Semcireba moxerxda. Sedegad ki moxda pensiebis da

xelfasebis zrda saxelmwifo seqtorSi.

amasTan, ekonomikisa da konfliqtis urTierTzemoqmede-

bis dinamika sulac araa erTmniSvnelovani procesi. am situ-

acias kargad iyenebs ruseTi, romelmac imave ergneTis baz-

robis daxurviT, ukmayofilo adamianebi daupirispira er-

TmaneTs, moaxdina regionis militarizacia da saqarTvelos

am teritoriis okupacia. es aris imis magaliTi, Tu rogor

SeiZleba gamoiyeno ekonomika, sakuTari geopolitikuri miz-

nis misaRwevad.

praqtikulad imave meTodebiT cdilobs ruseTi Tavisi

evropuli da aziuri geopolitikuri miznis realizaciasac.

srulad aSkaraa, rom `nulovani TamaSis~ principis moq-

medebis inercia, roca, erTis mogeba avtomaturad niSnavs

meoris wagebas, kvlav agrZelebs moqmedebas samxreT kavkasi-

aSi. ori azri ar SeiZleba arsebobdes, rom nebismier qveyana-

Si pozitiur politikur-ekonomikur Zvrebs SeiZleba pozi-

tiuri Sedegebi mohyves mis mezobel qveynebSi im SemTxvevaSi,

Tu isini sayovelTaod miRebuli ekonomikuri TamaSis wesebs

icaven.

Tu es TamaSis wesebi darRveulia da meore mxare Tama-

Sobs sxva wesebiT, maSin principi `rac ufro kargadaa mezo-

beli, miT ufro kargad var me~, ar muSaobs. magaliTad, Cem-

Tvis gaugebaria, ratom unda gaxdes afxazeTis da e.w. sam-

xreT oseTis okupirebuli teritoriebi qarTuli ekonomiki-

sa da biznesisaTvis mimzidveli bazari, roca am teritorie-

bis `integracia~ mezobeli qveynis ekonomikaSi moxda ara ge-

oekonomikuri, aramed geopolitikuri da geostrategiuli

miznebiTa da saerTaSoriso samarTlis normebis sruli ig-

norirebiT. gana afxazeTis an e.w. samxreT oseTis ekonomike-
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bis integracia evropis ekonomikur struqturebSi meti sike-

Tis momtani ar iqneba, vidre ruseTis izolaciisaken swraf

ekonomikaSi?

meore mxriv, regionSi moTamaSe geopolitikuri Zalebi

exmarebian araRiarebul da okupirebul regionebs ekonomi-

kurad, riTac isini Teoriulad SeiZleba mimzidveli gax-

dnen. msgavsi perspeqtiva ki ar emTxveva samxreT kavkasiis

ori mTavari geoekonomikuri moTamaSis (saqarTvelo, azer-

baijani) ekonomikur prioritetebs. sakiTxisadmi am ori

qveynis konceptualuri midgoma isaa, rom nebismieri nabiji,

romelic gadadgmuli iqneba okupirebuli da araRiarebuli

teritoriebis ekonomikuri aRorZinebisaken, ewinaaRmdegeba

am qveynebis erovnul interesebs (teritoriul mTlianobis

SenarCunebas). sxva mxriv, aseTi daxmarebis dakanoneba kidev

erTi stimuli gaxdeba, rom isini (okupirebuli teritorie-

bi) ar darCnen sayovelTaod aRiarebul sazRvrebSi. swored

amitom, maTi ekonomikuri stagnacia SeiZleba ganvixiloT,

rogorc teritoriuli mTlianobis aRdgenis erT-erTi vari-

anti.

erovnuli donis regionul aqtorebTan erTad, samxreT

kavkasiaSi sul ufro Ria xasiaTs iZens sakmaod seriozul ge-

oekonomikur moTamaSeTa konfliqti. es aris aSS, ruseTi,

TurqeTi da irani. regionis mdebareoba navTobisa da gazis

satranzito derefanSi momavalSi kidev ufro gaamZafrebs

geoekonomikur dapirispirebas. magaliTad, igive ruseTi di-

di xania awarmoebs geoekonomikur oms saqarTvelosa da aze-

baijanis winaaRmdeg.

am brZolis mTavari mizania postsabWoTa sivrceSi ener-

getikul resursebze kontrolis aRdgena. rogorc Cans, `ru-

seTma miznad daisaxa ara mxolod daiqvemdebaros am resur-

sebis eqsploatacia sakuTari ekonomikis konkurentunaria-

nobis zrdisaTvis, aramed maqsimalurad Seecados, ar dauS-
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vas samxreT kavkasiis ori `urCi~ saxelmwifo msoflio Semo-

savlebisa da ganawilebis procesSi~ (kvinikaZe: 2010:7).

ruseTis samxedro manqana uSualod aris dakavSirebuli

am miznis SesrulebasTan. magaliTad, 2008 wlis 1 ivniss ruse-

Tisa da afxazeTis e.w. prezidentebma xeli moaweres xelSek-

rulebas gudauTis raionSi navTobis saZiebo samuSaoebis

dawyebis Sesaxeb (rac, TavisTavad, ewinaaRmdegeba saerTaSo-

riso samarTlis normebs), xolo es ukanono qmedeba ruseTma

`daikanona~ imiT, rom man moaxdina afxazeTis da e.w. samxreT

oseTis jer okupacia da, Semdgom, maTi aRiareba (mimdinare

wlis TebervalSi ruseTma ukve daiwyo navTobis mopovebis

samuSaoebi).

geoekonomikuri TvalsazrisiT sruliad gamarTlebu-

lad mimaCnia dasavleTis mxridan ekonomikuri daxmarebebis

pragmatuli diferenciacia regionis qveynebisa da maTi Sida

teritoriebis mimarT. es daxmareba realizdeba principiT:

`sanavTobo-aRiarebuli~, `satranzito-aRiarebuli~, `araRi-

arebuli~ da `okupirebuli~, rasac adasturebs regionSi gan-

xorcielebuli dasavluri investiciebis struqturac. Tum-

ca, dasavleTis geoekonomikur proeqtebs win eRobeba mZlav-

ri geoepolitikuri proeqtebi, rac samxreT kavkasias feTqe-

badsaSiS regionad aqcevs.

Tu ar CavTvliT saqarTvelo-azerbaijanis ekonomikur

TanamSromlobas, regionSi ekonomikuri integracia, klasi-

kuri gagebiT, Zalzed dabali tempiT viTardeba. Tumca, ar-

sebobs biznesi, romlis CarCoebSic yalibdeba garkveuli ur-

TierTobebi. raoden gasakviric ar unda iyos, konfliqtebma

Seqmnes ekonomikuri urTierTobebis sxvadasxva formebi. am-

Jamad, arsebobs somxuri firmebi, romlebic saqarTvelos

meSveobiT vaWroben azerbaijanTan. amasTan, TurqeTs iyene-

ben `satranzito sawyobad~, xolo Turq distributorebs sa-

qonlis iafad SesaZenad. somxuri koniaki iyideba azerbaijan-
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Si, xolo azerbaijanuli xizilala somxeTSi. sxvadasxva

asortimentis saqonlis gacvla xdeba sasazRvro bazrobeb-

ze, romlebic, garkveulwilad, `konfliqtis~ Sedegadaa aR-

mocenebuli (magaliTad, sadaxlos bazroba).

sakmaod aqtiurad mimdinareobs somxeT-TurqeTis savaW-

ro urTierTobebi im pirobebSic ki, roca am or qveyanas Soris

ar arsebobs diplomatiuri kavSirebi. sxvadasxva SefasebebiT

somxur-Turquli vaWrobis moculoba 250-300 mln dolars Se-

adgens. somxeTSi saqmianoben Turqi biznesmenebi, xolo Tur-

qeTSi funqcionirebs somxur-Turquli erToblivi sawarmoe-

bi. Turqi ekonomistebis SefasebiT, TurqeTis eqsportis mo-

culoba azerbaijanSi, centraluri aziis qveynebs da CineTSi,

SeiZleba minimum samjer gaizardos im SemTxvevaSi, Tu aRdge-

ba sarkinigzo da saavtomobilo kavSirebi somxeTsa da naxWe-

vanis gavliT. imis gamo, rom gasuli saukunis 90-ian wlebSi Ca-

iketa yarsi-giumris satranzito magistrali TurqeTis yo-

velwliurma danakargma 500-550 mln dolari Seadgina.

msoflio bankis monacemebiT, somxeT-TurqeTis da som-

xeT-azerbaijanis sazRvris gaxsnis SemTxvevaSi, somxeTSi eq-

sporti 269-342 mln dolariT gaizrdeba. amasTan, somxeT-azer-

baijanis sazRvris gaxsna mkveTrad gazrdis TurqeTis savaW-

ro brunvas Sua aziis qveynebTan, riTac is satransporto da-

naxarjebs 30-35%-iT Seamcirebs. vfiqrob, ekonomikuri integ-

raciis mxardaWeris logika, saboloo jamSi, migviyvans, erTi

mxriv, somxeTisa da TurqeTis daaxloebamde, xolo meore

mxriv, somxeTisa da azerbaijanis poziciebis daaxloebamde ya-

rabaxis konfliqtis mogvarebis saqmeSi, rasac jerjerobiT ver

vityvi saqarTvelo-ruseTis konfliqtTan mimarTebiT, sadac

aSkarad gamoikveTa ruseTis dapirispireba dasavleTTan ro-

gorc geoekonomikur, aseve geopolitikur WrilSi.

geopolitikis ekonomizacia Tu geoekonomikis politi-
zacia? civi omis Semdgom periodSi Seiqmna piroba, rom es re-
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gioni gadaiqces im xidad, romlis saSualebiTac SeiZleba

dasruldes gaeopolitikuri karCaketiloba da regionis ko-

munikaciurma potencialma SeiZinos geoekonomikuri mniS-

vneloba, ara mxolod centraluri aziis da kaspiispireTis

regionSi, aramed mTeli evraziis masStabiT.

swored amaze metyvelebs geoekonomikur proeqtebi

(TACIS; EATKK; TRACECA; INOGATE) da geoekonomikuri doq-

trinebi (`abreSumis gzis strategia~ – 1999; `Savi zRvis eko-

nomikuri Tanamegobroba~ – 1993; e.w `serahis xelSekruleba~

– 1996), romlebic realizdeba regionSi.

calke aRniSvnas imsaxurebs 1998 w. mesame pan-evropuli

satransporto konferencia, sadac TRACECA-s programa aRi-

ares evropuli satransporto sistemis prioritetul mimar-

Tulebad da, saqarTvelos iniciativiT, miiRes axali termini

– DET rA (Dan-European Transport Area) – romelic aRniSnavs Savi

zRvis garSemo mimdebare areals. es areali Tavisi potencia-

liT uTanabrdeba satransporto infrastruqturis evro-

pul derefnebs.

amavdroulad, regionSi ganxorcielda globaluri mniS-

vnelobis rigi komunikaciuri proeqtebi, romelTa Soris

aRsaniSnavia: navTobsadeni baqo-sufsa; transkaspiuri gazsa-

deni – TurqmeneTi-azerbaijani-saqarTvelo-TurqeTi; gaz-

sadeni – baqo-Tbilisi-jeihani. garda amisa, prespeqtivaSi

mosalodnelia energomatareblebze moTxovnilebis mniSvne-

lovani zrda. upirveles yovlisa ki, navTobze, rac aqtua-

lurs gaxdis navTobis globalur bazaze uwyveti miwodebis

mizniT, wyaroTa diversifikaciis sakiTxs. Tu aseTi wyaro ar

moiZebna `saerTaSoriso bazarze, koniunqturis dinamikis

damokidebuleba sparseTis yuris regionze 80%-mde gaiz-

rdeba~ (gegeSiZe:1997:246), rac ar Sedis dasavleTis geoeko-

nomikur interesebSi.
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diversifikaciis variantebSi ki, samxreT kavkasiaze gama-

vali sakomunikacio sistemis konkurentunarianoba eWvs ar

iwvevs arc geoekonomikur da arc geopolitikur konteq-

stSi. aRniSnulis geoekonomikuri aspeqti, upirveles yov-

lisa, ukavSirdeba kaspiis zRvisa da centraluri aziis ener-

getikuli potencialis arsebobas. am regionSi arsebuli nav-

Tobis da gazis didi maragi aqtualurs xdis efeqtur sako-

munikacio sistemis Seqmnas, maTi msoflio bazarze tran-

sportirebisaTvis.

Aadvili misaxvedria, rom dasavleTis mizania Tavidan aici-

los monopoliuri kontroli navTobsadenze. sulerTia, visga-

nac ar unda momdinareobdes igi. navTobsadens, romelic Tur-

qeTze gadis, aqtiurad dauWira mxari aSS-is administraciam,

aseve, azerbaijanis, saqarTvelos, TurqeTis, yazaxeTisa da uz-

bekeTis mTavrobebma, rac imiTaa motivirebuli, rom am qveyne-

bisaTvis milsadeni, romelic ar gadis arc iranis da arc ruse-

Tis teritoriebze, warmoadgens dasavleTTan kavSiris mniSvne-

lovan segments. meore mxriv, Tavidan aris acilebuli ruseTsa

da iranze damokidebuleba. grZelvadian prespeqtivaSi tran-

skaspiuri komunikaciebi, romlebic gadis samxreT kavkasiaze,

yvelaze ufro misaRebi iqneba rogorc centraluri aziis, ase-

ve samxreT kavkasiis qveynebisaTvis.

evraziuli komunikaciis sistema samxreT kavkasiaze gav-

liT, romliTac dasavleTis postindustriuli qveynebi

ukavSirdeba samxreT kavkasiasa da centraluri evraziis

qveynebs xelsayreli pirobebs qmnis TanamSromlobisaTvis

ara mxolod energetikul, aramed aranakleb mniSvnelovan

ekonomikur da socialur-kulturul sferoebSic. mxolod

dasavleT-aRmosavleTis sabazo xazze Seqmnili sakomunika-

cio sistema, romelic gadis samxreT kavkasiaze, Seuwyobs

xels zemoT aRniSnuli miznebis realizacias. navTobisa da

gazis aTeulobiT transnacionaluri kompaniebi did inves-
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ticiebs deben regionSi da afarToeben satransporto-komu-

nikaciur potencials (romlebic mxardaWerilia evrokavSi-

risa da aSS-is mxridan), raTa Seiqmnas dasavleT-aRmosavle-

Tis satransporto derefani.

rac Seexeba samxreT kavkasiis geopolitikur funqcias,

unda aRvniSnoT, rom geopolitikuri urTierTobebis siste-

mis konteqstSi regioni garkveulad gansazRvravs Sesabamis

situacias evraziaSi, xolo misi satranzito potenciali aS-

karad gamokveTil geopolitikur xasiaTs atarebs.

sabWoTa kavSiris daSlis erT-erTi geopolitikuri Se-

degi is gaxda, rom geopolitikuri dapirispirebis arenam

globaluri masStabidan gadainacvla evraziis kontinentze.

Tumca, am masStabSic dapirispirebis geopolitikuri xasia-

Ti ar Secvlila.

bolo ori aTeuli wlis manZilze daiwyo axali geopoli-

tikuri blokebis Seqmna, romlis ZiriTadi iniciatori iyo

ruseTi. erT-erTi aseTi popularuli proeqti gaxldaT e. w.

`primakovis doqtrina~, romelic gulisxmobda mZlavri koa-

liciis Seqmnas RerZze: moskovi – pekini – Teirani. eEs proeq-

ti ufro avtoris fantaziis nayofi iyo, vidre realuri

prespeqtiva.

am fonze gacilebiT realisturad moCanda geopoliti-

kuri blokis Seqmna ruseTi – irani – somxeTis RerZze. es

RerZi dResac aqtiurad ganixileba geopolitikur wreebSi,

radgan gadis samxreT kavkasiaze, amitomac gavamaxvileb yu-

radRebas. is, upirveles yovlisa, Seexo saqarTvelos da ne-

gatiuri Sedegebi ukve saxezea – moxda saqarTvelos terito-

riis nawilis okupacia.

ruseTisa da dasavleTis dapirispireba samxreT kavkasia-

Si mimdinareobs gamaerTianebeli Zalis ararsebobis fonze.

regioni moqceulia gare geopolitikuri interesebis `tyve-

obaSi~. swored geopolitikuri dapirispireba rCeba regio-
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nis saxelmwifoTa politikuri urTierTobebis erT-erT

mniSvnelovan faqtorad. am geopolitikur dapirispirebaSi

gamoiyeneba iseTi meTodebi, rogoricaa: ideologiuri da

kulturuli propaganda, samxedro-ekonomikuri daxmareba

konfliqtebis gaaqtiurebis mizniT, “de facto” erTmaneTTan

dapirispirebuli aliansebis Seqmna da eTnikuri separatiz-

miT manipulireba.

Tanamedrove rusul geopolitikur proeqtebs samxreT

kavkasiaSi, garkveuli azriT, SeiZleba vuwodoT geoekonomi-

kur-fsiqologiuri proeqti. Cem mier SemoTavazebul ter-

minSi, upirveles yovlisa, vgulisxmob situacias, roca mini-

mumamdea dayvanili regionis qveynebis ekonomikuri gaerTia-

nebisaken swrafva da aqtiurdeba politikuri suverenitetis

faqtori. meore mxriv, ruseTma Ria ekonomikuri omi gaaCaRa

saqarTvelosa da azerbaijanis mimarT, riTac kargad `Sefu-

Ta~ Tavisi geopolitikuri miznebi.

am ori faqtoris simbioziT ruseTma gaaaqtiura warsulis

`damcirebis~ da `CamorCenilobis~ fsiqologiuri kompleqsi,

gansakuTrebiT regionSi arsebuli avtonomiebis doneze, ra-

mac Seqmna ekonomikuri kavSirebis dasustebis pirobebi regi-

onis SigniT. es situacia aisaxa regionSi arsebul ekonomikur

viTarebaze. somxeTi ekonomikurad exmareba yarabaxs, ruseTi

afxazeTsa da samxreT oseTs, TurqeTi – azerbaijans.

am situaciiT ruseTi cdilobs ekonomikur-integraciu-

li procesebi regionis saxelmwifoTa doneze, gadaiyvanos

geopolitikuri dezintegraciis reJimSi. amiT igi cdilobs

xeli Seuwyos vertikaluri kavSirebis gaaqtiurebas da xels

uSalis horizontaluri ekonomikuri kavSirebis ganviTare-

bas. swored amas emsaxureba ruseTis geopolitikuri proeq-

ti, romelic `neoevrazianizmis~ saxeliTaa cnobili. am pro-

eqtis ZiriTadi idea ruseTis samxreTiT gafarToebaa. es gu-

lisxmobs samxreT kavkasiaze kontrols, riTac mas gza exsne-
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ba `Tbili zRvebisken~ da aqedan gamomdinare, ruseTis sazR-
vris umniSvnelo gadatanac ki am mimarTulebiT kontinentu-
ri Zalebis mniSvnelovan warmatebad miiCneva. aqedan gamom-

dinare, gasakviri araa is, rom samxreT kavkasias `neoevrazia-

nelebi~ ruseTis Sida geopolitikur zonad Tvlian.

proeqti iTvaliswinebs, aseve, regionis mniSvnelovan ge-

opolitikur restruqturizacias, rac efuZneba vertika-

lur kavSirebs. am SemTxvevaSi integraciis veqtori radika-

lurad icvleba. mTeli samxreTi kavkasia daeqvemdebareba

mxolod vertikalur orientacias. am samkuTxedis strategi-

uli centrebi ki samxreTiT ganlagdebian.

am proeqtis mixedviT, aucilebelia yvela horizonta-

luri kavSiris aRkveTa RerZze: aSS – TurqeTi – azerbaijani

– centraluri azia. horizontaluri kavSirebis wyveta xdeba

aseve CrdiloeT kavkasiaSi Semavali avtonomiebis donezec.

inguSeTi – CeCneTi – daRestanis RerZze. am SemTxvevaSi, CeC-

neT-inguSeTis samxreTiT rCeba saqarTvelo, amitom maTi ge-

opolitikuri da geoekonomikuri interesebi SeiZleba dau-

kavSirdes Cvens qveyanas.

`neoevrazianizmi~ gaafTrebiT ebrZvis samxreT kavkasia-

Si eri-saxelmwifos models, da mkacrad fiqsirebul admi-

nistraciul warmonaqmnebs mudmivi sazRvrebiTa da saxel-

mwifoebrivi struqturebiT. kavkasiis neoevraziuli proeq-

tiT gaTvaliswinebulia regionis gadayvana centri-perife-

riis modelze, romelSic periferiuli struqtura determi-

nirdeba ara politikurad, aramed eTno-kulturulad. am

gegmis ganxorcieleba SesaZlebelia `kavkasiis federaciis~

SeqmniT, romelic gaaerTianebs ara mxolod samxreT kavkasi-

is saxelmwifoebs, aramed okupirebul teritoriebs da regi-

onSi arsebul avtonomiebs.

samxreT kavkasiaSi gansakuTrebuli geopolitikur rols

asrulebs somxeTi, romelic ruseTis geopolitikuri mokav-
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Sirea. amitom, ruseTi dainteresebulia saxmeleTo derefnis

SeqmniT, romelic saimedod daakavSirebs somxeTTan da, Ziri-

Tadad, daakmayofilebs ruseTis geopolitikur ambiciebs

samxreT kavkasiaSi. amdenad is, rom ruseTi ebrZvis saqarTve-

los saxelmwifoebriobas, sruliad aSkaraa.

arsebobs ki am proeqtis Semdgomi gagrZelebis realuri

prespeqtiva? vfiqrob, ruseTs misi realizacia Zalian gau-

Wirdeba Semdegi mizezebis gamo:

pirveli: teritoriebis okupaciis miuxedavad, ruseTi

ver axorcielebs kontrols samxreT kavkasiis or mTavar ge-

oekonomikur moTamaSeze (saqarTvelo-azerbaijani).

meore: CrdiloeT kavkasiaSi ganviTarebuli movlenebi

miuTiTebs imaze, rom mas uWirs sruli kontroli daamyaros

am regionze.

mesame: ruseTs ar gaaCnia saxmeleTo sazRvari arc somxeT-

Tan da arc iranTan. somxeTsa da ruseTs Soris saxmeleTo komu-

nikacia gadis saqarTveloze, xolo ruseTsa da irans Soris

azerbaijanze. erTaderTi xelmosaWidi rCeba ruseT-iranis sa-

zRvao sazRvari, romlis prespeqtiva sakmaod bundovania, rad-

gan xuTi kaspiispira saxelmwifo, saerTaSoriso institutebis

monawileobiT ukve ganixilaven kaspiis zRvis seqtoruli dayo-

fis sakiTxebs. amiT seriozulad Sesustdeba ruseTisa da iranis

poziciebi ara marto regionSi, aramed mTel centralur aziaSi.

meoTxe: saqarTvelo-azerbaijanis ekonomikuri ganviTa-

reba, erTi mxriv, da, meore mxriv, am saxelmwifoTa aqtiuri

monawileoba globalur geoekonomikur proeqtebSi xelsay-

rel pirobebs Seuqmnis dasavleTs, TviTon gaakontrolos es

geopolitikuri RerZi. am SemTxvevaSi somxeTi pasiur geopo-

litikur moTamaSed rCeba.

mexuTe: ruseTs Zalian gauWirdeba gauZlos dasavleTis

politikur-ekonomikur zewolas, rac aSkarad konfliqtur

xasiaTs iZens.
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meeqvse: ruseTis ekonomikuri resursebi amouwuravi

araa. mas ukve aRar Seswevs unari, ekonomikuri omi awarmoos,

ase vTqvaT, gaSlil frontze (mxedvelobaSi maqvs, erTi

mxriv, globaluri ekonomikuri institutebi, meore mxriv,

dasavleTis Zlieri ekonomikuri bloki).

aRniSnulis miuxedavad, ruseTi miiswrafvis, rom `Semov-

liTi gzebiT~ moaxerxos Tavisi geopolitikuri ambiciebis

dakmayofileba. kerZod, igi cdilobda “de jure”-d arakontro-

lirebadi teritoriebi “de facto” kontrolis meTodebiT Cae-

nacvlebina (e.w. mSvidobismyofelTa saxiT). es procesi rea-

lizdeboda ruseTis gavlenis gaZlierebiT eTnikurad Wrel

regionebSi (afxazeTi, e.w. samxreT oseTi) rusuli samxedro

bazebis gamoyenebiT.

ruseTi analogiurad akontrolebda iranTan saxmeleTo

kavSirebs azerbaijanis teritoriis gamoyenebiT. somxeT-

azerbaijanis konfliqtis Sedegad, azerbaijanma igi gadake-

ta. Tumca, amJamad ruseTi cdilobs mis reabilitacias yara-

baxis kartis gaTamaSebiT.

ras miiRebs ruseTi samxreT kavkasiis gakontrolebiT,

Zneli warmosadgeni araa. igi ualternativod gaakontrolebs

Crdilo-samxreTis saxmeleTo sivrces, evraziis komunikaciis

ZiriTad xazebs da amiT igi monopolisti xdeba kaspiis da cen-

tralur aziaSi arsebuli navTobisa da gazis transportire-

baSi. meore mxriv, igi tradiciul geopolitikur izolaciaSi

tovebs centralur azias, riTac SeinarCunebs kontrols am

regionze da Seqmnis Sida evraziul bufers, romelic daupi-

rispirdeba dasavluri blokis ekonomikuri, politikuri da

kulturuli gavlenis gavrcelebas evraziis siRrmeSi. mesame

– udidesi teritoria, Savi zRvidan samxreT koreamde, praq-

tikulad, mTlianad gakontroldeba ruseTis mier.

amdenad, geoekonomikuri ritorikis miuxedavad, samxreT

kavkasia kvlav rCeba geopolitikuri dapirispirebis arenad
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kontinentur da atlantur Zalebs Soris. geopolitikuri

proeqtebis umetesoba jer kidev efuZneba `ganawilebis~ da

`gavlenis sferoebis~ Zvel konceptualur xedvebs. amitom

gaCnda imis aucilebloba, rom axleburad iqnas gaazrebuli

is proeqtebi, romelic ukavSirdeba regionis geoekonomiku-

ri ganviTarebis perspeqtivebs.

imis miuxedavad, rom jer kidev sustia regionis qveynebis

globalur ekonomikaSi integraciis xarisxi da, meore mxriv,

regionis saxelmwifoTa Soris, klasikuri gagebiT, is praqti-

kulad ar arsebobs, srulad realurad meCveneba maTi gaaqti-

urebis perspeqtiva, romelic unda daefuZnos transkomunika-

ciur SesaZleblobebs, geoekonomikuri proeqtebis strati-

fikacias da mZlavri regionuli finansuri centrebis Seqmnas.

aseve mniSvnelovania konfliqtebis transformaciis axa-

li geoekonomikuri strategiebis SemuSaveba, romelsac ar-

sebuli konfrontaciuli situaciis Secvlis didi potencia-

li gaaCnia. regionSi arsebuli ekonomikuri bazris unikalu-

ri socialur-fsiqologiuri atmosfero da ekonomikuri

pragmatizmi SeiZleba moviazroT momavali erTiani geoeko-

nomikuri sivrcis formirebis sawyis modelad.

swored amitom, mniSvnelovania, rom mezobel saxelmwi-

foTa urTierTobebSi transkontinentur ekonomikur proeq-

tebTan erTad moxdes biznesis gaaqtiureba, savaWro-same-

warmeo saqmianobisTvis xelis Sewyoba. am mxriv, gamoyenebu-

li unda iqnas dasavleTSi kargad aprobirebuli transasazR-

vro vaWroba.

regioni kvlav funqcionirebs Zveli regionalizmis pa-

rametrebis reJimSi da ganixileba rogorc pasiur-disocia-

luri, romelic atarebs geoekonomikuri fragmentaciis xa-

siaTs, xolo geoekonomikuri strategia ki igeba ara Tanamed-

rove geoekonomikuri regionalizmis principebze, aramed

Cveulebriv merkantilizmze.
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Is the South Caucasus an Integral Geoeconomic Region?
Resume

Features of Geoeconomic development of Post-Soviet South Caucasus
are considered in the article against the background of existing geopolitical
situation. We are trying to determine whether the system of economic
relations existing in the region is capable to deal with the realization of ne-
gative geopolitical projects offered by neighbour states and how much it is
ready to become a plenipotentiary player of Global Geoeconomic space. In
our opinion, South Caucasus remains a passive, dissocial region due to the
negative impact of those geopolitical projects which are carried out by the
large continental players (especially Russia). The region's economic
situation is assessed as a geoeconomic-fragmentary one, which means that
the  Economic Relations Strategy of the regional actors is based not so
much on liberal-economic as on mercantile principles.
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ra aris geoekonomikuri limologia?

statiaSi visaubreb samecniero wreebisaTvis jer kidev

naklebad cnobil, limologiis geoekonomikur aqtorze,

romlis aqtualoba msoflios axal geoekonomikur arqiteq-

turaSi ukve sruliad naTelia. naSromis mizania bolo ori

aTeuli wlis ganmavlobaSi limologiis koncefciis ganviTa-

rebis analizi da am bazaze misi geoekonomikuri segmentis Ca-

moyalibebis SesaZleblobebis gansazRvra.

kvlevis obieqtad SerCeulia sazRvris funqcionirebis

procesi axali geoekonomikuri sivrcis pirobebSi.Aamitom, re-

levanturad miviCnie iseT amocanebze fokusireba, rogoricaa:

 limologiaSi arsebuli konceptualuri midgomebis

analizi;

 geoekonomikuri midgomebis fiqsireba;

 geoekonomikuri limologiis definiciis Semotana

mecnierul brunvaSi.

kvlevis interesebidan gamomdinare, mTavari kiTxva gu-

lisxmobs imis garkvevas, Tu ras warmoadgens geoekonomiku-

ri limologia da ra gavlenas axdens igi msoflio geoekono-

mikur wesrigze.

samuSao hipoTeza ki Semdegnairad Camovayalibe: Tanamed-

rove msoflios geoekonomikur arqiteqturaSi sazRvris tra-

diciul geopolitikur funqcias anacvlebs geoekonomikuri.

zemoT Tqmulidan gamomdinare, kvlevis mecnieruli si-

 `ekonomika~ – saerTaSoriso recenzirebadi da referirebadi samecni-
ero Jurnali.№3-4. 2011, gv. 169-176. ix., www.economika.com.ge
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axlea Teoriul limologiaSi axali geoekonomikuri midgo-

mis fiqsireba da mis safuZvelze, `geoekonomikuri limolo-

giis~ cnebis mecnierul brunvaSi Semotana.

tradiciuli midgomebi sazRvris fenomens xsnidnen geo-

politikuri faqtorebiT, romlis mixedviTac eri-saxelmwi-

foebi ganixilebodnen statikur mocemulobebad, rogorc

`bunebrivi~ regionebi. teritoriebisadmi aseTi Sexeduleba

tipuria tradiciuli pozitivisturi midgomisaTvis. zoga-

dad, sazRvris kvlevis midgomebi SeiZleba davyoT geoekono-

mikuramdelad (istoriul-geografiuli, funqcionaluri,

politologiuri) da geoekonomikurad (msoflio sistemuri

identobis geopolitikuri, geosocialuri da a.S).

arsebuli samecniero literaturis analizidan Cans, rom

eri-saxelmwifo da misi Sida politikur-administraciuli

sazRvrebi TiTqmis arasodes ar ganxilula rogorc erTiani

sistema, miuxedavad konkretul kvlevebSi dagrovili didi mo-

culobis faqtobrivi masalisa. politikuri da ekonomikuri

mecniereba seriozulad dazaralda imiT, rom am kvlevebs ak-

lda Teoriuli gaazreba. Tumca, es ar niSnavs imas, rom ar yo-

fila mcdelobebi gansazRvruliyo problemis Teoriuli Car-

Coebi. mxolod aseTi CarCoebis gansazRvra xdeboda saerTaSo-

riso sazRvrebis formirebisa da evoluciis geopolitikur

konteqstSi. mdgomareoba kardinalurad Seicvala civi omis

dasrulebis Semdeg, rac daemTxva geoekonomikis formirebas.

aSkaraa, rom sazRvris funqciis Seswavla ukve SeuZlebelia

mxolod eri-saxelmwifos doneze Semdegi mizezebis gamo:

 eri-saxelmwifoebis mniSvnelovani nawilis politi-

kur-administraciuli sazRvari ukve aRar emTxveva am

saxelmwifoTa ekonomikur sazRvars (Camoyalibda e.w.

`moZravi~ ekonomikuri sazRvrebi);

 ekonomikis transnacionalizaciisa da kulturis

globalizaciis urTierTqmedebiT Zlierdeba iden-
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toba (sasazRvro teritoriebze arsebuli situacia

ukve veRar aixsneba mxolod or saxelmwifos Soris

arsebuli sazRvris TaviseburebiT).

swored, es mizezebi gaxda imis safuZveli, ramac keniCi

omes aTqmevina, rom `momavalSi eri-saxelmwifo gadaiqceva

`nostalgiur funqciad~. is SeiZleba inarCunebdes politi-

kuri funqciis nawils, magram srul devalvacias ganicdis

ekonomikuri TvalsazrisiT. amitom gvTavazobs uari vTqvaT

`kartografiul iluziebze~ da SeveguoT sazRvrebis waSlis

gardauval process, romelzec, sul mcire 4 faqtori zemoq-

medebs: investiciebi, industria, informaciuli teqnologiebi

da individualuri moTxovnilebebi~ (cit: kvinikaZe 2008 :254).

am faqtorTa zemoqmedebiT ekonomikuri sazRvrebis rRvevis

mravali magaliTis motana SeiZleba igive italiaSi, germania-

Si, aSS-Si da a.S. Tumca, naSromis formati amis saSualebas ar

iZleva. Aam faqtorTa zemoqmedebis geoekonomikuri Sedegi

SeiZleba aRviqvaT, rogorc globaluri qselis formireba,

sadac mtkicdeba `centri-periferiis~ struqturebi (Tayler,
Flint:2000).

ekonomikis globalizacia da transsasazRvro dinebebis

(adamianTa, kapitalis, informaciis, saqonlis, momsaxurebis

da a.S.) uswrafesi zrda, saerTaSoriso da globaluri insti-

tuciebis kompetenciis gafarToeba, sxvadasxva tipis tran-

snacionalur aqtorebTan sinergiaSi cvlis sazRvris fun-

qcias, romelic sul ufro transparentuli xdeba. eri-sa-

xelmwifoebi Tavisi ekonomikuri funqciebis deligirebas

axdenen regionul, saerTaSoriso, transnacionalur da

globalur institutebTan. Ggeoekonomikuri integraciuli

dajgufebebi iqmneba ara mxolod saerTo ekonomikuri inte-

resebis, aramed mezobel saxelmwifoebTan maTi politikuri

da civilizaciuri kuTvnilebis safuZvelzec.
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am problemis ukeT warmosaCenad sasargebloa im sami

midgomis analizi, romelic asaxavs erisa da saxelmwifos

urTierTmimarTebas. am analizis safuZvelze kargad Cans is

cvlilebebi, romlebzec zemoT gvqonda saubari (nax.1).

primondialuri xedva eTnossa da saxelmwifoze, faq-

tobrivad, warmoadgens eTnikurad erTferovani saxelmwi-

fos koncefciis safuZvels. am Tvalsazrisis mixedviT, sa-

xelmwifo sazRvris funqcias gansazRvravs is Tu ramdenad

loialuria moqalaqe sakuTari saxelmwifosadmi.

struqturuli Teoriis Tanaxmad, saxelmwifo – es aris xe-

lisuflebis realizaciis adgili. ekonomikis globalizaciis

pirobebSi, is cdilobs gaafarToos Tavisi gavlenis sfero, ra-

Ta Tavisi kontrolis qveS moaqcios garedan moqmedi faqtore-

bi. Tumca, globaluri ekonomikis aqtorTa siZliere mniSvne-

lovnad aRemateba Yekonomikurad Zlieri saxelmwifoebis SesaZ-

leblobebs, amitom `isini iZulebulni arian daemorCilon

globaluri ekonomikuri TamaSis wesebsa da normebs da uari

Tqvan ekonomikuri suverenitetis nawilze~ – wers sazogadoeb-

rivi geografiis profesori piter teilori (Tayler:1994).

saxelmwifo
da eri

polito-
logiuri

geoekono-
mikuri

geopoli-
tikuri

primondi-
aluri

struqtu-
ruli

neolibera-
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eTnikuri jgufis
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gamorkvevaze

saxelmwifo aris
xelisuflebis
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adgili
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neoliberaluri koncefciis momxreebi aseve miuTiTeben

ekonomikuri sazRvrebis devalvaciaze gaZlierebuli trans-

nacionaluri Zalebis zegavleniT.

vfiqrob, gasaTvaliswinebelia is garemoebac, rom dasav-

lel mecnierTa erTi nawili ar eTanxmeba sazRvrebis waSlis

Teorias. isini miuTiTeben, rom sazRvrebi kvlav rCeba mniS-

vnelovan barierad msoflios im regionebSic ki, sadac eko-

nomikis transnacionalizaciis procesi sakmaod win aris wa-

suli.

imis miuxedavad, rom Zalze maRalia aSS-is da kanadis

ekonomikebis urTierTdamokidebulebis xarisxi (isini gaer-

Tianebuli arian erTian geoekonomikur regionSi – Crdilo-

eT amerikis Tavisufali vaWrobis zona) kanadis `saSualo~

provinciis saqonelbrunva (koreqtirebuli mosaxleobis

ricxovnobis da erT sul mosaxleze SemosavliT) 12-jer, xo-

lo momsaxurebis gacvliT 40-jer metia, vidre mezobel aSS-

is StatSi, aRniSnavs sazRvris problemis cnobili mkvlevari

jon holiveli (Helliwell:1998).

miuxedavad calkeuli SemTxvevebisa, rogorc Cans, diskur-

si sazRvrebis waSlis Taobaze upriania mxolod im saxelmwifo-

Ta sazRvrebis mimarT, romlebic Riaa, mSvidobiania da didi

xnis aRiarebulia sxva saxelmwifoebis mxridan. aseTi mdgoma-

reoba ki, ZiriTadad, fiqsirdeba evropasa da CrdiloeT ameri-

kaSi, sadac msoflio saxmeleTo sazRvrebis sigrZis mxolod

5%-ia. samagierod, maRal konfliqtur potencials inarCunebs

sazRvrebi aziaSi, afrikaSi da mTel postsabWoTa sivrceSi. am

teritoriebze saxmeleTo sazRvrebi icvleba rogorc klasi-

kuri geopolitikuri saSualebebiT (gansakuTrebiT, postsab-

WoTa sivrceSi), aseve socialuri realobis yovelgvari gaTva-

liswinebis gareSe. magaliTad, afrikaSi saxmeleTo sazRvris

saerTo sigrZis 42% ZiriTadad pirobiTadaa gatarebuli para-

lelebze, meridianebsa an/da Tanabrad daSorebul xazebze.
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limologiis TeoretikosebSi arsebobs warmodgena (rom-

lebsac sruliad iziareben neoliberaluri Sexedulebebis

mecnierebi), rom ekonomikis transnacionalizaciisa da li-

beralizaciis, aseve axali informaciuli teqnologiebis da-

nergviTa da mosaxleobis keTildReobis amaRlebis gavle-

niT, sazRvris funqcia ganicdis xazobriv evolucias. amgvar

evolucias gansazRvravs adamianis mier globaluri proble-

mebis gacnobiereba, saerTaSoriso TanamSromloba terito-

riul davebTan dakavSirebiT da maTi gadaWra saerTaSoriso

samarTlis safuZvelze. neoliberalebi ixrebian sasazRvro

winaaRmdegobebis da davebis gadaWrisken sazRvris ekonomi-

kuri da ideologiuri funqciis gamijvniT. am koncefciis

Tanaxmad, nacionalizmis eqscesebi da eTnosis TviTgamor-

kvevis absolutizireba warsuls Cabardeba politikur-eko-

nomikuri procesebis demokratizaciis gafarToebis Sede-

gad. garkveul optimizms badebs, aseve, transsasazRvro eko-

nomikuri TanamSromlobis perspeqtivebic (Wu Chung-Tong:1998).

amdenad, Teoriuli limologiis neoliberaluri rakur-

si sruliad emTxveva sazRvris kvlevis geoekonomikur xed-

vas. Tumca, diskurss sazRvris Sesaxeb gaaCnia ramdenime

plasti, romelic arasodes emTxveva erTmaneTs.

kritikuli geopolitikis Teoriaze (Tool:1996) dayrdno-

biT, SeiZleba gamovyoT `maRali~ da `dabali~ geoekonomika.

`maRali~ – es aris ekonomikuri diplomatiisa da eqsper-

tebis saqmianoba limologiis sferoSi. isini amuSaveben kon-

cefciebs, rom daasabuTon da gaamarTlon qveynis geoekonomi-

kuri qmedebebi globalur ekonomikur arenaze. `maRali~ geoe-

konomika, romelic iyofa Teoriul da praqtikul sferoebad,

upirveles yovlisa, dakavebulia zogadstruqturuli xasia-

Tis kvlevebiT (msoflios geoekonomikuri wesrigi, saerTaSo-

riso ekonomikur-politikuri urTierTobebis struqtura da

a.S.).
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rac Seexeba `dabal~ geoekonomikas, is, praqtikulad, warmo-

adgens geoekonomikuri warmodgenebis krebuls sazRvarTan mi-

marTebaSi, romelic mocemulia mediaSi, reklamaSi, kinoSi da

sxva. `dabal~ geoekonomikas efuZneba msoflios geoekonomiku-

ri xedva. aRniSnul konteqstSi msoflios geoekonomikuri xed-

vis qveS, moviazreb warmodgenaTa krebuls geoekonomikuri siv-

rcis calkeul elementebs Soris Tanafardobis Sesaxeb da maT

kavSirs ukve formirebul an/da formirebis procesSi myof

`upiratesad politikur~ sazRvrebTan. is aseve moicavs warmod-

genebs teritoriebis ekonomikur-politikur sistemebze, sa-

xelmwifo wyobis dominant ekonomikur-politikur modelebze.

warmodgenebi sazRvris rolis Sesaxeb sxvadasxvagvara-

daa interpretirebuli sxvadasxva socialuri jgufebis mi-

er. magaliTad, kavkasiis qveynebis mTavrobebisaTvis mniSvne-

lovania saxelmwifo sazRvrebis warmoCena globalur mas-

StabSi (sazRvari evropasa da azias Soris), makroregiona-

lur doneze (rogorc maTi xalxebis ZirZveli sazRvari an pi-

riqiT, rogorc Sedegi gamWriaxi, magram mtkivneuli daTmo-

bisa saerTaSoriso stabilurobisaTvis).

amdenad, ukiduresad zogadi analizic ki gviCvenebs, rom

dReisaTvis Teoriul limologiaSi sakmaod didi informa-

ciaa dargovili imisTvis, rom safuZveli daedos axal mimar-

Tulebas, geoekonomikur limologias. es mimarTuleba saWi-

roebs axal Teoriul midgomebs. erTi ram ki cxadia, geoeko-

nomikuri limologia multidisciplinuri xasiaTisaa da misi

umniSvnelovanesi segmenti sivrce da droa.

zemoT motanili Teoriuli da praqtikuli konstruqcie-

bi saSualebas iZleva SemovfargloT is sagnobrivi areali,

romelSic unda funqcionirebdes geoekonomikuri limologia.

kerZod, misi Seswavlis sagania sazRvris tradiciuli (geopo-
litikuri) funqciis sistemuri transformacia globaluri
ekonomikis aqtorTa zemoqmedebisas, sivrcesa da droSi.
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What is Geo-economic Limology?
Resume

The work discusses a less known geoeconomic actor of Limology the
actuality of which is absolutely evident in the world geoeconomic
architecture. The goal of the presented article is to analyze the theoretical
conception of Limology and determine the possibilities of developing its
geoeconomic segment.

It can be said that a state and its inner political-administrative borders
have almost never been considered as a unified system. Despite the fact that
scientific works contained quite a lot of factual materials, political Limolo-
gy, in the recent past, was seriously damaged by the deficiency of
theoretical considerations in this field.
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Even the most general analysis of the existing materials shows that by
now quite considerable amount of information is accumulated to form the
basis for a new direction – Geoeconomic Limology, which is of multi-
disciplinary character, and space and time remain its most significant actors.

The analysis of theoretical and practical constructions connected with
the object of research made it possible to limit the subject area in which
Geoeconomic Limology should function. Namely, the subject of its study is
the process of systemic transformation of the traditional (geopolitical)
function of the border taking place in space and time under the influence of
the actors of global economy.
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migraciisa da eri-saxelmwifos geoekonomikuri
problemebi transnacionalizmisa da

translokalurobis koncefciebSi

migracia transnacionalizmis koncefciaSi. termini transna-

cionalizmi samecniero literaturaSi gasuli saukunis 70-

iani wlebis dasawyisSi Cndeba. misi Semotana mecnierul leq-

sikonSi ukavSirdeba ekonomikis sferoSi mimdinare tran-

sformaciebs, sadac dominireba iwyo msxvilma transnaciona-

lurma kompaniebma (tnk), bankebma (tnb), korporaciebma da

globalurma qalaqebma.

cnobilma amerikelma mkvlevarma saskia sasenma sagangebo

kvlevebi miuZRvna globaluri qalaqebis Seswavlas, romle-

bic warmoadgendnen saerTaSoriso institutebisa (bankebis,

iuridiuli firmebi) da adamianTa (saerTaSoriso donis eq-

spertebi) Tavmoyris adgilebs. swored maT Sesaswavlad ga-

moiyena man termini `transnacionaloba~, riTac xazi gausva,

erTi mxriv, sivrcobriv ganzomilebebs da, meore mxriv, glo-

balizaciis pirobebSi ekonomikuri, politikuri da socia-

luri procesebis masStabebs (Sassen:1991).
amJamad, termini transnacionalizmi ukve aqtiurad ga-

moiyeneba migraciuli procesebis kvlevaSi. transnaciona-

luri migraciis klasikur kvlevebSi adamianebi adgilTan

(konkretuli sivrcis nawili) uwyvet kavSirSi ganixilebian,

anu aucileblad sadRac arian lokalizebulni. adgilTan

 eE. koduas dabadebidan 80 wlisTavisadmi miZRvnili samecniero konfe-
renciis masalebi. Tbilisis saxelmwifo universiteti. 2010, gv.196-218.
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kavSiri xorcieldeba gansakuTrebuli lokaluri kulturis

maSveobiT. amdenad, migranti unda Seeguos an/da moaxdinos

asimilacia adgilobriv kulturasTan.

1990-iani wlebis dasawyisSi es Tezisi eWvqveS daayenes

rigma dasavlelma mecnierebma da samecniero brunvaSi Semoi-

tanes terminebi – transmigrantebi, rogorc transnaciona-

luri migraciis kvlevis sabazo cneba. aRniSnuli paradigmis

CarCoebSi transnacionalizmi moiazreba, rogorc socialu-

ri procesi, sadac migrantebi qmnian socialur vels, rome-

lic kveTs geografiul, geopolitikur da kulturul sazR-

vrebs. am konteqstidan gamomdinare, SeiZleba davaskvnaT,

rom migrantebi transmigrantebis statuss iZenen maSin, ro-

ca isini aviTareben ojaxur, ekonomikur, socialur, organi-

zaciul, religiur Tu politikur urTierTobebs, romlebic,

amavdroulad, sazRvarmkveT faqtorebsac warmoadgenen.

transmigrantebi, faqtobrivad, cxovroben ramdenime

adgilas da CarTulni arian erTi an meti sazogadoebis saqmi-

anobaSi, qmnian axal urTierTdamokidebulebebs da axdenen

iseTi sazogadoebis konstruirebas, romlebic gansakuTre-

buli saxiT arian dakavSirebuli saxelmwifoebTan da maT te-

ritoriebTan (Rouse:1996; Gitirrez:1995).

transnacionaluri migraciis cirkulaciis idea, erTi

SexedviT, SeiZleba CavTvaloT 1980-iani wlebis bolosa da

90-iani wlebis dasawyisis axal Teoriuli warmatebad. Tumca,

ufro Rrmad Tu CaveZiebiT, igi praqtikulad warmoadgens

axleburad gaazrebul im ideebis interpretacias, romelic

dakavSirebuli iyo Sida migraciebis kvlevasTan. ufro kon-

kretulad ki geoekonomikuri periferiebis mosaxleobis

transnacionalur gadaadgilebasTan. magaliTad, miurei Cep-

menis da mensel proteros mier centraluri afrikis sam-

xreT regionSi Catarebulma kvlevebma (kvlevebi gasuli sau-

kunis 60-ian wlebSi Catarda – g.k.) aCvena, rom am regionSi
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migracia atarebda `cirkulirebad da ara erTmimarTulebiT

xasiaTs~ (Chapman; Prothero;1985:36).

isaia golSteinma, romelic Sida migraciebs ikvlevda ma-

laiziaSi zemoT aRniSnuli migraciebis tipis dasaxasiaTeb-

lad gamoiyena termini `qanqarisebuli~ (umjobesi iqneba,

migraciis es forma movixsenioT, rogorc maqosebri. es uf-

ro zusti terminia – g.k.), aseTi migraciis Sedegi gaxda `qa-

laqur da soflis cxovrebas Soris sazRvrebis waSlis efeq-

ti~ (Codstein: 1985: 390). Cemi azriT, am kvlevis zogadi idea iyo

is, rom migracia warmoCeniliyo, rogorc aqtorTa saqmiano-

bis sivrcis gafarToeba da ara rogorc erTi punqtidan meo-

reSi gadasvla. Sesabamisad, am SemTxvevaSi, TviT migraciuli

areali (Ria an Seqmnis procesSi myofi – g.k) gadaiqceva kvle-

vis erT-erT mTavar interesis sferod.

aRniSnulTan dakavSirebiT, germanelma mecnierma lud-

vig prisma Semoitana transnacionaluri socialuri sivrcis

cneba (Pries:1996). misi ganmartebiT, adamianTa, kapitalis, sa-

qonlis, momsaxurebis da informaciis permanentuli gadaad-

gileba, romelic gamowveulia globalizaciis procesebiT,

mianiSnebs migraciis kvlevebSi axali epoqis dasawyiss. es

marTlac asea, radgan migrantTa socialuri qseli ukve se-

riozulad integrirdeba difuziur sivrceebTan da miuxeda-

vad saxelmwifo sazRvrebis arsebobisa, es qseli warmatebiT

axerxebs adamianTa erovnuli identurobis fragmentacias,

aseve maTi cxovrebis gzisa da SromiTi karieris struqturi-

zacias.

amdenad, sruliad aSkaraa, rom transnacionaluri soci-

aluri sivrceebis arseboba Slis migraciis tradiciul

formebs. kerZod, dRis wesrigSi ise mwvaved aRar dgas tran-

smigraciis mTavari dilema – integracia. rogorc am sfero-

Si arsebuli kvlevebis analizidan Cans, xSirad migrantebi

saerTod ar arian orientirebulni integraciaze, xolo
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transmigrantTa eTnikuri umciresobebi iqmneba adgilobri-

vi elitisgan da ara axalgadmosaxlebulebisgan.

sazRvrisa da sazRvrispira regionebis problema tran-

snacionalur migraciebis prizmaSi. sazRvris kvleva (Border
studies) transnacionaluri migraciis geoekonomikur Seswav-

laSi, erT-erTi centraluri Temaa. es aris mecnieruli mi-

marTuleba, romelic iqmneba geografiis, politologiis,

geopolitikisa da geoekonomikis urTierTSexebis adgilze,

maT mijnaze. am problemis geoekonomikuri Seswavlis dros

yuradReba unda gamaxvildes yvelaze ufro zogad koncep-

tualur midgomebsa da perspeqtivebze, romlis prizmaSic

SeiZleba ganvixiloT migracia transsasazRvro stadiaSi.

saerTod, sasazRvro kvlevis gaaqtiureba ukavSirdeba

transnacionaluri dinebebis irgvliv gamarTul diskusiebs,

vinaidan `saxelmwifo sazRvrebi gvevlinebian mediatoris

rolSi da, am TvalsazrisiT, Sualeduri mdgomareoba moiaz-

reba rogorc sazRvrispira teritoriis upiratesoba~

(Elynn:1997: 312).

saxelwifoebis sazRvrispira teritoriebi, romlebic am

saxelmwifoebisaTvis mikrogeoekonomikur periferiebs war-

moadgenen, maTi Sualeduri mdgomareobis gamo ukve gvevline-

bian ganviTarebis centrebis rangSi. `sazRvrispira terito-

riebis statusis cvlilebebi iwvevs deteritorializaciis

procesis provocirebas. kerZod, `socialuri warmonaqmnebi,

romlebic yalibdeba saxelmwifoSi mezobeli saxelmwifoebis

geoekonomikur, politikur da eTnikur periferiebs faraven,

rac, Tavis mxriv, faqtobrivad, angrevs teritoriis, sazRvre-

bisa da erovnuli ideis gavrcelebis sazRvrebis saxelmwifo

sazRvrebTan sruli Tanxvedris ideas~ (Nagata: 1994:63).

Ooskar martinesi, romelic amerika-meqsikis sazRvrispi-

ra regionebis cnobil mkvlevarad iTvleba, aRniSnavs, rom

`am teritoriebze yalibdeba gansakuTrebuli sivrce, rom-
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lis inicirebasac iwvevs transasazRvro socialuri qsele-

bisa da mZlavri transasazRvro ekonomikuri kavSirebi~ (Mar-
tinez: 1994: 10) imis miuxedavad, rom aSS da meqsika rCebian

transnacionaluri kavSirebis Zlier aqtorebad, am terito-

riebze ori sistema erTmaneTs Seeria, riTac Seqmna iseTi

wesrigi, roca `sazRvrispira teritoriebis mosaxleobis

cxovrebis wesi da stili mniSvnelovnad gansxvavdeba am sa-

xelmwifoTa centraluri regionebis mcxovrebTa cxovrebis

wesisa da stilisagan~ (Martinez: 1994: 304).

transnacionaluri migraciis bevr koncefciaSi, romle-

bic fokusirebulia sazRvris fenomenze, aRniSnulia, rom

sazRvrispira teritoriebze mcxovrebi adamianebi TandaTan

kargaven erovnul identobas da loialurobas erTi saxel-

mwifos mimarT. Ddaniel areola da jeims kerTisi, aanalizeben

ra aSS-isa da meqsikis sazRvarze arsebul situacias, aRniS-

naven, rom sazRvrispira teritoriebze yalibdeba gansakuT-

rebuli turistuli landSaftebi. imisaTvis, rom gamar-

Tldes turistTa molodini meqsikis sazRvrispira terito-

riebis Sesaxeb, `yalibdeba warmodgenebi meqsikaze, rogorc

realobis, fantaziis, istoriisa da miTebis gansakuTrebul

sivrceze~ (Arreola and Curtis:1996: 238). ufro metic, renato ro-

saldo wers sazRvrispira isteriazec (igi gulisxmobs iden-

tobis kriziss – g.k), romelic `gamowveulia cxovrebis do-

nis standartebSi arsebuli uzarmazari gansxvavebebiT aSS-

sa da meqsikas Soris~ (Rosaldo:1989:28).
rosaldosTan diskusiaSi CarTulia saseni, romelic am-

tkicebs, rom transnacionaluri migraciebi gamowveulia ara-

mxolod siRaribiT, gadasaxadebiT an ekonomikuri stagnaci-

iT. Aamas igi imiT asabuTebs, rom aSS-Si Zalzed didia im tran-

smigrantebis wili, romlebic qveyanaSi Sedian im teritorie-

bidan, romliTac miaRwies ganviTarebis sakmaod maRal do-
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nes. kerZod, igi asaxelebs meqsikas, karibis auzis, samxreT da

samxreT-aziis SedarebiT ukeT ganviTarebul qveynebs. mecni-

eri SeniSnavs, rom migraciis donorebs warmoadgenen is qvey-

nebi, romelTa ekonomikur ganviTarebas mxars uWerda aSS

FDI-s (pirdapiri ucxouri investiciebi) programis meSveo-

biT. is amtkicebs, rom FDI-s programa xels uwyobs ori iseTi

procesis ganviTarebas, romlebic stimuls aZleven transna-

cionalur migraciebs. mas mxedvelobaSi aqvs is investiciebi

romlebic orientirebulia mrewvelobis dargebis eqspor-

tze da romlebic geokonomikur periferiebze angreven tra-

diciul SromiT stuqturebs (geoekonomikur periferiebze

qalTa didi raodenobiT dasaqmebam warmoSva mamakacTa So-

ris umuSevroba, gaZlierda migraciebi soflebidan qalaqeb-

Si da Seiqmna qalaqis anazRaurebadi samuSao Zala da Aa.S.), ra-

mac gamoiwvia mosaxleobis Tavisufali geografiuli da geo-

ekonomikuri mobilizacia. meore mxriv, ucxouri saqonlis,

kapitalis, teqnologiebis (maT Soris, informaciuli), mom-

saxurebisa da kulturis produqtebis gacvlebis mzardi

masStabebi qmnian samuSao Zalis cirkulaciis transnaciona-

lur sivrces.

aRniSnulidan gamomdinare, saxelmwifoebis internacio-

nalizacia xels uwyobs transnacionaluri SromiTi migraci-

ebis mobilizebas, rac, faqtobrivad, warmoadgens Sromis

globaluri bazris formirebis adreul stadias.

sainteresoa, rom afrikis kontinentis saxelmwifoTa

sazRvris kvleva viTardeba ramdenadme gansxvavebuli mimar-

TulebiT. aqcenti keTdeba ara mxolod Tanamedrove urTi-

erTgavlenasa da cirkulaciaze, aramed istoriul da eTni-

kur urTierTdamokidebulebaze. transmigraciis afrikuli

fenomenis arsi imaSi mdgomareobs, rom zogierTi eTnikuri

da SemdgomSi erovnul-saxelmwifoebrivi sazRvrebiT orad

gayofili saxelmwifo, sakuTar identobas axdens politi-
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kur-saxelmwifoebrivi sazRvrebis ignorirebiT yoveldRi-

ur cxovrebaSi (Adefuye: 1985; Asiwaju: 1985).
imis miuxedavad, rom mecnierebi sazRvrebis kvlevis

procesSi gansxvavebul terminologias iyeneben, logikura-

dac da kvlevis Sedegebis mixedviTac, maTi poziciebi erTma-

neTTan axloa. (gamonaklisi am mxriv zogierTi rusi mecnie-

ria. mag., aleqsandr dugini – g.k.) magaliTad, jeims hercogma

da pol lorensma `transsasazRvro metropoliebis~ kvlevis

dros yuradReba gaamaaxviles sazRvrispira qalaqebze (Her-
zog & Lawrence:1996); Ggabriela rodrigesi `araregulirebadi

migraciis~ kvlevis procesSi fokusirebulia transnaciona-

lizaciis iseT aspeqtze, rogoricaa saxelmwifos pozicia

sakuTari sazRvris garSemo mimdinare bataliebSi (Rodrigu-
ez:1996).

transnacionaluri migracia translokalurobis kon-
cefciaSi. translokalurobis koncefcias ukavSireben ame-

rikeli mecnieris arjuna apadurais saxels. terminis mniS-

vnelobas is gansazRvravs lokalurobis sakuTari gagebis

Sesabamisad da upirispirebs mas `mezoblobis~ kategorias

(neighborhoors,Appadurai:1985). is aRniSnavs, rom lokalurobis

kvalwarmoeba da konstruireba xdeba adamianis mier rogorc

SegrZnobadobis struqtura, xolo `mezobloba~ piriqiT,

warmodgens adamianTa socialuri organizaciis realur

formas.

saxelmwifo (socialuri organizaciis yvelaze msxvili

aqtori – g.k) mniSvnelovnad gansazRvravs `mezoblobas~ sa-

kuTari teritoriis farglebSi. Tanamedrove eri-saxelmwi-

fo (moiazreba, rogorc standartizirebuli moqalaqeebis

mier mezoblobis formirebis proeqti, dafaruli discipli-

naruli meqnizmebis an Ria Zaladobis gamoyenebiT) sul ufro

met winaaRmdegobas uwevs `mezoblobis~ konstruirebas lo-
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kaluri struqturebis (qvemodan mSenebloba) meSveobiT. ama-

ve dros, eri-saxelwifos teritoriuli (da ara marto)

mTlianoba safrTxis qveS dgeba, radgan izrdeba adamianTa,

kapitalis, saqonlis da informaciis dinebebi. apadurai

Tvlis, rom `adamianebis mobiloba (turistebi, devnilebi,

SromiTi migrantebi, ekomigrantebi da a.S.) imis safuZvels

qmnis, rom gaverkveT iseTi tipis konfliqtebis bunebaSi, ro-

melic aRmocendeba saxelmwifos teritoriul suverenitet-

sa da, meore mxriv, translokaluri diasporebis axal for-

mebs Soris~ (Appadurai:1995:216).
cnobilia, rom globaluri komunikaciebis eleqtronu-

li saSualebebi aioleben da xels uwyoben translokaluro-

bisa da virtualuri `mezoblebis~ warmoqmnas. amasTan dakav-

SirebiT, apadurai wers: `kulturis kvlavwarmoebis proble-

mebi (globalizirebul msoflioSi – g.k.) mxolod nawilob-

riv eqvemdebareba rasisa da klasis (genderisa da xelisuf-

lebis) terminebiT aRweras. Tumca, isini, ra Tqma unda, Car-

Tulni arian am procesSi. gacilebiT mniSvnelovania is faq-

ti, rom lokalurobis ganviTareba dRes sustdeba da qreba,

vinaidan is didi winaaRmdegobebis fonze mimdinareobs. xde-

ba ra adamianTa gadaadgilebis destabilizacia, mas enacvle-

ba virtualuri Tanamegobrobis axali saxeobebi~ (Appadurai:
1995:221).

de iongi (De Jong:1999) arjuna apaduraisTan garkveuli

formiT polemikaSi Sedis da amtkicebs, rom termini `mezob-

loba~ ar SeiZleba gamoyenebuli iqnas msxvili socialuri

erTobebis mimarT (magaliTad, eTnikuri jgufebi – g.k), ro-

melTa wevrebi gafantulni arian mTels msoflioSi. misi az-

riT, es jgufebi jer kidev warmoadgenen Tanamegobrobebs an

Temebs da isini kvlav qmnian translokalurobas.

sainteresoa im faqtis aRniSvna, rom de iongma samxreT

senegalSi Seiswavla eTnikuri jgufi iola (Iola), romelmac
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bolo aTwleulebSi Zlieri migracia ganicada. misi kvlevis

Sedegebis Tanaxmad, am Temidan migrantTa gamavali nakadi,

romelic mimarTuli iyo mezobel soflebTan urTierTobis

dasamyareblad da amdenad lokalurobis kvlavwarmoebisa-

ken, Semdeg TandaTan Seicvala regionSi dawyebuli islami-

zaciis procesis zegavleniT. swored amitom, is nel-nela Se-

eTvisa globalur sistemas, romlis gamovlenis yvelaze ar-

sebiTi momenti iyo fuladi gzavnilebi. amJamad wes-Cveule-

ba, tradiciebi, unar-Cvevebi da a.S. mxolod imas emsaxureba,

rom moaxdinos translokaluri sazogadoebis qselebisa da

kavSirebis kvlavwarmoeba anu sxvanairad rom vTqvaT, perma-

nentulad Seqmnas translokaluroba, rogorc axali socia-

luri forma.

transnacionalizmi da geoekonomikuri kvlevebis perspeq-
tivebi. aRniSnulidan gamomdinare, relevanturi xdeba sakiTx-

is zogierTi problemuri arealis ganisazRvra da aRniSnul

koncefciaTa ganviTarebis geoekonomikuri perspeqtivebi.

aSkaraa, rom geoekonomika, iswrafvis globaluri siv-

rcis formirebisaken. amisaTvis mas sWirdeba analitikuri

kvlevebis gaZliereba. ra Tqma unda, terminebi, romlebic ga-

moyenebulia SemoTavazebul koncefciebSi, icvleba kvlevis

obieqtisa da fokusis Sesabamisad. transnacionaluri migra-

ciis geoekonomikuri kvleva fokusirdeba adamianTa gadaad-

gilebaze da, Sesabamisad, misi kvlevis sagani xdeba transna-

cionaluri sazogadoebis formirebis, ganviTarebisa da in-

tegraciis ekonomikuri da geopolitikuri koncefciebi.

sazRvris, rogorc geopolitikuri da geoekonomikuri kate-

goriis kvlevaSi, yuradReba unda gamaxvildes geoekonomikis

erT-erT mniSvnelovan faqtorze eri-saxelmwifos rolze

sazRvrispira teritoriebTan mimarTebiT.

Mmakro orientirebul midgomebSi (institutebi, organi-

zaciebi, globaluri qalaqebi, eri-saxelmwifoebi, qveyana –
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sistemebi, msxvili geoekonomikuri sivrceebi) aqcenti unda

gakeTdes kulturul, informaciul da sxva tipis transnaci-

onaluri dinebebis (Gastells: 1989) mimarTulebebze da mis geo-

ekonomikur mniSvnelobaze.

sruliad aSkaraa, rom arsebuli geosocialuri da geopo-

litikuri realobis asaxsnelad, geoekonomikaSi ar arsebobs

konvenciuri Teoriuli sqemebi da koncefciebi. axali Teori-

ebis agebis mcdeloba moiTxovs axal terminologiasac. amas-

Tan, gasagebia, rom axal kategoriaTa urTierTwinaaRmdegoba

da xSirad gaurkvevloba sulac ar amsubuqebs diskusias.

migraciis kvlevebSi adaptacia ganicada transnaciona-

lizmis cnebamac, romlis mixedviTac migrantebi, upirveles

yovlisa, ganixilebian rogorc erTi eris warmomadgenlebi.

im SemTxvevaSic ki, Tu maTi saqmianoba scildeba eri-saxel-

mwifos sazRvrebs, Sesabamisad, maT transmigrantebad aq-

cevs. am SemTxvevaSi, meore termini `translokaluroba~

sruliad adekvaturia maTi teritoriuli organizaciis so-

cialuri da ekonomikuri formebis dasaxasiaTeblad. ufro

metic, rogorc cnobilia, transmigrantebi gadaadgildebian

or an ufro met erebs Soris da maSin, roca Cven vsaubrobT am

gadaadgilebebTan dakavSirebul transformaciebsa da mis

struqturaze, termin `lokalurobis~ gamoyeneba, am dros

gacilebiT relevanturad gveCveneba.

rac Seexeba termin `transnacionalizms~, igi gacilebiT

efeqturad SeiZleba iqnes gamoyenebuli makro doneze anu

erebs, msxvil organizaciebs an sazRvarmkveT ekonomikur

sivrceebs Soris urTierTkavSirsa da urTierdamokidebu-

lebis aRsaniSnavad. am procesis fiqsaciisaTvis ki, ufro

zusti termini iqneba geoekonomikuri transnacionalizmi.

Tanamedrove geoekonomikuri sivrcis formireba Teore-

tikosebisagan moiTxovs globaluri msoflios aRqmis auci-

leblobas. magaliTad, terminologiuri gaurkvevlobis
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mdgomareobaSi imyofeba is Teoriuli perspeqtivac, rome-

lic ukavSirdeba Tanamedrove eri-saxelmwifos geoekonomi-

kur transformacias. cnobilia, rom geoekonomikas gaaCnia

deteritorializaciis efeqti (kvinikaZe: 2008). erTi mxriv,

geoekonomikuri sivrce jer kidev dakavSirebuli da struq-

turirebulia eri-saxelmwifoebiT, meore mxriv, Tanamedro-

ve eri-saxelmwifos funqciebi da mniSvneloba msoflios

axal wesrigSi arsebiTad transformirdeba. postTanamedro-

ve saxelmwifos (gacilebiT umjobesi iqneboda, dagvemkvid-

rebina termini `geoekonomikuri saxelmwifo~) faqtobrivi

rolis da funqciis determinireba erT-erTi yvelaze aqtua-

luri sakiTxi xdeba akademiur diskusiebSi. saseni amtkicebs,

rom eri-saxelmwifoebi warmoadgenen globalizaciis in-

strumentalur agentebs, rom zogierTi misi funqcia kide-

vac gaizarda Tavisi mniSvnelobiT (magaliTad mas mohyavs

fiskaluri politika – g. k.).

sasenis sawinaaRmdegod, apadurai xazs usvams eri-saxel-

mwifos SesaZleblobebis SezRudul xasiaTs da er-saxelmwi-

fos ganixilavs, rogorc koleqtiur proeqts (Appadurai:
1993). vfiqrob, rom orive mosazrebas gaaCnia arsebobis uf-

leba. Tundac imitom, rom sxvadasxva saxelwifoTa ekonomi-

kebis transnacionalizaciis xarisxi geografiulad Zlier

gansxvavdeba erTmaneTisagan. globaluri geoekonomikuri

sivrcis mniSvnelovan nawilSi saxelmwifoebi imyofebian

eris Camoyalibebis sawyis etapze (geoekonomikuri periferia)

maSin. roca sxva nawilSi mimdinareobs nebayoflobiTi (Tum-

ca, konfliqtebis TanxlebiT) denacionalizacia – privati-

zacia (geoekonomikuri naxevrad periferiebi) da gacilebiT

maRali xarisxis integracia axal geoekonomikur sivrcesTan

maSin, roca geoekonomikuri birTvis SemadgenlobaSi myofma

qveynebma ukve geoekonomikur (postTanamedrove) saxelmwi-

foTa statusi SeiZines.
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transnacionalizaciis Zalebi er-saxelmwifoze sxvadas-

xvagvar zemoqmedebas axdens. transmigrantTa didi nakadebis

moZalebis SemTxvevaSi, eri-saxelmwifoebis mTavrobebi iZu-

lebulni gaxdebian mkacrad gaakontrolon sakuTari teri-

toriebi (imave seleqciuri migraciis meSveobiT) qveynis geo-

ekonomikuri interesebis Sesabamisad, migraciis saerTaSo-

riso kanonmdeblobis sruli dacviT.

geoekonomikuri birTvis qveynebi, didi albaTobiT, mo-

mavalSi kvlav mogvevlinebian transnacionaluri gacvlebis

katalizatoris rolSi, vidre is qveynebi, romlebic ver an

ar arian konkurentunarianebi globalur bazrebze.

transnacionaluri migracia, rogorc ganviTarebis geo-
ekonomikuri berketi. cnobili faqtia, rom transnaciona-

luri migracia mowodebulia Searbilos demografiuli da

ekonomikuri xasiaTis teritoriuli disproporciebi. Tu

frang mecniers Jan klod Sones davesesxebiT, transnaciona-

luri migracia xdeba sami aqtoris – imigrantis, donori

qveynisa da qveyana recipientis – monawileobiT, romelic

dadebiTi SedegiT mTavrdeba.

transnacionalur migraciebSi naklebadaa Seswavlili

migrantTa donor qveynebSi arsebuli situacia da, rogorc

wesi, ganixileba keTilganzraxviTi ideologiis prizmaSi,

romelsac realobasTan cota Tu aqvs saerTo.

imigrants, romelic sazRvars xSirad sakuTari sicocx-

lis riskis fasad hkveTs, gaaCnia naTeli motivacia: a) es aris

misi da misi ojaxis gadarCenis sakiTxi; b) sakuTar samSoblo-

Si gamefebuli umuSevrobis da siRatakis daviwyeba. is cdi-

lobs miaRwios eldorados, sadac xelfasi xSirad 10-20-jer

aWarbebs mis samSobloSi arsebul xelfass. transmigranti

xSirad ganicdis eqspluatacias recipient qveyanaSi (xelfa-

sis, Sromis da a.S.). Tumca, Tavis axal pirobebs is adarebs

ara im qveyanaSi arsebul pirobebs, sadac is imyofeba, aramed
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im pirobebs romlebSic imyofebian samSobloSi darCenili

misi Tanamemamuleebi da im traeqtorias, romelsac is gaiv-

lida, Tu sakuTar qveyanaSi darCeboda. amitom transmigran-

ti Tanxmdeba yvela im `WuWyian~, Znel da xSirad janmrTelo-

bisaTvis saxifaTo samuSaos, romelsac uaryofs qveyana re-

cipientis mosaxleoba. misTvis es aris piraduli arCevani,

romelic amaRlebs mas Tavis TanamemamuleTa TvalSi da ro-

melic mas aZlevs gamocdilebas, profesias da Rirseuli

cxovrebis Sanss.

amis naTeli dadasturebaa dabrunebaze fuladi daxmare-

bis politikis kraxi anu daxmareba im ucxoel muSebze, rom-

lebic Tanaxmani iyvnen dabrunebuliyvnen samSobloSi (aseTi

praqtika gaaCnda germanias, safrangeTs, Sveicarias, italias

da a.S.). es iyo 1973-1974 ww., roca ganviTarda navTobis krizi-

si, rac niSnavda ekonomikis zrdis tempebis Semcirebas, umu-

Sevrobis zrdas da a.S. am periodSi ver imuSava maRalma fi-

nansurma stimulebma da transmigrantebis samSobloSi dab-

runebis yvela mcdeloba warumateblad dasrulda.

amis mizezi isicaa, rom imigracia warmoadgens ojaxuri

strategiis (socialuri statusis amaRleba, fuladi gzavni-

lebi im axloblebTan romlebic siRatakeSi cxovroben, kapi-

talis dagrovebisaken swrafva, raTa aaSenon saxli an wamo-

iwyon biznesi da a.S.) nawils, romelic transmigrantisaTvis

umniSvnelovanesi fenomenia. transmigrantTa Soris amJamad

SeiniSneba umuSevrobis SedarebiT dabali done da gacile-

biT Zlieri swrafva samuSaosadmi, vidre es aris recipienti

qveynis mkvidr mosaxleobaSi, vinaidan transmigranti meta-

daa motivirebuli.

qveyana-recipientisaTvis mniSvneloba aqvs imas, rom ga-

zardos sakuTari saxelmwifos konkurentunarianoba ekono-

mikis sxvadasxva sferoSi. es exeba rogorc kvalificiuri mu-

SaxeliT dasaqmebul zogierT seqtors (inJinrebi, jandacvis
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muSakebi, informaciuli teqnologiebi da a.S.) aseve xeliT

Sromis sferos an specialobebs, romelic sulac araa qveya-

na-recipientSi mcxovrebi ganaTlebuli axalgazrdebisaT-

vis mimzidveli (damlageblebi, Sinamosamsaxureebi, bavSvTa

da moxucTa momvlelebi, mebaReebi, samSeneblo seqtorSi da-

saqmebulebi, oficiantebi, taqsis mZRolebi da a.S.). qiraoben

ra ucxoel muSebs, bevri sawarmo aRar kotrdeba, xolo geoe-

konomikuri sivrce amiT ufro moqnili xdeba. rac Seexeba

momxmarebels, imis gamo, rom is iaf muSaxels warmoadgens, is

finansurad igebs da mis mier dazogili Tanxebi kvlav inves-

tirdeba ekonomikaSi.

qveyana recipientis moqalaqeebSi `statusis dakargvis

SiSi~ (ase uwoda mas frangma demografma alfred sovim) war-

moadgens diskriminaciis mizezs. kerZo msxvili sawarmoebi

mowesrigebisaTvis (dalagebisaTvis) eZeben transmigrantebs,

radgan mkvidri mosaxleobis nawili am samuSaos arapresti-

Julad miiCnevs da cdilobs icxovros mxolod saxelmwifo

daxmarebebis xarjze (romlebic xSirad araregistrirebul

saqmianobaSic monawileoben).

saerTod, imigracia xels uwyobs Semsyidvelunarianobis

zrdas (transmigrantebi awarmoeben SedarebiT dabali TviT-

Rirebulebis produqtebsa da momsaxurebas) da dadebiTad

moqmedebs mosaxleobis socialur mobilobaze qveyana-reci-

pientis SigniT. saubaria ara socialuri daZabulobis, dana-

Saulis an integraciis danaxarjebis likvidaciaze, aramed im

zogierT ekonomikur faqtorze, romelic, rogorc wesi, mas-

mediis miRma rCeba. sxvagvarad rom vTqvaT, imigracias mivya-

varT mwarmoeblurobis amaRlebamde, radgan, rogorc wesi,

masSi yvelaze ukeTesebi, yvelaze Wkvianebi, yvelaze kvali-

ficiuri adamianebi monawileoben. am kategoriaSi Sedian is

transmigrantebic, romlebic iswrafvian Seqmnan sakuTari

biznesi (“family/community-business”).
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rac Seexeba migraciis donor qveynebs, internetiT gada-

ricxuli fuladi gzavnilebis statistikis mixedviT Tu vim-

sjelebT, calsaxad SeiZleba imis Tqma, rom transmigrante-

bis fuliT sazrdoobs geoekonomikuri periferia. msoflio

bankis gaTvlebiT (im fuladi gzavnilebis gamoklebiT, rom-

lebic araoficialuri gzebiT iqna gadagzavnili da daaxlo-

ebiT 300 mlrd dolars Seadgens) transmigrantebis fuladma

gzavnilebma 2004 wels, 100 mlrd dolars miaRwia. rac jamSi

400 mlrd dolars Seadgens. es Tanxa ki bevrad aWarbebs geoe-

konomikuri periferiis qveynebisaTvis gaweuli oficialuri

daxmarebisa da pirdapiri ucxouri investiciebis moculo-

bebs. geoekonomikuri periferiis qveynebSi transmigrantTa

fuladi gzavnilebi warmoadgens im ucxouri valutis pir-

vel an meore wyaros, romliTac xdeba ucxouri Sesyidvebis

dafinanseba, infrastruqturis (gzebis, saavadmyofoebis,

skolebis da a.S. mSenebloba) Seqmnis proeqtebis realizacia

da adgilobriv mosaxleobaze kreditebis gacema kerZo biz-

nesis wamowyebisaTvis.

saboloo jamSi, aRniSnuli uzrunvelyofs axalgazrdebi-

saTvis samuSao adgilebis Seqmnas, xolo mozardebisaTvis sas-

kolo dawesebulebebSi ganaTlebis miRebas. bunebrivia, rom

geoekonomikuri birTvis ekonomikebisaTvis transmigrantebi

warmoadgenen damxmare muSebs, xolo geoekonomikuri perife-

riebisaTvis (xSirad, naxevradperiferiebisaTvisac) seriozu-

li damfinanseblebi arian, ramdenadac permanentulad zrdian

Tavis wvlils im Senatanebze, romelic xmardeba ganviTarebi-

saTvis aTaswleulis miznebs (es aris siRatakis Semcirebis ga-

naxevrebis gaeros programa 2015 wlisaTvis).

daskvnis saxiT vityvi, rom transnacionaluri migracia

xels uwyobs: geoeknomikuri periferiis ganviTarebas da

warmoadgens siRatakis winaaRmdeg brZolis saSualebas. ume-

tes SemTxvevaSi, is fuli romelic egzavneba transmigrantis
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samSobloSi darCenil naTesavebs, SeiZleba Seadgendes tran-

smigrantis xelfasis 1/4-s an 1/5-s, magram Tu gaviTvaliswi-

nebT donor da recipient qveynebs Soris cxovrebis doneebSi

arsebul sxvaobas (igi uSualod SeiZleba iyos 1:5), transmig-

rantTa gamogzavnilma fulma SeiZleba ojaxis Semosavlebis

naxevari Seadginos.

amdenad, transnacionaluri migracia, es aris dinamikuri

interaqtiuli procesi, romelic uzrunvelyofs erToblivi

Semosavlebis zrdas, rac xSirad:

a) saTanadod ar aris gaSuqebuli;

b) saTanadod ver an ar fasdeba statistikis mier.

transnacionaluri migraciis internacionalizacia glo-
balur geoekonomikur sivrceSi. geoekonomikuri periferiis

ekonomikuri ganviTarebis erT-erT mTavar faqtors warmo-

adgens ekonomikis globalizacia, romelic Zalze zogadad

gulisxmobs msoflio ekonomikis mzard integracias. Aam uka-

nasknelSi, rogorc wesi, moiazreba kapitalis, teqnologie-

bisa da codnis mobilobis zrda, aseve, saqonlisa da momsaxu-

rebis transnacionaluri vaWrobis gaZliereba. uaxloes war-

sulSi, es procesi, izRudeboda socializmis ekonomikuri

sistemis arsebobiT (amJamad, aseTi SemzRudvelia ruseTis

federacia, irani, CrdiloeT korea, nikaragua, kuba, venesue-

la da afrikis diqtatoruli reJimebis rigi saxlmwifoebi)

da viTardeboda msoflio mosaxleobis arcTu did nawilSi –

dasavleT evropa, CrdiloeT amerika da `aziis vefxvebi~ (aR-

mosvleTi azia). bolo 20 wlis ganmavlobaSi es procesi daC-

qarda. misi inicireba moaxdina qveynebs Soris oficialuri

xelSekrulebisa da SeTanxmebebis dadebam (magaliTad, imave

msoflio savaWro organizaciis CarCoebSi), ramac aRniSnul

process namdvilad globaluri xasiaTi SesZina.

Tumca, kapitalis, saqonlis da momsaxurebis instituci-

onalurad met-naklebad Tavisufali moZraoba, ar aerTia-
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nebs kidev erT mniSvnelovan faqtors – samuSao Zalas. tran-

snacionaluri migracia darCa, rogorc sabazo principi sa-

xelmwifo kontrolis qveS, raTa daeqvemdebaros qveynis

erovnul interesebs im formiT, rogorc mas gansazRvravs

qveynis mTavroba da adamianis uflebaTa sayovelTao dekla-

racia.

Azogadad SeiZleba iTqvas, rom transnacionaluri migra-

ciis geoekonomikuri kvleva gacilebiT kompleqsuri da

zustia, vidre mis mimarT sazogadoebrivi warmodgenaa. am

kuTxiT Mmas didi perspeqtivebi gaaCnia.
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