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A Historical-Geographic Review of Modern 
Abkhazia

by T. Beradze, K. Topuria, B Khorava

Abkhazia (Abkhazeti) – the farthest North-Western part of Georgia is situated between 
the rivers Psou and Inguri on the coast of the Black Sea. The formation of Abkhazia 
within the borders is the consequence of complicated ethno-political processes. 

Humans first settled on the territory of modern Abkhazia during the Paleolithic Era. 
Abkhazia is the place where Neolithic, Bronze and Early Iron Eras are represented at 
their best. 

The first Georgian state – the Kingdom of Egrisi (Kolkheti), formed in 15. to 14. 
century BC, existed till the 2.century BC. It used to include the entire South-Eastern 
and Eastern parts of the Black Sea littoral for ages. The territory of modern Abkhazia 
was also a part of the Egrisi Kingdom. Old Greek historical sources inform us that 
before the new millennium, the territory between the rivers Psou and Inguri was only 
populated with tribes of Georgian origin: the Kolkhs, Kols, Svan-Kolkhs, Geniokhs. 

The Kingdom of Old Egrisi fell at the end of the 2.century BC and was never restored 
till 2.century AD. Old Greeks, Byzantines and Romans called this state - Lazika, the 
same Lazeti, which was associated with the name of the ruling dynasty. In 3. and 4. 
centuries AD, entire Western Georgia, including the territory of present Abkhazia, was 
part of this state. Based on the data of Byzantine authors, the South-East coastline 
part of the territory – between rivers Kodori and Inguri - belonged to the Odishi Duchy. 
The source of the Kodori River was occupied by the Georgian tribe of Misimians that 
was directly subordinated to the King of Egrisi (Lazeti). Tsebeli (Tsebelda), located in 
the central part of the Kodori River, and Apshileti, occupying the fortress and city of 
Traechea (Ughagni in Georgian), the same Anakopia (modern New Athos) were under 
the direct control of the administration of the Egrisi King. These places were located 
in the central part of the Kodori River. Abazgia – Abkhazia that comprised two duchies 
subordinated to the King of Egrisi occupied a territory till the Akenut River (now the 
Shakhe River) including the Traeche fortress. 

At the end of 8.century, West Georgia united as a single Kingdom again. The new 
Kingdom was called Abkhazia after the ruling Dynasty. The Kingdom was divided 
into eight duchies. The Abkhazian Duchy stretched on the territory from the Nikopsia 
(Negogsukho) River to the Anakopia (now Psirtskha) River. The Tskhumi Duchy 
was located to the Southeast of it, till the Kodori River. The Source of the Kodori 
River (the former Misimianeti) belonged to the Svaneti Duchy. Like in the past, the 
Odishi Duchy was located in the South-eastern part of the Kodori River. On the verge 
of 10 - 11.centuries, the territory of modern Abkhazia integrated into the newly-
formed Kingdom of Georgia, where the administrative-territorial division of Abkhazia 
remained unchanged. Here, the borders of the Duchy only changed at the beginning 
of 14. century, when the Tskhumi Duchy became part of the Odishi Duchy. From this 
time on, there existed only two duchies on the territory of modern Abkhazia. These 
were the Duchy of Abkhazia and the Duchy of Odishi. They were initially separated 
by the “Anakopia River”. 

The Kingdom of Georgia dissolved at the end of 15.century. All Western Georgia 
became part of the Imereti Kingdom, of which the territory of present Abkhazia (in 
the forms of the Duchies of Abkhazia and Odishi) was also a part. By that time, the 
Duchy of Abkhazia was situated between the Gagra Narrows and the Anakopia River. 
The situation of the Odishi Duchy was preserved and like in the past, it covered the 
littoral to the Southeast of the River Inguri. The Duke of Abkhazia was subordinated 
to the Duke of Odishi and the King of Imereti at the same time.  During the 50s of 
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15. century, the littoral was no longer part of the Kingdom of Imereti. Dadiani, the 
Duke of Odishi, became an independent ruler, to whom the Duke of Abkhazia was 
subordinated. 

In the 80s-90s of 16. century, with the immediate involvement of Osmalia, the border 
between Abkhazia and Odishi was changed and shifted to the River Kelasuri. Shortly, 
the Duchy of Abkhazia gained independence. The Principal of Odishi Levan Dadiani 
(1611-1657) gained a temporary control over Abkhazians. Yet, he failed to stop the 
massacre attacks. Therefore, he had to build a system of fortress constructions on 
the left bank of the Kelasura. These constructions are termed as “the Kelasura Wall” 
in history. 

In the 70s-80s of 17. century, the Odishi Principality lost its power. The Abkhazian 
feudalists took advantage of the situation and broadened the territory of Abkhazia 
from the Kelasuri River to the Inguri. As a result of the subjugation, a genocide of 
the Georgian population took place on the territory between the River Kelasuri and 
the River Khalidzga. A bigger part of the Georgian people were either sold as slaves 
or forced to flee and take refuge in other parts of Georgia. Only a very small part 
of the aborigine population stayed in the place. The population got mixed with the 
settlers. 

As a result of the developments at the beginning of 18.century major changes have 
been entered into the political map of Abkhazia. Zupu stretched from the River Bzipi 
to the River Gumista. Abzhua was formed between the River Gumista and the River 
Ghalidzga. “Abzhua” is the Abkhazian translation of the Georgian “mid-country”. 
Between the River Ghalidzga and the River Inguri was formed one more Abkhazian 
feudal state, which was later called Samurzakano. At the beginning of 18.century, 
the Principal of Odishi managed to shift the borderline between the principalities of 
Abkhazia and Odishi from the Inguri River to the Khalidzga River. Thus, throughout 
almost the whole 18. century, Samurzakano was part of the Odishi Principality. 

At the beginning of 19. century, the Principality of Odishi (Samegrelo) became 
an autonomous unit of the Russian Empire. Samurzakano was also a part of the 
Autonomous Principality of Samegrelo, while the border between Abkhazia and 
Samegrelo passed on the River Ghalidzga. The Marshania Feudal House governed in 
Tsebeli and Dali - the mid and higher part of the Kodori Canyon. The Pskhu Region, 
located at the source of the Bzipi River, was also subordinated to the Marshania 
Feudal House. Thus, the Principality of Abkhazia, which as one of the regions of 
Georgia became an autonomous unit of the Russian Empire in 1810, only included 
the Black Sea Littoral from the River Khalidzga to the River Bzipi. At the same time, 
the Principal of Abkhazia only exercised control over Zupu on this territory. With the 
help of Russian troops, in the 30s of 19.century the Principal of Abkhazia Mikheil 
Shervashidze managed to expand his power on the Black Sea Littoral on the territory 
from the Bzipi to the Khalidzga. Thus, Abkhazia, as a single political unit, was only 
established at this time. 

In 1864, the Russian authorities abolished the Abkhazian Principality. In the place of 
the Principality and within the same boundaries there was formed “the Military Unit 
of Abkhazia”. Two years later, in 1866, “the Sokhumi Okrug” (the Sokhumi District) 
was set up within the borders of the Kutaisi Province instead of the Military Unit of 
Abkhazia. Samurzakano – the territory between the River Ghalidzga and the River 
Inguri – was first to become a part of the Sokhumi District. Since the 1840s, the 
Russian Empire has been striving to separate the Abkhazian Territory from Georgia. 
The Russian authorities considered that it would be somewhat awkward to carry 
out the intention directly. Therefore, they embarked on the “stealing aggression” 
campaign. In 1903 the Russian authorities separated the Gagra Sector from the 
Sokhumi District and united it with the newly-created Black Sea Littoral Province. 
There appeared plans that were aimed at uniting other parts of modern Abkhazia 
with the Black Sea Littoral Province. The 1917 February Revolution put an end to 
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all such plans. As early as in the period before the coup d’etat of October 1917, the 
National Council of Georgia claimed from the Russian “temporary government” to 
get the Gagra Sector back. At the end of the same year, after the overthrow of the 
temporary government, the territory was returned to Georgia and hence Abkhazia.  

On May 26, 1918, Georgia declared an independent democratic republic. Abkhazia 
was part of the republic and was called the Sokhumi Region. The name “Abkhazeti”, 
in an administrative political sense, joined the Democratic Republic of Georgia in 
March 1919, based on a special act.  The constitution of the Democratic Republic of 
Georgia endowed the status of autonomy onto Abkhazia.

On May 7, 1920, an agreement, signed between the Soviet Russian and Georgian 
authorities in Moscow, determined the River Psou as a border between Georgia and 
Russia. This agreement, like all the other agreements concluded between Georgia 
and Russia, was shortly broken by the Russian side. In February-March 1921 Russia 
occupied and annexed Georgia.

At first, the government of Soviet Russia tried to separate Abkhazia from Georgia. 
However, to avoid the negative attitude of Georgian people and the world community 
it left Abkhazia with the name of the Union Republic of Abkhazia as an autonomous 
unit within the Soviet Socialist Republic of Georgia. However, the border moved from 
the River Psou to the River Mekhadiri. Only in 1929, upon the insistent demand of 
Soviet Georgia, the River Psou became the border between Soviet Russia and the 
Soviet Georgia. In 1931, the actual status of Abkhazia was also given a legal form. 
Abkhazia, upon its own request, gained the status of Soviet Socialist Autonomous 
Republic of Abkhazia. The situation was preserved till the Abkhazian Conflict of 1992-
93, which was actually the second Russian-Georgian war of the 20th century. 
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Historical-Ethnographical Survey of Dali 
Svaneti/Kodori 

Gorge/Zemo (upper) Abkhazia

Rozeta Gujejiani

According to the historical sources (Greek, Roman, Byzantine, Georgian) today’s Zemo 
(upper) Abkhazia was called as Dali Svaneti, i.e. Abkhazian Svaneti, which was 
later named as Kodori Gorge. Since ancient times it belonged to Svaneti and it was 
obvious that this territory was always an integral part of Georgia.

Svaneti (including Dali Gorge) covered the entire mountain part of Georgia from the 
upper reaches of the river Kodori until the Likhi Range, from the existence of an 
ancient Georgian Kingdom Egrisi (15 - 14 centuries B.C.) till dissolution of Georgia into 
smaller kingdom-principalities (15 - 16 centuries).

Dali Svaneti was connected to the Balskvemo Svaneti by the narrow paths (from 
Chuberi Community) to the Jerildi Mountain chain. 

It is known that the ancient Greeks called Egrisi Kingdom as “Multi-gold Kolkhida”. 
In plurality of gold of Kolkheti the bigger endowment was made by Svaneti. 
One of the oldest places of producing the gold was considered Chubery Community in 
the neighborhood of Dali Gorge and the road leading to the Northern Caucasus 
(Tonghuz-Orun and Basi Chains) was situated through those two gorges (Beradze, 
1989).

Since the 4.century  B.C. Svaneti (including Dali) represented one of the 
important regions of the entire Georgia created by the King Pharnavaz.

Later, according to the description of Strabo, in the Dali Region there lived the Georgians 
(Svans): near to Dioskuria, i.e. modern Sukhumi, “there are Svans. Svans are the best 
from the point of heroism and physical force... and they own everything around 
and have conquered the Alps of the Caucasus, that are higher than Dioskuria” 
(T.Kaukhchishvili, 1957, p.126).

The Greek authors (Agathios Scholasticis, Menandre Protector, Theodos Gangrian) 
called the Dali Gorge of the 6 - 7 centuries as the “site of Missimians” (Georgica, 
1940, p.236). It is evident that Missimians are Georgians, i.e. Svans. This name 
comes from the dialectal title of this oldest Georgian community – Svans – which 
sounded as Mushuan (Kaldani, 1999).

Dali gorge was actively mentioned in entire early medieval history of Georgia. In the 
4-7 centuries, Persia and Byzantium attempted to conquer Georgia. The wars between 
them were reflected more gravely on Svaneti and its part - the Dali Gorge (Misimisneti). 
(Stanelashvili, 1959;  Muskhelishili, 2003; Gasviani, 1995; Arghvliani, 2003). The 
reason was strategic situation of Svaneti: Svaneti is bordering the North Caucasus, 
from were in the 4 - 6 centuries of “the big resettlement”, the South Caucasus and its 
neighboring countries were attacked by the Huns and Alanyan tribes. Byzantium and 
Persia tried to get rid of their aggression and to redirect it to the other side. In such 
situation the most important was to control the crossing roads of the Caucasus 
Chains, which was executed by Svaneti in Western Georgia. Through the Dali 
part, the roads from the North Caucasus were leading to the Black Sea side. 
Besides, in the 4 - 6 centuries the main object of an export from the East to the West was 
silk. In the second half of the 6. century, Byzantium established trade relations 
with the main importers of silk - China and Middle Asia, through a new “Northern 
Silk Road”. This road led from Middle Asia to the North Caspian Sea, passed 
the Northern sides of the Caucasus main gorge and via the mountain chains 
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of Western Georgia followed to the Black Sea. Thus, by means of conquering 
Svaneti, Persia could control the Northern Silk Road”and could monopolize the 
transit trade of silk between East and West again. (Beradze, 1989, pp. 32-70). 
Moreover, there was a direct road from eastern Georgia to Svaneti. 

In the second half of the 5. century, the Georgian King Vakhtang Gorgasali united 
Svaneti (including Dali) with the Kingdom of Kartli (Kartlis Tskhovreba, 1955, p.185).

“The Big Warfare in Egrisi”, which started in 542, abruptly reflected on two parts of 
Svaneti – Misimianeti (Dali Gorge) and Balsqvemo (Lower Bali) Svaneti. At this time the 
Byzantine sources often mentioned the principle fortresses of Dali Gorge “Bukolusi/
Bokeri Fortress and “Rkinis (iron)/Chkhalta Fortress (Georgica, 1940).

In 562 Persia and Byzantium signed an armistice, but the controversy around Svaneti 
lasted farther. In 571 the war between Byzantium and Persia started again. In 575 the 
Byzantine forces invaded Svaneti and in 590 - the Persians (Georgica; 1941; p.32-
34).

In the 7. century the part of Egrisi was under the influence of Byzantium and it was 
ruled, together with the Dali Gorge/Misimianeti, by the Patricios instead of the king. 

From 697 the Arabs conquered a great part of the Western Georgia. The fortress rulers, 
who obeyed the Arabs, governed the Rkina (iron)/Chkhalta Fortress too (Sanadze, 
Beradze, 2004).

During the Arab invasions (735-738), the Dali Gorge population obeyed the Karthli Duke 
Stephanoz III and his heirs. Later, in the bigger part of historical Georgia, Leon 
II, the Duke of Abkhazia - one of the provinces of Georgia, established a new 
Georgian state which was called Abkhazian Kingdom, i.e. Egrisi-Abkhazian 
Kingdom (Lortkipanidze,1973).

The Abkhazian Kingdom included the Svaneti Principality and its part of the Dali Gorge, 
which was ruled by the Marushians community. Marushians played an important role 
in the political life of the Abkhazians Kingdom. Adding to that, one of the strongest 
feudal family branches was of Svanetian origin Shavliani, which even competed with 
the royal dynasty. Two kings from the Shavliani Dynasty are known within the 
Abkhazian Kingdom (861-881).

From the 11. century the Dukes of Abkhazia are called the Sharvashisdze/
Shervashisdze.

Since the late medieval period, when the foreign tribes committed the persecution 
of the Georgians in this region, Marushinians and Sharvashidzes were called 
Marshania and Chachba when they “became” Abkhazians.

At the end of the 16. century, there started basic changes in ethnical groups 
(communities) of Abkhazia (Khorava, 1998, p. 87-100). As a result of the 
permanent invasions from the North Caucasus, the local Georgian population 
started replacement (movement) from Dali Gorge to the deeper part of 
Svaneti. According to the information of Arcangelo Lambertte, Jean Sardenne and 
Evlia Chelebis, the Abkhaz-Adygean tribes came to the Kodori Gorge from the North, 
from the passes of the Caucasus in the late Medieval Ages. This Fact is also given in 
the Latin-French map of 1654, where the extreme Eastern border of the Abkhazian 
expulsion is the River Kodori (Gvantseladze, 1998, 29).

The Abaz-Adygean invasions, adding to the Karachayan permanent invasions took 
place systematically. The story of one of such incursions reached up to this period 
in the form of a legend, which tells about the total destruction of two communities 
many generations ago, as were Sali and Fazhi that were situated in Chuberi Gorge 
on Dali Road. (Sali community was famous for producing copper, iron and gold. The 
source of wealth of Fazhi commune was mainly mining of lead and silver). The enemy 
entered the Kodori Gorge from Karachay, through the small path and their multiple 
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warriors exterminated Dali together with Chuberi villages (Iessen, Deggen-Kovalevsky, 
1935, p.139-323). In other sources of ethno-demographical processes another sad 
history was described about the Dali Gorge, and the Georgian family name Kaldani 
(Prosaic essays, 1957; p.242-245). Similar tragic family history was about Gvarmianis, 
which described the murder of 40 Gvarmianis by the enemy that came from the North 
Caucasus.

In the 17 - 18 centuries as a result of the permanent invasions of the Northern 
Caucasians, the Chuberi Gorge was depopulated for a long time, and in Dali 
Gorge the Georgian (Svanetian) population was the almost destructed and 
they were gradually replaced by the newly come Adyghean/Abkhazian 
ethnical group (“afsua”).

According to the ethnographical materials, a part of the survived Georgians of Dali 
Gorge resettled in the Balsqvemo Svanetian villages. About 10 Georgian communes 
in Svaneti have kept in memory their ancestors’ life history in Dali Gorge (Gvarmiani 
and one branch of Kaldani, Gurchiani, Gerliani, Subeliani, Chkhvimiani…). One 
custom, which remained up to this time, provides us with an important material about 
demographical processes that took place in Dali Gorge. After the traditional praying 
ritual is finished, which is held in the churches or at home, the prayers turn to the 
North-West part of the praying place, in the direction of Dali Gorge and they 
pray in respect to the saint places situated in Dali (Shkheri St. George Church, 
Ajara St. George Church…), to which their ancestors had prayed while living 
in Dali Gorge (Bardavelidze, 1939, p.60-61). This fact reflects not only a strong 
religious basement of the Georgian mountain communities, but the right of Georgians 
to the historical-cultural heritage on Dali gorge. Subsequently, from the beginning 
of the 19. century, there started the Georgians big resettlement processes in 
the Dali Gorge. This was not a process of development of the new, unknown 
territories but resettlement of the Georgians to their historical living place 
Dali Svaneti (Kaldani, 1999, p.58). Notwithstanding the two centuries absence, the 
Russians and Afsuas/Abkhazians, which had occupied the Georgians historical living 
places, could not destroy the Georgian toponymy of Dali Gorge. The biggest part of the 
toponymes of this gorge can be explained by the Svan dialects of the literary Georgian 
language: Bokeri, Buchkuri, Budzguri, Gentsvishi, Lagvana, Lata, Dali, Chkhalta, 
Chakhari, Gvandra, Azara, Adzgara, Tvibrasheni, Khetskvara, Khutia, Shikeri, Nahari… 
(Kaldani, 1999; Mibchuani, 1989; Mibchuani, 1998). 

Until the 30-40s of the 19. century the Abkhazian cattlemen and shepherds paid 
taxes to the rulers of the Balsqvemo (Lower Bali) Svaneti the Dadeshqelianis, 
in order to use the productive pastures in the mountains of Dali Gorge. After the 
first occupation of Georgia by Russia, the Abkhazians stopped paying taxes, as a 
result of which, there often took place attacks between the Svanetian principality and 
the Abkhazians. Even after the Russian government shot a national hero of Georgia 
Konstantine (Murzakan) Dadeshqeliani, and abolished the Svanetian principality 
until the 80-90s of the 19. century, the Svaneti Chubekhevi community population 
demanded from the government to restore justice and to impose taxes on the Abkhazian 
cattlemen (because of  the mountains of Teltobi, Larakvakva, Darchvichencholi and the 
territories around them which were used as pastures by Abkhazs) (Nijaradze, 1962; 
Gelovani, 2003, p.42-43).

Undoubtedly, neither the ethnical Abkhazians (Afsua, as they call themselves) were in 
better conditions during the Russian regime. In 1840 rebellion broke out, which was 
brutally defeated by the conquerors. But in 1867, Russia forcedly resettled bigger part 
of the Tsebeli population to Ottoman Empire, as well as the Abkhazians living in Dali 
Gorge, as a result of the Georgians genocide. There appeared the so called “free lands 
fund”, where the government purposely settled only the Russians (from the middle of 
Russia), “this population was based (… ) in Lata, Ajara, Gentuishi (…) there were founded 
the Russian monasteries, churches” (Aslanishvili, 1933, p.16). The government harshly 
opposed settlement of Georgians there. They didn’t give the right to Georgians to live in 
the villages, therefore, Svans started cutting forests and the first residents lived in the 
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woods during 5-6 years. The Georgians did not have the right to cultivate free grounds 
for long time (Aslanishvili, 1933, p. 17-18). In spite of such difficulties by 1926 there 
were 29 Georgian villages in the Dali Gorge.

Georgian population of Dali gorge was deprived of opportunity to have the educational 
and medical establishments for a long period, people lived in unbearable conditions. 

The main branches of farming were developed: cattle-breeding, agriculture, bee-
farming and fruit trees were planted.

Traditional life of Dali Gorge differed a little from the ethnographical being of Svaneti. 
The Georgians living here kept a tradition to celebrate all the old Georgian religious 
days, which are met in Svaneti today.

After the second occupation of Georgia by Russians the Autonomous district of Abkhazia 
was divided into 5 uyezds (districts). Kodori Gorge entered into various administrative 
borders: e.g. in 1930 it was in Sukhumi district, under the name of Azhara Agricultural 
Council. According to 1977 data, Dali Gorge was included into Gulripshi district  
(Georgia SSR… 177, p.132). After the liberation of Georgia in 1991, Dali Gorge was 
within the frames of Gulripshi region, Azhara community of the Autonomous Republic 
of Abkhazia.

The Georgian cultural monuments of Dali Gorge are known to the foreigner authors of 
ancient ages and the historians of the later period. The most important two fortresses 
in this region were maintained up to this time: Bukulusi/Bokeri Fortress was built on 
the upper reaches of the River Kodori, estuary of Gvandra and Kuluchi. It controlled the 
main road of Egrisi, leading to Alanya. Chkhalta campus – “Rkinis (iron) fortress”, 
which is situated on the estuary of River Chkhalta and Kodori, on the way to the Qlukhori 
Chain, connected this region with Circassy. Such tower ruins are met along the entire 
road until the chain and with their help the Georgians protected their borders.

It is known that in Georgia and especially in Abkhazia and Svaneti, the Christ teaching 
was preached by the Apostles themselves, (Japaridze, 1996, p.20-55; Abkhazia, 2007, 
p.75-78). Among the Georgian Christian monuments in Dali Gorge it is worth to mention 
Shikeri St. Georgia Church (village Shikeri, high hill between the rivers Gvandra and 
Sakeni) and Ajara St. Georgia Church. Both of them have been restored and the 
Georgian ecclesiastic men still live there in quite bad conditions.

At this moment, there are about 2600 Georgian refugees from the Dali Gorge.
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Ethnic Processes in Abkhazia
(From ancient times till present)

Bezhan Khorava
The ethnic processes in Abkhazia may be observed starting from the Bronze Age.

It is confirmed that unimpeded ethnic development is observed in Western Georgia, 
including Abkhazia from the early Bronze Age. By the end of the Middle Bronze Age, 
the second half of 2. century BC, common Western-Georgian Bronze culture was 
formed on the entire territory of West Georgia, including Abkhazia, known as the 
Culture of Colchis. In 15. century BC, the ancient Georgian state of Old Egrisi -the 
Kingdom of Colchis was formed on the territory of historical Georgia. It was spread to 
the North-East coastal area of the Black Sea, reaching the mouth of the River Kubani 
entering the Black sea. Due to the Georgian historical tradition as well, Egros was 
the domain of one of the Georgian ethnarch, spread from the Likhi Mountain to the 
river “of minor Khazaria”, i.e. the mouth of the river Kuban, (“Karthlis Tskhovreba”, 
(Life of Karthli) 1955, p.5); this should be the low echo of the fact, that this area was 
inhabited by Georgian tribes.

Based on historical data, the territory of modern Abkhazia, in the Pre-Antique and 
Hellenistic Era, was fully included into the composition of the Kingdom of Colchis and 
was inhabited by tribes of Georgian origin. The interesting fact is that the authors of 
2. century AD Flavious Arian and Claudius Ptolemaios, name a geographic settlement 
on the North-East coast of the Black Sea (close to current Tuapse) - Lazica (meadival 
city of Nickopsia). It’s worth mentioning that Arian calls this settlement “Old Lazica” 
which is the authentic proof that the Georgian population inhabited the North-East 
coast of the Black Sea (T. Kaukchishvili, 1976).

The tribes of Coles, Coraxes, Svano-Colchians, Colchians are mentioned in the Old 
Greek historical works of 6. century BC, 2. century AC (Hekataios Milleteli, Skilax 
Kariandi, Claudius Ptolemaios etc.) as inhabitants of the territory of modern Abkhazia. 
The Georgian origin of these tribes is doubtless (T.Kaukchishvili, 1976).

At the end of 2. century BC, the breakdown of the Kingdom of Colchis created an 
unstable situation in the East and North-East coastal area of the Black Sea, which 
stimulated intrusion of the North Caucasian tribes into this region. This reality, in its 
turn, caused migration of local tribes inhabiting the East and North-East coast line 
of the Black Sea. Due to this in 1. century BC the Abkhaz-Adigean tribe, the Jikks 
inhabitants of the North Caucasus, got settled on the North-East coast of the Black 
Sea, between the rivers Akeunta (Shakhe) and Nickopsia (Negophsukho).

In 1. century BC, Sanigaes resided along the Black Sea coastal area from the river 
Akeunta to Dioscuria (curr. Sukhumi). The Sanigaes, a West-Georgian tribe, met 
earlier on the North-East coastline of the Black Sea, which was formerly called Lazis. 
The Aphsils and Abazgs residing in the North-West parts of modern Abkhazia, as well 
as in the countries Aphsilia and Abazgia, are mentioned firstly in the antique sources 
of the 1. and 2. centuries (Plinius Secundi, Flavious Arian). The titles of “Aphsilia” 
and “Abazgia” from the Greek sources correspond to “Aphshileti” and “Apkhazeti”, 
mentioned in Georgian sources of the Middle Ages (“Kartlis Tskhovreba”).  In the 
1. - 4. centuries West Georgia got unified with the Kingdom of Egrisi. The territory 
of modern Abkhazia was as well included into the boundaries of that kingdom, which 
was inhabited by Apshils, Abazgs, Sanigges, Misimians, Lazis. It is worth mentioning 
that the toponymy of this area is entirely Georgian. For example “Dioscuria” (geo: 
two rivers). It was called “Tskhumi” in the Middle Ages (geo. “Rtskhila” - Hornbeam); 
“Sokhumi” is the Arabic-Turkish equivalent for this name; the ancient Georgian 
name of “Bichvinta”- “Pitiunt” in Greek, originates from the Georgian “Phichvi” (pine 
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tree, greek “Pitios”); “Gagra” originates from Georgian “gagari”, which means “the 
passage”; “Sochi” originates from the word “Sonch” (belonging to the Svans), etc.

As from 1. century AC, Christianity was spread all over West Georgia including 
Abkhazia and preached in those territories by apostles Andrew and Simon Kananeli. 
The latest died in Jikketi (land of Jikks) and was buried in Nickopsia.  The Christian 
communities were numerous and there was a bishop in Bichvinta at that time. Bishop 
of Bichvinta Stratophile attended the first world church council held in Nicaea in 325. 
In 326, Christianity was announced the state religion of Egrisi.

Abazgs joined most of the territories of Sanigaes, Apshils, Misimians in 6. - 8. 
centuries and the term Abazgia got spread all over this territory. Georgian annals 
refer to this political entity as the “Abkhazetis Saeristavo” (Principality of Abkhazia; 
“Eristavi”- Prince in Georgian, “Archon” in Greek). The kingdom of Egrisi got dispelled 
in the middle of the 8. century. After two decades, the Prince of Abkhazia Leon I, 
who belonged to the side branch of the Egrisi Kings family and at the same time 
represented the heir-at-law of the throne, due to the dynastic intermarriage, united 
West Georgia into one principality (Saeristavo).

By the end of the 8. century the nephew of Leon I, Leon II ousted the Byzantines 
and declared himself as King. This kingdom was named “Kingdom of the Abkhazs” 
according to the name of the ruling dynasty.  Some Armenian sources call it “Egrisi”, 
its king “King of Egrisi” and its population “Egrisians” (Johanne Draskhanakerteli, 
1965, p.38, 64, 109, 111, 119, 257).

After the unification of West Georgia and the creation of the “Kingdom of Abkhazs”, 
the notion of the term “Abkhazeti” widened. As from this period onwards it meant 
Abkhazia proper as well as whole of West Georgia and “Abkhaz” was a name for the 
Abkhaz, as well as for anyone from West Georgia in general (M.Lortkipanidze; 1990;  
p17)

In the beginning of 11. century the “Kingdom of Abkhazs” was united into the whole 
Georgian monarchy. At that time, Georgia was divided into  principalities. There 
were the principalities of Aphkhazeti, Tskhumi and Odishi on the territory of modern 
Abkhazia, which were under the reign of the feudal kindred of the Sharvashidzes, 
Amanelisdzes, Dadianis. Proceeding from the fact that the Georgian kings were titled 
as: “the King of Abkhazs and Georgians” initially naming the term “Abkhaz”, some 
foreign annals of the 11. - 13. centuries often applied “Abkhazeti” and “Abkhazs” for 
Georgia and the Georgians (Z.V. Anchabadze, 1959, p.171-177; M.Lortkipanidze, 
1990, p.17).

The invasions of Jalal Al-Din and Tamer-lane, and the Mongolian Yoke of hundred 
years weakened the state of Georgia. As a result, the Kingdom of Georgia was 
fragmentized into several entities by the late 15. century.  West Georgia got unified 
with Imereti, which included the Kingdom of Abkhazeti. As from this period onwards, 
Georgians and not only Georgians referred to that administrative-political entity as 
Abkhazia and its inhabitants as “Abkhaz.” The Abkhaz Princes were representing the 
Georgian feudal ancestry of Sharvashidzes.

The North-Caucasian mountainous people exploited the breakdown and weakness 
of the state of Georgia and started invading its territory. This  Northeastern process 
known as “mountain slide” was ongoing in Georgia too: invasions of Leks in the 
Eastern part of Kakheti, Alan-Ossetians – in Shida Karthli and Abaza-Adigeans - in 
the North-West of the country. Jikks ousted themselves from obedience to king’s 
power and were moving to  the South-East under the pressure of the Adigean tribes. 
As a result, by late XV Georgia lost control over the North-Eastern coastline of the 
Black Sea, the city of Nickopsia and the adjacent territory all the way to Gagra. This 
facts had been reflected in the Adigean folklore, which describes how Inal the leader 
of Adigeans conquered Abkhazia, but died shortly after and was buried there in Pskhu 
(SH.B.Nogmov, 1970, p.54-55).
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The flow of Caucasian people into the lowlands of Georgia was conditioned by 
Mongolian invasions. The native population was oppressed and thrown out of their 
native lands. The North Caucasian mountaineers were obliged to seek for the land 
for settlement. They made use of the situation when invaded and weakened Georgia 
couldn’t resist to their flow and transmigrated to Georgia. The mountain introduced 
its characteristic primitive economic and social lifestyle, traditions, rites and paganism 
into the Georgian lowlands. The two cultures influenced each other within the process 
of assimilation. (B.Khorava; 1996; p.53-54)

The notable progress of the “mountain slide” in Abkhazia by the end of 15. century 
is evidenced by the fact, that the Abkhaz got pagan which was reflected in the 
masterpiece of approximately 1470-1474 “Mtsneba Sasjulo” (The Sermon of the Lord). 
This is the first case when we notice “alienation” of the Abkhaz from the Georgian 
world: “Abkhazia fully rejecting Christianity gets distanced from Sermons of Christ” 
(Masterpieces of the Georgian legislation, 1970, p.222). The credentials sacrificed 
to the church of Khobi at that time clearly describe the situation in Abkhazia: “That 
year the Abkhaz got godless and rejected their religion” (The Antiques of Georgia, 
1920, p.26). During this period sacred relics were moved from churches located 
in Northwestern Georgia to safer places deeper in the country. It seems that the 
mortal remains of the apostle Svimon Kananeli have been carried from Nickopsia to 
Anakopia during that period.

As a result of “mountain slide”, the North-West Caucasian tribes, which are referred 
to as Jikks in Georgian sources, whilst foreign sources use the general term of 
“Abazs”, got settled in Abkhazia. The indigenous population of Abkhazia could not 
duly “assimilate” the “mountain slide” process, from a social and religious point of 
view. The mass of resettled migrants swapped away the local population, which 
resulted in a radical change of ethnic composition in this area. 

Assimilation of mountainous migrants with the local population resulted in formation of 
a modern Abkhaz (Apsua) ethnos (B.Khorava, 1996, p.87). Unfortunately, Georgians 
called this new ethnic group “Abkhaz”, according to their place of residence, whilst 
Abkhaz kept on calling themselves “Apsuas”. Identification of ethnonyms “Apsua” and 
“Abkhaz,” caused chaos and confusion for researchers of the history of Abkhazia; and 
we still reap the tragic results of it. It’s worth mentioning, that the self-name of the 
Abkhaz “Apsua” is a phonetic variation of the ethnonym “Abaza”. It is recognized in 
linguistics that the Abkhaz (Apsua) language together with the Abaz language form a 
linguistic entity, and there is only a dialectical difference between the two languages 
(K.V: Lomtatidze, 1967, p123). Radical ethnic change that occurred in Abkhazia had 
been reflected in the Abkhaz (Apsua) folklore and ethno-genetic legends.

Resettlement of Abaza-Adigeans didn’t always happen through wars. In most of 
the cases they - as mountainous people without any land - received the permit for 
residing on these territories from the princes, archons and land-owners of Abkhazia. 
The archons exploited the migrants mostly as fighters for expanding their state. By 
late 16. century the Abkhaz had conquered the territories of the Odishi (Samegrelo) 
principality, all way to the River Kelasuri, including the Georgian cities of Anakopia 
(later ”Fsirtskha”, currently “Akhali Atoni”) and “Tskhumi” (currently Sukhumi) and 
later, by the end of 17. century they expanded their territory to the River Egristskali 
(Water of Egrisi), currently Galidzga. It was impossible for the Christian Church to 
continue functioning any longer on the territories occupied by the Abkhaz, which 
resulted in the closing down of Dranda and Moqvi Episcopate in 1681. The Abkhaz 
were looting Odishi (Samegrelo) churches and monasteries, including the cathedrals 
of Bedia, Tsaishi, Tsalendjikha and other churches and monasteries (B.Khorava, 1996, 
p.70-113). These facts are described not only by Georgian annalists, but foreign 
authors as well who happened to be in Georgia at that time. These were Catholic 
missioners: Archangelo Lamberti, Christophoro Castelli, Giuseppe Giudicce, French 
businessman and traveller Jean Sharden, Patriarch of Jerusalem Dossitheos (1669-
1707), Patriarch of Antiochus Macarius (1647-1672) and others. In the 70s of the 
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18. century, Episcopate of Bedia was as well closed down due to the expansion of 
the Abkhaz. 

The Georgian Church documents of 16. - 18. centuries vividly reflect the process of 
eviction of the indigenous Georgian population from their lands. Part of the population 
had to flee the area between Rivers Kelasuri and Egritskali during the Abkhaz attacks. 
Those who survived swards, hunger and diseases were sold in slavery to Turks and 
Osman. The Abkhaz were getting settled in emptied places. In parallel, the process 
of “Abkhazification” of the remaining Georgian population was ongoing, which first 
and foremost was the case in the mountainous communities of Tsebelda, Dali, Pskhu. 
That is why the majority of the current Abkhaz population has Georgian first names 
and patronymic names. The ethnic changes in Abkhazia caused the changes of local 
names in Northwestern Odishi occupied by the Abkhaz (B. Khorava, 1996, p.140-
156). 

The “Abkhaz” of the late medieval centuries, represented the mountainous people 
of the Caucasus who couldn’t adapt to feudal agriculture, feudal social structure 
and Christianity. With their primitive life-style and pagan religion, evidently they 
were not the descendants of those Abkhaz who participated in the cultural-political 
development of the feudal state of Georgia. This genetic line in the main mass of 
the population’s lower layers was cut and Georgian cultural traditions remained 
only among the Abkhaz feudal circles. As a result of ethnic changes, new worship 
places were established in Abkhazia. Among those: Inal-Kuba, grave of Inal in Pskhu, 
sanctuary of trees and saint valleys, etc. It is noteworthy, that part of Abkhaz worship 
places were established on the former locations of destroyed or closed Christian 
churches.

In the 18. century Abkhazia came under the influence of Turks. Turkish influence 
could not cut the ancient historic link of Abkhazia to the rest of Georgia. Neither could 
the spread of Islam, which never reached important scales, impede Georgian-Abkhaz 
historical-cultural unity. The Abkhazians were rather indifferent towards religion. It 
is typical, that there existed no Islamic monuments of architecture on the territory 
of Abkhazia. The religion of the Abkhaz was characterized by syncretism, a mixture 
of Paganism and Islam in the Northwestern and Paganism and Christianity in the 
Southeastern parts.

Despite the sharp political dissention, during the entire late medieval period the 
Abkhaz archons never distinguished themselves from Georgia and recognised 
the supremacy of the Georgian kings. The Georgian language was a language of 
communication, the council of the archon was using it as a working language. Such 
a function of the Georgian language was a result of historical-cultural development 
over years. Generations inherited the traditions, in consideration of the historic 
conditions, as long as Abkhazia’s aspiration to other parts of Georgia was never fully 
lost (S.Janashia, 1988, p.35).

In the 19. centurzy the Russian empire annexed Georgian Principalities one after 
another.  Abkhazia was added to the Russian empire in 1810. It is worth mentioning, 
that the petition to Russia on accepting Abkhazia under its subordination of the heir 
of the Abkhaz throne, Giorgi Shervashidze, was written in Georgian. 

Since Georgia had been annexed, Russia started preparation for conquering the North 
Caucasus. The Tsar authorities wanted “to firmly unite the Caucasus with Russia from 
a civilian and political point of view and turn it into its integral part” and to convert 
the local population “into Russians by their language, mentality and feelings” (History 
of the USSR, 1967, p.384). Tsarizm was trying to implement this plan by means of 
colonisation, as it was considered to be one of the most important ways to get its 
hands on this area.

Tsarizm aimed to colonize and assimilate the conquered country. A famous Russian 
historian, V.Kliuchevski, considered colonisation as “main factor of the Russian history” 
(V.O. Kliuchevski, 1956, p.30). The Russian emperor Nikolai I (1825-1855) was fully 
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understanding the necessity of colonial policy in the Caucasus as he considered that 
colonisation would support “enforcement of the Russian possessions, ensure full 
obedience of the local population and finally merging of the area with the Empire” 
(The Acts, 1881; p381). Even the “Dekabrists” (Decembrists) who represented the 
most loyal and democratic forces of Russia at that time shared this position. P. Pestel 
who was leader of the “Southern Society” of the “Dekabrists”, in his work “Russkaia 
Pravda”(The Russian Truth), distinguished among the people of the Caucasus the 
tribes that were turbulent and disobedient and others calm and docile. In his mind, it 
was necessary to resettle the first one into internal Gubernia (province) and for the 
others to facilitate gradual assimilation with the Russian population, resettled to the 
Caucasus and their full integration (P.Pestel, 1906, p.48). Later, Tsarizm implemented 
this plan exactly that way.

The process of colonisation in the Caucasus was followed by the long lasting Caucasian 
War (1817-1864). At the last stage of this war, Tsarizm started forced resettlement 
(exodis) of disobedient mountainous people of the Caucasus. This process was known 
as “Mohajiroba”.

Mohajiroba (arab. “Muhajeret” - resettlement), i.e. forced resettlement of indigenous 
Caucasian population in the Turkish Empire in the 19. century, was linked with wars 
in the Caucasus. A series of military actions conducted by the Tsarist Russia in the 18. 
- 19. centuries. By forcing exodus of disobedient people of the Caucasus to Turkey, 
Russian authorities wanted to achieve political stability in this area and exploit the 
emptied land for the purposes of wide colonisation due to strategically important 
location of this area. At first sight, religious factor seemed dominating in the process 
of “Mohajiroba.” However, the political one still appeared important: Russia’s politics 
as that of a conqueror. Russia’s colonial politics gave a decisive push to exodus of 
mountainous people.

In 1859, after Russia conquered the North-East Caucasus, meaning Chechnya and 
Dagestan, Dagestanians, Chechens and Ossetians migrated to Turkey – a 100 000 
persons in total. However, mountainous people of Western Caucasus continued 
the fight against Russia.  In May 1864 Russia conquered West Caucasus and the 
Caucasian War was finished by that. The long process of linking the Caucasus to 
Russia was over. 

At the last stage of the war, in 1858-1864, Adigeans living on the North-East coastline 
of the Black Sea and North-West Caucasus - Jikks, Shapsughs, Natkhvajis and the 
major part of Abazic communities resettled to Turkey. Some people like the Ubikhs 
migrated entirely. There were almost none left from Adigeans and Abazs on the 
North-East coast of the Black Sea, only a small part was resettled in Kuban. According 
to the official data, the total number of population migrating from the Caucasus to 
Turkey equalled 470 000, those moved to Kuban - 90 000 (B. Khorava, 2004, p.62).

There was a big noise in Europe due to forced migration of the Caucasians to Turkey. 
The Russian authorities tried to justify themselves by saying that the migration was 
not their will or desire and all had happened without their interference. Famous 
publicist, General R. Fadeev mentioned that the purpose of the Russian authorities 
in the Caucasian War was “to get rid of mountainous people from the East coastal 
line of the Black Sea and settle it by Russians. This measure was necessary for our 
possessions’ security”. As he mentioned cynically, there was no need to compel local 
population to Turkey. Russia had enough territories to resettle them on the left bank 
of the River Kuban, but there was no reason to make them stay against their will 
(R. Fadeev, 1865, p.146-147). Fadeev, who was voicing an official opinion, openly 
mentioned that “this land was needed for the state” as for the local population. 
According to Fadeev “there was no need in them” (Fadeev, 1865, p.147).

After completion of the Caucasian War, Tsarizm acquired vast territories for 
colonisation. In 1861-1864, 111 Stanitsas (14 239 families, 85000 individuals) were 
settled in the West Caucasus (G.A. Dzidzaria, 1982, p.208). In parallel, these areas 
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were settled by Russians and Ukrainians from inner Gubernias of Russia and Greek 
and Armenian migrants from Turkey.

Once it conquered the West Caucasus, when half of the population was killed in fights 
and the other half had migrated to Turkey, the Tsarist Russia felt secure and stable 
in the Caucasus. There no longer existed a need for maintaining the autonomous 
principality of Abkhazia and the autocracy started setting military-administrative 
structure in the conquered territories and its colonisation. Russia had elaborated a 
special plan for the East coastline of the Black Sea, which presumed creation of Kazak 
settlements on the territory between the Rivers Kuban and Enguri. This plan required 
“cleaning” of the mentioned territory from indigenous population.

In July 1864, Tsarism had annulled the Principality of Abkhazia and introduced direct 
Russian administration. In parallel, the Russian army units occupied the mountainous 
community of Pskhy, the upper part of the River Bziphi and resettled the local 
population of 3500 people to Turkey. As a result, the territory around the upper part 
of River Bziphi was fully emptied (B.Khorava, 2004, p.61). Upon the annulment of 
the Principality of Abkhazia, Sukhumi military department was established and the 
commander of the Russian army stationed in this area was appointed as the head 
of department. The last prince of Abkhazia, Mikheil Shervashidze, was resettled to 
Russia where he died in 1866. His mortal remains were transferred to Abkhazia and 
buried in the church of Mokvi. The epitaph on his tomb stone is in Georgian, which 
clearly speaks for the cultural-political orientation of the Shervashidze principal’s 
clan. 

According to statistic data of 1865 (Kavkaz, 1866) the population of Abkhazia districts 
was as follows:

Sukhumi "okrug" 2 826 families 16 475 persons

Bziphi "okrug" 3 726 20 090

Abzhui "okrug" 5 049 32 182

Tsebelda "okrug" 1 436 10 443

Total 13 037 79 190

In 1866, the Abkhazians rebelled against colonial politics of Tsarist Russia, which 
was severely reppressed by the authorities. After repression of the rebellion, the 
authorities decided to get rid of Muslim and pagan Abkhazs who were extremely 
hostile towards them, first of all from Kodori Ravine and of the Black Sea coastline. 
Along with that, the Tsarism conducted a new administrative reform in Abkhazia 
in 1866. As there was a decision to colonise the East coast of the Black Sea to the 
confluent of the River Enguri by Kazak-Russians, the Georgian district of Samurzakano 
(current Gali region) was added to Abkhazia.

In 1867, the Tsarism conducted forced migration of 3 358 families, a total of 19 342 
persons. According to statistic data of post-Muhajiroba period (1867), the population 
of Abkhazia made 64 933 out of which 22 000 represented the Georgian population 
of Samurzakano (Okumi district). Tsebelda and Dali - the middle and upper part of 
Kodori River - were almost emptied. The population of 15 000 of these communities 
was expelled from their homeland to abroad. Based on the data of 1868, there lived 
only 13 families in Tsebelda and none in Dali Ravine (Compendium, 1869, p.39). 

In April 1877, the new Russo-Turkish War started, which covered the territory of the 
Caucasus as well. Dissatisfaction with the Tsarist colonial regime topped its peak in 
Abkhazia by that times and a rebellion broke out. In such difficult time the Turkish 
troops landed in Abkhazia, which was mostly composed of Abkhaz Muhajirs. By 
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May, the Turks had occupied almost the entire territory of Abkhazia. The rebelled 
Abkhazians joined the Turkish troops but soon, in July, the Russian Army advanced 
and fully cleaned the territory from Turks by August. While fleeing from Abkhazia, 
Turks were joined by part of Abkhazians on their own will but the majority and also 
a little amount of Christian Georgians and Greeks were forced to flee. In total 32 
000 persons were in Mohajiroba at that time. If earlier mountainous communities 
of Abkhazia - Pskhu, Tsebelda and Dali - were emptied, by then the coastline was 
almost emptied as well. (B. Khorava, 2004, p.79-82).

Muhajiroba represented an ethnocide, the continuation of the politics of genocide, 
conducted by the Tsarist Russia in the Caucasus and led to radical changes of the 
ethno-demographic reality in that area. The Abkhazians actually were facing the 
danger of physical extermination. The closest neighbours of Georgians the Jikks and 
the Ubikhs, could not avoid this danger and disappeared from the historical arena. 
The Georgian society was very compassionate to the tragedy of the Abkhazians and 
Caucasian mountainous people. Famous Georgian writers and public figures of the 
19. century such as Gr. Orbeliani, I. Chavchavadze, Ak. Tsereteli, Z. Chichinadze, P. 
Charaia, N. Janashia, I. Meunargia, T. Sakhkokia and others expressed their sincere 
compassion towards the Abkhaz and the mountainous people of the Caucasus for 
Muhajiroba.

Tsarism tried to settle Russians in Abkhazia but the population was reluctant to do 
so. It was not an easy decision to move, they were scared of process of resettlement, 
natural climatic conditions etc. Meanwhile, population from West Georgia, who 
suffered because of the lack of land, was migrating to Abkhazia. They dried 
marshes, cut bushes and started agriculture. The Georgian society considered that 
the contingent to reside in emptied Abkhazia were inhabitants of West Georgian 
regions of Samegrelo, Guria, Imereti, Racha and land-owners of Lechkhumi; this was 
considered resurrection of the historic fairness: Georgians returning to their historic 
lands. Despite opposition of the authorities, the Georgians still managed to reside 
back in Abkhazia: Megrelians in coastal line, population from Racha and Lechkhumi 
in hills, Svans in mountainous areas in the upper part of Kodori. Authorities worried 
about Georgians’ resettlement in Abkhazia, and as Russian population was reluctant 
to move, they chose upon foreigners: Slavs, Armenians, Greeks and others.

Policy of Tsarism in Abkhazia was directed against Abkhazians and Georgians. It tried 
to avoid the return of Abkhazians into the Georgian ethno-cultural space.  Because of 
the 1877 anti-Tsar rebellion, in 1880 the Abkhazians were given the status of “guilty 
people”. They were deprived of their right of land possessing and were restricted to 
residing in the coastline area. The status of “guilty people” was removed from the 
Abkhaz only in 1907. In 1879, authorities allowed a 3 year partial repatriation of the 
Muhajirs. As a result, in 1881, about 15 000 Muhajirs returned to their homeland 
(G.A. Dzidzaria, 1982, p.384-385). The process of repatriation continued in the 
following years as well. 

In 1886, the family lists of the South and partially North Caucasus populations were 
established upon the decree of the Russian State Council. According to registration, 
the population of Abkhazia constituted 67 371 people, among those 28 320 Abkhazians 
and 34 078 Georgians. It is interesting to mention that only 3 Abkhaz nationals lived 
in Sukhumi at that time: 2 female and 1 male. (Svod, Compendium, 1893) According 
to the first registration of population of all Russia in 1897, there lived 106 179 people 
in Abkhazia, out of them: 39 600 Abkhazians and 44 800 Georgians (“Pervaja” The 
First).

In the early years of Soviet rule, Georgians were forced to register themselves as 
Abkhazians under rude administrative pressure in order to increase the percentage of 
Abkhaz population among the general number of population of Abkhazia. According to 
data of all-Soviet Union registration of population in 1926, the population of Abkhazia 
made 201 016. Among those: 67 494 Georgians, 55 918 Abkhazians, 12 553 Russians, 
14 045 Greeks and 25 677 Armenians. It is worth mentioning that, 9000 Abkhazians 
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acknowledged the Georgian language as their native, however none of them registered 
themselves as Georgians. (A. Totadze, 1995, p.88)

In 1937-1953, resettlement of population, from those regions of west Georgia with 
limited land massive, was ongoing due to collectivization in Abkhazia. However, it 
never had a character of infiltration. The Georgians were resettled to useless land 
massive. The process was accompanied by an influx of Russian, Ukrainian, Armenian, 
etc. migrant populations. This fact was caused by the objective reality: need to 
implement industrialization policy - creation of industry, upturn of natural resources, 
first of all exploitation of Tkvarcheli coal mines and required influx of qualified 
technical-engineering personnel from outside.   All that drastically decreased the 
coefficient of the Abkhazians among the population of the autonomous republic.

The main changes in the national composition of the population of Abkhazia occurred 
in 1926-1959. The coefficient of Georgians and Abkhazians decreased immensely 
whilst Armenians increased 3 times and Russians - 6 times. A similar tendency was 
observed during following years as well (A. Totadze, 1995, p.104).

During the war of 1992-1993, the Abkhaz separatists organised genocide of the 
Georgian population. As in the late medieval period, ethnocide took place in this 
area. About 300 000 persons from Abkhazia, among those 240 000 Georgians, had to 
flee. Besides that, other nationalities such as Greeks, Jews, Estonians and Russians 
had to flee their homelands as well because of economic and political chaos of war 
and post-war times and social hardships. Some 30 000 Abkhazians also had to flee 
their homeland and migrated to CIS countries (mostly to Russia and the Ukraine). 
Current population of Abkhazia makes approximately 200 000, out of which 55 000 
Abkhazians, 40 000 Georgians (mostly in Gali region), 35 000 Russians, 70 000 
Armenians (T. Nadareishvili, 2002). The Georgian population remained in post-conflict 
Abkhazia mostly in the upper part of Kodori Ravine and Gali Region. The population of 
Gali has been living under permanent terror and violence from the separatists. During 
the war in August 2008, Russian army units and Abkhaz separatists occupied upper 
part of Kodori Ravine - Upper Abkhazia (historically “Dali” ravine). Local population 
(approx. 2 600) had to leave the Ravine and became IDPs.

Hence, the radical changes of the ethno-demographic situation in Abkhazia occurred in 
late medieval centuries, then under ruling of Tsarist Russia and the Soviet regime and 
finally in the result of genocide and ethnocide carried out by the Abkhaz separatists.
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Political-Legal Status of 
Abkhazia in 1917-1937

Jemal Gamakharia

After the democratic revolution of February 1917, the situation in the entire Russian 
empire changed. Accordingly, there were certain changes in the Caucasus too. There 
was created a local body – Special Committee of Trans-Caucasus of the Russian 
temporary government - which was headed by the selected member of the 4. State 
advisory Body of Russia, from Sukhumi, Batumi and Karsi districts. Akaki Chkhenkeli 
was a local representative from Abkhazia (Samurzakano). Sukhumi District 
(Abkhazia), as an administrative entity, stayed in composition of Trans-Caucasus. It 
was governed by the Temporary Social Security Regional Committee (Chairman Al. 
Sharvashidze), established at a Summit of the Region Population Representatives 
on March 10, 1917. On July 2, 1917 there were held the Sukhumi Advisory Body 
elections. Out of 30 mandates the Social-Democrats received 18. Considering the 
election results, at first, the Regional Advisory Committee was reorganized and then 
on October 12, 1917 the elections of the executive authority, the Regional Committee, 
were held. The Chairman of the Committee became V. Sharvashidze (Essays..., 2007, 
p.285).

Different from a big part of the local population of Abkhazia, majority of the Abkhazian 
political leaders themselves supported the North Caucasus mountaineers uniting 
movement. In may 1917 the Union of Mountaineers and its government, the Central 
Committee, were established. The same year, on October 20th, the Mountaineers 
Union founded the South-East Union together with the Kazakh Rada within which 
the „Mountain Population of Sukhumi District (Abkhazians)“ were also named (J. 
Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.389).

Due to the advices and attempts of the representative of the Union of Mountaineers, 
A. Sheripov who was sent to Abkhazia, the Abkhazian People’s Congress was held 
in Sukhumi on November 7-8, 1918. In the adopted declaration it was stated that 
“the Abkhazian people entered the Mountaineers Union, uniting the North Caucasus, 
Daghestan and Abkhazia” (Abkhazian..., 2004, p.11). The Congress elected a Public 
Council of Abkhazia and ratified its constitution. The Public Council represented a 
national-political body, demonstrating the will of the Abkhazian people (and not of 
Abkhazia). The Council sent its own representative to the government of the North 
Caucasus Mountaineers Union. It should be mentioned that setting the political 
contacts with the mountaineers on behalf of the Abkhazian people did not mean 
uniting of Abkhazia with the North Caucasus at all. As an administrative entity, 
Sukhumi district still remained a part of Trans-Caucasus and owing to that fact, 
the Constitution of the Public Council of Abkhazia declared the competence of the 
local governmental structures and demanded that the activities of those structures 
were led „in close contact with the Public Council, aiming to achieve the interests of 
successful results“(Abkhazian... 2004, p.9). 

The Mountaineers Union and its government did not express any complaints 
against Abkhazia. That was clear from the Decree #1 of December 3, 1917 of the 
government, which stated that „a temporary government of the mountaineers has an 
authority towards Zakatala and Sukhumi districts in the national and political issues. 
As for exercising its authority immediately and through these districts entirely, the 
issue should be ordered to resolve to the Public Councils of Zakatala and Sukhumi 
districts“(J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.397).

Neither in 1917, nor in the later years the Public Council of Abkhazia, as a real 
government of the region, had not received any decisions the mountaineers to 
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exercise their authority towards Abkhazia.

On November 7, 1917, the Bolshevik overturn (coup d’etat) was followed by 
reorganization of the governmental structures in the Trans-Caucasus. On November 
11, 1917,  the Trans-Caucasian Special Committee was changed by the temporary 
government called Commissariat. E. Gegechkori became head of the new government. 
After forced overthrow of the constituent assembly by Bolsheviks on January 18, 1918, 
the Trans-Caucasian Commissariat took a course for independence. On February 10, 
1918, the Russian constituent assembly members from the Caucasus established 
the Trans-Caucasian Seym (Parliament), which declared independence on April 9 of 
the same year and created a new government with A. K. Chkhenkeli as a Chairman. 
At this time, Abkhazia still represented a part of the independent Trans-Caucasian 
state.

In parallel to the process of state arrangement of the Trans-Caucasus, the self-
determination process of the Caucasian peoples started among which were the 
Georgians, the Abkhazians and other nations. On February 9, 1918, within the frames 
of those processes, the meeting of the representatives of the National Council of 
Georgia (which was elected on the 1st National Congress on 19-23 November, 1917) 
and the Public Council of Abkhazia was held in Tbilisi. At this meeting the issue of 
“establishing relations among Georgia and Abkhazia“, was discussed and the following 
agreement was achieved:

To restore the entire indivisible Abkhazia within the frontiers from the River Enguri till 
Mzimta, in composition of which Abkhazia and Samurzakano – now Sukhumi district 
- were included“(J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.402).

The future form of political arrangement of Abkhazia on democratic bases was to be 
solved by the elected constituent assembly of Abkhazia. Reinstatement of Abkhazia 
was to be carried out within the framework of the agreement, only under the provision 
that would become a part of Georgia. Otherwise, according to the Samurzakano 
representatives’ declaration „Samurzakano, as a part of Abkhazia, will not follow the 
Abkhazians without having the moral-political union (ties) with Georgia“(Abkhazian..., 
2004, p.14).

In case Abkhazia joined Russia as a separate entity, it would be also impossible to 
fulfill those resolutions (Trans-Caucasian Special Committee Decision of October 30, 
1917 and Trans-Caucasian Commissariat document of December 17, 1917) in regard 
of returning the taken away Gagra zone on December 25, 1904 from Sukhumi district 
within the composition of Abkhazia (Abkhazian..., 2004, p.7-8, 13). 

The Agreement of February 9, 1918 served as a step toward uniting Abkhazia with 
Georgia. The following step was made by the Sukhumi District Peasants' 2. Congress 
(On March 4-9, 1918), which decided that, Abkhazia would enter a common family of 
Trans-Caucasian nations, as an equal member and it would connect its future with the 
democratic state of Georgia (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, Abkhazia..., 1997, p.409).

The Bolsheviks, who came to the power of Russia, did not favor the peaceful political 
processes in Abkhazia. Due to that, during the winter of 1918 and then during the 
spring they twice attempted to occupy the region and establish the Soviet governance 
here but without any results. Following the decisions of the Trans-Caucasian Seym 
and the Government on May 17, 1918 and the following days, the Georgian National 
Guards released Abkhazia from the Bolshevik occupation and restored the Public 
Council of Abkhazia, which was broken down forcibly by the conquerors. On May 20, 
1918 the Public Council adopted a Resolution „according to which it was categorically 
ascertained the Decision of March 4-10 of the Public Council of Abkhazia and the 
District Peasants' Council, that Abkhazia was included in the Trans-Caucasian people’s 
common family as its equal member. This decision was to be reported immediately to 
the Batumi Peace Conference“(Georgia, 1918, 23). Necessity to adopt such resolution 
was caused by the condition that on May 11, 1918 there was declared independence 
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of the Union of Mountaineers of Republic in Batumi. Together with Trans-Caucasus 
and Turkey, the Union participated in a work of the Batumi Peace Conference. Few 
Abkhazian public figures, who were high-handedly visiting Batumi, (Al. Shervashidze 
and others) demanded to unite Abkhazia with that Republic of Mountaineers. It 
was important to introduce the true will of Abkhazia and not of private persons, 
as it happened to be, to the Conference. On May 20, 1918 “on behalf of the own 
delegates“, the Public Council expressed exactly that will.

In spite of all the above mentioned facts, the separatist historiography still claims 
that the independence day of the Mountaineers Republic - May 11, 1918 - is also the 
„Abkhazian Government Reinstatement Day.” By reason as though Abkhazia was a 
component of that Republic (O. Bgazhba, S. Lakoba, 2006, p.297-298). First of all, 
Abkhazia was neither mentioned, nor meant within the frame of the 2nd paragraph 
of the Independence Declaration of the Mountaineers Republic, which referred to 
the newly established state frontiers. It was only mentioned that the border “details 
of a Republic to the South, would be determined by the agreement with the Trans-
Caucasian government“(Abkhazian..., 2004, p.15). No agreements have been made 
among the Mountaineers Republic and the Trans-Caucasian governments, regarding 
the revision of the existed border by May 11. Secondly, it is unclear how Abkhazia 
could reinstate its governance by May 11, 1918 as being under the Bolshevik 
occupation regime. It is evident, that all this is a usual lie invented by the separatists 
ruled by Russia.

During May, 1918l due to the escalation of the internal conflict, regarding the 
International issues, the Trans-Caucasian state was broken down. On May 26 of the 
same year the Georgian National Council declared the independence, and Germany 
acted as a main guarantee of it. A representative of Germany, Von-Lossov, mentioned 
in his secret letter of May 28, 1918 addressed to the Georgian Government that 
Sukhumi District, including Gagra, was a part of Georgia until Georgia would be 
an independent state within the frames of the Caucasus. In case of establishing 
the Caucasian Peoples’ Confederation with participation of Georgia, due to Von-
Lossov’s opinion, the population of Sukhumi district was to be given an opportunity 
to determine its status within the frames of that confederation (A. Menteshashvili, 
1998, p.17-18).

On June 11, 1918, the Georgian government and the Public Council of Abkhazia 
signed an agreement which served as a base of return of Abkhazia to the Georgian 
state sovereignty. The Agreement foresaw participation of the Abkhazian ministers 
in the Georgian Government, on the bases of recommendations from the Public 
Council of Abkhazia, also passing responsibility of the regional inter-ruling  processes 
to the Public Council, provision of proper sources for Abkhazia by the Georgian 
Government, sending of the Red Army troops under command of the Public Council 
and holding of the social reforms in Abkhazia on the grounds of the Georgian laws but 
in consideration of the local peculiarities. Under this agreement, in the nearest future 
it was planned to organize the congress of the Abkhazian population on democratic 
bases, “in regard of final determination of the structure of Abkhazia” (J. Gamakharia, 
B. Gogia, 1997, p.414).

On the base of the agreement of June 11, 1918, Abkhazia became an autonomous 
entity of de-facto Georgia. According to the mentioned agreement, R. Chqotua, who 
was appointed as a Minister of Abkhazian Affairs in the Georgian government in 
September 20, 1918, wrote to the Chairman of the Public Council of Abkhazia V. 
Sharvashidze: “If the Abkhazian people connect their fate with the Georgian people 
on autonomous bases, than it would be necessary to elaborate more clear and non-
double shift provisions on relations with the Georgian government”. The same day R. 
Chqotua submitted a letter to the chairman of the Georgian government N. Zhordania 
in which he wrote that in spite of the signed agreement (on June 11, 1918), the 
particular state “agencies and officials consider Abkhazia not as an autonomous part 
of the Georgian Republic, but as its province” (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.753). 
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In many official or non-official documents of that period, Abkhazia was mentioned in 
the status of autonomy of Georgia that really conformed to the legal relations that 
were factually established among the sides of the agreement of June 11, 1918.

The Russian chauvinists and the separatists, who were ruled by Russia, were much 
concerned about establishing peace and harmony in Abkhazia. In June 1918, the 
Russian Bolshevik troops invaded Abkhazia from Sochi's side once again. By request 
of the Public Council and the decision of the Georgian Government, the armed forces 
headed by the General G. Mazmiashvili not only released Abkhazia but on July 26, 
1918 occupied Tuapse as well and in August they stepped back to Sochi.

The separately incited groups properly used the situation and on June 27, 1918, the 
same day when G. Mazniashvili army launched an attack, the Turkish troops were 
landed in Abkhazia (those were the successors of Abkhaz Mohajires serving in the 
Turkish army). The Georgian army and the Russian Kazakhs fleeing from the Bolshevik 
massacre defeated the landing party. Loosing every hope for victory, the separatists 
sounded the alarm that Abkhazia was occupied by the General G. Mazniashvili. A 
thesis about “occupation” was highly admitted by the separatist historiography too 
(O. Bgazhba, S. Lakoba, 2006, p.307-308). It has a Bolshevik origin. In May 1918, 
when the Georgian Guards kicked Bolsheviks out of Abkhazia, the Bolsheviks started 
“slandering as if the Georgians intended to conquer Abkhazia” (Georgia, 1918, 1).

The separatists meant under the term “occupation” and still mean the fact of appointing 
of G. Mazniashvili as the General-Governor, as if he misappropriated authority 
entirely. It is true that the General had some mistakes. Therefore, the Public Council 
strictly pointed him on it but there is not a single fact certifying misappropriation of 
political authorities by G. Mazniashvili. Notwithstanding the mentioned mistakes, the 
Public Council supported G. Mazniashvili Staff and categorically disagreed with the 
demands of separatists or Bolsheviks’ supporters, about withdrawal of the Georgian 
army from Abkhazia. E.g. on July 17, 1918, the Public Council discussed the issue of 
trust towards G. Maziashvili Staff and almost unanimously (only two abstained from 
voting) it was decided: “to certify once again decision of the Council and to declare 
the necessity of the Georgian army's presence there” (J. Gamakharia, 1991, p.62).

Representative of the Georgian government I. Ramishvili raised the issue of the 
Georgian army withdrawal from Abkhazia at the Public Council on July 18, 1918 in 
order to avoid provocations from the anti-democratic forces (separatists, Bolsheviks, 
Pro-Turks). “It is better to withdraw the troops in time, than to expect massacre,” he 
said (J. Gamakharia, 1991, p.62-63). I. Ramishvili’s suggestion was not approved by 
any of the members of the Public Council. Discussions about this issue lasted at the 
meeting of July 19-20 as well, where D. Marshania made the following statement: 
“betrayal steps from our side should not exist, because the Georgian troops were 
called in the hardest minutes to help us. Generally we always lived in peace and 
friendly with the Georgians. There are some people who wish to cause us to quarrel 
with Georgians but we do not want it” (J. Gamakharia, 1991, p.65). This was the real 
situation by that time. The “occupants” wanted to leave Abkhazia but the “occupied” 
ones made series of decisions, about the stay of Georgian troops in Abkhazia. Public 
Council of Abkhazia which, as if it was deprived of the political authority by G. 
Mazniashvili notwithstanding a slight misunderstanding, still supported the issue of 
the presence of Georgian troops in Abkhazia, as they served as a main guarantee 
of peace, stability, regional unity and autonomy. That was why S. Chervonnaya 
evaluated the separatist-chauvinistic theory of “occupation-annexation” meaningless 
and strange (S. Chervonnaya, 1993, p.39).

In July-August 1918, the stopping of adventurous actions of Bolshevik and separatist 
forces, created certain preconditions to strengthen the local authority in Abkhazia. 
An important step towards this direction was to include the representatives of other 
Abkhazian acting councils (Georgian, Greek, Armenian, Russian, Estonian, etc,) in the 
Public Council of Abkhazia and thus, increase the degree and influence of legitimacy. 
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Reorganization of the Public Council, which was finished by August 15, 1918, was 
estimated by the separatists as a fact of expelling the Public Council. This deception is 
repeated by the Abkhazian historiography up to these days (O. Bgazhba, S. Lakoba, 
2006, p. 314).

From August 1918, the separatists took aim against the anti-Bolshevik military forces 
– White Guard standing close to Sochi (M. Alekseev, A. Denikin). With their inciting 
and support on October 9, 1918, the separatists caused a political overturn and tried 
to discharge the Public Council authority by force. The attempt was useless. Due to 
requirements of the Chairman of the Public Council V. Sharvashidze and the other 
members, the Georgian Government discharged the Public Council on October 10, 
1918, called elections and imprisoned the conspirators. Before electing a new Public 
Council democratically, the entire power was delegated to B. Chkhikvishvili, who was 
appointed as commissar of Sukhumi District (Essays…, 2007, p.296-297).

On December 27, 1918, the Georgian Parliament ratified the Election Statute of 
Abkhazia, which was drafted by the Election Commission chaired by V. Sharvashidze. 
For the first time in the history of Abkhazia, there were held the “public, equal, 
proportional” elections on “secret voting bases”. Those persons could participate in 
elections who had received a residence permit till July 19, 1914 (i.e. before beginning 
of the World War I). The passive election right was given to those non-residents, who 
were the vassals of Georgia (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.426).

The pre-election campaign coincided with the armed attacks in Sochi and Gagra 
against the invaded Russian White Guard, when the enemy managed to fortify 
their positions on the River Bzipi. In spite of this, on February 13, 1919, the Public 
Council elections were held in the organized manner. One more fact indicated, that 
these elections were democratic. Even Sukhumi October 9 conspiracy organizers 
participated in elections, as they were released from imprisonment before that 
time. 40 delegates were elected in the Public Council of Abkhazia, among which 27 
were Social-Democrats, 4 independent Socialists, 3 Essers and 3 the Righters. Each 
delegate was elected from the Social-Federalists, the National-Democrats and the 
Colonists. The Constituent Assembly elections of Georgia were held simultaneously 
(on February 14-16, 1919). Members of the higher legislative body became those 
from the Social-Democratic party list: D. Emukhvari, V. Sharvashidze, V. Ghurjua, D. 
Zakharov and I. Pashalidi (Essays…, 2007, p.299).

The first session of the newly elected Public Council of Abkhazia was held on March 
18, 1919, when the Chairman (D. Emukhvari), a Deputy-Chairman (M. Berulava) 
and the First Secretary (V. Koroliov) were selected. In March the next session was 
held and a historical document was adopted: “the Act on Autonomy of Abkhazia”. 
In the first paragraph was stated: “Abkhazia is a part of the Democratic Republic of 
Georgia, as its autonomous entity; notify this fact to the government of the Republic 
of Georgia and its Constituent Assembly” (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.433-
434, 772-774). By adoption of this document occurred the self-determination of the 
region. By the will of a big majority of the population, the oldest part of Georgia 
still returned in composition of Georgia, in spite of multiple attempts of the foreign 
enemies to invade it.

On April 8-10, May 13 and 20 of the year 1919, at the sessions of the Public Council, 
there were adopted the most important decisions about establishing the ruling 
bodies, and first of all - the Commissariat, the chairman of which became Dimitri 
(Arzakan) Emukhvari. The Sukhumi District gained back its true name: Abkhazia. The 
administrative areas (districts) were called uyezds and the Public Councils became 
the Abkhazian Public Council. Since May 20, 1919, the head of the Council again 
became V. Sharvashidze.

The 1919-1920s were the years of formation of Abkhazia's autonomy in practice, 
strengthening of the governmental structures, flinging out the White Guard from 
Gagra (on April 1919), depriving Bolsheviks from degrading activities and admitting 
the Georgian borders on the international scene. A rather difficult period for drafting 
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the constitution.

In order to maintain the unity of the country, it was very important to admit Georgia 
de-facto in the Higher Council of the Allies (the Entente). On January 12, 1920, this 
happened under the initiative of the Foreign Minister of Great Britain Kerzon. The 
most important was recognition of independence of Georgia by the Soviet Russia on 
May 7, 1920. According to the agreement signed by both parties in Moscow, Russia 
recognized Sukhumi district as indisputable territory of Georgia, which formerly 
entered the Empire's frames. Russia also recognized Gagra zone that had been 
subordinated to the Sochi Governance in 1904-1917. “The state border between 
Georgia and Russia is lead from the Black Sea along the River Psou to Akhakhcha 
Mountain…” – was stated in the agreement (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.458-
459). The Russian-Georgian Agreement of May 7, 1920 served as a legal guarantee 
for the state independence and strengthening of the territorial unity. Though very 
soon it became evident that Soviet Russia had almost opposite purposes.

The biggest disagreement in the Public Council and the Abkhazian society was an 
issue of adoption of the constitution. The constitution commission had been working 
since March 30, 1919. On May 23 it was divided into two sub-commissions and 
consequently two drafts of the document were prepared. The reconciling third project 
was drafted by the legal department of Abkhazia Commissariat which was headed by 
G. Sidamon-Eristavi. None of these documents could receive the proper number of 
voices in the Public Council, but the most favorite one was the reconciling version (20 
voices). Minister of Interior of Abkhazia, M. Ubiria, reported before the Public Council 
on November 15, 1919 that while working on the Constitution, from the beginning, 
two directions were estimated that differed on the bases of the attitude towards 
the historical and political-economic aspects. One of these directions, based on the 
moment requirements, considered important, that Abkhazia united with Georgia 
as soon as possible, as it would serve as the security guarantee and a preface of 
the region’s economic-cultural development. The second direction also admitted 
necessity of uniting Abkhazia with Georgia, but from the historical perspectives. 
They thought more expedient to establish a weak union in order to obtain more 
independence. In case the situation changed, it would give opportunity to make other 
decisions. One part of the separatists (the “Internationalist” fraction) did not hide, 
that in future they would support unification of Georgia and Abkhazia with Russia, 
though they did not make the provisions ahead about their political arrangement 
in composition of Russia. That was why in reality the fight around the constitution 
served for the destabilization of situation within the country, than for the concerns 
to achieve a true self-governance. As the Public Council member M. Tarnava said, 
participation in negotiation with the Georgian government, regarding the autonomy 
and the constitution issue, only aimed at frustration the agreement and criticism of 
the government (Essays…, 2007, p.306).

In spite of the destructive aims of the separatists, working on the Constitution had not 
stopped. In September and October 1919, when Abkhazia Public Council delegation 
visited Tbilisi, it was managed, together with the Constituent Assembly Commission 
of 5 persons, to prepare a draft for the Constitutional Agreement among the Republic 
and the Autonomy (“Regarding Principle Provisions of Abkhazia Governance”) in 
which the truly established relations among the centre and its regions were reflected 
(J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.451-452). In spite of the fact that the mentioned 
document was not ratified, it regulated the legal relations between Tbilisi and 
Sukhumi. According to the document, Abkhazia was declared as the autonomous 
part of Georgia with its legislative (Public Council) and executive (Commissariat) 
bodies. The Public Council was authorized to adopt the laws independently on every 
issue, except those as were the foreign policy, army (defense), management of ports, 
financial, monetary, tax and customs systems, common court system and senate 
(higher court), civil, criminal and common law legislation, post, telegraph, state 
importance railways and roads.
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After a long period of work and consultations with Tbilisi (Summer 1920) the Public 
Council managed to approve the own draft of the constitution on September 16, 1920 
which was based on the above-mentioned project- “Regarding Principle Provisions of 
Abkhazia Governance”. On November 4 of the same year, Abkhazian Public Council 
delegation visited Tbilisi with the aim to discuss the constitutional issues. In spite 
of the fact that neither the Constituent Assembly nor the government suspected 
about the autonomous status of Abkhazia, the centre did not hurry to adopt the 
constitution of the region before the constitution of the Republic was not adopted. The 
constraining condition was also the fact that the Constituent Assembly did not agree 
with the establishment of a parity constitutional commission by the assembly and the 
Public Council. As was foreseen by the Act of March 20, 1919 and the Mandate of the 
delegation. The Abkhazian delegation, being discontent with the created situation 
returned to Sukhumi with a promise of N. Zhordania that Abkhazia would be legally 
given autonomy after adoption of the common constitution. If adoption of the state’s 
principle law was delayed, then a provisional law regarding governance of Abkhazia 
would be issued. That would, in the meantime become a particular chapter of the state 
constitution. The provisional draft regarding governance of the autonomous Abkhazia 
was approved by the small constitutional commission of the Constituent Assembly on 
December 21, 1920. The draft constitution adopted by the Public Council of Abkhazia 
on October 16, 1920 served as its base.

On February 21, 1921, when Russia occupied the Georgian territories, the Constituent 
Assembly ratified the Constitution of Georgia according to the 107th article of which 
“indivisible parts of the Georgian Republic – Abkhazia (Sukhumi District)”, Achara 
and Zakatala were given “autonomous governance in internal affairs”. Article 108 
set the rule of “adoption of the autonomous government provisions by a separate 
law” (Abkhazian…, 2004, p.64). “Statute of Abkhazian Autonomous Governance” was 
adopted by the Constituent Assembly together with the constitution of Georgia. It 
was mentioned in it that Abkhazia “is an indivisible part of the Republic of Georgia” 
and that its own territory “can autonomously lead its domestic affairs”. Legislative 
body of the Autonomous Abkhazia, the Public Council, was elected “for two years 
term on the base of public, direct, equal, and proportional election system”. Within 
the competence of the autonomous governance were the following issues: the local 
finances, public education, cultural development, local self-governance, mediatory 
court, private and public security, public order, administration, health care, medicine, 
veterinary, roads of local importance, approval of budget, confiscation of public and 
cultural real estate of private persons for the public and cultural needs, land of local 
importance, woods, waters with medical features. The state language was Georgian 
but at schools and in the state agencies the local language was also permitted. 
Human rights protection was ensured by the constitution and the law of the Republic. 
Abkhazia had the status of a separate district during elections of the legislative body 
of Georgia and the Public Council approved the executive authority: the Commissariat 
of Abkhazia (Abkhazian…, 2004, p. 61-62; J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.466-
469, 787).

Though the Constitution was ratified on February 21, 1921 and the “Statute of the 
Abkhazian Autonomous Governance” had not been carried in effect,  the Autonomous 
Abkhazia, on de-facto grounds, exercised all these rights according to the above-
mentioned document (“Regarding Principle Provisions of Abkhazia Governance”). 
Almost different situation was created during the Soviet period.

In February and March of 1921, Soviet Russia occupied Georgia with its further 
annexation. The 9. Army coming from Sochi side occupied Sukhumi in March 4. After 
this, the authority was passed to the occupying body: the Revolutionary Committee. 
The RevCom was composed of E. Shamba (Chairman), N. Lakoba and N. Aqirtava 
of the Caucasus Bureau (CauBureau) of the Russian Communist Party Central 
Committee. Immediately, the issues of a political-legal status of Abkhazia and its 
relation with Georgia were arisen. 
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At the Batumi Summit of the occupation bodies, meaning the CauBureau, the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of Georgia and representatives of the RevCom of 
Abkhazia (March 28, 1921), it was agreed to leave the issue of federating Abkhazia 
with Russia or Georgia and declare it a Socialist Soviet Republic until the Congress 
of Abkhazian Unions. That decision of the Summit became the ground of recognizing 
Abkhazia as Soviet Socialist Republic on March 31, 1921. The central governmental 
structures of Russia had never discussed the issues relating the Status of Abkhazia 
and no decisions had been made on it. This issue never was a topic of debate for 
the Soviet leaders (among them was V. Lenin). All the issues were solved in Tbilisi at 
the CauBureau meetings by oral agreement among its speakers G. Orjonikidze and 
the Public Commissar of Nations Affairs of Russia, I. Stalin, based on the interests to 
strengthen the Soviet authority, undermine the will striving towards independence 
and nations' right to self-determination. Therefore, the issue of independence of 
Abkhazia was a pure fiction and was expressed so that the regional governing figures 
were appointed not by the Georgian government but by the CauBureau. Exactly in 
that period was developed a plan of final detachment of Abkhazia from Georgia. 
E.g. a former military attaché to the Democratic Republic of Georgia, P. Sitin who 
still continued his spy activities in Tbilisi during the Soviet period, suggested a plan 
of weakening “the Georgian chauvinism” and its “territorial and material” sources 
to Moscow on April 22, 1921. Together with certain measures (as were, landing 
the Russian troops on the border of Turkey, autonomous development of Samegrelo 
Region, support and activation of the Russian population, passing of Trans-Caucasian 
railway to Russia), the plan also foresaw to take the Russian Federation borders 
to the River Bzipi, to hold the plebiscite in Abkhazia and to unite it with Russia (J. 
Gamakharia, B. Gogia, Abkhazia…, 1997, p. 470-472). As it has been shown, this 
plan has never been taken from the agenda; though in that period the real talks, 
about the independence of Abkhazia, had never existed at any level. The leaders (E. 
Eshba, N. Lakoba) of the Soviet Abkhazia understood properly, that on March 1921 
the “independence” was declared provisionally “for one minute”, that this fact was 
just a “signboard”, etc. (J. Gamakharia, Georgian…, 1991, p.118). Considering that 
circumstance, the first Congress of the Abkhazian Workers made a decision on May 
28, 1921 regarding setting of the closest contacts with the workers of the Soviet 
Republics and “first of all, with the workers and peasants of Soviet Georgia, as being 
very close with Abkhazians, with their culture, economy and geographical situation”. 
As to the forms of this union, it was to be defined by the 1st Session of the Georgian 
and Abkhazian Councils (Consolidation…, 1957, p.44-51).

Particular forms of the state relations (the budget related as well) among Georgia 
and the “independent” Abkhazia still existed after becoming Soviet republics. E.g. 
the Soviet governmental structures of Georgia, including RevCom and the Ministry of 
Internal Affairs, sent their decrees in Georgian language to the Abkhazian RevCom, 
e.g. the “note and guidelines”, “to be implemented correctly”, made decisions about 
the credit issues, about registering Bzipi wood concessions and also Tkvarcheli mines 
etc. Real status of Abkhazia seemed to be lower than the of Daghestan and other 
Mountaineers Autonomous Republics meaning Nakhichevan and Kabardino. Different 
from them, Abkhazia was not directly included in the Economical Union of the Caucasus 
(which was founded in August, 1921). “The independent Abkhazia was not included 
in the Economical Bureau either. This was established by CauBureau on August 16, 
1921, and united Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan” (J. Gamakharia, 1991, p.118-
122). Abkhazia was considered within the frames of Georgia in this concrete case 
and in all other circumstances. Abkhazia was discussed as a part of Georgia even 
by the Public Commissariat of the Nations Affairs of Russia. On September 1, 1921 
its Chairman I. Stalin informed the Central Executive Committee of all Russia (the 
acting legislative body between the Congresses of the unions): “Abkhazia is part of 
independent Georgia. For this reason it has no independent representatives to Russia 
and will have none. Consequently, it cannot receive any credits from RSFSR (Russian 
Soviet Federative Socialist Republic)” (A. Menteshashvili, 1998, p.67).
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As the status of Abkhazia was absolutely clear to Moscow, Tbilisi and Sukhumi, on 
July 5, 1921 the CauBureau made a decision to lead the party activities in a way that 
Abkhazia would become part of Georgia as an Autonomous Republic. On July 23 of 
the same year, the Summit of the Responsible Staff on Abkhazia Issues listened to 
the report of N. Lakoba and expressed its faith regarding the establishing the federal 
union with Georgia in the nearest future (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.475, 
792). On November 1, 1921 the CauBureau considered important to work out a draft 
agreement among Abkhazia and Georgia and for that founded a special commission. 
On November 16, the CauBureau made the following decision:

To consider inexpedient, from the economical and political points of view, the existence 
of an independent status of Abkhazia.

To put in charge comrade Eshba of representing his final report, based on the 
agreement of Abkhazia in becoming of component of the Georgian Federation or of 
RSFSR on the ground of Autonomous district (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.481-
482).

Abkhazia was refused to be included in the Trans-Caucasian Federation by the 
CauBureau, being in formation process at that time. This decision was also important 
because it gave a definition of the status of Abkhazia, due to the criteria of Soviet 
Russia– as was the autonomous district. But being in composition of Georgia, 
Abkhazia had a higher status in order to serve as an effective instrument for Russia 
against the disobedient Georgia.

On December 16, 1921, Georgia and Abkhazia signed an agreement about setting 
the military, political and financial-economical union. With this agreement, Abkhazia 
became part of Georgia and was included in every regional (Trans-Caucasian) 
organization, yet with the help of Georgia (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.483-
484). The 1st Congress of the Abkhazian Unions held on February 17, 1922 approved 
the agreement with Georgia. Uniting of the Abkhazian SSR (Soviet Socialist Republic) 
with Georgia was confirmed by the first Georgian SSR constitution, adopted on 
February 28, 1922 at the 1st Congress of the Georgian Unions. It stated: “In the Soviet 
Republic of Georgia those Republics are included on a free self-determination bases 
as are: Achara Autonomous Socialist Soviet Republic, South Ossetia Autonomous 
District and Abkhazia Socialist Soviet Republic; the last was connected with the 
Georgian Socialist Soviet Republic on the base of a special Treaty of Alliance signed 
among these Republics.” (Georgian…, 1983, p.73).

Practically and legally the Abkhazian SSR was an Autonomous Republic. With this 
status Abkhazia was noted in the Resolution of the Central Committee of the Georgian 
Communist Party adopted on February 27, 1922. This also concerned the mandate 
distribution in the Central Executive Committee: “to give 35 mandates to the Centre 
and 3 seats each to the Abkhazia and Achara Autonomous Republics” (Z. Papasqiri, 
Essays…, 2007, p. 98).

On the 3rd Congress of the Communist Party of Georgia held on May 1924, was 
discussed the question of removing the words, “Contracting Republic”, from the 
Georgian Constitution. N. Lakoba, in his speech made at the Congress (May 28, 
1924), stated that he had talked with a secretary of the Central Committee, Beso 
Lominadze, about this issue. The Abkhazian leader from his side mentioned: “We 
say, that we are a contracting Republic and I have enough courage to declare, that 
the Abkhazian peasants would remove these words in two years.” N. Lakoba also 
talked about the Abkhazian people: “From a historical point of view, the Abkhazians 
could not have any role in the history of humanity, as these people have had no own 
history, no written language and no literature.” (L. Toidze, 1996, p.29-30).

The real political-legal status of Abkhazia was stated in the first constitution of 
the Soviet Union (1924). In the 4th chapter (Article 15) it was clearly written: “the 
Autonomous Republics of Achara and Abkhazia and the Autonomous District of South 
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Ossetia, Mountainous Karabakh and Nakhichevan will send one representative to the 
Nations Council” (History…, 1957, p.229). It was meant that “independent” Abkhazia 
in fact was considered as an Autonomous Republic and it was represented on the 
autonomous district level at the USSR higher legislative body. The Georgian and 
the Abkhazian Constitutions were obviously adversarial with the USSR Constitution, 
because Abkhazia was still mentioned as a ”Contracting Republic” in those 
Constitutions.

An unsuccessful attempt to adopt the first constitution of the Abkhazian SSR took 
place on April 1, 1925, when the Unions’ 3rd Congress ratified the Constitution without 
any debates. By means of absolute ignoring the Constitutions of the USSR, the Trans-
Caucasian Federation and Georgia, Abkhazia was declared as a sovereign state, 
which had the right to leave the Trans-Caucasian Federation and the USSR (there 
was no statement in the constitution about leaving Georgia or abolishing the signed 
agreement with this state). Article 4 of the 1st chapter of the constitution regulated 
relations with Georgia: “the Abkhazian SSR unites with the Georgian SSR on the base 
of a special treaty of alliance with the help of which it unites in composition of the 
Trans-Caucasian Socialist Federal Soviet Republic…” (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997. 
p.490-491).

The Constitution of Abkhazia of 1925, which was even called “a constitutional 
nonsense” by N. Lakoba, had not been published due to the instructions of the 
higher organs and consequently it had not entered into force. Besides, in a bulletin 
of the Unions 3rd Congress, which was issued by the Central Executive Committee of 
Abkhazia, it was stated: “the Congress decided to finish work on a submitted draft-
project and to bring it to conformity with the constitutions of the Georgian SSR and 
the Trans-Caucasian SFSR” (Sessions…, 1964, p.673). Thus, the Abkhazian Central 
Executive Committee recognized the 1925 constitution only as a project. The issue 
of the review of constitution was studied by the Trans-Caucasian Regional Committee 
of the Communist Party of Russia (September 6, 1925), the Central Committee of 
the Communist Party of Georgia (6, 31 July, 27 September, 1925) and the Bureau of 
Regional Committee of Abkhazia of the Communist Party of Georgia (September 11, 
1925). Working process on the constitution of Abkhazia had been finished by 1926. 
The same year in June 11-16, the 3rd session of the Central Executive Committee of 
all Georgia, held in Sukhumi, added a new chapter 5 to the constitution of Georgia: 
“The Ally Abkhazian Socialist Soviet Republic”. Without any changes it was added 
to the first constitution of Abkhazia on October 27, 1926, which was adopted at the 
3rd Session of the Abkhazian Central Executive Committee as its 2nd chapter. It was 
finally ratified by the 4th Congress of the Abkhazian Unions (March 5-10, 1927). There 
was twice stated (in the articles 2, 17) that the Abkhazian SSR “by force of the special 
agreement” was united in the composition of Georgia and by this status in the Trans-
Caucasian Federation. The state languages were declared to be Abkhazian, Georgian 
and Russian (Article 8). The authority among Tbilisi and Sukhumi was defined by the 
Article 21. Minister of Interior of Abkhazia, Public Commissars of justice, education, 
health-care, agriculture and social insurance (Ministries) acted independently from 
the proper Commissariats of Georgia. The Higher Council of the Abkhazian Public 
Economy was under double subordination. Trustees of the inspections on financial, 
labor, workers and peasants’ issues had a decisive voice in the government of 
Abkhazia (about this the Abkhazian Central Executive Committee made a decision); 
they represented the organs of the Georgian proper commissariats, but they 
submitted the reports regularly to the Abkhazian Central Executive Committee and 
to the government. Those codes, decrees and regulations having force on the entire 
territory of Georgia had a compulsory force on the territory of the Abkhazian SSR as 
well as they were adopted by the Georgian Central Executive Committee. The Georgian 
Unions Congress or the Central Executive Committee sessions were given the right 
to abolish those resolutions that were issued by the Abkhazian Union Congresses, 
Central Executive Committee sessions and the government if they confronted with the 
Constitution. According to Article 125, the Abkhazian SSR budget after its ratification 
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became part of the Georgian budget (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, p.498-500). 
In spite of a formal character of the Soviet Constitutions (because of concentrating 
the entire power in the party organs) it could be said that the authority among Tbilisi 
and Sukhumi was clearly demarcated. At the same time, the Trans-Caucasian and 
the USSR constitutions did not miss even a single sphere of the state life of Abkhazia 
(and even of Georgia), without putting under the special governance regime.

Strengthening the Soviet authority in Georgia, when the Empire official figures 
considered that there was no threat to re-achieve independence, the Abkhazian SSR 
containment function was considered to be exhausted. Besides, in the 20-30s started 
the process of reorganizing the autonomous republics within Russia. Those nations 
that were more developed than the Abkhazians received the status of autonomous 
district and in better cases the autonomous republic status or maintained it. It should 
be taken into consideration also that the Agreement of December 16, 1921 among 
Georgia and Abkhazia did not correspond with the constitutionally strengthened 
relations. In the existed situation, absolutely naturally, the issue of bringing the legal 
status of Abkhazia in conformity with the USSR Constitution was raised. On April 17, 
1930 the 3rd Session of the Abkhazian Central Executive Committee discussed the 
agreement revision issue about relations among Georgia and Abkhazia. The session 
removed from the constitution the words “Contracting Republic” and replaced it 
with the words “Autonomous Republic”. On February 11, 1931 these changes were 
approved by the 6th Congress of the Abkhazian Unions. N. Lakoba, making a speech 
at that event, mentioned in this regard: “the relation issue among the workers of 
Georgia and Abkhazia has been entirely resolved” (J. Gamakharia, B. Gogia, 1997, 
p.503-504). One circumstance ought to be noted: renaming the title of Abkhazia in 
1931 had no influence on its authority as defined by the 1926 Constitution.

In the 30s, through the entire Soviet Empire, were held the government centralization 
and the ruling totalitarian system formation process. This process required the 
unification of the allied and Autonomous Republic constitutions and legislations. In 
such case, the totalitarian system could not make any exceptions. The 7th Congress of 
the Abkhazian Unions ratified a new version of the constitution on January 7, 1935 and 
the articles that demarcated the authority among Tbilisi and Sukhumi, disappeared 
in it. Following to the authority entire centralization, every Public Commissariat of 
the Autonomous Republic was subordinated to the proper agency of Georgia (Article 
42) (Sessions…, 1964, p. 766-773). Only such attributes of governance were left in 
the new edition of the constitution as were, the own state emblem and flag (Article 
83, 84). Proper changes were made in the constitution of Georgia as well, which 
was ratified by the Unions’ 7th Congress held on May 10-14, 1935 (Entirely…, 1935, 
p.247).

The totalitarian political system formation process in the Soviet Union was finished 
at the Allying Unions’ 7th extraordinary congress held on December 5, 1936, by 
means of adopting the “Stalin Constitution”. The Trans-Caucasian Federation was 
abolished. Georgia officially became a part of the USSR. The new constitution of 
the Republic was adopted at the 7th extraordinary congress of the Georgian Unions 
on February 13, 1937. On the base of the Georgian constitution, the Abkhazian 
Unions’ 8th Congress listened to the report of the Chairman of the Central Executive 
Committee A. Agrba and on August 2, 1937 approved the new constitution of the 
Autonomous Republic. The entire centralization of the sphere of governance was 
maintained in this document. Certain changes have been made to the symbols as 
well. The Georgian flag and the state symbol were declared to be the flag and the 
state symbol of Abkhazia (Articles 111, 112) (Essays…, 2007, p.322). The state 
languages of Abkhazia still remained Abkhazian, Russian and Georgian. This provision 
differentiated the Abkhazian constitution from the autonomous constitutions that 
were in composition of the Russian Federation, while Russian language was declared 
as state language in them. 

During the 20-30s Abkhazia, having either the Soviet Socialist or the Autonomous 



39

Republic status, represented not a sovereign, independent state creation equal to 
Georgia but a part of the Georgian SSR. Its real authority (similar to the authorities 
of all Allying and Autonomous Republics) was reduced temporarily, because of the 
establishment of the totalitarian ruling system in the USSR. After adoption of the 
1937 Constitution it went down to the minimum.
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Ethnographical Life of Abkhazia

Nodar Shoshitashvili, Soso Chanturishvili, Nino Mindadze,
Ketevan Khutsishvili, Rozeta Gujejiani, Giorgi Cheishvili

Abkhazia, similar to other historical-ethnographic regions of Georgia, historically 
represented an indivisible part of Georgia. The Abkhazians were Georgians 
like other representatives (Karthlians, Megrelians, Klarjs, Taos, Svans, 
Pkhovs, Dvalis and others) of historical-ethnographic regions. Exactly this 
common origin became the ground to create the entire ethnic-Georgian culture 
throughout the whole country for many centuries. Often Abkhazia served as the 
basement and the initiator of the Georgian political unanimity.1

Since ancient times, the Abkhazians and Abkhazia were considered within the frames 
of the Georgian cultural-political area (D. Berdzenishvili, 1990; M. Lortkipanidze, 1990; 
G. Alasania, 2004), but after the dissolution of Georgia into the kingdoms and 
principalities, the social-cultural life in Abkhazia gradually gained different 
character: as a result of intensive resettlement of the Abaz-Adyghean tribes 
from Western Caucasus on the territory of Georgia, the ethnic-demographic 
situation drastically changed. That finally caused a regress of the social-
cultural development of this region. Besides, the Abkhazian (Apsua) ethnic 
group’s organic participation was radically impeded from the point of the 
Georgian state and cultural development (B. Khorava, 2000).

In the result of assimilation of the resettled Abaz-Adyghean tribes with the local 
Georgian population there was established a contemporary Abkhazian (Apsua) 
ethnicity2 which did not identify itself as Georgian from the ethnical or 
cultural-political points of view. Gradually, the term “Abkhazian” for the native 
residents was used in regard of this ethnic group (Putkaradze, 2005, p.140-141), 
though their original name remained “Apsua” (Khorava, 2000, p.39-40; Gasviani, 
1998, p/113-137).  The situation was harshly worsened after the Russian Empire had 
conquered Georgia. The purposeful alienation policy of particular parts of Abkhazia 
from the Georgians and ruled by Russia (Russian Empire, the Soviet Russia) lasted 
during the entire 19. - 20. centuries (Tsintsadze, 1998) and it came to an end by 
genocide of the native ethnic Georgians of the oldest region of Georgia 
and by expulsion of those rescued Georgians and anti-Russian ideologist, 
Abkhazians and other ethnic groups from this region.

The given work represents the materials reflecting ethnographical life of 
contemporary Abkhazians (original name “Apsua”) living on the territory 
of Abkhazia, where influence of traditional Georgian being on Abkhazians’ 

1  Sh. Inal-Ifa correctly remarked that Abkhazia less resembled the remote provincial region of 
Georgia; on the opposite, even the King Bagrat III founded a political residency of the united 
Georgia here in Bedia, with the magnificent palace and the church (Inal-Ifa, 1965, p.135).
2  Anthropological data give a very interesting picture. Sh. Inal-Ifa referred to V. Bunak’s opinion, 
who had discussed the distinguished anthropological likeness of the Abkhazians and the Geor-
gians that is also proved by many parameters (Bunak, 1947, p.39). From his part Inal-Ifa added 
that the contemporary Abkhazians belonged to the Western Caucasian type, who have certain 
similarities with the West Georgian population on one hand (Megrelians, Guruls, Ajarians…) and 
on the other hand with Circassians. However, the similarity of Abkhazians with Western Georgians 
is more sharply expressed in comparison with the Circassians, notwithstanding the fact that the 
Abkhazians linguistically are united in one language group with Circassians (Inal-Ifa, 1965, p.50). 
Besides, according to the contemporary anthropological data, Abkhazians are included into the 
West Georgian  (as are Ajarians, Guruls, Megrelians, Lazs, Abkhazians). Based on anthropological 
researches the Abkhazians, due to factual data, are more alike Georgians especially Megrelians 
than their language relative non-Georgians – Abazs and Adygheans (M. Abdushelishvili, 2004; L. 
Bitadze, 2007, p.173-177).
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(Apsua) moral, social and material culture is shown.3 Such materials are 
many and refer to almost every sphere of life, but in this work only one part will be 
presented.

In the second half of the 20. century, one and the same element of Georgian and 
Abkhazian (Apsua) culture, due to political grounds, was named as ethnographical 
parallels. Factually, these are not parallels but the entire, original ethno-cultural world 
in which the influence of Georgian ethnos with the original, oldest agricultural 
traditions over the gradually resettled mountaineer Abaz-Adyghean tribes is 
evident.

Ethnological material determines the major stages of the Abkhazians’ 
(Apsua) migration. ”Majority of the Abkhazian ethno-genetic and genealogical 
legends explicitly and indubitably recognizes the fact of resettlement of the Abkhazians 
from the North Caucasus to the Western part of Georgia, as well as the ethno-genetic 
and cultural union with the Caucasians of Circassian origin. This opinion was admitted 
by the “Abkhazian Mixed Epos”, in which the original residence site of the Abkhazians 
was considered the River Kubani Gorge (S. Bakhia, 2000, p.3-4). From this point 
of view, the history of Apsua ancestral sacred (praying) places is extremely 
important, which evidently shows that almost every Abkhazian ancestral 
legend connects the family descend to the North Caucasus (S. Bakhia, 2000).

It is known that the economic and material culture is one of those primary spheres 
in which unanimity of being was evidently reflected. It is also known that before the 
Georgian big plough (“gutani”) was applied in agrarian processing, the resting cycle 
of three-years in land works was settled. According to the Georgian materials “once 
in 7 years a plough-share must get gold from the ground”, i.e. on the seventh year 
while the land was resting for this period, the harvest was mostly productive. Such 
material was recorded in the village Chlou in 1949, which reflected the land resting 
habit that was characteristic of Karthli and Abkhazia and is referred to an entire 
agrarian processing system. It is clear that such coincidence is impossible to be 
occasional (Chitaia, 2000, p.123).

There were ascertained three kinds of ploughs in Abkhazian being which refer to one 
major type of plough tools. This category was characterized by a long, rounded and 
fixed shoulder in heel with a heel and shaft.

Puling force of this instrument was one yoke and with its function it could only scratch 
the ground. Such kinds of instruments are widely met in the mountains and valleys 
of Georgia, though they have different titles: Kavi, Agapha-Ogapha, Oqoqa, Achacha, 
Kharsaragi and others (Chitaia, 2000, p.123).

Absolutely identical are the Georgian and the Abkhazian cultural-economic traditions 
in reference to viniculture and wine-making. Abkhazian vineyard production, vinery 
cultivation and wine-producing public rules are similar to viniculture and wine making 
Georgian traditions. Similarity in this sphere is so complete that it can be proved 
not only from a material point of view, but due to the belief-imaginations related 
to economy. For example, all the major rituals and habits related to the wine are 
similar: place of wine donation, particular wine-type care methods, prayers, types of 
the donated wine, etc. (Chitaia, 2000, p.125). Resemblance in of the wine producing-
keeping methods is also evident. Usually wine was kept in the pitchers placed deeply 
in the ground. This tradition was identical to Georgian tradition, as this habit was 
obtained from local Georgians by the Abkhazians. 

The same influence could be noticed in cattle-breeding: the names of dairy products, 
methods of its producing and the necessary instrument-remedies, often are Georgian. 
Methods of cattle-breeding were of that type: cattle-rearing in summer, winter and 

3 It is obvious that in Abkhazia, together with the Georgian ethnicity, there lived not only Abkhaz-
ians (Apsua) but other ethnic groups as well: Russians, Armenians, Greeks, Estonians, etc., a big 
majority of which are the refugees from Abkhazia now.
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autumn in mountains or in lowlands, friend-making of the stock-breeders when 
going to the mountains; choosing of the experienced cattle-breeder, whom all others 
obeyed; using cow, goat or sheep stomach (called “Atsa/Natsi”) in producing cheese. 
Here, similar to other Georgian communes, the best “source” of cheese producing 
was considered “Dvrita”, which was produced with the same method as in other 
regions of Georgia.

The type of settlement and households in Abkhazia was sparse similar to the rest 
of West Georgia. Dwelling and farming buildings are presented separately and 
horizontally. In the centre of the household there is an ordinary dwelling house, 
in front of which there is a yard covered with well-groomed grass. And behind the 
dwelling-house there is the so called “black yard” for farming building on it.

The oldest type of the wooden house, which is signified with its laconic forms and 
beauty, is a plaited building called Patskha4 which was spread in the area of Western 
Georgia (Achugba, 1978: 132).

Ten meters far from the Abkhazian major dwelling there was built a smaller Patskha 
- Amkhara - which was used for new-married couples and represented an indivisible 
element of the Abkhazian household. It was specially built for the wedding-day (Malia, 
Akaba, 1982, p.159). Choosing the special place for newly-weds was characteristic 
of other parts of Georgia (Svaneti – “Machvibi”, Meskhetia – “Ajilaki in darbazovani”). 
But in Racha  or Abkhazia, there existed special dwelling-granary (“Santiobo” house) 
for this purpose.

A more developed type of the Abkhazian household was “Ajarguali” – the log-
house. Later the logs, chopped in the middle, were used for building the houses. 
Such dwellings were widely spread in Georgia and even nowadays they can be met 
in mountainous areas of Samegrelo, Racha, Svaneti, Achara and  Imereti Gorges. 
According to Sulkhan-Saba’s interpretation: “Jarguali is a combination of tight logs in 
square form.” (Sulkhan-Saba, 1949). This word in Megrelian dialect of the Georgian 
language means a rounded wood (Ji/Ja corresponds to the log and “rguali” means 
round, i.e. built with a rounded wood) (Javakhishvili, 1946). Certainly the term 
“a-jargual” prevailing in the Abkhazian folk-dialect was assimilated from Megrelian 
dialect of the Georgian language.

The mostly developed type of traditional dwelling building in Abkhazia was a classical 
Georgian (Kolkhic) wooden house, “oda”, which was widely spread in entire Western 
Georgia. “Oda” based on piles or the stone foundation had several balconies with the 
ornamented wooden curtains or balusters. The walls were mainly made of chestnut 
wood. The masters were non-residents. In Abzhuan Abkhazia, that was Ochamchire-
Tkvarcheli region, the Georgian masters mainly came from Racha (Malia, Akaba, 
1982, p.188). Such “oda” type house was called “Akvaska” in Abkhazia5. Its living 
area was separated into the  rooms with particular functions. In Abkhazia they 
were called “aotakhi” (a-room), among which the isolated one was for the younger 
members under marrying age. This room replaced the wedding “Amkhara” separately 
situated in the Abkhazian household (Malia, Akaba, 1982, p.188). 

The Abkhazian farming buildings “Maraka”, for goats, cowshed, corn storehouse 
placed on logs, etc, were the ordinary round or square wicker buildings, made of 
rhododendron materials similar to Samegrelo, Guria or Imereti. The ladder in Western 
Georgia was a widespread log with cut footsteps.

4 This term was certified even by Sulkhan-Saba Orbeliani. The plaited house according to Sulkhan-
Saba’s interpretation is a braided cottage (hut) (Sulkhan-Saba, 1949). This type of houses was 
widely spread in Abkhazia (“Apatskha”) and in Megrelia. The earlier form of such house was a 
round shape wicker, which was called “Patskha-kunchula” in Samegrelo. Later the house received 
the shape of a squared form skeleton building but maintained the name.
5  One of such forms of Akvaska, which is dated back to the second half of the 19. century, in 
1997 was brought from Tkvarcheli to the G. Chitaia Ethnographical Museum of the National Mu-
seum of Georgia.
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On the present-day territory of Abkhazia, due to the changes in the ethnic-
demographical picture since late medieval centuries, by the 19. century there had been 
created a social situation different from other parts of Georgia. The feudal relations 
in its classical form had remained only in the Abkhazian part of Odishi Principality. 
As to the western Abkhazia and its mountainous regions, where the Abaz-Adyghean 
tribes had been resettled from the Northern Caucasus, there were established the 
communal-generic relations. It was proved by linguistic researches that the Georgian 
social terms introduced into the Abkhazian language (as are a-tauad – “tavadi”  - a 
duke, a-upshil – “uplistsuli” – a prince, a-shnakima – “shinakma” a bondman and 
others) described the late-medieval situation (T. Gvantseladze, 1998, p.46-49), i.e. 
the period when occurred their settling in Georgia – Abkhazia.

Family structure of the Abkhazians was patriarchal. In parallel to the big families 
of two-three generations since the 19. century there had already existed small 
monogamous families. A head of family unanimously ruled the family‘s property, he 
solved every problem. While dividing the property, certain privileges were given to 
the elder and younger sons. The younger son stayed in the parental house and he 
took care of his old parents. A senior housewife had some privileges in the family, 
though women’s rights in comparison with men were less.

In marital relations there existed the relative and the status (title) bans. Exogamy was 
spread towards the relatives of paternal and maternal lines. Marriage within the artificial 
(not blood) relatives was also inadmissible. Mixing of blood (incest) (“Amakhaga”) was 
strictly punished. “Levirat“ and “Sororat” were widespread in Abkhazia. Purchase of a 
woman with livestock or money, engagement in a cradle (by means of putting sign on 
the cradle; by putting the bullet in a girl’s cradle), also kidnapping (“Amtsarsa”) were 
admitted there. Men referred to these forms if they feared to receive refusal or if a 
bride’s family would break her word. Kidnapping, as a rule, ended with reconciliation 
in order to avoid blood revenge, also in order to protect the kidnapped person from 
obtaining the name of a “disgraced girl”. One of the major provisions for marriage was 
a tax (“Achma”) which was to be paid by the bride’s parents. “Achma” was mainly 
paid in form of livestock. The marriage was agreed upon negotiations of the bride and 
bridegrooms’ relatives. At the engagement ceremony the elderly relative of the boy 
together with several accompanying persons visited the bride’s house with presents. 
As a sign of consent, the bride’s family also sent presents to the bridegroom. On the 
wedding day the bride was given the presents and she was taken to “Amkhara”, where 
she stayed for two-three weeks. During this period the bridegroom spent the daytime 
with his friends and at night in secret he visited his fiancée. Following to that, there 
took place the ritual of taking bride and bridegroom from “Amkhara” and bringing 
them to the big house. After the ritual of bringing water, the bride took part in a family 
housekeeping. Before the first birth giving, she returned to her parents’ house for 
several months, and than moved finally to her husband’s house.

In the family they were protected and followed the so- called habit of evading, i.e. 
relations were regulated according to the gender-age status. The new-weds from 
engagement till their marriage and afterwards till the ritual of leading them into the big 
house, refrained from contacting the older relatives. The spouses did not speak to each 
other in presence of other people, they did not call each other by names and even did 
not mention these names, neither did they mention their mother and father-in-laws’ 
names. There was spread the tradition of putting out the baby to nurse (“Aadzara”). 
Besides, the nanny was always from a lower social class. Parents of the child provided 
her with proper equipment, dish and milking cattle.

The forms of neighborly and family mutual assistance were spread in Abkhazia e.g. 
unification of stock-breeders (“Agup”), farming (“Keraz”), etc. and also such customs 
as hospitality, blood revenge (“Ashaura”) and respect of elderly people. Usually 
blood revenge was directed against alien families. In case of a murder within the 
patronymic, the murderer was just canceled from the family. The aging of the crime 
didn’t influence the blood revenge and necessity of vengeance passed to the next 
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generations. One of the reconcile means was adoption of a child (“Atalikoba”), in that 
way the relation links were strengthened among two families and blood revenge was 
inadmissible. Reconciling was also possible if the murderer managed to touch with 
his teeth the breast of any woman from the family of the killed person, or if a woman 
from the murderer’s family could manage to imitate the nursing of a baby of the 
family of the killed.  In such case it was considered that the ritual of making relatives 
artificially was executed and the blood revenge was not allowed.

According to observations of some ethnomusicologists, the base of the Abkhazian 
polyphony was bi-voice singing and tri-voicing referred to the following epoch. I.e. 
polyphony was established in Abkhazia under the influence of Georgian (Megrelian) 
polyphony that was connected with Apsuas’ settlement in Georgia from late medieval 
centuries. The Abkhazian bi-voice singing does not seem to have been developed 
independently. It is natural that the ethno-cultural links of the Transcaucasian and the 
North Caucasian people influenced the singing culture of these nations (Akhobadze, 
1957; Argun, 1977; Kortua, 1959; I. Khashba, 1967; M. Khashba, 1983; N. 
Maisuradze, 1989; M. Shilakadze, 2007).

The Abkhazian musical folk-instruments have been created under the influence of 
the Georgian culture: Apkhiartsa, Aiumaa, Abik, Achamgur/Achangur and Acharpin/
Acharpan. Acharpin/Acharpan was a long pipe open on both sides. It was produced 
from a stem of plant, called Acharpin/Acharpan. Besides the stem of the plant 
Acharpani, this instrument was also made from the stem of a pumpkin, hazelnut 
and persimmon. In Abkhazia, Acharpani was famous among the shepherds. The 
instrument was also considered to have  magic power (I. Khashba, 1967, p.80-86; 
M. Shilakadze, 2007, p.105).

Abkhartsa is a two-string bow musical instrument. Among the bow instruments 
spread in Georgia, it is distinguished only due to its shape. In the folk-music practice 
“abkhartsa” is an accompanying instrument on the solo and chorus songs. The player 
(mainly male) is author of the text and song performer at the same time. The main 
themes of the songs are heroic epos. Expressing of regret for died persons was 
performed by singing in accompaniment of Abkhartsa. This instrument also carried 
the suffer-alleviating function. On Abkhartsa there were performed the habitual songs 
(e.g. for hunters, the rain-causing rituals and the sole relief habits of the deceased in 
accidents (I. Khashba, 1967, p.31-39; M. Shilakadze, 2007, p.37).

The Abkhazian signal instrument is an “abik”. With the help of this instrument, alarm 
was aroused and the commune meeting was summonsed. It is natural that “abik” 
comes from the Georgian “buki” (a clarion) and is absolutely identical to the clarion 
that is met in Svanetian traditional being (I. Khashba, 1967, p.78-79; M. Shilakadze, 
2007, p.108).

The Abkhazian musical instrument “aiumaa” reminds of a harp. “Aiumaa” was laid on 
the right knee during playing. The strings were sounding with the help of the second 
and the middle finger-tips of both hands. The instrument was mainly used as a song 
accompaniment and usually the historical and heroic songs were performed. The title 
“aiumaa” means “bi-hand”. According to I. Khashba’s opinion this name is analogous 
to the Svanetian “shimekvshe”, which could be interpreted in a literary Georgian as a 
broken hand (I. Khashba, 1967, p.54-76).

“Achamgur/achangur” got accustomed in Abkhazian language from Georgian one. 
This four-string instrument is a Georgian “chonguri”. In I. Khashba’s opinion, this 
musical instrument and the playing manner of the Abkhazians is similar to the one 
spread in Guria-Samegrelo (I. Khashba, 1967, p.77).

The huge influence of Georgian folklore on Abkhazian folk-songs is evident: manner of 
accompaniment, structure of the instrument, rhythmic-intonation picture and chords-
system. This is also valid for important features  underlining the quarter division 
in accompaniment, dotted (punctuated) and syncopated rhythm, the characteristic 
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form and multiple repeated phrases and sentences. Common signs of instrumental 
music are reflected in a melodic-intonation sphere of Georgian folk music (e.g. 
intonation similarity of “acharpani” melody with “larchemi” voice); in cadence forms 
(especially the presence of quarter cadence); “achanguri” accompanying facture as 
of the instrument taken in the Abkhazian musical culture from the Georgian one; 
metric-rhythmic and finally intonation waves and chords (M. Khashba, 1983, p.5; M. 
Shilakadze, 2007, p.141).

The popular medical culture of Abkhazia embraces the surgical, therapeutic and 
other treating traditions, which stand very close and are often analogous to the 
popular medical traditions observed in other parts of Georgia.

In mountain region of Abkhazia, as well as in other mountainous parts of Georgia, 
treatment of injuries was highly developed. The local “professional” physicians 
treated the injuries with effective methods and skills. Mainly in Abkhazia and Svaneti 
is ascertained a wonderful tradition of treating the badly wounded by spending the 
night, called “night breaking” (M. Khashba, 1983, p.59), which implied entertaining 
of the injured persons with music and the stories told by present persons, which had 
the purpose of relieving his condition. It is known that the night spending tradition for 
the seriously ill patient was spread in other parts of Georgia as well.

The Abkhazians used dry blood as an effective mean of stopping the bleeding 
(Shablovski, 1886, p.38), which is also proved in medical treating practice of the other 
regions of Georgia. This method was described in the Georgian medical manuscript of 
the 16. century titled “Iadgar Daud” (Davit Bagrationi, 1985, p.535).

The same could be said regarding the treatment practice of the internal  throat-ear-
nasal diseases by naturopathic, plant, animal or mineral means. The Abkhazians 
were well-aware of flora, of the plants’ medical features. That, probably together with 
other factors, influenced long life of the Abkhazians. The recipes of medicines based 
on natural ingredients were kept secret and, similar to other parts of Georgia, were 
handed over from one generation to the next.

Special attention should be paid to the believes-imaginations and magic-religious 
medical remedies spread in Abkhazia connected with illnesses. The magic-religious 
medicine had a syncretic character. There were distinguished the signs of influence 
of heathen, Christian and Moslem religions. Here, like in other regions of Georgia, for 
recovery of the mentally diseased people prayed the Saint George in Ilori Church.  At 
the same time, in case of different serious diseases, they applied to the mullah and 
attempted to treat with a written amulet – a list.

In Abkhazia there are many medical remedies still kept from the heathen religion as 
are praying or other ritual acts. It is worth mentioning that the oldest forms of ritual 
system are shaped in the treatment of children’s infectious diseases, which can be 
connected with the cult of a “Big Mother Nana”. During periods of infectious diseases, 
series of ceremonies were followed in the family. Various restrictions, also laying the 
table for “batonebi” (infection) are similar to the habits spread in other regions of 
Georgia. In the result of retrospective analysis carried out by the Abkhazian scholars, 
the genetic union of the Georgian “lullaby of batonebi” and the Abkhazian “flower 
song” was stated (M. Khashba, 1983, p.53-54).

The archaic medical ritual of various illnesses maintained in Abkhazia often supplements 
the weakly preserved rituals in different regions of Georgia. Thus, in Western Georgia 
there was a widely spread illness called “uzhmuri” – a fever form. To treat this illness, 
the local population referred to the magic ritual which meant sacrificing a human figure 
molded from pastry or loam to the “land soul”, though this ritual was not admitted 
everywhere. More complete description of the ritualistic “treatment” of “uzhmuri” in 
Abkhazia was proved and described by M. Janashvili. In this ritual, together with oblation 
of the puppet to the ground, people also made cookies of millet, then put its pieces on a 
crossroad, lighted candles and offered up a prayer to the “ground mother” etc. 
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There have been marked out the archaic as well as the Christian religious elements in 
habits-imaginations and folk-materials linked with hunting in Abkhazia.6 Obviously, in 
the Abkhazian hunting habits and terminology there could be also observed the great 
trace of influence of the Georgian hunting epos and ritual practice.

In general, the Abkhazian folklore is rich in hunting poem-songs and this material is 
closely connected to the Georgian and especially to the Western Georgian (Svanetian, 
Megrelian) folklore. Besides, many parallels could be made with the Eastern Georgian 
hunting imaginations.

In Abkhazia, similar to all other historical-ethnographic parts of Georgia, hunting 
was considered to be a sacred deed. There existed strictly defined rules (habits) of 
conduct and restrictions. It was regulated how the hunter had to behave before, during 
and after hunting. Lots of hunting prohibitions have been maintained, protection of 
which was considered as a precondition of successful hunting. The mentioned type of 
Abkhazian and Georgian rules totally coincide with each other.

Before going for hunting, the Abkhazian hunter was obliged to follow a complicated 
system of tabooing in order not to violate the sanctity of hunting. A man, before 
going for hunting, had no right to have any kind of relations with his wife, nothing to 
say about alien woman. The travelling ration was strictly defined. It was determined 
which animal the hunter could shoot and what part of the hunted was to be sacrificed 
to the hunting deities. As the hunting and the hunted animals were considered divine, 
the hunter’s family did not have the right to throw or burn the hunted bones. It was 
necessary to dig it into a clean place, like it was stated in Svaneti. The mentioned 
belief is connected with a legend that the animal-herder “azhveipshaa” owned the 
animal herds, out of which a certain amount was given to the hunter according to the 
divine will. After killing the animal its bones were given back to the animals’ patron, 
as all the bones were necessary for resurrection. Similar kind of belief-imaginations 
existed among the Georgians as well (E. Virsaladze, 1964). In the Georgian and 
Abkhazian folklore many legends are maintained saying how the animals’ patron 
lacked one bone and inserted wood in the resurrected animal, similar to the 
Svanetian material. Generally, the Abkhazian material has particular similarity with 
the Svanetian one. This is conditioned by the fact that the North Caucasian tribes 
after settling in Abkhazia and especially in Upper Kodori Region had to live with ethnic 
Georgians among which was this (Svanetian) historical-ethnographical community. 
Accordingly, lots of parallels have been signified in their traditional being. In order to 
evoke good attitude of the hunting divine, the hunter donated certain pieces of the 
hunted animal to the divine. It was defined which piece should be sacrificed and such 
organs were considered innards both in the Abkhazian (S. Zukhba, 1988, p.83) and 
Georgian (E. Virsaladze, 1964, p.27) hunting traditions.

In the rich Georgian ethnographical material, those beliefs and imaginations that 
are related to hunting, also habits, folklore and the three protectors of hunting – 
“Animals’ patron”, “Ochopintre” and “Animal herd” – are figured out with particular 
variations in various parts of Georgia. The Abkhazian and Georgian hunting “divine” 
system coincide with each other. In Abkhazia, “azhveipshaa” was considered to 
be the main protector divine of hunting and wood. In Abkhazians’ opinion, without 
“azhveipshaa’s” favor no one could shoot the animal. This belief-imagination in fact 
repeats the opinion of Svanetian “Apsati”, Ajarian “forest man”, Megrelian “Ochokochi” 
and Eastern Georgian “Ochopintre/Ochopinte” (Iv. Javakhishvili, 1960, p.85).

The Abkhazians believed that “azhveipshaa” had daughters who chose the best 
hunters. The hunters could not reveal a secret or have love affairs with other women. 
The hunter ought to stay faithful to “azhveipshaa”’s daughter until the end of his life. 
The mentioned belief-imagination precisely repeats the common Georgian 

6  Hunting caused a great interest in Georgia since antient times. It is one of the oldest “trades”, a 
traditional branch. In feudal Georgia hunting was almost twisted with military service and repre-
sented one of the forms of military taxes. The rules, methods and arms of hunting are of different 
types. There exist some significant nuances in various ethnographic sides of Georgia.
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opinion regarding the “animals’ patron” and its local variations – Svanetian 
Dali and Megrelian “tkashi mapha”. The oral materials, referred to the forest 
protector divinities absolutely correspond with each other and carry one and the 
same meaning.

It is also interesting that in Abkhazia together with the common literary language 
there was the special hunting language and only the hunters were aware of it. In the 
Abkhazian’s belief, it was forbidden to speak in common language while hunting, as 
the animal could hear about the hunter’s intention to shoot it and the animal could 
escape (Gulia, 1926, p.14). The exact analogue is met in Svaneti: different speech 
was used during hunting – as was the hunters’ secret language (A. Kaldani, 1978, 
p.45).

Rather often the Abkhazians used the name “Airgi” in parallel to “azhveipshaa” that 
meant a warrior on a white horse. The man going for hunting was addressed by 
the people whom he met on the road with the following words: “Let Airgi support 
you in hunting” (Gulia, 1926). It is clear that “Airgi” is a popularized version of 
Saint Giorgi. As by the influence of Christianity, Saint Giorgi was considered to be 
the protector of hunting and the hunters everywhere, including Abkhazia. From the 
Abkhazian materials it was clearly shown that talk is about St. Giorgi, though “Airgi” is 
met in the Abkhazian epos too, where it represents the thunderstorm divinity. According 
to D. Gulia’s statement, contemporary Abkhazians used to mention that the Ilory icon 
of Saint Giorgi looked at the devil from heavens and from time to time threw lances to 
the trees in form of thunder, as the devil tried to hide in branches of the trees (Gulia, 
1926, p.6). Apparently, in the Abkhazian mythology the ecclesiastic sayings about 
Saint Giorgi changed into folk legends; the scene depicted on the icon of St. Giorgi of 
Ilori became public legend and the Saint’s name was replaced by the name familiar to 
them. It is known that the hunters in Svaneti also prayed to the Saint martyr Giorgi 
to assist them in hunting.7 This notifies that addressing to “Airgi” by the Abkhazian 
hunters was not accidental, caused by phonemic similarity of the heathen divinity and 
Saint Giorgi names. It is known that converting the part of Abkhazians to Christianity 
took place after their settlement in Georgia (in late medieval), when the weakened 
Georgian state was dissoluted into kingdoms and principalities. Finally it caused the 
Abkhazians’ expansive migration to Abkhazia which was populated by the Christian 
Georgians before (among them were the ancient Abkhazians composing the Georgian 
ethnicity). Presumably the settled Abkhazians have assimilated the Greek Christian 
terminology from the local Georgian population (T. Gvantseladze, 1998, p.43). Later, 
the Abkhazians preserved the Christian sayings exactly in this form. But more lately, 
when Christianity was extended wider in the Abkhazian part by Tsarist Russia, the 
Christian sayings about Saint Giorgi, which existed in the Abkhazians’ nabits, were put 
on its place and “Airgi” and Saint Giorgi were differentiated from each other.

Parallels to the present syncretistic imaginations about Saint Giorgi in the 
Abkhazian mythology could be met not only in the immediate neighboring Georgian 
ethnographical groups (Abkhazians, Svans, Megrelians), but in mountain regions of 
Eastern Georgia as well. One of the clear examples is the Khevsurian Khakhmati 
Cross (sacred place) where the people prayed to Saint Giorgi. History of founding this 
sacred place, Khakhmati Cross represents the folk version of one episode from the 
life of Saint Giorgi (Ochiauri, 2001, p.60).

The Abkhazians, which were settled gradually on Georgian territory (in Abkhazia) 
obtained many other elements from mythology and religious beliefs from the resident 
Georgians (N. Abakelia, 2000; T. Gvantseladze, 1998, p.42-46; T. Gvantseladze, 
2000).
7 After the successful hunting a hunter in Svaneti said such thanking words: “Glory to God, thank 
to God, to the Lord of  the universe, Patron of the world, the hunted and the hunter all are born 
by you, any time I shall apply to you, always bless me, it would be your mercy and honor. Jesus 
Christ! Glory to Thee...  Glory to Thee, You have mercy on us, follow me from the right side days 
and nights, protect me from the evils and demons, Glory to the merciful God... Glory to Dali in 
rocks!..” (B. Nizharadze, 1964, p.36-37).
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It is known that Christian terminology has been taken from the literary Georgian 
or from Megrelian dialect in the Abkhazian language (we mean the contemporary 
and not late-medieval Abkhazian). The following terminologies have been created 
under the influence of literary Georgian as are: ajar – jvari (cross), asakvmal – 
sakmeveli (incense), aber – beri (monk), azareba – ziareba (Eucharist), agalaba 
– galoba (choir singing), asarkial – sarekeli (bell). From the Megrelian dialect of 
the Georgian language there have been derived the following words: qirsa – qriste 
(Christ), Christmas, Nativity, qirsian – qristiani (Christian), auakhvama – eklesia 
(church, ecclesia), targálaz – mtavarangelozi (Archangel), achkvandat – Chkondideli 
(bishop from Chkondidi), tskalkurtkhia – tskalkurtkheva (blessing of the waters), 
amqamgaria – praying ritual on the name of Michael-Gabriel, etc. (T. Gvantseladze, 
2000, p.57-66).

Thus, various elements (anthropological, historical, linguistic and ethnographical 
data) of traditional being of ethnic Abkhazians (Apsua) – representing one part of 
ethnographical Abkhazia - evidently show the ancient existence of Abkhazia in the 
Georgian cultural-political sphere, as well as the significant influence of the Georgian 
culture and life-style on the culture created in Georgia (Abkhazia) in the resettlement 
place of Abaz-Adyghean tribes since the late medieval centuries. Two strata could be 
marked out in this culture. One is a substrate layer that was distinctive to the cultural-
economic being of the Georgians (Abkhazians) assimilated from the Abaz-Adyghean 
tribes. The second is a super stratum layer – which the Abkhazians (Apsua) took from 
the neighboring Georgians, i.e. Megrelians and Svans.
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Preface

The existing situation in Georgia was caused not only by the lately developed events but 
originates from olden times. Geopolitical and geo-economical significance of Georgia, 
reasoned by its geographical situation, was always in the sphere of various empires’ 
viewpoints.

The mentioned issue is so huge, from the historical point of view, that it can be divided 
into several stages. This time, it will be discussed the motivation aspects of the Russian 
policy in the conflict regulation processes.

Representatives of the Russian elite started the historical estimation of the Georgia-
Russian relations, from the moment of signing the Georgiyevsk Treaty, which represented 
a disfigured form of the history of these relations. It should be also mentioned that 
the effusive policy of Russia towards Georgia and the history of violation of the agreed 
treaties had started long before the signing of the Georgiyevst Treaty. 

Before moving to the main part of the report, it’s worth noting, that the Georgiyevsk 
Treaty that was so hardly appealed by the Russian political society foresaw maintenance 
of the Georgian governance, the Church autonomy, the Georgian monarchy and 
delegation of the crown. All the mentioned promises had been broken. The monarchy 
was overthrown, the autonomy of the Georgian church was abolished, as well as the 
Georgian state system and its kingdoms and principalities were forcedly included inthe 
composition of the Russian Empire.

Exactly since this period originates a long list of Russian effusive policy towards Georgia 
and violation acts of achieved agreements.

Causes of the Abkhazian Conflict

In order to determine the main causes of the conflict of 1992 in Abkhazia (Western 
Georgia), it is important to make a short excursion in a “Big Soviet” period, regarding 
the Kremlin attitude towards Georgia.

After the dethronement of Tsarism in Russia, there started a gradual expansion of the 
so-called “red terror” on former territories of the Empire. After the October Revolution, 
Georgia declared its independence. As Georgia was entirely annexed before, it was 
not obligatory to list the particular regions of the country as were: Abkhazia, Achara, 
Guria, Samegrelo, Imereti, Tskhinvali Region (latter the so-called the Autonomous 
District of South Ossetia), Svaneti, etc. By the time the declaration of independence 
was announced, these regions had been indivisible territories of the country, similar 
to the period of Georgian government. Furthermore, if we follow the “logic” of the 
separatists and the representatives of Russia regarding leaving the Russian Empire 
frames by Abkhazia, than it should be also said that Achara, Guria, Svaneti, Samegrelo, 
Imereti and any other regions of Georgia had not left the Russian Empire composition. 
It comes out  that only Tbilisi declared independence.

Allegation about Abkhazia that it has not left the Russian Empire composition (that 
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already did not exist by that time), softly speaking, is an attempt to mislead the society 
and has nothing in common with reality.

Russia could not adapt itself to the loss of Georgia and tried to return Georgia in 
composition of the Soviet Empire at that time. Government of independent Georgia 
attempted to set normal diplomatic relations with Bolshevistic Russia. On May 7, 1920, 
a Treaty of Alliance and Peace was signed among Bolshevistic Russia and independent 
Georgia in Moscow. Though Russia, similar to the Georgiyevsk Treaty, violated that 
treaty and annexed Georgia.

On February 12, 1921 the Soviet Army invaded Georgia and took course on Tbilisi. 
Meanwhile, the 8th army of Russia broke into the territory from the side of Sochi. The 
Russian military divisions moved from the North, South and even from the East. On 
February 25, the 11th Red Army entered Tbilisi. After two weeks of unequal fighting, 
Georgia was defeated and Russia annexed independent Georgia for the second time.

After setting the soviet regime in Georgia our country lost about 17 000 km2 of its 
territory: in 1925 the Central Executive Committee of the USSR passed 
Pilenkovo district (Part of Abkhazia) and a part of Dusheti uyezd to the 
Russian Federation.

After establishment of the Soviet Regime in Georgia, i.e. to be more precise, after the 
second annexation of Georgia, Russia put far-ranging missiles in Georgia. From the 
political point of view, by means of granting the status of the Autonomous Republic 
to Abkhazia and the title of the Autonomous District to South Ossetia (the historical 
Samachablo). 

The Russian Soviet empire has not lost the desire to include Abkhazia into the 
composition of the Russian Federation by means of its removal from Georgia. Several 
plans have been elaborated in Moscow in this direction. A few circumstances are 
interesting here.

In 1945, one of the higher authorities of the Central Committee of Russia, being in 
Abkhazia for vacation, introduced an intention of the Central Committee, to Mgeladze, 
the First Secretary of the Abkhazian Communist Party Regional Committee: “There 
is an opinion about uniting the Abkhazian resorts and Sochi in one resort 
district under the subordination of Moscow.”

In 1949, Poskrebishev, who was visiting Sukhumi for vacation, still referred to the 
issue of making the entire resort district in obedience of Moscow: “How will the 
Abkhazian and the Georgian comrades estimate the issue of uniting Sukhumi, 
New Athens, Gudauta and Gagra with Sochi in an entire resort district but 
under subordination of Moscow?”

At the beginning of the 1960s, Nikita Khrushov summonsed the first Secretary of 
the Abkhazian Communist Party Regional Committee and required to convoke the 
Abkhazian Regional Committee Party activists. This aimed at processing an appeal to 
the Central Committee, regarding joining Abkhazia with the Krasnodar Territory.

“If the Georgians do not behave wisely, I will address the Abkhazians against them… 
Bring the carriages and resettle all the Georgians from Georgia…” This threat 
was coming from Nikita Khrushov.

The most evident fact was the secret report of the Secretary of the Central Committee 
of the Communist Party, maid by the main ideologist Mikheil Suslov in 1961:

“…Today or tomorrow Georgians will start struggling against communism. We must 
start fighting against the Georgians from Abkhazia. We should give the autonomous 
status to Samegrelo and Svaneti. In each of these regions, we should develop the 
regional-nationalistic feelings. We should ensure everyone that Abkhazia is inhabited 
by Georgians. Eastern Georgia will be confronted with Western Georgia. After this we 
should act as a mediator and conciliator…”
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The active work with the aim to develop the separatist relations in Abkhazia towards 
the Georgians started immediately after Suslov’s report. The Georgian history was very 
actively rewritten in a “favorable way” to Kremlin. Facts having historical, ethnographical 
and archeological importance were falsified. The results of such work were achieved in 
the 1970s. Since then, there started an active phase of development of the separatist 
movements in Abkhazia.

If we make parallels to the present situation, it would not be difficult to guess 
that conflicts in Georgia were not spontaneous events. The so- called “ethnical” 
confrontations actually were well organized actions of Kremlin.

Before moving to the main topic, it should be noted that the conflict in Abkhazia had 
not started in 1992. The first conflict took place in March 1989. A group of Georgians 
traveling by bus from the Russian-Georgian border (River Psou) towards Sukhumi, 
was stopped by armed groups of Abkhazians in Gudauta. The bus was robbed, the 
passengers were wounded. But fortunately, the driver of the bus managed to escape 
from the place and saved the people. If not for his adroitness, the attack would have 
finished with bad results. The next attack took place on July 15, 1989 and unfortunately, 
at this time it ended with heavy sacrifice. The armed groups, who were purposely 
brought from Gudauta, assaulted the unarmed Georgians holding peaceful rally on 
one of the squares in Sukhumi. More than 20 Georgians were killed during this attack. 
Among them was a leader of the national movement Vova Vekua, who was killed with 
unbelievable severity by weapons specially made with nails. 

In spite of ethnic origins, the national self-consciousness in Georgia was on high 
level. Consequently, Russia could not provoke mass confrontation of Abkhazians and 
Georgians. First of all, the biggest part of ethnic Abkhazians did not pursue Russian 
provocations.

Thus, conflict in Abkhazia has started not in the beginning of the 1990s but much 
earlier. In spite of that, the starting period of conflicts in Abkhazia is considered August 
14, 1992. Accordingly, we shall start to overview the conflicts regulation processes 
since this time.

Process of Conflict Regulation 

The first agreement about the cease fire and non-resort to the use of military activities 
was signed in Moscow in two weeks (September 3, 1992) after the conflict started 
officially (annex #1). 

Here should also be mentioned that from the very beginning all the official documents 
were signed only by Georgia and Russia. The Abkhazian representation, which included 
the separatists and the legitimate structure officials, acted on behalf of those persons 
who acceded to the achieved agreements, i.e. from the beginning Georgia and 
Russia were registered as the conflict sides.

In the preamble of the Moscow Agreement of September 3, 1992, it was clearly noted 
that “the President of the Russian Federation and the Chairman of the State 
Council of the Georgian Republic, together with the authorities of Abkhazia 
(here were meant the separatists and the representatives of the legitimate structures– 
G. G.), find inadmissible any forms of violation of the state territorial and 
border integrity, as declared by the universally admitted principles,  also 
creation of the extent conditions for political regulations in Abkhazia, have agreed…”

As we see, the Russian Federation and the separatist government representatives, 
from the very beginning, did not even put under suspicion the territorial integrity and 
its international borders.

While discussing this agreement it would be enough to read the title of its first 
paragraph, in order to have opinion about the content of the rest of the document: 
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“territorial integrity of Georgia is ensured”.

As we see, not only Russia, but the separatist government representatives as well, 
have agreed about the title of the first paragraph, which set the guarantees for the 
territorial integrity of Georgia.

The reality we are facing today is that if Russia provided assistance to the separatist 
regimes in undeclared form before, the present position of Russia notifies that it does 
not only violate the achieved agreements and the UN Resolutions but ignores the 
international norms and efforts to set its own force-based methods in the world.

While analyzing the Moscow Agreement of September 3, 1992 the following issues 
were figured out:

Territorial1.	  integrity of Georgia is indisputable. It is considered that “any 
form of violation of the universally declared principles about the state 
territorial and border integrity is inadmissible…”;

Agreement has been achieved2.	  “about cease fire and non-resort to the 
use of military activities among the sides”;

With the aim to ensure the cease fire and non-resort to the use of 3.	
force, to suppress invasion of the illegal military formations into 
Abkhazia, also to disintegrate the existing illegal groupings and to 
withdraw them from Abkhazia, there was established a Commission 
by the Georgian governmental structures, composed of the appointed 
representatives of Georgia, Abkhazia and Russia;

The Georgian armed forced were imposed responsibility4.	  “to protect 
the trunk-railways and other important objects”.

In spite of the fact that such a Commission was established, indeed different from the 
separatist regime representatives which had an opportunity to bear responsibilities 
over the conflicting territories (as well as over the part controlled by the Georgian side), 
the Georgian representatives did not have such possibilities. The Russian side, which 
acted as guarant for the agreement’s implementation, did not assist the Georgian side 
to exercise their duties, nothing to say about the pressure on the separatist regime 
representatives in order to oblige them to fulfill the agreed provisions.

Furthermore, a month after, right after signing the agreement of September 3, 1992, 
on 3-5 October the illegal armed forces of the Abkhazian separatist regime, Kazak 
divisions, mercenaries from the Northern Caucasus and the Arab states set complete 
control on Gagra. After this military operation, ethnic cleaning of the Georgian nationals 
took place. Since that period, first appeared the refugees (displaced persons).

As we see, the representatives of the Abkhazian separatist regime and the Russian side 
(different from the separatists, Russia acted as a guarantor and one of the sides in the 
mentioned agreement - G. G.) broke each paragraph of the achieved agreement that 
would have ensured conflict settlement.

Certain paragraphs of this agreement are also interesting. It is for instance that “the 
Georgian armed forces carry responsibility “to protect the railway lines and other 
particular objects”. As we can see, the need of protection of the trunk-railways and 
other important objects was declared with the mentioned formulation, in the result of 
which, due to the agreement with Ardzinba, the Georgian government dislocated the 
limited contingent of the internal armed forces and military divisions in Abkhazia, namely 
in the Western parts of Georgia. In addition to this, Ardzinbas’s words expressed at 
the end of the 1980s, as to “I will force the Georgians to shoot the Abkhazians”, 
the allegations of separatists as if the conflict in Abkhazia was started by the Georgian 
side, seems unreal.

In concern of the Gagra affair in 1992, the Chairman of the United Nations Security 
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Council made a special statement on October 8 “regarding the occurred situation 
in Georgia” (annex #2), where on behalf of the UN Security Council (Russia is a 
permanent member of this division and has a veto right). He made an appeal to the 
conflicting sides about to stop the armed contradiction and follow the Moscow Agreement 
of September 3, 1992. This agreement “…certified the integrity of the Georgian 
territory, foresaw stopping of the military operations and obligations of the 
sides to cease fire and served as a base for wide-scale political regulation of 
the conflict…”

Here should be also noted that, as the mentioned statement was made on behalf of 
the UN Security Council, it would have been agreed with each member of the Security 
Council and signed by them. It means that Russia totally agreed with the formulation 
of this statement.

In spite of this, the next Moscow Agreement of September 3, 1992, the further achieved 
agreements and the UN resolutions were systematically violated by the separatist 
regime and the Russian side. The Russian side, via supporting the separatist regime, 
helped to the conflict escalation instead of settling it. 

Chronology of the Abkhazian (Georgia) conflict military actions

Below we will provide chronology of the military actions that followed the Moscow 
Agreement of September 3, 1992.

October 3-5, 1992 – The illegal armed forces of the Abkhazian separatist regime, 
Kazak divisions, mercenaries from the Northern Caucasus and the Arab states set 
complete control on Gagra zone. After that military operation, ethnic cleaning of 
Georgian nationals took place.

November 3, 1992 – Mercenaries from the Northern Caucasus and the Arab states 
attempted to occupy the strategic heights around Sukhumi in the direction of Shroma-
Akhalsheni villages (Northern area around Sukhumi). During that attack Georgians 
captured a Syrian citizen. Later it was found out that he was a professional military 
intelligence officer.

January 5, 1993 – The illegal armed forces of the Abkhazian separatist regime 
attempted to break through Gumista frontage.

March 16, 1993 – The full-scale offensive action was launched in the direction of 
Gumista and Ochamchire and reconnaissance actions were committed in Shroma-
Akhalsheni villages’ direction. In this full-scale military operation participated not only 
separatist regime armed forces but also hired militants from the Northern Caucasus 
and the Arab nations, armed groupings from Dniestr region and Russian landing troops 
(directly subordinated to the Minister of Defense Pavel Grachov). The Russian air forces 
first took part in the mentioned military operations; its aircrafts launched attacks on 
Sukhumi. Tens of houses were destroyed in various districts of Sukhumi and in the 
results the peaceful population died.

July 1993 – The separatists’ armed forces and the Russian landing divisions started 
attacks in the direction of Gumista, Shroma-Akhalsheni and Ochamchire. The navy 
troops were used for the first time. In spite of big losses, the separatists still managed 
to take the strategic heights in Sukhumi surrounding, as it was their main goal in this 
military operation.

September 16, 1993 – with the help of an immediate participation of the Russian regular 
army divisions (as they already did not hide their involvement in those actions and 
displaced on the armored equipment with the Russian flags on them) the separatists 
started the wide-scale operation in Sukhumi direction. By this time, the armed forces 
on Georgian side, standing in Sukhumi, were practically disarmed due to the Sochi 
Agreement of July 27, 1993. They could not protect Sukhumi and thus, the active 
phase of the conflict in Abkhazia came to an end. By September 30, the separatists 
managed to set complete control on the territory of Abkhazia, except Kodori Gorge 
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(Upper Abkhazia).

It should be noted that the Moscow Agreement of September 3, 1992 was not the only 
document, during all this period, which was broken by the separatist side with an active 
support of Russia.

There have been adopted several so-called “Gentleman” and official agreements during 
the military actions. Series of statements and Resolutions were accepted by the UN 
Security Council, as were:

September 3, 1992 – The Moscow Agreement S/24523 (Annex #1)

September 10, 1992 – Special statement S/24542 of the UN Security Council Chairman 
(this statement was figured out in the Resolutions as well).

October 8, 1992 – Statement of the UN Security Council Chairman S/24637 (Annex 
#2)

January 23, 1993 – Statement of the UN Security Council Chairman S/25198

March 14, 1993 – By the Russian mediation the so- called “Gentleman” agreement was 
set about non-resort to fire and prohibition of use the military forces against each other 
(on March 16, the Russian aviation started the wide-scale attacks on Sukhumi).

May 5, 1993 – Letter of the UN Secretary General to the Security Council Chairman 
regarding the occurred situation in Georgia S/25756 (this document was figured out 
in the resolutions).

May 14, 1993 – Agreement about non-resort to fire and prohibition of use of the 
military forces against each other (the document was figured out in annex #5).

July 1, 1993 – Report of the UN Secretary General in regard of the created situation in 
Abkhazia (Georgia) S/26023 (the document was figured out in the resolutions).

July 2, 1993 – Statement of the UN Security Council Chairman S/26032 (the document 
was figured out in the resolutions).

July 7, 1993 – Report of the UN Secretary General regarding the created situation 
in Abkhazia (Georgia) S/26023/Add.2 (the document was figured out in the 
resolutions).

July 9, 1993 – Resolution of the UN Security Council 849 (1993) (Annex #4)

July 27, 1993 – By the Russian mediation, there was signed the agreement in Sochi 
about cease fire and setting controlling mechanisms on its implementation (the 
document in annex #5 is discussed in the form of the attachment).

August 6, 1993 – Report of the UN Secretary General in regard of implementation of 
the UN Security Council Resolution 849 (1993) S/26250 (Annex #5)

August 6, 1993 – Resolution of the UN Security Council 854 (1993) (Annex #6)

August 24, 1993 - Resolution of the UN Security Council 858 (1993) (Annex #7)

September 17, 1993 – Statement of the UN Security Council Chairman in regard of 
renewal of the military operation S/26463 (Annex #8) 

It’s worth noting that with this statement, the Chairman of the UN Security Council 
called upon cease fire, as well as he demanded from the conflicting sides to return to 
those positions that were fixed by the July 27 Agreement.

In all the above listed documents there was figured out:

Territorial integrity of Georgia within the internationally admitted 1.	
frames;
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Obligation (demand) of the sides about cease fire and disuse of force 2.	
against each other;

Need of the conflict political wide-scale settlement;3.	

And most important – all agreements and the UN Resolutions were based 4.	
on the Moscow Agreement of September 3, 1993.

Unfortunately, all the mentioned documents were left only on the papers and have 
not been fulfilled. It is also a pity, that the will to assist Georgia and to settle the 
conflict peacefully from the side of the international organization, had just an avowed 
character. No acting sanctions have been used against the separatists and especially 
against Russia when they neglected the achieved agreements and the adopted UN 
Security Council resolutions. Furthermore, Russia didn’t fulfill its mediator function. 

Considering the ethnic cleaning of Georgian nationals in Abkhazia (held by the separatist 
regime armed groupings, the hired North Caucasian combatants, the terrorists from 
Arab states and also by Kazaks and the Russian Federation regular army in 1992-93), 
also in regard of more than 400 000 (out of 530  000 population of Abkhazia) homeless 
people, a certain responsibility ought to be taken by the international organizations as 
well.

Conclusion

In 1993 by finishing the military activities in Abkhazia (Georgia) there ended an active 
phase of the conflict, its regulation process was transformed into diplomatic shape. 
Yet, the conflict still remains unsettled up to now. During the entire process of conflict 
regulation, Russia patronized the created “separatist” regime, intentionally violated the 
UN resolutions and the agreements achieved during various international negotiations 
of different formats.

Lots of the processed negotiations have been frustrated with the Russian provocations, 
while Russia accused Georgia in each such case. In spite of announcements, made by 
the Georgian side and addressed to the international commonwealth, still the reaction 
from their side bore just a declarative character.

Since Russia was convinced of the effectiveness of its plan, first it dislocated its 
army in the historical parts of Georgia – Abkhazia and Tskhinvali region - and thus 
got control over them and then, by means of breaking all the international norms, 
individually recognized the Georgian sides as independent Republics in the name of 
the satellite regimes. By this action, Russia officially declared annexation of Georgian 
territories. In parallel, the Russian military mechanism conducted ethnic cleaning of 
Georgians in these regions: out of 530 000 people living in Abkhazia, more than 
400 000 became refugees (displaced persons); among them were ethnically 
Abkhazians, Russians, Estonians, Jews, etc. They were forcedly deprived of 
their rights on property and free movement in their homeland.

The policy of Russia today is as follows: if Russia acted under the shield of the separatist 
regimes before, today it obviously occupies the Georgian territories. Besides, Russia 
not only breaks its undertaken responsibilities as mediator but, by means of the forced, 
blackmailing policy, ignores the Medvedev-Sarkozy Plan on conflict regulation. Even 
though it has participated in the elaboration of particular paragraphs and has signed 
this document.

It is also evident that the recognition of independence of South Ossetia and Abkhazia 
was supported only by Nicaragua and the terrorist organizations  Hammas and 
Hesbola.

It is important that the world society acknowledges this fact properly, in order to make 
adequate conclusions towards Russia.

It is doubtless that Russia was preparing for the August events seriously: the Ministry 
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of Defense of Russia had worked out military actions plan beforehand. We can refer to 
one more fact to certify this:

Since March 2008 the situation in Abkhazia (Georgia) tensed. Concentration of Russian 
Ministry of Defense armed landing troops was carried out by means of rough violation 
of the existing agreements and the UN resolutions. Naturally in such situation relations 
among Georgia and Russia were complicated. 

With the aim to improve the situation, the German Minister of Foreign Affairs 
Frank-Walter Steinmeier, was the first representative of the west who not 
only responded to the existing situation in the conflicting regions of Georgia, but also 
visited Abkhazia with a concrete plan. But it should be mentioned that this plan still 
remains unknown for a wide society. The Abkhazian separatist authority, while deciding 
nothing without agreement with Kremlin, simply blocked the plan and thus frustrated 
a probable new stage of negotiations. It comes out clearly that Russia did not want to 
break up the planned military campaign against Georgia. Because of this, in the name 
of the separatist regime, Russia blocked an attempt of Germany to make peaceful 
negotiations real already at the start.

Epilogue

As we saw, the conflict of Abkhazia (Georgia) that started in 1992 appeared to be a 
reasonable ending of the well-planned conspiracy of Russian military and political elites 
against Georgia and which was elaborated for decades.

Since 2003, an accurate realization of the conflict’s peaceful settlement plan by the 
Georgian government, clearly showed to Russia that the conflict solution turned 
more realistic, though it was not included in their plans. This was evidently shown 
by the events of August 2008. Unfortunately it should be stated that Georgia had 
applied to the international society before these events, while claiming that Russia 
planned destabilization in the region by means of provocations. Still the reaction of the 
international society was of the declarative character.

To date, by means of regulating the conflicts settlement processes in Georgia, the West 
can show to Russia that in the 21. century civilized world, it is inadmissible to annex 
territories of other states by means of creation of so-called separatist regimes. The 
civilized society also ought to assure Russia that the achieved agreements must be 
implemented on unconditional bases.
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