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irina nozaZe
(saqarTvelo)

XX saukunis distopiuri romanis saTaveebTan – 

evgeni zamiatinis „Cven“

„Cven – RmerTisgan modis, xolo „me“ – eSmakisgan“.
(evgeni zamiatini „Cven“)

XX saukunis rusi mwerlis evgeni zamiatinis romani „Cven“ so-
cialuri fantastikis erT-erT qveJanrs – antiutopias (distopia) 
miekuTvneba.  misi  antiutopiuri  romani  win  uswrebs oldos  haq-
slisa da jorj oruelis antiutopiebs. sagulisxmoa, rom jorj 
orueli sakuTar Tavs zamiatinis romanis memkvidred Tvlida. 
rogorc XX saukunis fentezisa da samecniero fantastikis erT-
erTi  saukeTeso  warmomadgeneli,  amerikeli mwerali da litera-
turuli kritikosi – ursula kreber le guini aRniSnavs, evgeni 
zamiatinis romani „Cven“ samecniero fantastikis saukeTeso nimu-
Sia, rac ki odesme Seqmnila.1 

miuxedavad imisa, rom zamiatinis „Cven“ sabWoTa cenzuris 
wnexis qveS moeqca, sazRvargareTuli kritika mas didi interesiT 
Sexvda. mSobliur qveyanaSi ki politikur Secdomad miCneuli ro-
mani masobrivi kritikis qarcecxlSi moeqca. „Cven“ daweridan mxo-
lod 70 wlis Semdeg daibeWda ruseTSi. am fonis gaTvaliswine-
biT, gansakuTrebuli mniSvnelobisaa romanis pirveli qarTuli 
Targmani (mTargmneli – tata nikolaZe), romelic 2018 wels gamo-
ica. faqtobrivad, evg. zamiatini swored am TargmaniT gaicno Ta-
namedrove  qarTvelma mkiTxvelma, ramac erTgvari safuZveli Seq-
mna aqamde arc Tu ise farTod  cnobili mwerlisa da misi romanis 
– „Cven“ – xelaxla aRmoCenisa da SeswavlisTvis.

romani „Cven“ mwerlis inglisidan revoluciuri ganwyobiT 
aRvsil  ruseTSi  dabrunebidan  maleve – 1920 wels  daiwera  (zogier-
Ti cnobis mixedviT, teqstze muSaoba 1921 wlamde gagrZelda). 
sabWoTa ruseTis cenzuris pirobebSi romanis samSobloSi ga-
moqveyneba SeuZlebeli Seiqna, Tumca mwerali mas literaturul 
saRamoebze kiTxulobda moskovsa da leningradSi (sanqt-peter-
burgi). amgvarad,  farTo  interesidan gamomdinare, „Cven“ xelnawe-
ris saxiT gavrcelda. amasTan, romanma ucxoel mkiTxvel sazoga-

1 aRniSnuli sityvebi datanilia romanis 1993 wlis gamocemis garekanze (Penguin 
Twentieth Century Classics).
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doebaTa yuradRebac miipyro da evg. zamiatinma mis gamoqveynebas-
Tan dakavSirebiT uamravi SeTavazeba miiRo.

zamiatinis adgili literaturaSi iseTive gaurkveveli, or-
gvari xasiaTisa aRmoCnda, rogorc misi cxovrebis TiTqmis yvela 
detali. evropaSi rusi iyo, ruseTSi evropelad miiCnevdnen. ru-
si kritikosebi masSi evropels xedavdnen, stilists, romelic 
RvarWnilobisa da eqscentrulobisken miiswrafoda, evropeli kri-
tikosebi ki moiazrebdnen, rogorc ZirZvel rus mwerals, gogolis, 
dostoevskisa da leskovis tradiciebis gamgrZelebels, rusuli 
zne-Cveulebebis gamomxatvels. zamiatini Tvlida, rom adamianis 
bedniereba raime saqmisadmi gulwrfel samsaxurSi mdgomareobs. 
1905-1918 wlebi swored msgavsi saqmis gamudmebul Ziebas miuZR-
vna. 1905-1906 wlebSi fiqrobda, rom amgvar saqmes politikursa da 
partiul aqtivobaSi miagnebda, mogvianebiT sainJinro sferoSi, 
Semdgom samwerlobo moRvaweobaSi, aseve siyvarulSi, romelsac 
„Semoqmedebis erT-erT tipad“ miiCnevda (Богданова 2014: 27).

zamiatinis Tanaxmad, misi weris stili Semdeggvarad SeiZleba 
daxasiaTdes – weris procesSi forma erTgvari safuZvelia, siuJe-
tebi ki erTmaneTs emsgavseba. stilizaciisadmi erTgulebis kval-
dakval, igi remizovis msgavsad, samwerlobo asparezze e. w. „orna-
mentuli“ proziT gamovida. ornamentuli proza droTa ganmavlo-
baSi verbalur kubizmSi gadaizarda – samyaro geometriul figu-
rebad iSleba, adamians ki anacvlebs WanWiki, metsaxeli, erTfe-
rovneba. msgavsi mimarTulebis fonze aSkarad gamoikveTa mwerlis 
zogadi damokidebulebac literaturuli gmirisadmi. man Tavis 
leqciebze araerTxel gausva xazi im faqts, rom Seqmna mxatvruli 
saxe – niSnavs, masze Seyvarebuli iyo.

orgvari saqmianoba Tu ori saxis gataceba – gemTmSenebloba 
da mwerloba garkveuli periodis manZilze erTmaneTTan srul 
TanxmobaSi modioda. zamiatini Tavis ormag cxovrebas „amfibiurs“ 
uwodebda. amfibia wyalxmeleTa cxovrebis nirzea gadasuli. za-
miatinic or stiqias Soris gaxldaT moqceuli: magidaze erTdro-
ulad ewyo, erTi mxriv, xomaldis proeqti, xolo meore mxriv, – 
pirveli moTxrobis furclebi: „aqedan moyolebuli, erTdroulad 
bunebis or elements Soris vcxovrob. TumcaRa, amfibiebisgan is 
ganmasxvavebs, rom CemTvis yovelTvis ucxo iyo miwamde Tavis dak-
vra da arasdros momridebia, mewera is, rac WeSmaritebad mimaCnda. 
am „mavne Cvevisgan“ „gankurnebis“ mizniT, caristulma xelisufle-
bam 1906 wels, rogorc revolucioneri, cixeSi damamwyvdia; pe-
terburgis amave cixeSi 1922 welsac „gamomiweres“ mkurnalobis 
analogiuri kursi. magram, vSiSob, me ganukurnebeli eresiT var da-
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avadebuli. am daavadebis erT-erTi simptomuri gamovlinebaa Cemi 
romani „Cven“ (Targmani da xazgasma Cemia – i. n. Замятин 1988: 15-16).1 

emigraciaSi zamiatini agrZelebda Tavis ormag „amfibiur“ 
cxovrebas. is ar TvalTmaqcobda, rodesac xelisuflebisgan ne-
barTva mxolod droebiTi gamgzavrebisTvis iTxova. sazRvarga-
reT samudamod darCenas arc apirebda, arasdros araferi daubeW-
davs iqaur emigrantul gamocemebSi. rusi emigranti mwerali nina 
berberova Tavis avtobiografiul narkvevSi “Курсив мой. Авто-
биогафия” (Берберова 2014) ixsenebda: „is aravis icnobda, sakuTar 
Tavs emigrantad ar Tvlida da im imediT cxovrobda, rom rogorc 
ki SesaZlebloba miecemoda, samSoblos daubrundeboda. meeWveba, 
rom mas bolomde sjeroda aseTi SesaZleblobis arsebobisa, Tum-
ca far-xmlis dayrac aSinebda. misi optimizmi moCvenebiTi iyo, 
rodesac ganacxada, rom „aucilebelia, moicado“, „mSvidad iyo“, rom 
zogierTi cxoveli Tu mweri aseT taqtikas mimarTavs: ara brZola, 
aramed damalva, raTa mogvianebiT Tavisuflad ganagrZo cxov-
reba“.2 SeiZleba iTqvas, molodinis taqtikam nawilobriv gaamar-
Tla. „kargi qcevisaTvis“ sabWoTa xelisuflebam TandaTan Sear-
bila mwerlisadmi Tavisi damokidebuleba.

Tavis mxriv, 1921 weli metad rTuli da winaaRmdegobrivi 
xasiaTisa aRmoCnda. konstantine fedinis3 TvalsazrisiT, es gax-
ldaT revoluciis yvelaze gaurkveveli weli. swored am dros, cen-
zorTa mier zamiatinis statia „meSinia“ (Я Боюсь) gaazrebul iqna, 
rogorc sabWoTa literaturisadmi „miZRvnili“ rekviemi, romelic 
momavlisadmi  Rrmad  pesimisturi  ganwyobiT  gamoirCeoda.  mwera-
li statiaSi wuxils gamoTqvams, rom revoluciis wlebSi samwer-
lobo asparezze „dawinaurdnen“ gaiZvera, awmyos Semyure  mwerlebi,
romelTac sul ar anaRvlebdaT ra Temaze dawerdnen, oRondac am 
saqmeSi  fuli aeRoT; danarCeni  mwerlebi ki  gaCumebas  amjobinebdnen.

zamiatinis TqmiT, „rusi mwerlebi SimSils miCveulni iyvnen. 
dumilis mTavari mizezi gacilebiT mZime, autaneli, dauZleveli 
iyo, vidre ubralo puri an qaRaldia. saqme isaa, rom WeSmariti 
literatura mxolod maSin arsebobs, rodesac mas qmnian ara damje-
ri da sando moxeleebi, aramed, SeSlilebi, gandegilebi, eretiko-
sebi, meocnebeni, meamboxeni da skeptikosebi. Tuki mwerals mosTxo-
ven, rom iyos frTxili, orTodoqsulad kaTolikuri, dRevandeli 
dRisTvis sasargeblo, Tu ver SeeZleba, sviftis msgavsad sityviT 
gaamaTraxos yvela, anatoli fransiviT yvelasa da yvelaferze 

1 aq da Semdgom werilebidan/memuarebidan moxmobili citatebis Targmani ucxo 
enebidan Cemia (i. n.). 
2 Нина Берберова, Курсив мой. Автобиография, 2014.
3 konstantine fedini (1892-1977) – sabWoTa rusi mwerali da Jurnalisti.
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gaiRimos, maSin literaturasTan ki ar gveqneba Sexeba, aramed, qa-
RaldTan, gazeTebTan, romelTac dRes waikiTxaven, xval ki maTSi 
Tixis sapons Seaxveven“ (Замятин 1988: 255).

mwerlis saboloo daskvna SemaSfoTeblad JRers: „vSiSob, nam-
dvili literatura ar gveqneba, Tuki rus demoss ise SevxedavT, 
rogorc bavSvs, romlis saTuT bunebas saguldagulod unda mo-
vufrTxildeT. vSiSob, WeSmariti literatura ar gveqneba manam, sa-
nam ar ganvikurnebiT am raRac gaurkveveli axali kaTolicizmisgan, 
romelic Zvelze aranakleb ufrTxis yovelgvar eretikuli xasiaTis 
azrovnebas. da Tu es daavadeba ganukurnebelia, vSiSob, rusuli 
literaturis momavlis Zieba warsulSi mogviwevs“ (Замятин 1988: 255).

zamiatinma aRniSnul statiaSi gaakritika lenini da Zalauf-
lebis saTaveSi mosuli komunistebi. miuxedavad imisa, rom igi war-
sulSi bolSevikebs emxroboda, maT maSinve CamoSorda, rodesac ax-
lad Camoyalibebulma sabWoTa kavSirma cenzura SemoiRo. zamiatini 
male darwmunda, rom im drois mowinave da inovaciur xelovnebas-
Tan winaaRmdegobiT, leninma Tavadve uRalata revoluciuri ener-
giisTvis sasicocxlod aucilebel principebs da sakuTari Ta-
visgan entropiisa da flegmaturobis gansxeulebuli xati Seqmna 
(Sdr. erTiani saxelmwifos Seubralebeli diqtatori – mwyalo-
beli romanSi „Cven“) (Hutchings 1981-82: 88). rogorc literaturuli 
dajgufeba „serapionis Zmebis~ winamZRoli, zamiatini mudmivad 
upirispirdeboda msgavs konformistul moTxovnebs da es ukanas-
kneli Tavis kritikul werilebsa da mxatvrul naazrevSic araerT-
gzis  dagmo.  ai,  romanSi  „Cven“  ki  erTiani  saxelmwifos  poetebi 
mwyaloblis moTxovnebis mimarT sruliad inertulni aRmoCndnen. 

zamiatini mkiTxvels saSualebas aZlevs Tvali gaadevnos ro-
manis mTavari personaJis – Д-503-is beds, beds im pirovnebisa, ro-
melic Seecada winaaRmdegoba gaewia saxelmwifo sistemisTvis. 
Д-503 – maTematikosi, inJineri,  kosmosur  xomald  „integralis“ 
mSenebeli, amavdroulad, romanis avtorad gvevlineba. siuJetis 
struqtura – „teqsti teqstSi“ – romelic romanis erT-erTi Ziri-
Tadi markeria, safuZvlad edeba misi Seqmnisa da avtorad qceuli 
personaJis Rirebulebebisa da interesebis gacnobierebis pro-
cess. dRiuris forma, Canawerebi romans aRsarebiT xasiaTs sZens. 
mTavari gmiri, romelic arsebuli sistemis apologetia, cdilobs, 
maTematikuri formulebiT daamtkicos sibrZne im principebisa, 
romelTa safuZvelzec erTiani saxelmwifo Camoyalibda. 

mwerlis mier SesaniSnavadaa demonstrirebuli Zaldatanebi-
Ti bednierebis filosofia. Tavisufleba, romelic qristianuli 
mrwamsiT, adamianisTvis uZvirfasesia, romanSi bodvad mogvevlina, 

irina nozaZe



259

rasac „xels uwyobs“ mwerlis mier bibliuri aluziebis Tavisufali 
variacia ironizebis gziT: „diax! Cven davexmareT RmerTs sabolo-
od daemarcxebina eSmaki – es xom man ubiZga adamianebs, daerRviaT 
akrZalva da egemaT damRupveli Tavisufleba, is – iqednea, gveli. Cven 
ki – bax! – CeqmiT TavSi da mzadaa! isev samoTxe! da isev gulwrfelebi, 
umankoebi varT – adamisa da evasaviT. aranairi bodva am sikeTesa 
da borotebaze. yvelaferi Zalian ubralod, samoTxiseburad, 
bavSvurad martivadaa“ (zamiatini 2018: 69-70). romanSi bibliuri 
Secodeba saboloo qaosamde ar dadis da samoTxiseuli kosmosis 
Tanamedrove varianti restavrirebulia. Tumca, zamiatiniseuli 
satiris „wyalobiT“ striqonebs Soris naTlad ikiTxeba, rom „res-
tavrirebuli kosmosi“ mainc tragikuli xasiaTisaa, ramdenadac 
kosmosi, romlis SenarCunebisTvis Zal-Rones ar zogavs erTiani 
saxelmwifo, Tavisi arsiT butaforiulia da amdenad, codvagamos-
yiduli adami – Д-503 kvlav araras ubrundeba, am ukanasknels ki 
TavisuflebasTan araferi aqvs saerTo.

sagulisxmoa, rom erTiani saxelmwifos filosofia pirovnu-
lobis SezRudvisa da devalvaciisken aris mimarTuli, rac Zal-
momreobiTi diqtaturis gamoyenebiT miiRweva. dehumanizacia 
bednierebis iluzias qmnis, ris safuZvelzec mosaxleobas brmad 
swams, rom mwyalobeli mas namdvil mesiad moevlina. normaluri 
adamianebis usaxur nomrebad gadaqcevas Sedegad gansxvavebuli 
azris ararseboba da mudmivad meTvalyureobis qveS yofna mohy-
veba. sxvisi misamarTiT TiTis gaSvera da dasmena ki msxverplSewir-
vis erT-erTi umaRlesi formaa. amasTan, aRniSnul fonze nebismiers 
eZleva SesaZlebloba, erTiani saxelmwifos „mSvenierebisa“ da 
„sidiadis“ aRsawerad Seadginos traqtati an Seqmnas poema. adamiani 
winaswar SemuSavebuli Sablonisa da standartis nawili xdeba. 
pirovnulobis gamomxatveli Tvisebebis gamovlena danaSaulad iT-
vleba, radgan individualuroba – „gaRizianebuli Tvali, daCir-
qebuli TiTi, mtkivani kbilia“. 

samecniero literaturaSi gamoTqmulia mosazreba, rom zami-
atini antiutopiis Janris fuZemdeblad gvevlineba, iseve, rogorc 
Tomas mori (1478-1535) utopiis Janrisa. Tumca, aRniSnulSi erT-
gvar uzustobas vawydebiT, Tomas moris saxels mxolod termini 
„utopia“ ukavSirdeba. sakuTriv utopiebi masze gacilebiT adre 
arsebobda; sakmarisia davasaxeloT platonis „saxelmwifo“. msgav-
sad, antiutopiuri elementebi SeiZleba davZebnoT zamiatinamdec 
– jonaTan  sviftis,  Jiul   vernisa  da  herbert  uelsis   Semoqmede-
baSi, rom aRaraferi vTqvaT jek londonis distopiur romanze 
„rkinis qusli“ (Iron Heel). da mainc, zamiatinma SesaSuri gulmod-
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ginebiT Seqmna XX saukunis pirveli struqturulad gamarTuli 
modeli axali, magram arac da aramc, harmoniuli samyarosi.

rogorc oldos haqsli, ise jorj orueli, swored aRniSnul 
models eyrdnobodnen (Tumca, haqsli ar aRiarebda, rom gaecno 
zamiatinis romans, gansxvavebiT oruelisgan, romelmac „Cven“ ara-
Tu waikiTxa, aramed, misi recenziac dawera). calsaxaa, rom oru-
elma zamiatinisgan isesxa ara mxolod siuJeti da mTavari moqme-
di gmirebi, aramed, maT mier aRwerili sazogadoebis mravali ma-
xasiaTebeli: „is, rac pirvel rigSi iqcevs Cvens yuradRebas roma-
nis „Cven“ kiTxvisas, – werda jorj orueli 1946 wels, – aris erTi 
mniSvnelovani faqti: oldos haqslis romani „saocari axali sam-
yaro“ swored zamiatinis romanis gavlenas ganicdis“ (Orwell 1968: 72).

analogiuri azri gamoTqva amerikelma mweralma, dramaturgma 
da eseistma kurt vonegutma, romelmac Jurnal “Playboy”-sTan in-
terviuSi Tavis „meqanikur fortepianoze“ (Player Piano) saubrisas, 
aRniSna, rom misi romani valSia zamiatinis romanTan: „me udarde-
lad „avacale“ fabula „saocar axal samyaros“, romlis fabulac 
aseTive udardelobiT „aacales“ evgeni zamiatinis romans – „Cven“ 
(Allen 1999: 93). 

jorj orueli sakuTar Tavs yovelgvari orWofobis gareSe 
Tvlida zamiatinis romanis „Cven“ memkvidred, zustad gaacnobi-
era ra misi originalurobis arsi romanis mokle, magram sworad 
aqcentirebuli recenziis daskvnaSi: „1906 wels caristulma mmar-
Tvelobam zamiatini daapatimra, 1922 wels igive bedi iwvnia bol-
Sevikebis xeliT. am droisTvis mwerals ar hqonda aranairi sababi, 
aRfrTovanebuliyo arsebuli politikuri reJimiT, amasTan, sagu-
lisxmoa, rom misi romani mxolod impulsuri sibrazis Sedegi ar 
yofila. esaa erTgvari gamokvleva „manqana-jinisa“, romelic ada-
mianma daufiqreblad gamouSva boTlidan, axla ki mis ukan dabru-
nebas veRar axerxebs“ (Orwell 1968: 75). nakleb savaraudoa, rom oru-
eli cnebaSi „manqana“ mxolod teqnologiis ukontrolo ganviTa-
rebis process gulisxmobdes, rameTu „manqanad“, e. i. usulo da 
ukontrolo sagnad, XX saukuneSi sakuTriv adamianTa civilizacia 
mogvevlina.

Tavis recenziaSi oruelma yuradReba gaamaxvila romanis 
mxatvrul Rirebulebasa da totalitarizmis iracionalurobis 
winaswarganWvretaze. zemoxsenebuli sityvebis daweridan sami wlis 
Semdeg, man gamoaqveyna antiutopiuri romani „1984“, romlis mTavari 
personaJi, saxelad uinstoni, momavlis qalaqSi cxovrobs. „Cven“ da 
„1984“ mravali msgavsebis daZebnis saSualebas gvaZlevs. rogorc 
Д-503, ise uinstoni uZlurni arian, win aRudgnen saxelmwifos fi-
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losofias. orive romanSi Tavisufleba gaazrebulia borotebad da 
mowesrigebuli cxovrebis mtrad. 

rodis Seityo oruelma pirvelad zamiatinis Sesaxeb? zami-
atinis romanisadmi miZRvnil  recenziaSi orueli aRniSnavs, rom 
igi gaecno rusi poetis, literaturismcodnisa da kritikosis gleb 
struves naSroms „sabWoTa ruseTis literaturis ocdaxuTi weli“. 
1944 wlis TebervalSi struvesadmi miweril werilSi orueli mas 
madlobas uxdis wignis egzemplarisTvis da aRniSnavs: „am naSromma 
ukve gamiRviva interesi CemTvis aqamde ucnobi mwerlis – zamiati-
nis romanis mimarT. moxibluli var misi wigniT da Canawerebsac 
vakeTeb, adre Tu gvian ki, nawerma SesaZloa dRis sinaTlec ixilos“ 
(Bowker 2003: 330). 1948 wlis 21 apriliT daTariRebul werilSi ki 
orueli axsenebs zamiatinis satirul nawarmoebs „kunZulelebi“ 
da struves sTxovs, Tu SesaZlebeli iqneba, mwerlis meuRles da-
akavSiros, raTa sxva wignebzec moipovos wvdoma. werilidan aS-
karad igrZnoba, orueli Rrmad darwmunebulia, rom ingliseli ga-
momcemlebi zamiatinis Semoqmedebis sxva nimuSebis dabeWdviTac 
dainteresdebian.

1945 wlis dasasruls, rogorc iqna, oruelis xelSi aRmoCnda 
zamiatinis „Cven“, 1946 wlis ianvarSi ki man socialur-demokratiul 
JurnalSi „tribuna“ (Tribune) romanis recenzia gamoaqveyna. oruels 
yvelaze metad zamiatinis romansa da oldos haqslis „saocar, axal 
samyaros“ Soris msgavseba aocebda: „orive wigni warmogvidgens 
pirvelyofili, adamianuri sulis amboxebas, romelic mimarTulia 
racionaluri, meqanizebuli, umtkivneulo samyaros winaaRmdeg [...] 
da uxeSad rom vTqvaT, orive romanSi erTmaneTis msgavsi sazoga-
doebaa daxatuli, Tumca haqslisTan politikuri cnobierebis sa-
kiTxi naklebad xelSesaxebia da mwerali umetesad biologiisa da 
fsiqologiis Tanamedrove Teoriebis gavlenas ganicdis“ (Orwell 
1968: 72). amdenad, oruelma SeniSna, rom zamiatinTan sagrZnobia po-
litikuri xedva, rasac haqslis romani moisaklisebs. orueli manam-
dec miuTiTebda, rom haqsli saTanadod ver erkveoda mmarTveli 
elitis msoflaRqmaSi: „Tqven versad naxavT Zalauflebis SimSils, 
sadizms an raime saxis sisastikes. Zalauflebis mwvervalze myofT 
ar aqvT damajerebeli motivi, Tu ratom surT msgavs poziciaze 
yofna da miuxedavad imisa, rom yvela, Taviseburi gulubryvilo 
mizeziT, Tavs Tavisuflad Tvlis, cxovreba imdenad uSinaarso xde-
ba, rTulia darwmunde aseTi sazogadoebis WeSmaritad arsebobis 
SesaZleblobaSi“ (Orwell 1968: 73).

haqslis mixedviT, herbert uelsis „adamianebi, rogorc Rmer-
Tebis“ wakiTxvam masSi cinikuri antiidealizmisken mimarTuli 
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akviatebad qceuli reaqcia gamoiwvia. amdenad, manam, sanam wignis 
kiTxvas daasrulebda, ukve gadawyvetili hqonda uelsiseuli yve-
laze optimisturi utopiebis Seubralebeli parodireba. Tumca, 
rodesac negatiuri ararsebobis Seqmnis problemis pirispir aR-
moCnda, aRmoaCina sakiTxi, romelic Tavisi literaturuli da fsi-
qologiuri SesaZleblobebiT gansacvifreblad farTo gasaqans aZ-
levda. amdenad, „adamianebi, rogorc RmerTebi“ sul gadaaviwyda da 
mTeli SemarTebiTa da seriozulobiT mimarTa yuradReba wignis da-
werisken, romelic mogvianebiT cnobili gaxda, rogorc „saocari, 
axali samyaro“ (Keiper 2007). radgan haqslim mizanmimarTulad ga-
dawyvita, RvarZliani satiris sagnad eqcia herbert uelsis uto-
piuri ideebi, maSin Cndeba SekiTxva: sad unda veZeboT sakuTriv mis 
distopiur ideaTa safuZvlebi? 

zamiatini aRniSnul sakiTxs frederik lefevrTan1 interviuSi 
didsulovnad pasuxobs: „pier drie la roSelma2 am ramdenime dRis 
win miambo, rom Sexvedrisas haqslisTvis ukiTxavs, icnobda Tu ara 
Cems romans. damTxveva, rasakvirvelia, SemTxveviTi aRmoCnda. Tum-
ca, amgvari damTxveva imaze mianiSnebs, rom msgavsi ideebi Cven gar-
Semoa mimofantuli, im avismomaswavebel haerSi, romelsac Cven 
vsunTqavT“ (Замятин 1988: 16).

rogorc cnobilia, evg. zamiatinis mier romanSi aRniSnuli 
calkeuli movlena momavalSi axda, garkveuli sakiTxisadmi mwer-
lis damokidebuleba  ki dResac iqcevs yuradRebas da aqtualobas 
ar kargavs. miuxedavad  imisa, rom  garkveuli  periodis  manZilze  
romans erTgvarad CrdilSi mouwia  yofna, danamdvilebiT SegviZ-
lia vTqvaT, rom XX saukunis antiutopiuri romanis organizebu-
li modeli pirvelad swored evgeni zamiatinma SemogvTavaza. Ta-
namedrove literaturismcodneobaSi eWvgareSea is faqti, rom 
XX saukuneSi romanis „Cven“ gamoCenam biZgi misca axali Janris – 
antiutopiuri romanis damkvidrebis process. 
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At the Origins of the 20th Century Dystopian Novel – 
Yevgeny Zamyatin’s “We”
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The 20th century prominent Russian writer Yevgeny Zamyatin’s novel “We” 
belongs to one of the subgenres of social fiction – Dystopia. His dystopian novel 
precedes the dystopias of Aldous Huxley and George Orwell. It is significant that 
George Orwell considered himself as the successor of Zamyatin’s novel. As one of 
the best representatives of the genre of fantasy and science fiction of the 20th century, 
American writer and literary critic Ursula Kreber Le Guin notes, Yevgeny Zamyatin’s 
novel “We” is the greatest science fiction novel that had yet been written.1

Although Zamyatin’s “We” came under the pressure of Soviet censorship, it 
was met with great interest by foreign critics. In his native country, the novel, which 

1 These words appear on the cover of the 1993 edition of the novel (Penguin Twentieth Century 
Classics).
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was considered as a political mistake, came under fire of mass criticism. “We” was 
published in Russia only 70 years after it was written. Considering this background, 
the first Georgian translation of the novel (translator – Tata Nikoladze), which was 
published in 2018, is of particular importance. In fact, one way or another, it was 
through this translation that modern Georgian readers got to know with Zamyatin, 
which created a kind of basis for the rediscovery and study of the not so widely known 
writer and his novel – “We”.

The novel “We” was written in 1920 – shortly after the writer’s return from 
England to Russia which was filled with a revolutionary atmosphere (according to 
some reports, the work on the text continued until 1921). Due to the censorship of 
Soviet Russia, it was impossible to publish the novel in his homeland, although the 
writer was reading it at literary evenings in Moscow and Leningrad (Saint Petersburg). 
Thus, due to wide interest, “We” was distributed as a manuscript. In addition, the 
novel attracted the attention of foreign readers and Zamyatin received numerous 
offers to publish it.

The structure of the story – “text within the text” – which is one of the main 
markers of the novel, is the basis of the process of its creation and realization of 
the values and interests of the character who has become an author. The form of a 
diary, the notes add a confessional character to the novel. The main character, who 
is an apologist for the existing system, tries to use mathematical formulas to prove 
the wisdom of the principles on the basis of which the One State was formed. The 
philosophy of forced happiness is perfectly demonstrated by the writer. Freedom, 
which according to Christian belief is most precious to a man, was shown to us as 
delusion in the novel, which is “facilitated” by the writer’s free variation of biblical 
allusions through irony.

George Orwell unequivocally considered himself as the successor of Zamyatin’s 
novel “We”, he precisely understood the essence of his originality in the conclusion of 
a short but accurate review of the novel. In 1906 the Tsarist government imprisoned 
Zamyatin, in 1922 he suffered the same fate at the hands of the Bolsheviks. By 
this time, the writer had no excuse to admire the existing political regime, and it is 
important to note that his novel was not just the result of impulsive anger: “It is in 
effect a study of the Machine, the genie that man has thoughtlessly let out of its bottle 
and cannot put back again” (Orwell 1968: 75). It is unlikely that Orwell meant only 
the process of uncontrolled development of technology in the concept of “machine”, 
because “machine”, that is, in the 20th century, the human civilization itself was 
presented to us as an inanimate and uncontrollable object.

At the end of 1945 Zamyatin’s “We” finally ended up in Orwell’s hands and in 
January 1946 he published a review of the novel in the social-democratic magazine 
“Tribune”. Orwell was most struck by the similarities between Zamyatin’s “We” and 
Aldous Huxley’s “Brave New World”: “Both books deal with the rebellion of the 
primitive human spirit against a rationalised, mechanised, painless world […] The 
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atmosphere of the two books is similar, and it is roughly speaking the same kind of 
society that is being described, though Huxley’s book shows less political awareness 
and is more influenced by recent biological and psychological theories” (Orwell 
1968: 72).

Both George Orwell and Aldous Huxley relied on Zamyatin’s model of the 
novel (although Huxley did not admit having read Zamyatin’s novel, unlike Orwell, 
who not only read “We”, but also wrote a review of it). It is clear that Orwell borrowed 
from Zamyatin not only the plot and main characters, but also many characteristics 
of the society he describes. American writer, playwright and essayist Kurt Vonnegut, 
talking in an interview with “Playboy” magazine about his “Player Piano”, has noted 
that he “cheerfully ripped off the plot of “Brave New World”, whose plot had been 
cheerfully ripped off from Yevgeny Zamyatin’s “We” (Allen 1999: 93).

According to Huxley, reading of H. G. Wells’s “Men like Gods” caused in him 
a reaction that turned into a directed obsession, leading to a cynical anti-idealism. 
Thus, before he had finished reading the book, he had already decided to make an 
unforgiving parody of the most optimistic utopias of Wells.

Since Huxley deliberately decided to satirize the utopian ideas of Wells, the 
question arises: where should we look for the foundations of his own dystopian ideas? 
Zamyatin generously answers this question in an interview with Frédéric Lefebvre: 
“Pierre Drie La Rochelle told me a few days ago that during the meeting he asked 
Huxley if he was familiar with my novel. The coincidence, of course, turned out to 
be accidental. However, such a coincidence suggests that similar ideas are scattered 
around us, in the ominous air we breathe” (Замятин 1988: 16).

As it’s known, particular events mentioned by Zamyatin in the novel came true 
in the future and the writer’s position towards certain issues attracts attention even 
today and does not lose its relevance. Although the novel had to remain in the shadows 
for some time, we can say for sure that the organized model of the 20th century 
dystopian novel was first proposed by Yevgeny Zamyatin. In modern literature, there 
is no doubt that the appearance of the novel “We” in the 20th century gave impetus to 
the process of establishing a new genre – dystopian novel.
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