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The Eastern Black sea region has been developing independently for more than four centuries,
within this period the culture of this territory has changed, that has led to a change in intercultural interac-
tion. In today's globally competitive and more peaceful condition of existence, there is a need for con-
structive dialogue between neighbors, which leads to the need for a better understanding of each of the
parties. Comparative culturology can help to determine the differences and common points of contact of
the peoples of the eastern Black Sea region, which will open the door for deep, lasting and long-term rela-
tions between the cultures and people of Georgia, Abkhazia and the Krasnodar territory of Russia. The
aim of the study is to reveal the cultural background on the basis of which these people can interact and
determine if there are positive prospects for joint interaction in various spheres of culture. To achieve
these goals, several research steps have been carried out, in particular, they include: the definition of
comparative study as a term and as a scientific basis for research; comparison of the declared cultures
from a non-verbal point of view; providing data on the multilateral distribution of languages in neighboring
areas; analysis of the traditional aspect of cultures of Georgia, Abkhazia and the Krasnodar territory of
Russia. The final part of the study shows promising results on today's and future cultural interaction in the
region of the eastern coast of the Black Sea.
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[[Tlempoea FO.A., Siposoli M.B. CpaBHUTENbHO-UCTOPUUYECKMA U KYJIbTYPONOrMyeckmm aHa-
nu3 B3aMuMoaencTBus HapoaoB BocTo4uHoro MNMpuyepHomopbA]

BocToyHo-YepHOMOpCKuiA perMoH pasBrvBaeTcs CaMoCTOATENbHO Gonee 4eTBepTM Beka, 3a 3TO
BpeMsl KynbTypbl 3TON TEPPUTOPUN U3MEHUITUCH, YTO NPUBENO K M3MEHEHUIO MEXKYbTYPHOro B3anmo-
aencteusa. B coBpemeHHOM rnobanbHO KOHKYPEHTHOM M 60oree MUPHOM YCIOBUM CyLLIECTBOBaHUS MOSB-
naetcs nNoTpebHOCTbL B KOHCTPYKTMBHOM Auariore Mmexgy coceasmMu, YTo nNpuvBOAMT K HEOBXOAMMOCTU
ny4ywero NoHUMaHWUs KaxXgon n3 cTopoH. CpaBHUTENbHas KyrnbTypororus MoXeT NMoMoYb onpegenutb
pasnuuns 1 obLIMe TOYKM CONPUKOCHOBEHUS HapodoB BOCTOYHOMO puyepHOMOpbS, YTO OTKPOET ABepU
ansa rny6oknx, NPOYHbBIX 1 AONTOCPOYHBIX OTHOLLIEHWUA KynbTyp w1 ntogen pyasun, Abxasum n KpacHogap-
ckoro Kpasi Poccuu. Lienbio gaHHOro nccnenoBaHus ABNAETCS packpbiTue KynbTypHOro 6asnca, Ha ocHo-
BE KOTOPOro 3TW NOAM MOryT B3aumodencTBoBaTb M onpederieHune, CyLecTBYIOT N NOMNoXuUTeNbHbIe
nepcneKkTMBbl COBMECTHOMO B3aMMOAEWCTBUS B PasfnuyHbiX cdepax KynbTypbl. [Ans OOCTMKEHUS 3TUX
Lenen 6biNo NpodenaHo HEeCKOMNbKO UCCreoBaTeNbCKMX LWaros, B YaCTHOCTU, K HUM OTHOCATCS: onpeae-
neHve KoMNapaTUBUCTUKM Kak TEPMUHA U KaK Hay4YHOW OCHOBbI UCCHEA0BaHUA; CpaBHEHUE 3asiBIEHHbIX
KynbTyp C HeBepbanbHOW TOYKMN 3peHns; NpeaocTaBneHnn AaHHbIX O MHOTOCTOPOHHEM pacnpoCcTpaHeHuu
A3bIKOB B COCEACTBYIOLLMNX panioHax; aHanms TpaauuMoHHOro acnekta kynbTyp pysun, Abxasum n Kpac-
Hogapckoro kpas Poccun. B 3akniountensHom 4acTu uccnefoBaHus MokasaHbl MHoroobelatolime pe-
3ynbTaTbl O CErogHsAWHEM M OyayLiem KyrnbTypHOM B3aUMOLENCTBUM B paioHe BOCTOYHOro nobepexbs
YepHoro mopsi.

KntoyeBble crnoBa: cpaBHUTENMbHAsA KynbTyponorns, BOCToYHoe nobepexse YepHoro Mops, KynbTy-
pbl, KOMMYHUKauus, Mpysnsa, Abxasnsa, KpacHogapckui kpain Poccun.
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lNMempoealOnusAHdpeesHa — kaHOUOamaurnocoghckuxHayk, doueHm. Pocmosckuli eocydapcmeeHHbil
9KOHOMUYecKul yHuUsepcumem. 2. Pocmoes-Ha-LJoHy, Poccusi.

SAposol Makcum Brniadumuposuy — cmydeHm. Pocmoesckull 2ocydapcmeeHHbIli 9KOHOMUYECKUU yHUBep-
cumem. 2. Pocmos-Ha-[JoHy, Poccusi.

One of the latest trends in modern cultural studies is comparative culturology or
comparativistics. Many relevant disciplines are aimed at studying the problems of the
typology of culture, the unification of culture, followed by multiculturalism. The emphasis
is also placed on comparison, collation and isolation of similar and different features of
communities of people living in adjacent territories, in particular in the eastern Black Sea
region, which consists of Georgia, Abkhazia and part of the Krasnodar Territory of Rus-
sia within the Black Sea coastline. However, from small scales, the analysis extends to
the comparison of global cultures, in particular it is study of the parallels between the
Caucasian and Eastern European cultures, a deeper analysis of the problems of inte-
rethnic interaction in the large Black Sea region. Also, there are attempts to examine the
influence of the Georgian and Abkhaz cultures on each other and on the culture of the
south of Russia, in addition there are attempts to study the continuous process of inter-
weaving, transforming and the emergence of new ties between cultures under the influ-
ence of both global trends and specific regional facts of the interaction of these cultures
and the communities that formed them. Modern researches on topic help to answer
questions as of global importance (such as leadership, correlation of world, regional cul-
tures and cultures of individual countries) [1, p. 2], and local, which contributes to a bet-
ter understanding of the development of intercultural relations of the eastern Black Sea
coast from the theoretical point of view, as well as the practical implementation of feder-
al, regional and local policies in the Krasnodar Territory, the level of international rela-
tions between Russia, Georgia and Abkhazia and with this intergovernmental interac-
tion.

In this article, we summarize the similarities and differences in the cultures of the
ethnoses inhabiting the region of the eastern Black Sea coast, or, as it is otherwise
called, the Black Sea coast of the Caucasus, to which the coastal regions of Georgia,
the Krasnodar Territory in Russia, and Abkhazia are generally attributed.

Turning directly to the indicated comparative analysis, it is worthwhile to say that
the basis of interpersonal and intercultural interaction is communication, thus the main
directions considered as distinctive socio-cultural parameters that will be given in the
article are:

— linguocultural;
— non-verbal (proxemics, visual contact, etc.).

In addition, it is important to take into account the cultural and historical context of
the development of the ethnoses of the designated region, including traditions, customs,
historical past of nations, in short, those factors that have led the Black Sea culture to
the current state, and which inevitably determine the future shape of cultures them-
selves, and relationships with neighbors.

The first part of the paper is aimed on studying communication, it is worth saying
that communication in itself is an integral part of people's daily activities, because one of
the most important needs is the need for communication — interpersonal and intergroup
interaction with the exchange of information and certain results of mental activity
(thoughts, feelings, estimates, etc.). In terms of its material expression, communication
consist of two forms: verbal andnon-verbal.
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Non-verbal communication is a system of signs used in the process of communi-
cation, different from linguistic means, having various forms of manifestation. And al-
though the language channels of communication have primary importance, in no case
one should ignore non-verbal means of communication. Scientific researches prove that
from 40 to 80% of communication occurs in non-verbal area. And 55% of messages are
perceived through facial expressions, posture, gestures, and 38% through intonation
and voice modulation [5], an American researcher and one of the founders of kinesics
(the science of non-verbal communication through facial expressions and gestures),
Ray Berdyvistel cited an estimate that only 35% of all information transmitted through in-
terpersonal interaction is verbal, 65%, respectively, is not transmitted by words [2]. It
was also Berdvistel who first applied structural and linguistic methods to the analysis of
non-verbal communication. Subsequently, on the basis of his work, features of non-
verbal behavior of people belonging to one or another ethnos were described; specific
sociocultural peculiarities characteristic of certain communities of people were singled
out. Further studies by P. Ekman and W. Friesen have shown that there are concrete
and definite differences in the facial expressions of people belonging to different cul-
tures, and that there are universal patterns of cultural behavior [3].

As for the peculiarities of non-verbal interaction of the people of the eastern Black
Sea region, we emphasize that the traditions and customs of the people of the Cauca-
sus differ significantly from the way of life of the inhabitants of the Krasnodar Territory of
Russia. Ethnic specificity also manifests itself in terms of t proxemics, which was de-
fined by Edward Hall, its founder, as interrelated observations and theories of human
use of space as a specialized elaboration of culture [4]. This aspect will be the starting
pointof the research of differences between stated ethnoses and nations.

Caucasian cultures, in particular the cultures of Georgia and Abkhazia, are strong-
ly influenced by traditions, which are a great help for the proxemic features. The first
thing that happens when two people meet is a greeting, in every culture a great impor-
tance is given to this event, so it is also actual for the countries of the Caucasus region,
especially Georgia, where the greeting ritual is very important. No matter how the socie-
ty changes over time, the cultural heritage of Georgia remains — and the more traditions
remain in daily use, the more noticeable are the differences between everyday life of the
residents of the Krasnodar Territory and Georgia. Caucasian rules of conduct seem to
the Russians cumbersome and complicated, but it must be borne in mind that they have
been formed for centuries as manifestations of one's own dignity and were created to
prevent conflicts.

In Georgia, the greeting is built in such a way as to show respect to the interlocutor
and in no case to cause an occasional resentment. A mandatory greeting in Georgia
and throughout the Caucasus region is a handshake. It is a symbol of recognition in the
interlocutor of a respected and worthy person, demonstration of trust and expression of
one’s honor. Not shaking the outstretched hand means to inflict the most serious insult
and demonstrate deep dislike. The youngest always come closer to older for greeting
and gives his hand first, then take a step back. Traditions require keeping a distance
between the interlocutors — about a meter in the case of two men, two meters for a man
and a woman and about seventy centimeters for a conversation between women. If the
greeting takes place in the room where interlocutors were sitting before, they greet the
newcomer standing up, showing him their respect. Georgians say at the meeting "l wish
to win!" — this is a greeting that had been passed from generation to generation by men,
it means characterization of a person as a worthy and glorious warrior. If the meeting
takes place on the street, the Georgians greet people by raising their hands to the head,
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but in no case removing the headgear, because it is for the residents of Georgia a sym-
bol of human dignity, therefore removing it, Georgian would show contempt for himself.

The rules of etiquette are different for men to communicate with each other and
with women. In Georgia, women never give a hand to a man and do not touch him with
a greeting - the only exception can be a greeting between relatives. Kisses on the cheek
when meeting are either inadmissible. By tradition, without allowing any contact with
men, a woman defends her honor and honor of her family. If, at a meeting, a man
passes by a woman, he must leave her on his right hand. If a woman passes by a seat-
ing friend, his task is to rise and greet her, but she should not approach him too close.
These conventions are associated primarily with the status of a woman in a society that,
on the one hand, is traditionally lower than that of a man, and on the other, the higher
the more worthy a woman leads herself.

As for the Russian people, the classical study of the proxemic zones, that was
made by psycholinguist A.A. Leontief gave the following results. Personal distance (ca-
sual conversation in a home setting) for sitting people is on the average 120 cm. This
distance decreases noticeably in communication between young women (interval 55-
100 cm) and increases between young and elderly women (125-230 cm), and between
men of all ages the same, approximately 70-156 cm [12, p. 215]. For most residents of
the Krasnodar Territory of Russia, ageneral greeting is a handshake (an exchange of
handshakes). The closer the relations of partners, the longer the hand lingers. A quick
snatch of the hand is perceived as a tactlessness or as a fear of another person. Ac-
cording to the etiquette, the handshake is done with the whole hand. It is impolite as an
overly strong and too weak handshake. A greeting with a glance is also common, when
people who are relatively far from each other can close their eyes for a second or nod
their heads [7].

The attempt to determine the social distance did not lead to any convincing result,
since a huge spread (from 30 to 840 cm) was found. It was only recorded that once ac-
cepted distance between communicants in the future does not change. In general, it
seems that in the Russian community the system of zones is not so stable and depends
more on various non-spatial but situational factors.

Thus, it can be noted that, despite the differences in the cultures of the eastern
Black Sea coast, some elements, such as the handshake of men, are present in all eth-
nic groups.

The next factor that should be taken into account when analyzing the cultures of
the eastern Black Sea region is a language that can be considered as a product and in-
strument of culture through which cultural heritage is produced, accumulated and
broadcasted [10].

The official national language of Georgia is the Georgian, it forms the basis of of-
fice work, literature, music and the media, while it is native to only 80% of the population
of Georgia — the linguistic map of the country is quite variegated, but in the case of the
Black Sea coast of the country, the Georgian language prevails. As for Abkhazia, there
is Abkhazian language, which stands in a separate language group from Georgian. A
total of more than 100,000 people speak Abkhazian in some regions of Georgia.

The largest minority language in Georgia is Megrelian. According only to the most
conservative estimates, it is used in everyday life by more than 500 thousand people
living in the western regions of Georgia and near the Black Sea coast.

Russian language in Georgia and Abkhazia is customary popular in large tourist
areas, hotels and resorts, so it is the eastern Black Sea coast that becomes the place
where the Russian language is most common. However, the number of Russian speak-
ers permanently residing in Georgia is sharply reduced every year.
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As for the territory of the coastal part of the Krasnodar Territory, the absolute ma-
jority of the population communicates in Russian, but other languages are spread in
ethnic groups, in particular, the Armenian language is especially widespread in the Ap-
sheronregion, also due to its proximity to the Republic of Adygea, a small part of the
population speaks the Kabardino-Cherkess language, which refers to the Abkhaz-
Adyghe language group, which emphasizes that there are not only traditional, but also
language connections of the regions of the eastern Black Sea coast, that go in both di-
rections.

The center of culture, according to Gert Hofstede is "human values" or "value
orientations." "People define values that can be interpreted in the narrow sense of the
word, only by members of a particular culture" [6; 8]. Speaking about the Georgian and
Abkhaz cultures, it is worth saying that their main values include family, hospitality, re-
spect for elders, adherence to traditions. Particular attention in the general analysis of
the comparison of cultures of the Black Sea Coast should be paid to the institution of
hospitality, which belongs to a notable ethnocultural peculiarity of the region and is part
of the traditions of everyday life, and also occupies a prominent place in the system of
socio-normative culture of the people of the Caucasus [9], moreover, the important fact
is that Georgians and Abkhazians are one of the most hospitable nations of the Cauca-
sian region. This trait has been cultivated since childhood, but the guest should also un-
derstand that the abuse of hospitality of the residents of Georgia and Abkhazia is tan-
tamount to the greatest insult. Invited guests should bring gifts for each member of the
hosting family. For Georgians exchange of gifts is a ritual, and in response to a gift from
a guest it is also accepted to give something. According to the old laws of Georgian eti-
quette, any guest has the right to live in a host’s house for three days, and on the morn-
ing of the fourth day — politely ask how much he can stay on a visit. Also, Georgians do
not have a clear allocation of places of honor for guests when they eat, they can be lo-
cated freely according to their own preferences. Continuing the theme of food intake
and, in particular, feast, it is important to note that traditionally in Georgia and Abkhazia,
women and men were placed at the table separately, then in the 1990s, such sexual
segregation has survived only in the rural territories, and in the city women can sit at the
table along with men (except for long nighttime feasts). Turning to the topic of gender
relations, it must be emphasized that a man in a traditional Georgian family is the head,
the defender and the main source of family income. Women historically engaged in
housekeeping and raising children, but by the twentieth century with mass emancipa-
tion, these facets began to wear off, and the process of increasing the role of women in
society is evolving to this day [11].

Thus basing on the facts of peculiarities of cultures of eastern Black Sea region we
can conclude that there are at the same time significant differences between people of
Georgia Abkhazia and Krasnodar Territory of Russia and close similarities, including the
spread of languages and common traditional and communicative details. Therefore,
there is a huge potential in positive rapprochement of these cultures, which can lead to
a strong and mutually beneficial union of unique and independent ethnic groups devel-
oping together, without losing their cultural identity.
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