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მიდგომით კითხულობს რასაც პირველის შემთხვევაში კითხულობდა. შედეგად, 
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კონტენტანალიზის მეთოდზე დაყრდნობით გაანალიზდა კონკრეტული ტექსტები და 

მათში „არაპირდაპირი კომუნიკაციის“ საჭიროება გამოიკვეთა. ნაშრომში გამოიყო 

„არაპირდაპირობის“ გამოყენების საჭიროების სამი ძირითადი მიზეზი. „ბრბოს“, 

„ილუზიაში“ მყოფ საზოგადოებას და „სპეკულატიურ აზროვნებას“ უპირისპირდება 

კირკეგორი, რისთვისაც „პირდაპირი კომუნიკაცია“ უძლურია და ამისთვის საჭიროა 

„არაპირდაპირი კომუნიკაციის“ გამოყენება. სამივე აუდიტორიას განსხვავებული 

პრობლემები აქვთ, ამიტომ „არაპირდაპირობის“ საჭიროების მიზეზიც თითოეული 
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Abstract 

 

The main part of Søren Kierkegaard’s works involves „Indirect Communication“ – pseudonyms, 

characters, irony, humor, paradox and Socratic „maieutics“. This type of communication differs 

from what we mainly find in traditional European philosophy, namely “direct communication” – 

secuence of discussion, seriousness, authorship under own name, logically framed reasoning for 

provinging objective truth, systematicity, etc. Often, a reader influenced by European philosophy 

makes mistake as he reads Kierkegaard in the same way he would read the previous one. As a 

result, such a reading of Kierkegaard does not recognize the methodological need for using 

“indirect communication” and understands it as merely a literary style. In order not to make 

mistakes and to realize “indirectness” not only as a literary device, but also as a necessary tool for 

Kierkegaard’s philosophy, the study aims to outline and establish the meaning and purpose of 

“indirect communication” for Kierkegaard. Accordingly, the research question is as follows: what 

is the function of “indirect communication”, and why cannot it be substituted with “direct 

communication”? To answer the research questions and fulfill the research goal, the paper uses a 

qualitative research methodology. Based on the method of content analysis, specific texts were 

examined, revealing the necessity of “indirect communication” within them. The study identifies 

three main reasons for the need to use of “indirectness”. Kierkegaard opposes the “crowd”, a 

society immersed in “illusion”, and “speculative thinking”, for which “direct communication” is 

powerless and for which it is necessary to use “indirect communication”. All three audiences have 

different problems, therefore the reason for the need for “indirectness” is different in each of 

them. As a result of the research, it was determined that “indirect communication” is important 

and necessary for Kierkegaard’s philosophy, because it cannot be replaced by “directness”. 

Therefore, in order to properly understand Kierkegaard, it is essential to grasp “indirect 

communication” not merely as a literary style, but as an integral part of his philosophy. 

 

Key words: Søren Kierkegaard, Indirectness, Directness, Indirect communication, direct 

communication. 


