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Nugzar  Paichadze 
QUASI-FIXED COSTS ON WORK AS THE FACTOR OF  MARKET FORMATION AND FUNCTIONING 

Summary 
 

This work is performed in relation to the issues of quasi-fixed costs  influence on market formation and function-
ing of working  forces. On the basis of critical analysis of  scientific literature existed  about the given problems,  are 
considered such actual issues as:  the essence and types of  labor quasi-fixed costs; its nature and  the factors determin-
ing its  size; labor quasi-fixed costs  in relation to  newcomers’ hiring and training and when hiring the newcomer work-
ers, some types of discrimination  concerning this costs. There are  given the author’s point of  view over this topic. 

At the end of the article, on the basis of  scientific  study of the issues  concerning  the labor quasi-fixed costs   
being in force  at Georgian organizations  and brief critical analysis of    the  organization’s leading employee’s activity  
about this problem,  are made  events providing to  reduce  the defects in given sphere.    
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retroekonomika da gakotreba 

 
anotacia. statiaSi ganxilulia retroekonomikis, rogorc teqnologiuri CamorCe-

nilobis Teoriis, problema. retroekonomikis movlenis dasaZlevad Zalze mniSvnelovania 
saxelmwifos roli. imisaTvis, rom gamoiricxos retroekonomikis nekroekonomikad gardaqm-
nis safrTxe, sxva Tanabar pirobebSi, gansakuTrebuli mniSvneloba eniWeba gakotrebis 
kanonmdeblobas, imas Tu ramdenadaa is qmediTi. 

sakvanZo sityvebi: retroekonomika, nekroekonomika, zombiekonomika, gakotreba. 
 

nekroekonomika, anu `mkvdari ekonomika~, Tavisi arsiT aris moZvelebuli teqno-
logiiT warmoebuli produqciis miwodeba, romelzedac realurad moTxovna ar arsebobs 
misi dabali xarisxis (an sulac uxarisxobis) an/da warmoebis maRali danaxarjebis gamo, 
Tumca am moTxovnas xelovnurad qmnis saxelmwifo. ekonomikis es maxinji fenomeni 
gamovlinda postkomunistur ekonomikaSi [Papava, 2002], radgan mbrZanebluri ekonomikis 
pirobebSi konkurenciis gamoricxvam ekonomikis bevr dargSi (ZiriTadad, garda samxedro-
samrewvelo kompleqsisa) Cakla sawarmoTa teqnologiuri bazis ganaxlebis ekonomikuri 
interesi [Lipowski, 1998: 13-17]. 

imis gamo, rom konkurenciis SezRudva aris nekroekonomikis Seqmnis winapiroba, yvel-
gan, sadac teqnologiurad moZvelebuli aRWurvilobis mqone sawarmoebi mxolod mTav-
robis xarjze funqcionireben, SeiZleba iTqvas, rom Tavs iCens nekroekonomikis fenomeni. 
amis erT-erTi TvalsaCino magaliTia gasuli saukunis 80-iani wlebis indoeTi [OECD, 2007: 
69-85]. amrigad, gamodis, rom nekroekonomika gvxvdeba aramarto postkomunistur qveynebSi. 

im tipis ekonomikas, sadac funqcionireben msoflios Tanamedrove miRwevebTan 
SedarebiT teqnologirad CamorCenili firmebi (anu retrofirmebi), magram, amis miuxedavad, 
maT mier gamoSvebul produqciaze moTxovna mainc arsebobs, vuwodebT retroekonomikas 
(laTinuri sityva `retro~ niSnavs ukan, warsulisken mipyrobils). ekonomikis teqno-
logiuri CamorCenilobis Teorias retroekonomiksi vuwodoT. 

ra msgavseba da ra gansxvavebaa nekroekonomikasa da retroekonomikas Soris? msgav-
seba isaa, rom orive tipis ekonomikaSi gamoiyeneba moZvelebuli teqnologiebi; gansxvaveba 
ki isaa, rom nekroekonomikis pirobebSi am sawarmoebSi imdenad moZvelebuli teqnologiebi 
gamoiyeneba, rom maT mier gamoSvebul produqciaze realurad ar arsebobs moTxovna da, 
amdenad, es sawarmoebi funqcionireben mxolod da mxolod saxelmwifos daxmarebiT; 
retroekonomikis pirobebSi ki am sawarmoebis mier gamoSvebul produqciaze moTxovna 
aris, rasac ganapirobebs saxelmwifos zomieri mxardaWera. sxva sityvebiT, nekroeko-
nomikasac da retroekonomikasac sWirdeba saxelmwifos mxardaWera, oRond im gansxvavebiT, 
rom pirveli mxolod da mxolod saxelmwifos xarjze arsebobs, xolo meores saxelm-
wifos mxridan qveynis Siga bazris dacva esaWiroeba saerTaSoriso konkurenciisagan. 

retroekonomikis Seqmnis faqtorebs Soris gansakuTrebiT unda gamoiyos zombi-
ekonomika, anu finansuri krizisis Sedegad gadaxdisuunaro firmebis (da maTTan dakavSi-
rebuli bankebis) erToblioba, romlebic ganagrZoben funqcionirebas saxelwifos mier 
gacemuli samTavrobo garantiis safuZvelze aRebuli sabanko kreditebiT [Ahearne, Shinada, 
2005; Hoshi, 2006; LeLaulu, 2009]. bunebrivia, zombi-firmebs ar aqvT interesi, teqnologiurad 
ganaaxlon warmoeba an/da Secvalon menejmenti, radgan saxelmwifos mxridan maTi 
mxardaWeris gamo isini am tipis qmedebaTa gareSec axerxeben saqmianobis gagrZelebas, 
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rasac adasturebs iaponiis gamocdileba [Ahearne, Shinada, 2005; Hoshi, 2006]. gasagebia, rom 
zombiekonomika faqtobrivad uSualod xels uwyobs retroekonomikis Seqmnas. amavdrou-
lad, isic unda gaviTvaliswinoT, rom 2007-2009 wlebis globaluri finansuri krizisis 
fonze zombiekonomikis globalizaciis problemam [Harman, 2010; Onaran, 2012; Quiggin, 2010], 
Tavis mxriv, warmoqmna nekroekonomikis (iq, sadac is iyo) zombirebis safrTxec [Papava, 
2010], risi yvelaze TvalsaCino magaliTic ruseTis ekonomikaa [Lindsey, 2002: 210-212]. 

samwuxaroa, magram faqtia, rom arasicocxlisunariani firmebis SenarCunebas aqtiu-
rad uWers mxars politikuri da sazogadoebrivi zegavlenis mqone sxvadasxva jgufi, 
xolo jer ar Seqmnili axali dargebisa Tu firmebis interesebis gamomxatveli jgufebi, 
swored imis gamo, rom es dargebi da firmebi jer ar Seqmnila, ar arseboben [Anderson, 2004: 
199]. sxva sityvebiT rom vTqvaT, Tu arasicocxlisunarian firmebs hyavT lobisturi 
jgufebi, jer ar Seqmnil axal dargebsa Tu firmebs msgavsi lobistebi ver eyolebaT. am 
viTarebaSi, Cveni azriT, erTaderTi, vinc potenciurad unda iyos Sesaqmneli axali 
dargebisa Tu firmebis lobisti, aris saxelmwifo. 

Zalze didi mniSvneloba eniWeba zombirebuli retrofirmebis mimarT gakotrebis 
procedurebis amoqmedebas. cnobilia, rom gakotrebis universaluri kanonmdebloba ar 
arsebobs da mTavari principi, romelic damaxasiaTebelia gakotrebis reJimisTvis, aris 
balansis SenarCuneba, erTi mxriv, kreditorebis interesebis dacvasa da, meore mxriv, 
sicocxlisunariani firmebis vadaze adre likvidaciis Tavidan acilebas Soris [Stiglitz, 
2001: 3]. Cveni azriT, es principi srulad ver asaxavs im sirTuleebs, ris winaSec dgas 
Tanamedrove ekonomika, gansakuTrebiT, ekonomikurad CamorCenil, Rarib qveynebSi. 

firmis sicocxlisunarianobis met-naklebad obieqturad Sefaseba garTulebulia, 
radgan erTmaneTs unda Seedaros moqmedi sawarmos Rirebuleba da salikvidacio Rire-
buleba: Tu moqmedi sawarmos Rirebuleba aRemateba salikvidacio Rirebulebas, maSin es 
sawarmo sicocxlisunariania. sirTule, uwinares yovlisa, dakavSirebulia moqmedi sawar-
mos Rirebulebis gansazRvrasTan, radganac unda Sefasdes sawarmos momavali Semosavlebi 
da xarjebi, risi saTanado sizustiT gakeTebac ar aris martivi amocana. mis gadasawyvetad 
aucilebelia am sawarmos biznesgegmis da reorganizaciis gegmis SemuSaveba. Sesabamisi 
firmebis mesakuTreebis ganwyobis mixedviT, es gegmebi unda iyos optimisturi, kredito-
rebis damokidebuleba ki am gegmebis mimarT ufro kritikulia. salikvidacio Rirebulebis 
gansazRvra SedarebiT advilia, Tumca am SemTxvevaSic gadasawyvetia ramdenime rTuli am-
ocana (unda Sefasdes, Tu ra Semosavlebi iqneba miRebuli sawarmos aqtivebis gayidvidan) 
[Anderson, 2004: 175-176]. Sedegad, firmis gakotrebis formis Sesaxeb gadawyvetilebis mimRebi, 
rogorc wesi, ixreba sawarmos reorganizaciis da ara likvidaciis sasargeblod [White, 
2001: 32]. Tu aqve gavixsenebT zemoaRniSnul garemoebas, rom arasicocxlisunariani fir-
mebis SenarCunebas aqtiurad uWers mxars politikuri da sazogadoebrivi zegavlenis mqone 
sxvadasxva jgufi, maSin naTeli gaxdeba, rom bazarze adgils zombirebuli retrofirmebi, 
xolo ukidures SemTxvevaSi, zombirebuli nekrofirmebic ki inarCuneben. 

aqedan gamomdinare, Cveni azriT, retroekonomikis zombirebis Tavidan acilebisaTvis 
unda Seicvalos gakotrebis kanonmdeblobis mTavari principi da nacvlad zemoxsenebuli-
sa (anu balansis SenarCuneba, erTi mxriv, kreditorebis interesebis dacvasa da, meore 
mxriv, sicocxlisunariani firmebis vadaze adre likvidaciis Tavidan acilebas Soris), 
unda iyos balansis SenarCuneba, erTi mxriv, kreditorebis interesebis dacvasa da, meore 
mxriv, arasicocxlisunariani firmebis droulad likvidacias Soris. amgvari midgoma 
gaaumjobesebs konkurentul garemos, xolo konkurencia aris erTaderTi safuZveli imisa, 
rom firmebs realurad gauCndes moTxovna inovaciebze [Бубенко, Гусев, 2016: 84]. 

gasaTvaliswinebelia, rom inovaciebis problemebze mecnierTa mier momzadebuli 
winadadebebi xSirad veranair qmediT gamoxmaurebas ver poulobs politikosebis, sax-
elmwifo moxeleebis mxridan, anu im adamianebis mxridan, vinc unda miiRos Sesabamisi gad-
awyvetilebebi [Бубенко, Гусев, 2016: 83]. mxolod im SemTxvevaSi, roca bazari gaTavisufldeba 
arasicocxlisunariani firmebisagan, konkurencia ara ubralod aiZulebs firmebs ori-
entacia aiRon inovaciebze, aramed Sesabamisi mewarmeebis moTxovniT politikosebi da sax-
elmwifo moxeleebi iZulebuli gaxdebian, Tavisi gadawyvetilebebiT mxari dauWiron am 
mewarmeebis interesebs.   

saerTaSoriso gamocdilebaze dayrdnobiT iTvleba, rom gansakuTrebiT Rarib qvey-
nebSi, gadaxdisuunaro firmis sicocxlisunarianobis sakiTxi, uwinares yovlisa, unda 
gadawydes uSualod kreditorebsa da am firmis mesakuTreebs Soris SeTanxmebis gziT, 
xolo saxelmwifos Careva am procesSi gakotrebis kanonmdeblobis safuZvelze unda mox-
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des im SemTxvevaSi, Tu kreditorebi da mesakuTreebi ver SeTanxmdebian [Anderson, 2004: 176-
178]. 

sayuradReboa, rom bazarze sicocxlisunariani firmebis SenarCuneba-ganviTarebaSi 
marto gakotrebis kanonmdeblobaze aqcentis gakeTeba ar aris gamarTlebuli, radgan es 
ukanaskneli, marTalia, sakmaod mniSvnelovania, magram mainc erT-erTia qveynis sakanon-
mdeblo bazaSi, romelic, sxva kanonebTan erTad, xels unda uwyobdes bazarze jansaRi 
samarTlebrivi sivrcis Seqmnas [White, 2001: 43]. ase magaliTad, Tu romelime qveyanas gako-
trebis kanonmdeblobis paralelurad aqvs sagadasaxado davalianebaTa restruqturizaci-
is kanonmdeblobac, maSin am ukanaskneliT praqtikulad dablokilia gakotrebis proce-
durebis wamowyeba. 

zemoxsenebulidan gamomdinare SeiZleba davaskvnaT, rom retroekonomikis daZlevis 
mizniT gansakuTrebuli roli eniWeba saxelmwifos ekonomikur politikas. sxva Tanabar 
pirobebSi, saxelmwifom maqsimalurad unda uzrunvelyos is, rom bazarze ar darCnen 
arasicocxlisunariani sawarmoebi, rasac, uwinares yovlisa, sWirdeba Sesabamisi sakanon-
mdeblo bazis Seqmna. amisaTvis gakotrebis erovnuli kanononmdebloba unda daeyrdnos 
amosaval princips, romlis Tanaxmadac, daculi unda iyos balansi, erTi mxriv, kredito-
rebis interesebsa da, meore mxriv, arasicocxlisunariani firmebis droulad likvidacias 
Soris. mizanSewonilia, rom gadaxdisuunaro firmis sicocxlisunarianobis sakiTxi gad-
awydes uSualod kreditorebsa da am firmis mesakuTreebs Soris SeTanxmebis gziT, xolo 
saxelmwifo gakotrebis kanonmdeblobis farglebSi mxolod maSin Caerios am procesSi, 
roca kreditorebi da mesakuTreebi SeTanxmebas ver miaRweven. saxelmwifom bazarze unda 
Seqmnas jansaRi samarTlebrivi sivrce, rac gamoricxavs gakotrebis kanonmdeblobis 
efeqtianad moqmedebis Semaferxebel sxva kanonebsa Tu regulaciebs. 
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Vladimer Papava 
RETROECONOMICS AND BANKRUPTCY 

Summary 
 

 A necroeconomy, or a “dead economy,” in its essence, is the supply of goods manufactured using outdated 
technology for which (goods) there is no demand due to their low quality (or absence thereof) and/or high production 
costs but where demand is artificially generated by the government.  This ugly economic phenomenon was identified 
for the purposes of the post-Communist economy since the elimination of competition under the conditions of a com-
mand economy wiped out the economic interest to upgrade the technological base in many sectors of the economy 
(generally, with the exception of the military-industrial complex).  

 Due to the fact that the restriction of competition is a precondition for the creation of a necroeconomy, it can be 
concluded that the phenomenon of the necroeconomy is present wherever enterprises with technologically obsolete 
equipment operate solely at the expense of government support.  One example of this can be found in the India of the 
1980s.  Thus, it appears that a necroeconomy is not only a symptomatic problem for post-Communist countries (as ini-
tially indicated in the publications referenced above), but it can be encountered in other countries where enterprises with 
outdated technology and no real demand for their products operate with government support and, in select cases, entire-
ly at government expense.  

 The type of economy that fosters the functioning of firms (i.e., retro-firms) that are relatively technologically 
backward in comparison to contemporary global achievements but where, nevertheless, the demand for their products 
still exists is referred to as a retroeconomy (“retro” being Latin for “back”).  We suggest calling the theory of the tech-
nological backwardness of an economy retroeconomics.  

The main similarity between a necroeconomy and a retroeconomy is that both types of economies make use of 
outdated technology; the difference is that under necroeconomic conditions, enterprises use equipment so out-of-date 
that the demand for products they manufacture is virtually nonexistent and, therefore, these enterprises operate solely 
with government support while in a retroeconomy, the demand for such products does exist and enterprises enjoy only 
moderate support from the government.  In other words, both types of economies require government intervention but 
while the former exists exclusively at the expense of the government, the latter requires a government-sanctioned pro-
tection of the domestic market from international competition.  

It is an unfortunate fact that the preservation of non-viable firms receives active support from various politically 
and socially influential groups while groups representing the interests of yet unestablished industries or firms do not 
exist, precisely due to the fact that they (industries, firms) have not yet been established.  Under these circumstances, we 
believe, the only actor potentially able to lobby for new industries or firms to be created is the government.  

Much significance is given to the enforcement of bankruptcy procedures against retro-firms.  There is admittedly 
no universal bankruptcy legislation and the key principle typical of bankruptcy regimes is the preservation of the bal-
ance between the protection of creditors’ interests, on the one hand, and the avoidance of premature liquidation of via-
ble firms, on the other.  In our view, this principle does not fully reflect the challenges facing a modern economy, espe-
cially in economically backward poor countries.  In particular, the problem is as described below.  

A more-or-less objective assessment of a firm’s viability is complicated as it calls for a comparison between the 
going concern value and the liquidation value:  if the going concern value exceeds the liquidation value, then the enter-
prise is viable.  The complexity is primarily associated with the determination of the going concern value which entails 
an evaluation of the future revenues and expenses of an enterprise for which achieving accuracy is not a simple task.  
This requires the development of a business plan and a reorganization plan for the enterprise.  Based on the attitudes of 
the firm’s proprietors, these plans must be optimistic while the perspective of the creditors in terms of the plans is more 
critical.  The estimation of liquidation value is relatively easier, although this process also involves the resolution of 
several complex tasks (estimation of revenues to be derived from the sale of assets).  As a result, the decision-maker on 
the form of a firm’s bankruptcy, as a rule, leans towards the reorganization, rather than the liquidation, of the enterprise.  
If we recall the circumstances mentioned above, where non-viable firms are actively preserved by various politically 
and socially influential groups, it becomes clear that zombified retro-firms and, in extreme cases, zombified necro-firms 
retain their place on the market.  

Therefore, in our view, in order to evade the zombification of a retroeconomy or to contribute to creative de-
struction, the core principle of bankruptcy legislation should change and, in lieu of the above (i.e., the preservation of 
the balance between the protection of creditors’ interests on the one hand, and avoiding the liquidation of viable firms, 
on the other), a balance must be maintained between the requirement to protect creditors’ interests and the need for a 
timely liquidation of non-viable firms.  This approach will improve the competitive environment while competition is 
the sole basis for firms to generate demand for innovation without which the process of creative destruction, as such, is 
unfeasible.  
 

 

 
 




