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The article analyzes the content of government employment policy in modern conditions, its relationship with the investment,
monetary and foreign trade policy, the role of active programs to promote employment for solving the acute problems of the
labor market.

It was defined that in the situation of a turbulent economy, employment crisis, and the deficit of the Ukrainian Mandatory
State Unemployment Insurance Fund, of particular relevance are measures aimed at creating an attractive investment climate
and ensuring the reliability of the banking system, creating real incentives and barriers against leakage of money abroad. It
is found that an effective way for employment growth and improvement of its structure is to increase the foreign trade
activity of Ukrainian enterprises.

It was proved that in the course of shaping a new paradigm of social and economic development of Ukraine it is necessary to
focus on activities aimed at productivity growth, which determines competitiveness of domestic products in domestic and
foreign markets, wages, final household consumption, the level and structure of employment.
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Y cmammi npoananizosaro 3micm OepxasHOi noAimMuKu 3aliHAMOCMI 8 Cy4acHuUX yMoBax, ii B3aEM038'A30K 3 iHBeCMUUIAMU,
2pOoLI0BO-KPEOUMHOIO T 308HILHLOCKOHOMIYHOK NOMTIMUKOI, POJIb AKMUBHUX NPO2PAM CNPUAHHA 3aUHAMOCMI HACeNeHHA Y
PO3B’A3aHHT 20cmpux npobaem puHKy npay.

Bu3sHayeHo, wjo 8 ymosax mypbyneHmHoCmi eKOHOMIKU, Kpu3u cgepu 3aliHamocmi, degiyumy @oHdy 3a2an1bH00608'33K080-
20 0epKasHO20 coyianbHo20 CMpaxysaHHs YkpaiHu Ha sunadok 6e3pobimms Habysaomes 0cobuBoT akmyanbHOCMi 3axo0u,
CNPAMOBAHT HA opMYyBaHHA nNpusabnuBoeo THBECMUYIIHO20 KAiMamy, 3a6e3neyeHHs HadiliHOCMi 6AHKIBCLKOT cucmemu,
CMBOPEHHA peasibHUX nepenoH BUMIKAHHIO z2poweli 30 KOPOOH, 3anpoBadXKeHHs BIONOBIOHUX MeXaHi3Mig 1 CMuMynis.
YematrosneHo, wo epekmusHUM WiAXOM 00 3pOCMAHHSA 3alHAMOCMT HaceleHHA Ma BOOCKOHANGHHSA ii cmpykmypu € nidsu-
WeHHS 30BHILLIHbOCKOHOMIYHOT GKMUBHOCMIT YKPATHCLKUX NiONpUEMCmS.

JosedeHo, wo 8 npoyeci opmysarHHa HOBOT napaduemu coyiabHO-eKOHOMIYHO20 pO3BUMKY YkpaiHu HeobxiOHo 3pobumu
aKyeHm Ha 3axo0ax, cNpAMOBAHUX HA 3POCMAHHA NPOOYKMUBHOCMIT npayi, 8i0 AKOT 3a1exUmb KOHKYPEHMOCNPOMOXHICMb
BIMYU3HAHOT NPOOYKYITT HA BHYMPIWHIX T 30BHIWHIX PUHKAX, ONIAMA NPAYi, KiHYese Cnox)usaHHa 0OMAWHIX 2ocnodapcms,
piBeHb T CmpyKmypa 3alHAMOCmi HaceneHHs.

Knrouosi cnosa: depxasHa nonimuxa 3alHAMOCMI, GKMUBHT NPo2pamu CNPUSHHA 3alUHAMOCMI HaceneHHs, iHeecmuuii,
eKcnopm, cgepa 3aliHamocmi, egpexkmusHul nonum.

Background. There has been aggravation of the labor  ment employment policy. The employment rate of the popu-

market crisis and the increase in the destructive processes in
employment as a result of the financial crisis, the need to
spend resources on the anti-terrorist operation in the East of
Ukraine and multi-year errors in determining the govern-
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lation aged 15-70 decreased to the lowest value in the
recent five years (2012 — 59,6 percent, 2013 — 60,2 percent,
2014 - 56,6 percent, 2015 — 56,7 percent, the first half of
2016 — 56,2 percent [1]). The average number of full-time
employees of enterprises, organizations and institutions
have acquired further negative dynamism and decreased
from 9,4 million people in the first half of 2014 and 8 million
for the same period in 2015 down to 7,8 million in June 2016
[1; 2, p. 167]. The shadow employment and unemployment
among young people under 25 years old has increased
significantly.

As a result of drastic cuts of the amount of the single
social contribution (SSC) in 2015-2016, there was no reple-
nishment of new businesses what the authorities had
expected but rather its transition into the shadow economy.
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In fact, the number of businesses in the Unified State
Register of Enterprises and Organizations of Ukraine as of
the beginning of the year was as follows (in thousands):
2012 — 1 323, 2013 - 1 342, 2014 - 1 372, 2015 - 1 331,
2016 - 1 160, i.e. during five years they decreased by
12,3 percent [2, p. 245; 3, p. 65]. The decrease in contribu-
tions to the Ukrainian Mandatory State Unemployment
Insurance Fund (hereinafter — the Fund) resulted in the mi-
nimization of active programs to promote employment,
brought the essence of the government employment policy
closer to that of social maintenance, and made the State
Employment Service a cash department. Thus, the share of
monetary resources channeled to unemployment benefits by
the Fund increased for 10 years from 49,3 percent to
76,1 percent, whereas the financing of active labor market
programs in total expences of the Fund for this period
decreased from 17,3 to 7,9 percent.

Failures in the government employment policy con-
tributed to nullifying all efforts to create new jobs, renewal
of fixed capital, the wear rate, which in 2014 reached cata-
strophic dimensions of 83,5 percent [2, p. 252].

Objective. To develop theoretical and practical prin-
ciples of improving active employment policy designed to
overcome the labor market crisis in Ukraine; to develop con-
ceptual approaches to evaluating the economic efficiency of
active employment programs for the registered unemployed
in the context of new developments and trends in employ-
ment in Ukraine.

Analysis of recent studies and publications.
Important methodological problems of the government
active employment policy, the role of the employment ser-
vice in its implementation have been studied in the works by
Ukrainian scientists S.I. Bandur, E.M. Libanova, L.S. Lisogor,
I.L. Petrova, V.M. Petiukh and others. In particular, the
authors of the monograph [4] headed by V.M. Petiukh have
developed a method of evaluating its innovative compo-
nents based on a detailed analysis of approaches and me-
thods for evaluating the effectiveness of the State
Employment Service. Studying the system and mechanisms
of the government regulation of the labor market,
S.I. Bandur analyzed the general principles for its imple-
mentation and means to enhance employment policy [5].
I.L. Petrova substantiated the need to shift the government
employment policy of curbing unemployment to guarantee-
ing employment [6].

A significant contribution to the study of active pro-
grams to promote employment was made by foreign scien-
tists. In particular, Hilmar Schneider of the Institute for the
Study of Labor (currently referred to as the Institute of Labor
Economics) in Germany describes the main task of such pro-
grams as a means to improve competitiveness of the unem-
ployed in the labor market and increase his chances of find-
ing a job [7, p. 106]. Many researchers are committed to the
idea of the leading role of public employment services in
implementing active labor market programs. However they
insist on the need to refocus the activities of these services,
as sometimes they just “skim the cream” - involve the most
competitive unemployed in these programs, trying in this
way to increase the service performance [8, p. 188].

Theoretical basis of the application of active labor
market policies and participation of public employment
services in their implementation, as described in the works
by these and other researchers, provide the basis for the

study of the government labor market policy and programs to
promote employment. Meanwhile, the issues of active
employment policy in the situation of crisis and a turbulent
economy remain insufficiently studied in Ukrainian and
foreign scientific literature, the methodological considera-
tions for the determination of the cost-effectiveness of
active programs to promote employment (hereinafter
referred to as APPE) are not revealed.

Results and Discussion. The analysis of Ukrainian
and foreign scientific literature show that generally, the
term active employment policy describes a set of legal, insti-
tutional and economic activities implemented by the go-
vernment to expand the scope of application of labor both in
macroeconomic dimensions (using the instruments of credit,
monetary, fiscal and budgetary, foreign trade, investment
policies and others) and at micro level, and also institutio-
nal instruments to facilitate placing the unemployed in jobs
that are implemented by employment services [9, p. 18].

It is the active nature of government policy in the
labor market that is declared in Ukraine, indicating that the
government implements an active social and economic poli-
cy; ensures the implementation of employment policy
through fiscal, monetary, investment, fiscal, social, foreign
trade, innovation policies [10, p. 15-16].

But in fact for almost the entire period of market
transformation, the government implements an openly sim-
plified labor market policy, which is largely a matter of the
activities of the State Employment Service and the Ministry
of Social Policy of Ukraine. A vivid illustration of this idea is
the Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers of “On approval of
the main directions of the state employment policy for the
period up to 2009”, in which the Ministry of Labour and
Social Policy and the State Employment Service were identi-
fied as the implementing agencies of the absolute majority
of activities [11].

Results of the analysis show that the government
employment policy does not take into account the main
thing: sources and resources that need and should be
brought in solving the key problems of the labor market, and
the implementation of active employment policy. In the re-
presentation powers, and hence in the official documents,
state employment is not associated with components of
macroeconomic policy, investment, credit, monetary, foreign
trade, tax and budget policies. Thus, the current program to
promote employment for the period up to 2017, containing
62 positions, wherein there are not identified any specific
measures and digital indicators to be implemented in the
macroeconomic sphere. Even the paragraph “To attract
investments to ensure the development of priority economic
activities and infrastructure” does not contain any figures
[12].

The crisis in employment largely results from small-
scale of investment in fixed assets and their imperfect struc-
ture. The dependence of employment rate on the level of
investment in fixed assets in Ukraine is graphically illustrat-
ed in Figure 1. To ensure the accuracy of comparison and
eliminating the influence of extraneous factors, including
the war-related and inflation ones, the analysis covers the
pre-war period and investment costs are calculated in prices
for 2000.

As can be seen, the nature and dynamics of invest-
ments in fixed assets and the level of employment are within
striking distance. A certain time lag in changes of employ-
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Fig. 1. Interdependence between the level of investment in fixed assets and the employment rate

References: prepared according to the Statistical Year Books of Ukraine for the relevant years.

ment rate from changes in level of investment that took
place in 2005-2006 and in 2008-2010 is a natural pheno-
menon. To transform investment resources into jobs
businesses need time for installation and adjustment of
equipment, personnel selection, training, searching for sup-
pliers and markets and others. Non-convergent changes in
indicators of 2010 and 2012 being analyzed are largely due
to demographic reasons (decrease in the number of popu-
lation aged 15-70 years) and statistical manipulations
implying an artificial increase in the number of the
employed by classifying part of members of private family
farms who were previously considered unemployed persons
as the employed population.

Thus, there is every reason to come to conclusion that
fully correlates with the Keynesian theory of employment
regarding the direct relationship between employment rate
and investment costs.

It should be noted that in recent years, despite the
need to spend considerable resources on warfare in Eastern
areas of Ukraine, investment activity increased. In January -
June, 2016 enterprises and organizations managed of
finances from all sources worth UAH 119,8 billion of capital
investment which 9,6 percent exceeded the amount of the
corresponding period in 2015 [1]. But taking into account
the cost of creating one job which, according to the National
Institute for Strategic Studies, on the average is worth
€15,400 [13], those funds did not make any significant
effect on employment (they are just able to create
250,000-260,000 jobs for 2 million unemployed persons
aged 15-70 years, including 1,7 million unemployed).

Recently among officials and the public, a view that
investment activity is largely determined by foreign invest-
ment became widespread. But the results of the analysis
show that this source of investment is still not a big deal. In
2001-2009 their share did not exceed 5,6 percent of total
investments, and in subsequent years it even declined: in
2010 to 2,3 percentin 2012 to 1,7 percent, in 2013 to 1,8 per-
cent [2, p. 252, 410]. Although in the first half of 2016 this
figure increased to 3,7 percent [1], there is no reason to
expect a significant influx of investment from other coun-
tries in the near future. And the reason is not only in hosti-

lities that Ukraine has to conduct in response to external
aggression.

It is well known that foreign investments follow
national ones, and unfortunately they do not set as a posi-
tive example. Moreover, there is a reverse phenomenon:
domestic investors channel their funds beyond Ukraine,
there creating jobs. Thus, according to official data annual
direct investments from Ukraine to economies of other coun-
tries from 2000 to 2013 increased 39,5 times (in 2000 — $170
million, in 2013 - $6,715 million [14, p. 251]), in 2015 —
$6,210 million of which the EU accounts for over 90 percent
[2, p. 413]. In fact, the capital outflows from Ukraine are far
larger. Thus, according to Global Financial Integrity (GFI),
the organization located in Washington, the annual capital
outflow for the period of 2004 to 2013 averaged $11,6B [15].
These data correlate with the information of Tax Justice
Network, the international NGO, regarding the withdrawal of
$167 billion from the Ukrainian economy to the offshore for
the period of 1990-2012 [16].

Too high interest rates of commercial banks on loans
that often exceed 20-25 percent in domestic currency inter-
fere with the increase of investments. Hence, to further
increase capital investment it is necessary to improve the
government monetary policy aimed at reducing credit inte-
rest rates that are largely determined by supply and demand
in the money market. To increase the supply of money, com-
mercial banks poorly use such a powerful internal resource as
money owned by people. According to the National Bank of
Ukraine, in 2013 people kept on accounts of commercial
banks almost UAH 300 billion in the hryvnia equivalent, and
outside the banking system — UAH 290 billion and $89 billion
more [17], which in total exceeded (at the exchange rate of
the time) UAH 1 trillion. The involvement of these funds in
the banking system would help lower interest rates and
growth investing.

But the savings in commercial banks are not attrac-
tive to people because of a high risk. The banking crisis of
the mid 1990-s and 2008-2009, the so-called policy of reha-
bilitation of the banking system in 2014-2016 that resulted
in liquidated 84 commercial banks vitiated confidence of
people in it. Given the loss of their savings by many thou-
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Table 1. Ukraine’s foreign trade in goods [in millions of USD]

Year Exports Imports Net Exports
2000 14 572,5 13 956 616,5
2002 17 957,1 16 976,8 980,3
2004 32 666,1 28 996,8 3 669,3
2006 38 368 35 038,6 33294
2008 66 9544 85535,3 — 18 580,9
2010 51405,2 60 742,2 -9337
2012 68 810 84 658 — 15 848
2014 53901 54 429 — 528
2015 38 127 37516 611
First 16 623 17 306 — 683

six month

0f 2016

References: prepared according to the Statistical Year Books of Ukraine for the relevant years.

sands of citizens, the banking system is unlikely soon to
revive attractiveness of Ukraine's population.

Creating jobs — the basis of employment is restrained
by low purchasing capacity of the population, or to put it in
terms of the Keynesian theory of employment, lack of “effec-
tive demand”. Employment, according to Keynes, is the
effective demand function - “the aggregate demand func-
tion which becomes effective” [18, p. 57]. Despite the fact
that nominal wages in recent years are growing, they do not
lead to increased physical amount of consumption because
of high rate of inflation. For many years, wages in Ukraine in
euro terms have been one of the lowest in Europe. In recent
years, the share of wages in the GDP also decreased as
follows: in 2012 — 50,5 percent, 2013 — 50,1 percent, 2014 —
46,3 percent [2, p. 213; 3, p. 35].

At low consumption there is no sense for entrepre-
neurs to expand production and create new capacity as their
products will not find their consumers.

Reduced Ukrainian exports have a significant nega-
tive impact on employment. Under the provisions of text-
books on economic theories, the link between foreign eco-
nomic trade and employment is based on the understanding
that the growth of exports generates a need for additional
labor to produce goods and services for foreign consumers.
Figuratively speaking, exports entail creating new jobs
(employment growth) and imports of goods that can be pro-
duced domestically, reduce the number of employees.

The analysis, made by the author, show that exports
and imports of goods have a much greater impact on employ-
ment, than exports and imports of services [19, p. 148-149].
In this context, the study of the state of Ukraine’s foreign
trade in goods that is presented in Table 1 shows that net
exports of Ukrainian goods, the difference between exports
and imports, has steadily had negative balance since 2008,
excluding 2015.

A large amount of the negative balance of exports
and imports of goods undoubtedly had a negative impact on
employment. However, it is not only the amount of the
export of goods that matters for employment, but also the
export structure. Unfortunately, primary and intermediate
products dominate in Ukrainian exports. Specifically, in 2015
the share of plant products, mineral products and base
metals accounted for 39,3 percent of the total, in the first six
months of 2016 - 38,8 percent. At the same time, exports of

processed food products, machinery, electrical equipment
was only 16,9 percent, and 16,8 percent in the first six
months of 2016 [1]. Such export policies to some extent
affect the growth of imbalance in the sectoral structure, and
have the negative impact on the employment; particularly
they reduce the share of employment in industry and other
high-tech industries.

World practice shows that within the framework of
active employment policy public employment services usual-
ly implement active programs (measures) to promote employ-
ment (APPE) aimed to accelerate the placement of the unem-
ployed. In Ukraine, they include the involvement of the
unemployed in training programs and career guidance; paid
public works; support their business initiatives, as well as the
employment of certain categories of unemployed with full or
partial compensation for employers of the Single
Contribution; mastering job search skills including self-
presentation and preparing their own resumes; job fairs and
other events where job seekers can meet employers. It should
be noted that the usual increase in funding of such programs
causes the growth of placement of the unemployed and on
the contrary, which is supported by the data in Table 2.

Although the rate of placement of the unemployed is
determined by many factors, including availability of jobs,
occupational consistency of the needs of the economy in the
labor force with its supply, the motivation of the unemployed
to employment, etc., but in the author’s view, it is also the
result of the participation of employment service clients in
active programs to promote employment. To prove this
hypothesis, the author calculated the pair correlation - the
Pearson product-moment correlation which in general terms
shows the level of linear relationship between two sets of
any data [20, p. 51]. The result was a correlation coefficient
for paired data set, equal to 74 percent that indicates a high
degree of dependence of indicators studied.

As a result of a significant reduction in the amount of
the Mandatory State Unemployment Social Insurance Fund
of Ukraine, financing possibilities of active programs are
reduced. This may affect the further reduction in employ-
ment. It should be noted that the idea of maximum involve-
ment of the unemployed in active programs to promote
employment dominated in Ukraine for a long time and appro-
priate quantitative indicators turned into a fetish — the main
criteria of the Service and its affiliates.
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Commitment to the old methods and tools for assess-
ing efficiency of activities and programs to actively promote
employment affected the content of state and administra-
tive (departmental) statistics that prevent, and sometimes -
make it impossible to quantify their effectiveness. In parti-
cular, current statistics does not include data on the follow-
ing: placement of the participants of paid public works to
permanent jobs; the period of time that job-seekers remain
registered with the employment centers after participating
in each type of programs; the actual average length of
employment of hired persons referred by the Service with
compensation of the single contribution to employers, coef-
ficient of business “survival” of recipients of unemployment
benefits for business, and others.

The efficacy (usefulness) of active programs should
be measured not only by the number of persons involved in
them that inevitably leads to the races for the “right” figure,
and above all how their use has accelerated placement of the
unemployed in suitable jobs. Limited financial resources
that the Ukrainian Employment Service currently has in its
disposal, dictates the need to ensure such a ratio of the use
of various forms and methods of active promotion of employ-
ment, which will produce the best result.

The analysis indicates that both abroad and in
Ukraine, the effectiveness of active programs to promote
employment is determined by two components: the content
of the program and its potential to activate the unemployed
in specific circumstances and compliance of the program
with the individual recipient. Conceptually, the author’s
approach is that financing programs to promote active
employment makes sense only to the extent that they acce-
lerate the placement of the unemployed and increase their
competitiveness in the labor market. Only in this case, their
implementation will not increase the expenses of the Fund
but will save its money by reducing the number of unem-
ployment benefit recipients and a proportional increase in
the number of employees-single social contribution payers.

Application of a new paradigm of implementing
active programs to promote employment is associated with
the possibility of comparing active employment programs
that differ in content and value, selecting those who are
under current conditions able to demonstrate the best
results per unit of input. To do this, it is necessary to define

Exonomika npayi ma npobnemu 3atiHamocmi

the period of accelerated employment of the registered
unemployed (reduced period of unemployment) due to par-
ticipation in active employment programs, as well as how
these activities affect the total number of employed persons
from among the unemployed registered with the Service. The
latter indicator is needed to make sure that the calculations
exclude methodological incorrectness. It is known that
along with the unemployed citizens involved in APPE to
accelerate employment, those who have the opportunity to
find a job without this participation often also join in.
Employment centers in Ukraine that involve the active
unemployed in the mentioned programs for better outputs,
as a matter of fact, reassign resources from the clients who
primarily require the related services (as without them a
search for suitable work can go on for too long time) to those
ones who are able to find jobs on their own, without the par-
ticipation in APPE. That is, to ensure an objective assess-
ment of the cost-effectiveness of the programs, not only job
performance programs for their participants should be used,
but also the total number of the placed unemployed - the
clients of the Service.

The economic gains from the implementation of
APPE result from the fact that program participants get to
work earlier (hence, they create more national product, pay
more taxes and the single social contribution) and cease to
receive unemployment benefits.

To exclude participation in these programs of the
unemployed who already have job skills and other qualities
needed for successful employment, employment centers
should improve procedures for the selection of the unem-
ployed for participating in APPE, technology of providing
services to clients. First of all, this is about a differentiated
approach to clients (so-called “profiling”) — the conditional
division of the unemployed into social and psychological
groups, according to which they are referred to specific pro-
grams. Naturally, the economic efficacy of a program should
be considered. It is necessary to involve in these programs
the unemployed who are not active enough as early as
possible provided there are current or prospective vacancies
and shaped readiness for employment.

Efforts to ensure maximum economic efficiency
should not be an obstacle to obtaining social benefits from
active programs to promote employment, likewise their

Table 2. The effectiveness of funding active programs to promote employment

Year Cost of APPE, Proportion of cost Employment rate
UAH thou. of APPE in total of registered unemployed
expenditures of the Fund, with support from
%% the Service,

%%

2006 512411 17,3 53,6

2007 595 485 16,6 63,6

2008 903 936 19 60,8

2009 744 251 12,5 41,6

2010 1 600 590 23,3 53,8

2011 2102 301 25,6 54,4

2012 1308110 18,9 56,5

2013 1 645 467 15 35,2

2014 690 930 10 33,7

2015 617 858 7,9 31

References: prepared according to the Statistical Year Books of Ukraine for the relevant years.
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social and economic efficiency should not be opposed.
Despite the fact that currently it is not possible to calculate
the quantitative value of social effectiveness of participat-
ing in APPE due to lack of relevant statistics, it is necessary,
following the philosophy of humanocentrism, to consider the
APPE potential of improving competitiveness in the labor
market of the program participants through acquisition of
new occupational competences and increased motivation for
employment.

Conclusions. The interweaving of old and new prob-
lems, internal contradictions are typical for the current labor
market in Ukraine. The government investment policy
becomes of overriding importance for the resolution of the
problems of employment, that should be based on effective
use of internal resources, especially attracting funds from
the general population. In this context activities aimed at
creating an attractive investment climate, ensuring the
reliability of the banking system, creating real incentives
and barriers against leakage of money abroad are crucial.

An effective way to rase employment and improve its
structure is to increase foreign trade activities of Ukrainian
enterprises. In forming a new paradigm of economic and
social development of Ukraine it is necessary to focus on

activities aimed at increasing productivity, that are con-
sistent with its rate of increase in wages, which determines
the competitiveness of domestic products in domestic and
foreign markets, final household consumption, the rate and
structure of employment.

In modern conditions it is important to shift the
focus of government employment policy from payment of
unemployment benefits to implementation of activities and
active programs to promote employment, provided that these
activities do not turn into an end in itself, but will be applied
in case they will affect the final result - the acceleration of
placement of the unemployed. Improved involvement of the
unemployed in these programs can be achieved in case of
abandoning indiscriminate approach and applying a pro-
gram-target method of selection — that implies involvement
of only those unemployed for whom this participation would
really boost employment. The involvement of the unem-
ployed in APPE makes sense only if without this program
a person will not be able to find a job in a particular labor
market in the near future. In this context it is important to
evaluate the economic efficiency programs, which makes it
possible to use the programs that provide the best results per
unit input in the employment of the registered unemployed.
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AeTiHi3allig 3apo0iTHOI MAaTH
HaVMaHUX MNPAliBHUKIB

De-shadowing of Employees’ Wages

AHaNI3yembCs CKNAOHe COYianbHO-eKOHOMIYHE ABuLLe, Wo dicmano Ha3sy «demiHizayis 3apobimuoi naamuy. JocnioxeHo
nos’s3aHi 3 HUM Bu200u 1 smpamu 0As OisAbHOCMI OepxasHoi 81adu, pobomodasys (i HaliMaHo20 NpPayiBHUKA.
3anponoHosaHo mexaHizmu deminizayii 3apniam, 06°'€edHaHi 8 mpu 6710KU: eKOHOMIYHUL, npagosuli ma opeaHizayidiHud.

Kntwoyoei cnosa: deminizayis 3apobimHoi nnamu, no0amkosa cucmema, EOUHUL coyianbHull BHECOK, 3apobimHa naama, npo-

OykmusHicms, pobomodaseys, HalMaHuli NpayiBHUK.

This article presents the analyses of the complex socio-economic phenomenon that was called «de-shadowing of wages». It
studied the related gains and losses for the government, employers and employees. The suggested mechanisms for
de-shadowing of wages are combined into the following three blocks: economic, legal and organizational.

Keywords: de-shadowing of wages, tax system, single social contribution, wages, productivity, employer, employee.

NoctaHoBKa npobnemu. «TiHboBa» 3apobiTHa nnara
€ 6aratorpaHHUM COL{iafIbHO-EKOHOMIYHUM SBUILEM, Y CTPYK-
Typi AIKOro cnocTepiralTbcs Pi3HOGIYHI cermeHTH i MexaHis-
M OTPMMAHHA TiHbOBMX AOXOAiB. HUHI Lie fBULWe CTano oaHien
3 HaitGinblw rocTpux npobnem cyyacHoi eKoHoMikM Ykpainu,
VY T.4. i pUHKY npaui. HasBHiCTb peanbHUX «TIHBOBUX» 3apnnar —
NOTYXHMIA AecTabinizauiiHnii YUHHKMK, WO BiAYYTHO BNIMBAE
Ha BiTYM3HSHY EKOHOMIKY i1 CoLiaNibHY MOMITUKY.

OckinbKu TiHi3alis 3apob6iTHOT nnatu CTOCYETbCS
€KOHOMi4YHOi, couianbHOi, HOpPMATMBHO-NPaBOBOT Ta
MOpPanbHO-eTUYHOT Chep KUTTERIANBHOCTI couiymy W nes-
HUM YMHOM BMJIMBAE HAa HUX, TO MeXaHi3MW NepeKpuTTs
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KaHaniB TiHi3auii 3apo6iTHOT nnaTtn i1 cnocobw i neranizauii
MatoTb 06MPaTUCA BUBAXKEHO 3 YPaxyBaHHAM yCiX NO3UTUB-
HUX 1 HeraTMBHMX YMHHMKIB. 3 omAfy Ha Le, MpUYUHK
TiHi3auii 3apo6iTHOT NnaTM MOXHA YCYHYTW nuwWwe 33 [ono-
MOTOI0 KOMMJEKCY 3aXOf4iB E€KOHOMiYHOro, PUAUYHOTO W
opraHisauiitHoro xapakTepy.

AHani3 ocTaHHix pocnigKeHb i ny6nikauin.
[locnifgXeHHI0 OKpeMMX acnekTiB «TiHbOBOI» 3apo6iTHOT
nnatu Ta i neranisauii npuceaveni npaui B.I. AHTMNOBa,
B.[. basunesuy, B.B. IaHiok, E.M. JlibaHosoi, I.I. Masyp,
0.B. Mopo3a, B.M. CeHuoBa, H0.0. Tepneubkoi. NpoTe ocTatouy-
HO He 3'ACOBAHO pOJib «TiHbOBOT» 3ap0GiTHOT NNaTu B Hauio-
HabHil ekoHOMiLi Ta 71 rpaHUYHO gonycTUMi MaclwTabu.

MeTolto cTaTTi € BU3HAYeHHs WhsAXiB AeTiHi3aLii 3apo-
6iTHOT Nnatu.

Buknap 0CHOBHOro marepiany. 3a AaHUMuW eKcnepTiB,
B YKkpaiHi 40-45 % 3apobiTHOT Nnatu BUNAAYYETbCSA «Y KOH-
BepTax», Yepe3 WO AepKOI0MKET WOPIYHO BTPAYAE AECATKM
MiNbApAiB rpuBeHb NOAATKIB. Y TiHi, B OCHOBHOMY, «XOBaKOTh-
CA» BWUCOKi 3aprniaTu TOM-MeHeKepiB i 3apnnatu B Manomy
6i3Heci. BogHouac TiHi3awis He TOpKHynach ycTaHoB i opraHi-
3aliit, wo iHaHCYI0TbCA 33 PaxyHOK OIOKETHUX KOLITIB.

Ana nopigHaHHA: y 27 KpaiHax EBPOCOI3Y 4acTka
3apnnar «y KoHBepTax» KonuBaeTbcs Big 1 % Ao 23 %,
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