ma-Iepiiae, rata ajgHOCIHBI PIIBIIIeHTA 3 ayrapam (ayrap-yblTad «a:u»); Ia-Ipyroe, rara
[IpaIpc KaMyHIKAIlBll YHYTPHICETKABAW CYyMOJIBHACII, apraHidaBaHBl § paMKax J1aj3eHa-
ra JirtaparypHara TOKCTY (4BITAY—MHOCTBA YBITAYOY «d:{d}»). ATPBIMIIIBAEIA, IIITO YHYTPHI
IHTOPAKTHIYHATA AacCAPOII3si KAaMyHIKAIBIMHBISA aHOCIHBI BBICTPOMBAIOIIIA I14 IIPBIHIIBI-
me «a:w — «a:{up». BasmHa mamKpPICIIh, IITO «IHIBBIAYAIBHBl YBITAY Y 1HTIPAKTHIYHBIM
acsipojII3l IavyblHae YbITaHHe abpaHara JirapaTypHara TBOpa, sK IIpaBija, He 3 ayrapckrara
TOKCTY, a 3 BOATYKY (pacdiexcil) mpa sro, ckjaa3eHara palfelllieHTaM. ATIOIIHI BaJiogae
IHIBIBIIYAIbHBIM KYJbTYPHBIM CBETAYCIIPBIMAHHEM, SKOE€ CIIPhIsie TIeHepbIPABAHHIO HO-
Ba¥ CICTOMBI CEMISTBIYHBIX 3HAKAY, a 3HAYBIIIb, MOKA TAYILIBIBAIIL HA CEMIATHIYHAE KBITIIE
TOKCTY ¥ IPJIbIM. MenbisapaasibHAaCIlb CTBApae HOBBIS CIIOCAOBI JIJIS IMayTOpHATA AJTKPBIIILT
JITapaTypHBIX TBOpPAY, CIpHIsSe 3'SyJIeHHI0 YHIKAJIbHBIX (DOpMAay TBOpUAra CAMAaBBISYJICHHS
PAIIBITienTa, ¥ THIM JIIKY CBoeacabJsiBara amroHcrsa (mepadiManHs 1 3amasbidanus). Cerka-
Bae IHTOPAKTHIYHAE acApoise CIIpbise (PapMipaBaHHIO aJMbICJIOBATA «CIHTOTBIUHATA» THIILY
JiTaparypHara IBICKYpCY, 3acHaBaHAara Ha ys3aeMal3esHHl papMaJibHara 1 HedapMmabHAra
JriTapaTypHara CJIOBAa.

BimaBouna, 1mro masyHacip JiTapaTypHara TIKCTYy dapMipye YHYTPBI 1HTOpaKTHIyHAra
acsSpo/II3s KAMYHIKATBIYHBIS aHOCIHBI HA HACTYIIHBIX Y3POYHSX (IIepaJIik MOKa IanayHsIa):
mpadeciiHbl Y3poBeHb (BOATYKI, AKIA YRJIIOUAOIL y cs10e PaIpH31l CIIeIbIsTicTay 1 HaBY-
KOBBISI APTBHIKYJBI), aMaTapckl (BOATYyKl UYBITAY0y, aOMepKaBaHHE ¥ CAIIBIAJIBHBIX CETKAX),
yMoYyHa TBOpYHI (daH-QiKIrH). YV ciTyarsli, Kajai ceTkaBas IHTOPAKThIYHAS IpacTopa IavbslHae
JaMiHaBallh HaJl poajibHal, IIIKaBacllb BEIKJIIKAae He TOJIbKI caM JIITapaTypPHbI TBOP, aJie 1 KOIbI
TpaHcapMallpl KJIacidHara JurapaTypHara TO9KCTy ¥ CeTKaBhI HpaaykT. PasymennHe komay
TpaHchapMaIsl Ja3BOIIINb HAOIISIIMIIA Ja BBIBYUSHHS CII0CA0ay YKJIIOUOHHS ITATIHIIBISAITY
[Ma3HABAJIbHAN AKTBIYHACIII Cy4acHara «CeTKaBara» JajiaBeKa Y HOBBIS PIyKBIMBI PoUalCHACII
1 acoHCAaBAHHS PIAJIHLHACII].

http://edoc.bseu.by/ :
A. V. Hurski
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SHADOW ECONOMY,
METHODS OF ASSESSMENT AND COUNTERACTION

The relevance of this article is that in the modern economy, the level of the shadow compo-
nent is quite high. Although the topic of the shadow economy is very common, scientists do not
have an approved definition of the shadow economy, which makes it quite difficult to assess it.
The purpose of this article is to study the main approaches to identifying the shadow economy.

The shadow economy is understood as the activity of business entities that develops out-
side of state accounting and control. This definition is one of the main ones. Unfortunately, in
our time, it is impossible to imagine a society without a shadow economy. It is based on the
opportunistic behavior of business entities, as well as the phenomenon of the “stowaway”. It
manifests itself in the fact that the consumer of the public good tries to avoid paying for it.
In modern society, many people want to receive benefits and not pay for them. Or get them
more than they can legally get. Due to the above factors, the company increases transaction
costs-the costs that accompany the relationship of economic agents. Accordingly, the higher
the level of the shadow economy, the higher the transaction costs, and, consequently, the
lower the overall indicator of life of the population.

As D. N. Ratchin writes, “Measuring the scale of the shadow economy is one of the most
difficult tasks. However, at present, numerous methods have been developed to determine the
share of shadow operations” [1, p. 151]. Special methods include:

- accounting analysis method;
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- method of documentary analysis;

- the method of economic analysis.

The method of accounting analysis is a comparison of statistical data of accounting reports
and the ratio of data to find inconsistencies and deviations. The method of documentary
analysis examines documents for finding inaccuracies and contradictions in them. The method
of economic analysis determines the reasons for deviations from the norms of economic actions.

Issues of state economic policy in the field of countering the shadow economy are extremely
complex and controversial, which leads to the emergence of diametrically opposite opinions
and practical approaches to their resolution: from strengthening punitive measures (repressive
approach) to significant liberalization of economic relations and relevant legislation (radical-
liberal approach).

The repressive approach involves strengthening and expanding the powers of the relevant
public services, up to the formation of a system of total control; tightening legislation and
strengthening penalties. In general, according to experts, the use of repressive methods will
not lead to a significant filling of the state treasury, but it may threaten to increase social
tension due to a surge in unemployment, a weakening of the personnel potential of the top
management of the economy (due to the possible flight of capable entrepreneurs abroad with the
export of capital), etc. Often, it is indirect measures (improvement of tax and labor legislation,
social protection systems, training and retraining of personnel, etc.) that are more effective
than direct administrative measures (various kinds of prohibitions, increased penalties, etc.).
Undoubtedly, the direct responsibility lies with the state in terms of combating corruption of
the state apparatus, and its fusion with powerful business representatives. It is necessary
to adopt legal norms that minimize the possibility of extortion and bribery in the relations
between officials and business, and strict administrative measures to combat their specific
manifestations.

In general, the size of the shadow economy is also an indicator of effective economic policy.
The smaller the part of underground activity, the more attractive the business environment
is in a normal economy.

We can sum up that the study of this topic makes a huge contribution to the development
of any state, because the quality of life of the population and the speed of development of
the state depend on the solution of this problem. However, there are many problems with
the assessment of the shadow economy, the main of which are: many interpretations of the
definition of the shadow economy, as well as the lack of a single and accurate methodology for
its assessment and calculation, which makes it extremely difficult to study and analyze this
phenomenon.
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INTPUMEHEHUE METOJIUKU JEHOTATHOI'O I'PA®A B IIEPEBOJIE

Ocoboe MecTo B TEOpUH IIepeBoIa 3aHUMaeT IpodeMa HHTEePIPETAIUY, BOCIIPUATHI U KO-
HEYHOro IIoHuMaHusa ucxomuoro texcra (mamee — NT). I[lomumanme 1mmpeacraBiisger coOOM mo-
CJIeI0BATEJILHOCTH MBICJIUTEIBHBIX Oepalluii U XapaKTepU3yeTcs CBEePTHIBAHHUEM HHQOpMAa-
IIAK, KOTOPOE IIPOMCXOIUT BO BHYTPEHHEH peun. YcoBueM moanManusa cMmbicaa VT asisercsa
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