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Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmeba:

meti vidre samarTali, meti vidre vaWroba

							       viqtor yifiani

							       iuridiuli firma „em qei di“

							       ufrosi partniori 

sakvanZo sityvebi: Tavisufali vaWroba, savaWro SeTanxmeba, samarTali

u
cxoeTTan bolo periodis qarTul sasaubro leqsikonSi mtkiced 

damkvidrda „Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmeba“. oficialur gzavni­

lebSi Tu komunikaciisas es sityvaTwyoba konkretuli Sinaarsis 

moqmedebaTa sistemas aRniSnavs. gadauWarbeblad SeiZleba iTqvas, rom 

am sistemis saTanadod danergva Cveni qveynisaTvis umniSvnelovanesia, 

vinaidan igi gansazRvravs saerTaSoriso TanamegobrobaSi saqarTve­

los integrirebis kidev erT gzasa da praqtikul algoriTms. sxva 

saSualebebTan erTad, swored masze sworebiT gansazRvraven Tanacxov­

rebis konkretul, aRiarebul normebTan da principebTan Tanwyobas 

rogorc Tbilisi,  ise misi saerTaSoriso partniorebi. igi aris qveya­

naSi gasatarebeli cvlilebebis warmatebulobis da, amasTanave, saga­

reo asparezze Cveni misaRebobis sazomi.

amdenad, sruliad kanonzomieria garemoeba, rom gasul wlebSi, sa­

Tanado aqtivobebis  Sedegad,  saqarTvelos sagareo urTierTobaTa 

veqtori daiqsela Tavisufali savaWro reJimis mravalmxrivi (maT So­

ris, evrokavSirTan da evropis Tavisufali  vaWrobis asociaciasTan) 

da ormxrivi SeTanxmebebiT, iqneba es TurqeTTan, CineTTan, centraluri 

aziis, ukrainis, ruseTis Tu sxva CvenTvis mniSvnelovan bazrebTan. metic, 

am kategoriis SeTanxmebebis gaformeba, TiTqosda, Sida da gare audito­

riasTan qarTuli xelisuflebis Tavmowonebis sagnadac ki iqca, xolo 

ase­Ti axal-axa­li Se­Tan­x­me­be­bis xel­mo­we­ra – sa­ga­reo da eko­no­mi­ku­ri 

diplomatiis asparezze erTob warmatebuli saqmianobis niSnulad. 

udavoa, rom Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebis reJimi Cveni qveyni­

saTvis aucilebeli xelsawyoa rogorc msoflio ekonomikur sistema­

Si integraciis, ise erovnuli ekonomikis ganviTarebis xelSesawyobad. 

amasTanave, faqtebisa da garemoebebis mxolod kontrastul ferebSi 

aRqma qarTuli, da ara mxolod qarTuli, politikuri da sazogadoeb­

rivi cnobierebis erTgvar sasaqonlo niSnad iqca. da es maSin, rode­

sac aseT kontrastebs Soris ferTa is mdidari gamaa, romlis garCeva, 

amocnoba da Seswavla, sul cota, ubralo cnobismoyvareobis ambavia. 

metad praqtikuli gagebiT,  es yovelive konkretuli sargeblisa da sa­

Wiroebis saqmea sagareo-politikuri Tu sagareo-ekonomikuri saqmiano­
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bis dagegmarebisa da qarTuli ekonomikis TviTkmari da TviTmyofadi 

sawyisebis gamosakveTad.

amdenad, am mcire statiis amocanac es aris: Tavisufali savaWro reJi­

mis didi suraTis realistur ferebSi warmoCena mxolod misi calkeuli 

(SesaZloa, metad sadavo da sakamaTo) aspeqtebis Tundac zogadi moniSv­

niT. cxadia, rom am statiaSi arcerT gancxadebas Tu Sefasebas ar aqvs 

Seuvalobis pretenzia, aramed TiToeuli Tezisi Tu mosazreba, rogorc 

am didi Temis ama Tu im niuansis kritikuli ganxilva, SemdgomSi saRad 

Sejerebis survilis gaRvivebis mcdelobaa. Cven Segnebulad varidebT 

Tavs calkeuli saxelSekrulebo sqemis garCevas (rac mocemul formats 

miRmaa), ise rogorc am statiis statistikuri monacemebiT aWrelebas, ris 

naklebobasac mravali sxva wyaros wyalobiT ar ganvicdiT. 

erTi sityviT, gvsurs Tavisufali vaWrobis raoba, garkveulwilad, 

zedxediT davinaxoT. garda amisa, Cveni msjelobis Tanmdev Sedegad 

saqarTvelos mier xelmowerili Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebebiT 

moniWebuli upiratesobebis damatebiT xazgasma warmogvidgenia. amav­

droulad, aucilebelia am SeTanxmebebis Tanmdevi riskebis gacnobie­

reba, ise rogorc qarTul interesze maTi morgebis optimalur gzebze 

miukerZoebeli msjeloba. 

mokle Sesavali SeTanxmebaze 

`SeTanxmebis~ sakiTxisaTvis

g
asuli saukunis 80-iani wlebidan moyolebuli, ganviTarebadi qvey­

nebis didma nawilma sabazro sistemisaken daiwyo svla, rac, sxva 

nabijebTan erTad, savaWro wesebis liberalizacias gulisxmobda. 

am Zireuli cvlilebebis sawyisad msoflio masStabiT saqonliTa da 

momsaxurebiT vaWrobaSi Riaobisaken gadadgmuli konkretuli nabi­

jebi moiazreba, kerZod, 1994  wlis urugvais molaparakebaTa raundis 

dagvirgvineba 1995 wels msoflio savaWro organizaciis SeqmniT. am­

gvarad, praqtikulad dasrulda molaparakebaTa aTwliani procesi, 

romlis ZiriTadi miznebi orad SeiZleba dajgufdes. misi erT-erTi 

umniSvnelovanesi amocana (SemdgomSi ukve dohas raundis gaTvalis­

winebiT) saqonlisa da momsaxurebis bazarTan wvdomis dabrkolebe­

bis Sem­ci­re­ba iyo, xo­lo me­o­re – ba­zar­Tan wvdo­mis sa­val­de­bu­lo da 

SeZlebisdagvarad unificirebuli wesebisa da procedurebis SemoRe­

ba, risTvisac e.w. „maqsimaluri satarifo ganakveTebi“ dadginda. saqme 

isaa, rom manamde damkvidrebuli midgomis Tanaxmad, bazrebTan wvdoma 

metwilad fiqsirebuli preferenciuli tarifebiT xorcieldeboda 

SerCeviTad, e.w. „meti xelSewyobis mqone qveynebisa“ (most favored nations) 
da mkacrad gansazRvruli sasaqonlo da momsaxurebis nomenklatu­

ris mimarT. 
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erTi sityviT, gasuli saukunis am procesebis Sedegad, savaWro 

wesebis liberalizaciis dinamika SesamCnevad mzardi gaxda. sxva­

dasxva mravalmxrivi instrumentis paralelurad, es dinamika qvey­

nebs Soris ormxriv formatSi dadebul SeTanxmebebSic gamoisaxa. 

es bolo garemoeba miT ufro niSandoblivia, rom ormxrivi savaWro 

SeTanxmebebi e.w. „axali tipis regionalizmis“ princips moxerxebu­

lad mi­e­sa­da­ga – Ti­To­e­u­li qve­ya­na maq­si­ma­lu­rad eca­da vaW­ro­bis 

sferoSi sakuTari miznebis xorcSesxmas,  TavisTvis xelsayreli sa­

tarifo sqemebis gatarebas, xelSekrulebis monawile meore mxaris 

Tanxmobis miRwevas sakuTar versiaze saqonlis warmoSobasTan,  ise 

rogorc teqnikur, saproceduro da sxva formalur moTxovnebTan 

mimarTebiT. zogierTi wyaros mixedviT, mravalmxrivi, gansakuTrebiT 

ki ormxrivi savaWro SeTanxmebebi „aSvebuli zambaris“ efeqtiT gam­

ravlda da fexi moikida. 

aRniSnuli sxvadasxva mravalmxrivi cvlilebis ekonomikurma efeqt­

mac ar daayovna, rac gasaSualoebuli satarifo ganakveTebis sagrZno­

bi SemcirebiT gamoixata. aseve, rig SemTxvevebSi sagrZnoblad gaizar­

da ama Tu im formatSi Tavisufali vaWrobis brunvac (magaliTad, ukve 

me-20 sa­u­ku­nis 90-ian wleb­Si­ve ev­ro­kav­Si­ris qvey­nebs So­ris – 65%-iT; 

mer­ko­su­ri­sa da an­de­a­nis paq­tis wev­rebs So­ris – or-na­xe­var­jer).

bu­neb­ri­via, rom yve­la­ze xel­Se­sa­xe­bi efeq­ti – ta­ri­fe­bis Sem­ci­re­ba, 

qveynebis erovnul xelisuflebaTa mier araerTi aucilebeli saSinao 

reformis gatarebisas damatebiT da,  amasTanave,  kritikuli rolis 

mqone efeqtad mogvevlina, romlis gareSec Tavisufali vaWrobis saWi­

ro Sedegis miRweva SeuZlebeli iqneboda.

Tanabrad aRsaniSnavia, rom saerTaSoriso vaWrobaSi urTierTdamo­

kidebulebasa da nacvalgebaze damyarebulma midgomam, zogadad, xeli 

Seuwyo saerTaSoriso velis gajansaRebas. saqme isaa, rom sxvadasxva 

strategiuli Tu arastrategiuli miznisa Tu diapazonis, gansxvave­

buli masStabisa da ambiciis qveynebs mouwiaT qcevis saerTo weseb­

ze Se­Tan­x­me­ba, ar­c­Tu iS­vi­a­Tad – ur­Ti­er­T­gan­s­x­va­ve­bu­li mid­go­me­bis 

Sewyobis gziT. am SeTanxmebaTa Tavisebur Tanmdev upiratesobad iqca 

saerTaSoriso marTlwesrigisa da urTierTobaTa sxva Temebze kon­

sensusis kulturis damkvidreba da misi Semdgomi ganviTareba.

ase magaliTad, bolo periods gamoarCevs Tavisufali vaWrobis for­

matSi iseTi sakiTxebis mowesrigebis instituciuri harmonizacia, ro­

gorebicaa inteleqtualuri sakuTreba, jandacva, usafrTxoebisa da 

Sromis standartebi, SromiTi migracia, investiciebis dacva, sabanko da 

safinanso saqmianoba, davaTa gadaWra da a.S. sagulisxmoa, rom axalma 

midgomebma am SeTanxmebaTa aseve axali, e.w. „Tanamedrove Tavisufali 

SeTanxmebebis“ klasi warmoSva, rac ekonomikuri integraciis Tanamed­

rove dRis wesrigs da mimdinare gamowvevebs exmianeba. amasTanave, sa­
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kiTxavia, Tu ramdenad Sors wava es procesi msoflio savaWro organi­

zaciis reformirebis gareSe da misgan damoukideblad.  

kidev erTi sakamaTo sakiTxia Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebebis 

raodenobis mateba, rogorc Sedegi 2001 wlis dohas raundis erTob 

warumatebeli molaparakebebisa. marTalia, sakuTriv urugvais molapa­

rakebaTa raundma ukve sakmarisad didi biZgi misca aRniSnuli katego­

riis SeTanxmebebis gavrcelebas. meti TvalsaCinoebisaTvis unda iTq­

vas, rom Tavisufali vaWrobis samocze meti SeTanxmeba urugvaisa da 

dohas raundebs Soris amoqmedda praqtikulad im periodSi, rodesac 

msoflio savaWro organizaciis reformireba jer kidev myar imedebs 

ukavSirdeboda. 

semantika da arsi

e
rTi sityviT, Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebis ZaliT, ori an meti 

qveyana uars ambobs erTimeoris warmoebuli saqonliT vaWrobi­

sas „satarifo omze“, Tumca inarCuneben satarifo berketebs mesa­

me qveynebTan mimarTebiT. aRsaniSnavia isic, rom sxvadasxva Tavisu­

fali savaWro SeTanxmebis mixedviT aseve gansxvavebulia saqonlis 

nomenklaturac, xolo maTi zusti gansazRvrisaTvis mniSvnelovania 

saqonlis warmoSobis dadgena. metic, praqtikaSi arcTu iSviaTad, sa­

saqonlo nomenklaturis SerCeva ama Tu im lobisturi jgufis me­

cadineobis, maTi preferenciebis Sedegic SeiZleba gaxdes da esec 

SeTanxmebaze muSaobis procesis damaxasiaTebeli realobaa. albaT 

amitomacaa, rom araerTxel gaisma SeTavazeba,  aRniSnuli kategoriis 

SeTanxmebas, nacvlad „Tavisufali savaWrosi“,  „preferenciuli savaW­

ro SeTanxmeba“ ewodos. 

amdenad, sabaJo kavSirisagan gansxvavebiT, Tavisufali savaWro Se­

Tanxmebis monawile qveynebi inarCuneben TavianT gare tarifebs, magram 

SeTanxmebis wevris mimarT SeRavaTian satarifo ganakveTebs gamoiyene­

ben. am midgomas gansakuTrebuli roli eniWeba rogorc savaWro naka­

dis „gadamisamarTebis“ Tavidan asarideblad, ise SeRavaTiani tarifisa 

da warmoSobis principebis swori kombinirebisaTvis. es saSualebas 

ar aZlevs SeTanxmebis arawevr qveyanas, rom SeTanxmebis erTi qveynis 

teritoriis gavliT saqoneli SeRavaTiani tarifiT gadazidos SeTan­

xmebis meore qveyanaSi. cxadia, rom formalur moTxovnasTan erTad 

procesi swor da kanonier administrirebasac moiTxovs, xolo misi 

mdgradoba Sesabamisi zedamxedveli da aRmasrulebeli uwyebebis pre­

rogativaa. aRsaniSnavia isic, rom saqonlis warmoSobis kriteriumebis 

swor misadagebas sagangebo yuradReba eqceva da am mxriv Sesatyvisi 

klasifikacia ukve SemuSavda. 

Tumca, amjerad yuradReba ramdenime sxva metad arsebiT ekonomikur 

faqtors gvsurs mivapyroT. 
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erT-erTi da mniSvnelovani saqonlis miwodebas ukavSirdeba. esaa 

konkretuli ekonomikuri sistemis farglebSi erovnuli warmoebisa 

da sakuTari produqciis eqsportis zrdis unaris SenarCuneba amave 

ekonomikur sistemaSi Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebis amoqmedebis Se­

degad importirebuli saqonlis mier konkurenciis gawevisas. aSkaraa, 

rom am faqtoris sworad Sefaseba mraval pirdapir da irib garemoeba­

zea damokidebuli. magaliTad, aseTi Sefasebisas gasaTvaliswinebelia 

ara mxolod qveynis savaWro da samrewvelo politika, aramed swor 

daskvnas moiTxovs savaWro instituciur infrastruqturasTan dakav­

Sirebuli adamianuri resursisa da qveynis konkurentunarianobis sxva 

komponentebi.

sagangebo mniSvnelobisaa, rom saqonlis miwodebis faqtorze msje­

loba rac SeiZleba obieqtur ekonomikur garemoebebs daefuZnos. amis 

Sexseneba imitom aris saWiro, rom gadawyvetilebis mimRebni sxvadasxva 

subieqturi da koniunqturuli mosazrebis tyveobaSi SeiZleba aRmoC­

ndnen da, amgvarad, wminda ekonomikur kategoriebs Tu racionalizms 

mowydnen. arc is aris gamoricxuli, rom Tavisufal savaWro SeTanx­

mebaze momlaparakebel mxares gamoeparos kritikuli uzustobebi, bo­

lomde ver gaaanalizos SeTanxmebebis SesaZlo Sedegebi an ver miaRwi­

os SeTanxmebiT nakisr valdebulebebsa da erovnul amocanebs Soris 

swor balanss. nebismieri aseTi Secdoma Tu uzustoba qveynisaTvis 

gansakuTrebiT Zviri maSinaa, Tuki igi moumzadebelia Tavisufali sa­

vaWro reJimisaTvis rogorc kompetenciiT, ise instituciurad. 

Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebis naCqarev gaformebas, gansakuTrebiT 

saqonlis miwodebasTan dakavSirebul negatiur ekonomikur Sedegebze 

saubrisas, iseTi procesebic ukavSirdeba, romlebic TandaTanobiT, dro­

Ta ganmavlobaSi iCens Tavs. kerZod, es aris konkretuli qveynisTvis 

sxvadasxva qveyanasTan vaWrobisas satarifo sqemebis simravle da maTi 

SesaZlo diferenciaciiT gamowveuli riski. savaWro disbalanss rom 

Tavi davaneboT, rac isedac saxifaTo anomaliaa, gansxvavebuli satari­

fo sqemebis realizeba maTi praqtikuli administrirebis sirTuleebsac 

ukavSirdeba. ganmsazRvrel faqtorebze saubrisas agreTve aRsaniSnavia 

vaWrobis Sesatyvisoba, romelic erTi qveynis savaWro struqturis meo­

re qveynis savaWro struqturasTan Sesatyvisobis xarisxs ukavSirdeba. 

sxva sityvebiT rom vTqvaT, xelSemkvreli qveynis amocanaa gansazRvros, 

Tu ramdenad cvlis SeTanxmebamde warmoebul imports SeTanxmebiT dad­

genili axali wesebi da moTxovnebi. amis analizisas aseve mxedvelobaSi 

misaRebia erovnuli ekonomikis ganviTarebis done, resursebis diversi­

fikaciis xarisxi da saeqsporto potenciali. 

aSkaraa, rom mxolod mravali Sesatyvisi parametris swori Tavse­

badoba da urTierTbalansi ganapirobebs calkeuli Tavisufali sa­

vaWro SeTanxmebis warmatebas (magaliTad, praqtikaSi aseTad miiCneva 

CrdiloeT amerikis Tavisufali vaWrobis asociacia) da mxareTaTvis 
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realur Sedegianobas. qarTuli ekonomikisTvis am mxriv realur aqti­

vad CaiTvleba ara xelmoweris faqti, aramed SeTanxmebis xelSesaxebi 

ekonomikuri efeqti. 

Tumca gvaxsovdes isic...

...r
om erTia Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebebis monawile qveynebis, 

rogorc Tavisufali reJimis, ise mis farglebs gareT, mTliani 

sa­vaW­ro brun­vis, xo­lo me­o­re – sa­kuT­riv am Se­Tan­x­me­be­bis sa­fuZ­

velze ganxorcielebuli vaWrobis brunvis monacemebi. bolo SemTxve­

va­Si igi ga­ci­le­biT mci­rea da pir­ve­lis mxo­lod 30%-s Se­ad­gens.

erTi SexedviT, aseTi CamorCena SesaZloa gasakviri iyos, Tumca mas 

ramdenime axsna aqvs: erTia, rom Tavisufal savaWro reJimSi moqceuli 

saqonlis mniSvnelovani nawiliT vaWroba ukve isedac SesaZlebelia 

e.w. „meti xelSewyobis mqone qveynis“ statusis gamoyenebiT (rodesac 

satarifo ganakveTebi minimaluria an sulac nuls udris); meore ga­

remoeba aris is, rom araerTi qveyana gadasaxadebisagan aTavisuflebs 

iseT saimporto masalas, romelsac sakuTari saeqsporto saqonlis 

sawarmoeblad iyenebs; aseve gasaTvaliswinebelia, rom xSiria iseTi 

praqtika, rodesac maRali satarifo gadasaxadis saqoneli isedac ga­

moiricxeba Tavisufali vaWrobis SeTanxmebidan; morigi garemoebaa 

eleqtronuli vaWrobis (e-commerce) popularoba da misi zrdis daCqa­

rebuli tempi, gansakuTrebiT pandemiuri da post-pandemiuri periodis 

specifikis gaTvaliswinebiT (aRsaniSnavia, rom e-commerce praqtikulad 

Tavisufalia gadasaxadisagan msoflio savaWro organizaciis 2006 

wlis sainformacio teqnologiebze SeTanxmebis ZaliT); 

dabolos, Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebiT sargeblobaze mewarmes 

SesaZloa uari aTqmevinos SeTanxmebiT miniWebuli upiratesobebis 

administrirebasTan dakavSirebulma pirdapirma da arapirdapirma da­

naxarjma.

iseve rogorc is...

...r
om aseve erTmniSvnelovani ar aris Tavisufal savaWro SeTanxme­

baTa gavlena qveyanaSi investiciaTa mozidvaze. udavoa, rom maT 

garkveuli roli aqvT am saqmeSi, magram ara gadamwyveti. realu­

rad ki sainvesticio garemos mainc sxva arsebiTi moTxovnebis Sesru­

leba uwyobs xels. damatebiT, arsebobs mosazrebac, rom Tavisufali 

savaWro SeTanxmebis efeqts agreTve didwilad STanTqavs investici­

ebis dacvisadmi mimarTuli ormxrivi sainvesticio xelSekrulebebi.

qveynis ekonomikis ganviTarebaSi sxvadasxva samarTlebrivi inst­

rumentisa Tu ekonomikuri meqanizmis Tanafardoba diskusiis sagania. 
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arc Cven varT imis momxre, rom romelimes dasaSvebze meti roli mieni­

Wos. faqtia isic, rom erovnuli ekonomikuri modelis Tanabarzomier 

da inkluziur zrdas instrumentebisa da meqanizmebis swori SerCeva 

da Sewyoba ganapirobebs. miuxedavad aseTi dilemisa, rasakvirvelia, 

aucileblad unda aRiniSnos is praqtikuli daxmareba, romelsac Tavi­

sufali savaWro SeTanxmeba, misi sworad gamoyenebisas, erovnuli war­

moebis globalur warmoebasTan integrirebas uwevs. agreTve aRniSv­

nis Rirsia aseTi SeTanxmebis Tanamedrove codnisa da gamocdilebis 

„gadamcem“ meqanizmad gamoyeneba. es ukanaskneli eqstra gamoyenebiT 

sargebels SeiZens pandemiisa da post-pandemiis pirobebSi axali glo­

baluri miwodeba-momaragebis jaWvis formirebisas, ise rogorc ukeT 

gviCvenebs miwodeba-momaragebis axal konfiguraciasTan qarTuli eko­

nomikuri sistemis misadagebis konturebs. 

SeTanxmebis araekonomikuri mxare

e
rTi sityviT,  Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebis ekonomikuri upira­

tesobebi zogan kiTxvis niSnis qveS eqceva, xolo iq, sadac aseT upi­

ratesobebs realuri piri uCans,  maT saqmed gardaqmna esaWiroeba. am 

metad rTuli instrumentis saSenod momarjveba ki,  garda swori eko­

nomikuri modelirebisa Tu saTanado infrastruqturisa, minimalurad 

aucilebeli pirobebis dakmayofilebas moiTxovs. ramdenime maTgani _ 

Cveni azriT, arsebiTi _ zemoT ukve vaxseneT. 

Tavisufal savaWro SeTanxmebaze saubrisas praqtikulad SeuZlebe­

lia gverdi avuaroT mis araekonomikur, e.w. politikur mxares. arcTu 

iSviaTad, aseTi SeTanxmebis gaformeba swored politikuri mosazrebe­

biT aris nakarnaxevi da sagareo Tu usafrTxoebis politikis WrilSi 

ganviTarebuli movlenebis Sedegia.

es Tviseba gansakuTrebiT naTlad Cans amerikis SeerTebuli Sta­

tebis mier Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebis gagebis magaliTze, xolo 

CvenTvis, qarTvelebisaTvis, aseTi (anu amerikis SeerTebuli State­

biseuli) gagebis ukeT gaanalizeba miT ufro mniSvnelovania, Tuki 

mxedvelobaSi miviRebT CvenSive mkafiod deklarirebul survils, ga­

vaformoT amgvari statusis dokumenti mTavar strategiul partni­

orTan. metadre, rom Cvens or qveyanas Soris mravalganzomilebiani 

mWidro TanamSromloba pirdapir moiTxovs da ganapirobebs saqarT­

velosa da amerikis SeerTebul Statebs Soris Tavisufali savaWro 

SeTanxmebis arsebobas.

sakmaod aSkaraa, rom amerikis SeerTebuli Statebis sagareo poli­

tikis arsenalSi Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmeba ufro metad saga­

reo-politikuri miznebis miRwevis SesaZleblobaa, vidre savaWrosi. 

dasturad Tundac im qveynebis CamonaTvali rad Rirs, visTanac aSS-s 
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aseTi dokumenti akavSirebs. magaliTisaTvis mxolod ramdenime rom 

vaxsenoT, vfiqrobT, zemoTqmuli mosazrebac ufro mtkice iqneba: isra­

eli da iordania, maroko, bahreini da a.S. 

faqtia, rom yovel aseT qveyanasTan Tu regionTan mimarTebiT ame­

rikis SeerTebuli Statebis interesi gacilebiT metia, vidre vaWroba. 

marTalia, praqtikulad, nebismieri aseTi SeTanxmeba ramdenime mizans 

isaxavs, umTavresi mainc konkretuli SeTanxmebis konkretul mxares­

Tan aSS-is metad konkretuli sagareo dRis wesrigia. 

amdenad, migvaCnia, rom amerikis SeerTebul Statebsa da saqarTvelos 

Soris Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmeba umTavresad ormxriv sagareo 

da usafrTxoebis interesebs unda daefuZnos. es sakiTxisadmi yvelaze 

swori, racionaluri da, gnebavT, wesieri midgoma iqneba.

aqve ramdenime damatebiTi mosazreba Tavisufali savaWro SeTan­

xmebis irgvliv qarTul-amerikul procesTan: kidev erTxel aRvniS­

navT, rom es SeTanxmeba mxolod logikuri da aucilebeli rgolia 

ormxrivi urTierTobis mravalwlian jaWvSi da is am partniorobi­

saTvis fuZemdeblur araerT dokuments, maT Soris,  „sakonstitucio“ 

datvirTvis aSS-saqarTvelos strategiuli partniorobis qartias 

bunebrivad daemateba. amavdroulad, samomavlo Tavisufali savaWro 

SeTanxmeba iqceva kidev erT magaliTad didi da mcire zomis eko­

nomikebs Soris Tanazomieri ekvilibriumis sademonstraciod, rac 

ar aris martivi amocana. amitomac, qarTul-amerikuli Tavisufali 

savaWro SeTanxmeba albaT umetesad savaWro politikis sakiTxebs 

unda mieZRvnas da ara garantirebul savaWro brunvas, rasac uadgi­

lod miviCnevdiT.

mokled rom iTqvas, dasaxelebul dokumentSi mxareebs maTi „viwro 

korporaciul-erovnuli“ interesi unda aerTianebdes. amerikis Seer­

Tebuli Statebis mxridan, umTavresad, esenia usafrTxoebisa da samxed­

ro TanamSromlobis miRma saqarTvelosadmi amerikuli mxardaWeris 

kidev erTi mZlavri demonstrireba, ise rogorc qarTuli ekonomikis 

TviTkmarobisaTvis xelSewyoba ucxour (maT Soris, aSS-is) daxmareba­

ze damokidebulebis Semcirebis gziT.

rac Seexeba Tbiliss, ra Tqma unda, zogadpolitikur miznebTan erTad 

qarTuli mxaris sargebelia amerikis SeerTebuli Statebis maRalSe­

mosavlian bazarze wvdomis gaumjobeseba. gavimeorebT, rom dRes ukve 

arsebuli formatis am gziT wvdomis gafarToeba sakmaod delikaturi 

procesia ori gansxvavebuli masStabis ekonomikis specifikis gaTvalis­

winebiT. amavdroulad, qarTul-amerikuli damatebiTi jansaRi interesi 

SesaZloa gamoixatos saqarTvelos xelisuflebisaTvis kidev erT _ am­

jerad Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebis ZaliT _ motivaciaSi saerTaSo­

riso valdebulebebis sapasuxod saSinao reformebis gasatareblad. aq 

naTqvamTan erTad aseve aucileblad vaxsenebT aseTi maRali statusis 

SeTanxmebis damatebiT politikur da moralur mniSvnelobas Cveni qvey­
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nis teritoriebis okupaciisa da drodadro ama Tu im saxis embargosa 

Tu ekonomikuri blokadis muqaris pirispir yofnis pirobebSi. 

zemoTqmulTan erTad Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmeba iqceva qar­

Tul-amerikuli partniorobis morig testad,  rameTu am tipis SeTan­

xmebebis ZalaSi Sesvla rig SemTxvevebSi amerikis SeerTebuli State­

bis rogorc aRmasrulebel, ise sakanonmdeblo xelisuflebaTa mxar­

daWeras moiTxovs. Sesabamisad, vaWrobis sferoSi qarTul-amerikul 

SeTanxmebasac kvlav CvenTvis aucilebel im orpalatian da orparti­

ul mxardaWeramde mivyavarT, romlis gareSe saqarTvelosa da amerikis 

SeerTebuli Statebis jansaRi strategiul-politikuri partnioroba 

warmoudgenelia. safiqralia isic, rom aseTi SeTanxmebis gaformebiT 

saqarTvelosTan warmatebulma praqtikam SesaZloa safuZveli Seqmnas 

regionaluri savaWro blokisTvisac, Tumca imasac vacnobierebT, rom 

es samomavlo da gacilebiT rTuli gamowvevaa. 

samomavlod

r
a Tqma unda, saqarTvelosaTvis axal partniorebTan Tavisufali 

savaWro SeTanxmebebis gaformeba saerToevropul, evroatlanti­

kur da globalur ekonomikur sivrceSi integrirebis erT-erTi 

saSualebaa. xolo, rogorc ukve am statiaSi aRiniSna, es procesi 

ara mxolod ekonomikuri TanamSromlobis miznebs emsaxureba, ara­

med gacilebiT farTo dRis wesrigSi eqceva. miT umetes, rom am 

mxriv msoflio asparezze dominanturi trendi, msoflio savaWro 

organizaciis winaSe arsebuli sistemuri gamowvevebis fonze, isev 

da isev ormxrivi an regionaluri niSniT,  mravalmxrivi savaWro ga­

erTianebebi rCeba.

amavdroulad, gvsurs xazgasmiT aRvniSnoT Cveni statiis erT-erTi 

mTavari gzavnili: Tavisufali savaWro reJimis principiT axali geog­

rafiebis aTviseba an aseTi geografiebisaTvis sakuTari ekonomikuri 

sivrcis SeTavazeba ar SeiZleba iqces saerTaSoriso protokolisadmi 

pativdebis gauazrebel ritualad; cxadia, rom es verc politikuri 

niSniT Tavmowonebis reveransad gamodgeba.

amdenad, aucilebelia yoveli SeTanxmebis konkretuli SemTxvevis 

obieqturi analizi _ Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmebebis e.w. qarTuli 

„strestestis“ safuZvlebiT Sefaseba. amgvari „strestesti“ kvalifi­

ciuri SefasebisaTvis aucilebeli, pirdapir da iribad dakavSirebuli 

faqtorebis aRnusxvas da maTi gamoyeneba-misadagebis meqanizms unda 

iTvaliswinebdes. SeTanxmebaze politikur-samarTlebrivi gadawyveti­

le­bis mi­Re­bi­sas mTa­va­ri Se­kiTx­vis – Tu ram­de­nad uwyobs xels da­sa­

debi SeTanxmeba erovnuli ekonomikis realur ganviTarebas misi gare 

ekonomikur sistemaSi organuli da ara moCvenebiTi an saziano integ­
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ri­re­biT – pa­su­xad mxo­lod ase­Ti sa­gul­da­gu­lo ana­li­zi da mid­go­ma 

gvesaxeba mTavar saSualebad.

qarTuli mxaris monawileobiT Tavisufali savaWro SeTanxmeba, mini­

mum, unda gvexmarebodes: (1) ekonomikuri zrdis miRwevaSi; (2) biznesga­

remos dinamikurobis gaumjobesebaSi; (3) pirdapiri investiciebis sti­

mulirebaSi; (4) samTavrobo xarjis Semdgom optimizaciaSi, ise rogorc 

(5) Tanamedrove codnasa da teqnologiebze wvdomis gaumjobesebaSi.

cxadia, rom proteqcionizmi yvelaze uaresi „gamosavalia“ ekonomi­

kuri gamowvevebis dasaZlevad, miT umetes ver gamodgeba mcire da ara­

sakmarisi resursis mqone erovnuli ekonomikis pirobebSi, romelsac 

ganviTarebisTvis garesamyarosTan kavSiri haeriviT sWirdeba. es saWi­

roeba udavoa da revizias ar moiTxovs. saubaria mxolod imaze, rom 

nebismieri aseTi dakavSireba unda moxdes gaazrebulad, dasabuTebiT, 

Sors mimavali Sedegebis swori da miukerZoebeli analiziT, ganviTare­

baze realurad orientirebuli molodinis da ara pativmoyvare koni­

unqturuli egos dasakmayofileblad. es mokle statia da misi calke­

uli kritikuli da Tanabrad sakamaTo SeniSvna Tu mosazreba swored 

amis Sexsenebas emsaxureba.
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FREE TRADE AGREEMENT:
MORE THAN LAW, MORE THAN TRADE
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The  „free trade agreement“ has recently become firmly established in the colloquial Geor-
gian dictionary when communicating with foreign countries. In official messages or du
ring the communication, such phrase designates a system of actions with specific con

tent. It would not be an exaggeration to say that the proper implementation of such system 
is important for our country, as it determines another means and a practical algorithm of the 
integration of Georgia into the international community. In addition to other means, on the 
basis of such algorithm, the compliance with specific, recognised norms and principles of 
coexistence are determined both by Tbilisi and its international partners; it is a measure of 
success of changes to be made in the country and, at the same time, of our admissibility to 
the foreign arena. 

Therefore, the circumstance is quite natural that, as a result of appropriate activities in 
recent years, the vector of foreign relations of Georgia has been broken into multilateral 
(including with the EU and the European Free Trade Association) and bilateral agreements 
of free trade regime, be it with Turkey, China, Central Asia, Ukraine, Russia or with other 
markets important to us. Moreover, the signing of agreements of such category seems to 
have become a matter of self-esteem for the Georgian authorities before the internal and 
external audiences, and the signing of such new agreements has become a sign of succes
sful activities in the field of foreign and economic diplomacy. 

It is doubtless that the free trade agreement regime is a necessary tool for our country, 
both for integrating in the global economic system, and for facilitating the development 
of the national economy. At the same time, perceiving facts and circumstances only in 
contrasting colours has become a kind of trademark of Georgian, and not only Georgian, 
political and public consciousness. And it happens when there is a rich gamma of co
lours between such contrasts, the identification and study of which is, at the very least, 
a matter of mere curiosity. Taking a very practical approach, all of these are matters of 
specific benefits and needs for planning international political or economic activities as 
well as for sculpting the self-sufficient and free- from-foreign influence origins of the 
Georgian economy.  

The aim of this short article is therefore to show the  „big picture“ of the free trade re
gime in realistic colours, through the general marking of its certain (may be quite arguable 
and disputable) aspects only. It is obvious that no statement or evaluation presented in 
this article claims to be indisputable; on the contrary, each thesis or assumption, as a criti
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cal overview of this or that nuance of such a big topic, is an attempt to stir up, in a sound 
manner, a desire for their further compliance. We deliberately try to avoid the discussion 
of individual schemes of an agreement (which would lie beyond the scope of this article) 
as well as the overloading of the article with statistical data that we definitely do not lack 
thanks to many sources. 

Shortly saying, we would like to observe the nature of free trade, to a certain extent, from 
the top view. In addition, we would imagine the additional emphasising of benefits granted 
under free trade agreements signed by Georgia, to be the accompanying result of our discus
sion. At the same time, it is also vital to realise the accompanying risks of such agreements, 
as well as to provide impartial discussion of optimal means of their tailoring to the interests 
of Georgia.

BRIEF INTRODUCTION TO 
„AN AGREEMENT FOR THE SAKE OF AGREEMENT“

S ince the 1980s of the past century, most developing countries have begun striving to
wards a market system, which, alongside with other steps, implied a liberalisation of 
the trade rules. Specific steps taken towards increasing the openness of the global tra

de in goods and services are considered to be the origins of such fundamental changes. 
In particular, the 1994 Uruguay Round of Negotiations resulted in the establishment of 
the World Trade Organization in 1995. Thus, the ten-year negotiation process, the ma
in goals of which can be grouped in two, is practically over. One of its most important 
tasks (further considering the Doha round) was to reduce obstacles in accessing markets 
of goods and services, while the second important task was to introduce compulsory and 
unified rules and procedures for market access to the extent possible, for which the so-
called  „maximum tariff rates“ were established. The thing is that, in accordance with 
the approach established previously, the market access was mainly achieved through the 
flat preferential tariffs on the selective basis, in relation to  „most favoured nations“ and 
strictly determined nomenclature of goods and services. 

Briefly saying, as a result of these processes during the past century, the dynamics of 
the liberalisation of trade rules has noticeably increased. In parallel with different versatile 
instruments, the dynamics also expressed itself in agreements signed in bilateral format. 
The latter circumstance is much more significant, since the bilateral trade agreements we
re better tailored to the principle of the so-called  „ new-type regionalism“ − each country 
tried its best to achieve its aims in the field of trade, to establish tariff schemes favourable 
for itself, to obtain the consent of the other party to the agreement with regard to its own 
version in relation to the origin of goods, as well as technical, procedural and other formal 
requirements. Depending on certain sources, multilateral, especially bilateral trade agree
ments have multiplied and gained a foothold with an effect of  „a running spring“. 

These different versatile changes did not delay the immediate economic effect, which was 
reflected in a significant reduction of average tariff rates. Also, in some cases, free trade tur
nover, be it in this or that format, has significantly increased (for instance, in the 1990s of the 



123

#1 saqarTvelos

iusticiis saministro

THE MINISTRY OF JUSTICE OF GEORGIA2022, Tebervali. FEBRUARY

20th century, by 65% between the EU countries, and by two and a half between the parties to 
the free trade pact between Mercosur and Andean Community). 

Naturally, the most tangible effect − the reduction of tariffs − has turned out to be an ad
ditional and, at the same time, critically important effect as a result of a number of necessary 
domestic reforms by national governments, without which the achievement of the necessary 
result of free trade would have been impossible.

It is also noteworthy that the approach based on the principles of mutual dependence and 
reciprocity in free trade, has contributed to the improvement of the international arena. The 
point is that countries of different strategic or non-strategic goals or ranges, different scales 
and ambitions have had to agree on common rules of conduct, more often by harmonising 
different approaches. A peculiar accompanying advantage of these agreements has become 
the establishment and further development of a culture of consensus in the field of internati
onal law and in other fields of public relations. 

Recent years, for example, have been distinguished in the free trade format by the institu
tional harmonisation of regulation of such matters as intellectual property, health care, safety 
and labour standards, labour migration, investment security, banking and financial activities, 
dispute resolution and so on. It is noteworthy that new approaches have created a new class 
of such agreements, the so-called  „modern free agreements“ that resonate with the modern 
agenda of economic integration and current challenges. It is however questionable how far 
the process will go without reforming the World Trade Organization, and without its invol
vement in the process. Another rather controversial issue is the increase in the number of free 
trade agreements, which is a result of quite unsuccessful Doha Round of Negotiations held 
in 2001. Truly, the Uruguay Round of Negotiations gave a sufficiently significant stimulus 
to the spread of this category of agreements. For more illustration, it should be noted that 
more than sixty free trade agreements were entered into force during the period between the 
Uruguay and Doha Rounds of Negotiations, that is, practically at a time when the reforming 
of the World Trade Organization was still a topic of great hopes. 

SEMANTICS AND ESSENCE

In a word, with the power of the free trade agreement, two or more countries refuse to initi
ate  „the tariff war“ when trading in goods produced by each country, maintaining the lever 
of setting tariffs in relation to third countries. It is also noteworthy that, with different free 

trade agreements, the nomenclature of goods is also different, whereas for their precise de
termination it is important to establish the origin of goods. Moreover, it practically happens, 
and it is quite often, when the choosing of nomenclature of goods may become the result of 
training of this or that lobbying group, and the preferences, and this is also a reality which 
is characteristic to the process of working on an agreement. This must be the reason why it 
has been repeatedly suggested that this category of agreement be called a  „preferential trade 
agreement“ instead of a  „free trade agreement“. 

Therefore, unlike a customs union, being parties to a free trade agreement, countries ma
intain their external tariffs, but use preferential tariff rates in relation to countries that are 
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parties to the free trade agreement. This approach is given a special role both for avoiding 
the  „forwarding“ of trade flows, and for the correct combination of the principle of prefe
rential tariffs and the principle of origin of goods. This does not enable a country, which is 
not a party to the agreement, to transport goods with preferential tariffs through the territory 
of a country, which is a party to the agreement, to another country which is also a party to 
the agreement. Obviously, alongside with the formal requirement, the process also requires 
the right and lawful administration, whereas its sustainability is a prerogative of relevant 
supervisory and executive agencies. It is also worth mentioning that special attention is pa
id to the right adjustment of the criteria of the origin of goods, and in this regard a relevant 
classification has already been developed. 

This time, however, we would like to focus on other quite essential economic factors. 
One of these factors, which is also very important, is linked to the supply of goods. This 

is to maintain the ability to increase national production and exports of own products within 
a particular economic system while competing with imported goods as a result of the entry 
into force of a free trade agreement in the same economic system. It is obvious that a proper 
evaluation of the mentioned factor depends on many direct or indirect circumstances. For 
example, such evaluation should take into account not only the country’s trade and industrial 
policy, but also the fact that other components of human resources and the country’s com
petitiveness, which are related to the trade institutional infrastructure, requires the correct 
judgment. 

It is of utmost importance that the discussion on the factor of supply of goods be based 
on as objective economic circumstances as possible. It is important to remember this, be
cause decision-makers might appear entrapped by different subjective and marker-determi
ned assumptions and, therefore be separated from pure economic categories or rationalism. 
What is not excluded is that the negotiating party to a free trade agreement may miss critical 
inaccuracies, may be unable to completely analyse the possible outcomes of the agreements 
or may fail to strike the right balance between the obligations undertaken by the agreement 
and the national tasks. Any such mistake or inaccuracy may become especially costly for a 
country, if it is not ready for a free trade regime, both in terms of competence and on the in
stitutional level. 

The signing of a free trade agreement in a hasty manner, especially when it comes to 
the negative economic consequences of the supply of goods, is also linked to such pro
cesses, which gradually emerge over time. More precisely, it is the abundance of tariff 
schemes for trade with different countries for a particular country and the risk caused 
by their possible differentiation. Leaving aside the trade imbalance, which is already a 
dangerous anomaly, the implementation of distinguished tariff schemes is also related 
to the difficulties of their practical administration. When speaking of determining fac
tors it is also important to note the compliance of trade, which is related to the quality 
of compliance of the trade structure of one country with the trade structure of another. 
In other words, it is the task of the contracting country to determine to what extent the 
new rules and requirements laid down in the agreement change imports made prior to the 
conclusion of the agreement. In the course of such analysis, one must consider the level 
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of development of the national economy, the quality of the diversification of resources 
and the export potential. 

It is obvious that only the correct compatibility and mutual balance of many matching pa
rameters determines the success of individual free trade agreements (e.g. in practice this is the 
case with the North American Free Trade Association − NAFTA) and the actual effectiveness 
for the parties. In this regard, a real active asset for the Georgian economy could not only be the 
fact of signing the agreement, but also the tangible economic effects of the agreement.

HOWEVER, IT SHOULD BE REMEMBERED  THAT ...

...On the one hand there are data of the total trade turnover of countries that are parties to 
the free trade agreement, both within and beyond the free trade regime, and data of 
the trade turnover obtained on the basis of such particular agreements, on the other 

hand. In the latter case, they are relatively poor and comprise only 30% of data available in 
the first instance… 

At a glance, such a gap might be even surprising, but it has some explanations. One po
int is that trading in significant part of goods within the free trade regime is already possible 
using the status of the so-called  „most favoured nations“ (when tariff rates are minimal or 
even equal to zero); the second point is that many countries exempt from taxes such import 
material, which they use for producing their own goods for export; it should be also noted 
that it is a common practice when goods with high tariffs are already excluded from the free 
trade agreement; another circumstance is the popularity of the e-commerce and its accelera
ted growth rate, especially given the specifics of the pandemic and post-pandemic period (in 
which case it is worth noting that the e-commerce is practically exempt from taxes under the 
WTO Information Technology Agreement (ITA) of 2006); and, finally, an entrepreneur may 
refuse to use the free trade agreement due to direct and indirect costs related to the adminis
tration of the benefits granted by the agreement.

IT SHOULD BE ALSO REMEMBERED THAT …

...The effect of free trade agreements on attracting investments to the country is not a 
straightforward fact. Undoubtedly they have a particular but not a decisive role in 
this process. In fact, the compliance with other more essential requirements serves to 

support the investment environment. In addition, there is an assumption that the effect of a 
free trade agreement is mostly absorbed by bilateral investment agreements oriented towards 
the security of investment…

The correlation between different legal instruments or economic mechanism in a co
untry’s economic development is the subject of discussion. Nor do we support that any of 
them is given a role that is more than permissible. It is also a fact that the balanced and in
clusive growth of the national economic model is conditioned by the correct selection and 
adjustment of tools and mechanisms. Despite such dilemma, it is obviously necessary to 
mention the practical assistance that a free trade agreement (when used correctly) shows in 
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relation to the integration of national production into global production. The use of such ag
reements as a  „transmitting“ mechanism for the contemporary knowledge and experience is 
also worth mentioning. The latter will benefit through its extra use during the formation of a 
new global supply chain in the conditions of pandemics and post-pandemics, and will better 
show the contours of compatibility of the Georgian economic system with the new configu
ration of the global supply chains.

THE NON-ECONOMIC SIDE OF THE AGREEMENT

In a word, the economic benefits of free trade agreements are sometimes under question. 
But where these benefits appear to be real, they need to be transformed into actions. The 
adjustment of such a complex instrument to one’s own needs, in addition to the right eco

nomic modelling or appropriate infrastructure, also requires the meeting of necessary condi
tions as minimum. Some of them, which in our opinion are most essential, we have already 
mentioned above.

When speaking of free trade agreements, it is practically impossible to avoid their non-
economic, the so-called political side. Signing such agreements is often dictated by political 
assumptions and is the result of developments in the field of foreign or security policy. 

This feature is especially evident in the way in which the United States perceives free 
trade agreements. For us, the Georgians, the better analysis of such perception (i.e. the way 
the USA perceives) is even more important if we consider our clearly declared will to sign 
the document of such status with our main strategic partner, especially in the circumstances 
where multidimensional close cooperation between our two countries directly requires and 
stipulates the existence of a free trade agreement.

It is obvious that in the arsenal of the U.S. foreign policy, free trade agreements pursue 
foreign political aims rather than those of trade, as it is proven by the list of countries with 
which the United States has signed such agreements. Naming just a few will suffice to fortify 
the above stated assumption: Israel and Jordan, Morocco, Bahrain and so on. 

It is a fact that U.S. interests in relation to each country or region are far greater than 
trade alone. It is true that, in practice, any such agreement has several purposes, the most 
important of which is a very specific US foreign agenda in relation to a specific party to a 
specific agreement. We, therefore, believe that the free trade agreement between Georgia 
and the United States of America should mostly be based upon bilateral foreign and safety 
interests. This would be the most correct, rational and, if you wish, the decent approach 
to the matter. 

Here we would like to present some additional assumptions on the Georgian-American 
process around free trade agreements: we would like to mention once again that such agre
ements are only logical and necessary links in the chain of multi-annual bilateral relations, 
and they will naturally be added to a number of key documents that are fundamental for the 
partnership, including the US-Georgia Charter on Strategic Partnership, which has a  „cons
titutional“ meaning. In the meantime, the future free trade agreement will become a further 
example of demonstrating an equilibrium between large and small economies, which is not 
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an easy task to accomplish. This is why, the Georgian-American free trade agreement should 
mostly be dedicated to trade policy matters and not to a guaranteed trade turnover, which 
would seem inappropriate for us due to various circumstances. 

In a few words, in the said document the respective parties should be united by their  
„narrow corporate-national“ interest. From the side of the United States of America, this 
is another powerful demonstration of US support for Georgia beyond security and military 
cooperation, as well as the support for Georgia’s economic self-sufficiency by reducing its 
dependence on foreign aid (including that by the United States). 

As for Tbilisi, alongside with general political goals, of course, the major benefit for the 
Georgian side would be improving access to highly profitable market of the United States. 
We would reiterate that expanding access to the existing format is a rather delicate process 
given the specifics of economies of two different scales. At the same time, the additional so
und Georgian-American interest may be expressed in motivating the Georgian government 
− once again through a free trade agreement − to pursue domestic reforms in response to 
international commitments. In addition to all the above, we would also like to mention the 
additional political and moral significance of such a high status agreement in the context of 
the occupation of the territories of our country and the occasional conditions of this or that 
kind of embargo or the threat of economic blockade that might face the country.

In addition to the above, the free trade agreement would become another test of the 
Georgian-American partnership, because the entry into force of this type of agreements in 
some cases requires the support from both the executive and legislative authorities of the 
United States. Consequently, the Georgian-American trade agreement still leads us to the 
double-chamber and double-party support necessary for us, without which a healthy strate
gic-political partnership between Georgia and the United States is inconceivable. It is also 
worth thinking that the successful practice of concluding such an agreement with Georgia 
may lay ground for a regional trade bloc, but we also realise that this is the future and much 
more difficult challenge.

OUTLOOK

Of course, the conclusion of free trade agreements with new partners offers Georgia some 
further opportunities for integration with the European, Euro-Atlantic and global eco
nomic space. And, as already mentioned in this article, this process not only serves the 

purposes of economic cooperation, but also has a much broader agenda. Especially, since 
the dominant trend in the world arena − against the background of systemic challenges fa
cing the World Trade Organization – remains to be multilateral trade unions on a bilateral or 
regional basis. 

At the same time, we would like to underline one of the main messages of this piece of 
article: covering the new geographic markets through the principle of free trade regime and 
offering own economic space for geographic markets must not become the senseless ritual 
of respect for international protocol; obviously, this cannot be used as a reverence for self-
approval on a political note.
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An objective analysis of each particular case of every agreement is therefore vital, that 
is, free trade agreements must be evaluated on the basis of the so-called Georgian  „stress 
test“. For a qualified evaluation, such  „stress test“ should include the recording of directly 
or indirectly linked factors necessary for evaluation, as well as the mechanism of their usa
ge and adjustment. In the course of a political and legal decision-making with regard to an 
agreement, the answer to the main question − whether the agreement contributes to the real 
development of the national economy through its organic and not pretentious or harmful in
tegration in its external economic system − only such a thorough analysis and approach is 
considered to be the main means. 

With Georgia being a party, the free trade agreement should, as minimum, facilitate the 
following: (1) achieving economic growth; (2) improving the dynamics of business environ
ment; (3) stimulating direct investments; (4) further optimising government expenses; and 
(5) improving the availability of contemporary knowledge and technologies. 

Obviously, in terms of overcoming economic challenges, protectionism would be the 
worst  „way out“. Particularly it would not be worth for a national economy with scarce and 
insufficient resources and critical need of being linked with the outside world necessary for 
its development. Such need is indisputable and does not require the revision. The only po
int is that any such link must be made thoughtfully, reasonably, with a correct and unbiased 
analysis of further outcomes, in order to meet a realistic development-oriented expectation 
rather than an ambitious conjunctural ego. This short article and its separate critical and equ
ally disputable notes or assumptions are only meant to serve as a reminder thereof. 



252

2022, Tebervali. FEBRUARY

saqarTvelos

iusticiis saministro

THE MINISTRY OF JUSTICE OF GEORGIA

#1


