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Abstract 

 

Purpose - The issue related to unpaid income compensation characterizes peculiarities and 

difficulties, due to the hypothetical nature of mentioned damage. The preconditions for unpaid 

income compensation and the high standard of their burden of proof assertion significantly 

complicates the issue related to plaintiff's receipt of compensation and full restoration of the 

violated right. The purpose of present thesis is to research preconditions of lost profits, 

standard of burden of proof related to preconditions of lost profits and other possible 

alternatives of compensation.  

Methods – For research was used the analysis of practice of Supreme Court of Georgia and 

Tbilisi Court of Appeals. In addition to this, the subject of research was compared with the 

settlement of the issue according to different legal system and with such unified documents as 

The Principles of European Contract Law (PECL), United Nations Convention of International 

Sale of Goods (CISG) and UNIDROIT Principles of International Commercial Contracts 

(UPICC). 

Results – Compensation of lost profits, full compensation of damage is hindered by the burden 

of proof and the definition of foreseeability of damage and the possibility to prove the 

preconditions of objectively receiving income, moreover the determination the amount of 

damage.  In parallel with these problems, was researched alternatives of recovery, such as loss 

of a chance and reimbursement of unreasonably saved money by the debtor at the expense of 

the creditor, on the basis of general reservation (Article 991).  

Conclusions – The problematic issues raised during research significantly hinder the 

restoration of the violated right and the full compensation of the damage. Therefore, it is 

important to share the assumed alternatives and on the basis of them to impose compensation, 

there, where will be on the face appropriate preconditions set by the alternatives. 

Main words – lost profit, loss of a chance, amount of damage, foreseeable, objectively 

acceptable.  


