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11 Best's Review(Life/Health Insurance Edition), "Best's Insolvency Study Life/Health
Insurers 1976-1991", June 1992, pp 23-24
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< -1> 1997 2020 %)
( GDP def )
1998 8.05409 36 11.65409
1999 768013 3.3 10.98013
2000 7.30264 3.2 1050264
2001 7.91699 3.9 11.81699
2002 7.69339 38 11.49339
2003 7.37714 3.8 11.17714
2004 7.05336 3.7 10.75336
2005 6.73164 34 10.13164
2006 6.41295 34 9.81295
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2010 5.16704 3.2 8.36704
: GDP def  KDI
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( :
(€)) (2 M- @
674,054 619,502 656,263 36,761
A 131,119 117,235 117,235 -
B 38,216 35,723 36,092 369
C 277,864 254,649 277,864 23,215
D 33,929 31,761 33,929 2,168
E 164,913 153,905 164,913 11,008
F 28,013 26,230 26,230 -
87,684 80,569 80,569 -
40,892 36,742 36,742 -
52,436 49,751 49,751 -
2442 2,014 2,023 -
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("balance of payments need")
1 3
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O 1970 1994 (Debt
Crisis)
O 1995 2
1997 11 15
O 13
* 1997 11 ( ) (2.9),
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IMF B 2 ( ), 97 8 (
97 11 ( )
SDR Quata 5
IMF (SDR Quata 7 )
< 2>
( )
IMF 178 39 101
Quata (6.9) (5.2 4.9)
(40)
(10)
(10) (50)
(30)
(10)
(200) 10) (30)
BIS(100)* (10 (10)
( ) (30) (10) : (10)
) ®) World Bank (45)
World Bank(15) ADB(3)
ADB(12)
330 127 210
508 166 311

: IMF Press Release, The Economist
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1994 1995 1996 1997* 1998*
8.9 87 6.4 25 35
53 7.1 48 95 50
( GDP ) 18 25 22 -16 10
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( GDP ) 638 63 6.6 42 44
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® 97 80% ( 5.0%(98 )
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( . %)
1994 1995 1996 1997* 1998*
75 8.2 8.0 50 30
96 90 6.6 10.0 90
( GDP ) 02 09 12 08 10
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( ) 10% 6% 5% 10,309
( ) 8% 4% 4% 143
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D) 1 2 3 3
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3) 1995 6
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