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- 50%
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6 10 20%
11 20 30%
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6 10 10%
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: 5/1,000x S1 + 10/1,000x S2
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151000 + 51000x S1 + 10/1,000x S2
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< -2>
< -2>
15 50 15 50
744% 24 4% 90.9% 435%
304% 17.1% 32.8% 26.2%
135% 12.8% 13.4% 13.2%
585% 12.2% 62.5% 11.8%
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1
5 (n), 10 (n2) 5
51,000(a 1) 10 10/1,000(a 2)
< -3>
< -3> ( )
( : ,
20 21 25 26 30 31 35 36 |40 |41
5 P 33 34 35 35 36 37 44 | 46 | 61 | 66
ALP 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 | 10 | 10
10 P 36 37 38 38 41 43 53 | 56 - -
ALP 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
P , ALP: (a1 a2
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> ¢ , hl<n2
x: ni| x: n2|
5 (n), 10 (n2)
7/ 1,000(a )
-4>
< 4> ( )
( : 10 ,
20 21 25 26 30 31 35 36 40 |41
5 P 37 38 40 40 40 40 48 50 65 | 70
ALP| 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 | 14
10 P 32 33 34 34 37 39 49 52 - -
ALP| 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
P , ALP :
< -4> 10 5
5
, 20 5
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5 50 11)
< 5>
11) 1,000
5 547,200 579,000
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( 10 , 3% ,20

1 2 3 4 5 7
3,147 6,294 9441 12588 | 15735 | 22,029
2753 3,989 4,483 4,978 5472 6,461
875% | 634% | 475% | 395% | 348% | 29.3%
2372 4744 7,116 9488 | 11860 | 16,604
1,978 2439 2,158 1,878 1,597 1,036

. 3,147 775
24.6%
' 1978
394

: 0 35

1 2 3 4 5
1,200,000 | 2,400,000 | 3,600,000 | 4,800,000 | 6,000,000
260,072 320,144 380,216 | 440,288 500,360
21.7% 13.3% 10.6% 9.2% 8.3%
1,091,928 | 2,183,856 | 3,275,784 | 4,367,712 | 5,459,640
152,000 104,000 56,000 8,000 0

1,200,000 108,072
9.0%
11,928
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5 240,000

200,000

( ; 10 , 3% ,20

1951 3,902 5,853 7,804 9,755 13,657

1557 3,114 4671 5,332 5,790 6,706

798% | 798% | 79.8% 68.3% 59.4% 49.1%

1,166 2,332 3,498 4,664 5,830 8,162

1,166 2,332 3,498 2,192 1,865 1,210

. 1951 785
40.2%

, 1,23

394
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( %)
FY'92 259 6.0 83
FY'93 25.1 6.1 76
FY'94 240 6.2 7.1
FY'95 237 64 72
12)
“ (life planner)”
2 3
12) ‘95 ( )
40.6%
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15)

16)
15) (illustration)
. (NAIC)
Life Insurance lllustration Model Regulation 1997 1
. 1997 12 51 31
(illustration actuary) (Actuarial Standard of Practice No. 24)
16) K
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70%



3.974.1 '97.9.30

- 40 -

100%
-r> 78%
< >
( , %)
834 399 201 28
) < 834 (100.0) (478) | (241) | (34)
4,215 2,877 700 62
A A 421 (100.0) (683) | (166) | (15)
1,882 1,076 292 83
i B 1882 (100.0) (572) | (155) | (44)
c 1 2
2. ()



%)

(A)

(B)

(©)

A/C B/C
27,380 79.6 7,000 204 34,380
3,644 70.7 1,509 29.3 5,153
1879 716 744 284 2,623
2,179 716 863 284 3,042
272 775 79 225 351
35,354 776 10,196 224 45,550

- FY'96
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2 3
W 1t 3,139 , W2t 2,996
W3t 2,924
< -O>
( 0, 35, , 20 )
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Vi 2,364 | 4,894 7604 | 10505 | 13614 16,943 | 20,508
W 1t 0 2,751 5,890 9,220 | 12576 16,514 | 20,508
W2t 650 | 3465 6,461 9648 | 13,042 16,657 | 20,508
W3t 1,078 3,823 6,747 9,863 | 13,185 16,728 | 20,508
L
2.Vt :
Wit : 30/1,000
W2t : 20/1,000
W3t : 15/1,000
19) . . , , , 1997. 3,
pp. 57-58
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( : 10 , 35 , 55 )
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Vi 2,699 5592 8,691 | 12,013 | 15575 | 19,393 | 23,486
W 1t 128 3,449 6,977 | 10,728 | 14,718 18,964 23,486
D1 0 3 69 140 215 29 379
(0) 3) (72) (219) (455) (792) (1,246)
W 2t 1413 4521 7834 | 11,371 | 15,146 19,179 23,486
D2 0 28 90 157 227 303 384
(0) (28) (121) (289) (543) (898) (1,367)
0 25 21 17 12 9 5
D2-D1
(0) (25) (49) (70) (88) (106) (121)
: 1 9.5%( )
2. W1t : ’ 30/ 1,000 .
W2t : 15/1,000
3. D1, D2 ()
< -1> t
S , ,
(net amount at risk) SVt ,
Wt |, Vt-Wit
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74%
10% )
2
31
< -11> FY'96
( , %)
37,897 5512 2,377 3,045 351 49,182
34,380 5,153 2,622 3,042 351 45 550
3517 359 - 245 3 0 3,632
(9.3) (6.5) (-10.3) (0.2) (0.0 (74)
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(functiona cost system)

21) LOMA (Life Office Management
A ssociation) 1954 EMaP (Expense Management Program)
75
LOMA

. LOMA Gregory
P. Storey (Expense Management : Industry Trends, Resource, 1997 Jan.,
pp. 36 41, 1997 Feb., pp. 43 46, 1997 Mar., pp. 80 83) EMaP

- 52 -



	III. 예정사업비 체계의 문제점 및 개선방안
	1. 가격경쟁력 확보
	2. 계약간 형평성
	3. 소비자 권익보호
	4. 재무건전성 제고
	5. 개선효과


