O
, 1996
O
0
0
0
1982 2
11)
12)

1989
1998 4

11)

, 1988. p.280.
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1979

12)



1)

0.1%
0.1%

0.3%

3

0.3%

0.1%

0.2%

0.3%

0.3%

0.3%

0.3%

o 2001

2,769
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2,284 : 485

o 2001 4,139
2)
)
O
(0]
(0]
= ( 9
(0]
P) ©
P) (M) R)
(0]
R © + (M)
13)
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- B8 -



3)

0.56%

0.38%

1,600
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384

0.3%




, %)

- 60 -

19,136.0 1,264,145.9 0.38 1.00 0.10 1.00
6,184.9 222,1794 0.70 184 0.30 3.00
76.6 55,406.5 0.03 0.09 0.30 3.00
6,261.5 277,585.9 0.56 149 0.30 3.00
2 1)
2) : FY98 FYyO01
)
1.64%
3.52%
038% 0.80%
< 3>
( , %)
(A) (B) (C=A-B)
63,600.0 19,136.0 |44,464.0 | 2,717,341.1 164 | 1,264,1459 3.52
8,365.2 6,184.9 | 2,180.3 466,357.5 047 2221794 0.98
113.9 76.6 37.3 103,702.6 0.4 55,406.5 0.07
8479.1 6,2615 | 2,217.6 570,060.1 0.38 277,585.9 0.80
0 1) =
2) = -
3 : FY98 FYO1
2002
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< 4>
)
12,474 453,181 90,962 362,219 3633.0%
7,779 189,300 105,508 83,792 1077.2%
6,151 85,652 3,008 82,644 1343.6%
1,628 103,648 102,500 1,148 70.5%
426 49,144 65 49,079 11536.2%
1,751 211,918 57,960 153,958 12102.7%
3,648 76,011 5,390 70,621 2083.6%
1,853 22,641 8,601 14,040 1221.9%
27,931 1,002,195 165,986 836,209 3588.1%
2 1)
2)
: , 2002531
(1) x ()
202




76.1%, 13.8%
< 5>
( )
447,000 1,126,900 1,341 2,361 76.1%
147,200 187,700 442 502 13.8%
01 5%
2 2002.3
02001 1
5,000
o 189 232
, 44.0% 54.8%
2002
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2,000 2,000 5,000
5,000
( ) 97,530 2,827 979 101,336
0.966 0.028 0.007 1.000
w0 ) 112,476 70,181 245,899 428,556
0.242 0.151 0.607 1.000
2,000 . 188
5,000 : 232
(2002. 7 )
(2000. 9 )
1)
O 0.1%
25
0
2)
O :
, 14).
14) , () , 2002.6.28.
2002




3)

57.1%
76.5%
7.6% 14.9%
< 7>

) C )
4,139 76.5% 63.6 57.1%
646 11.9% 8.3 75%
159 2.9% 0.1 0.1%
805 14.9% 8.5 7.6%
109 2.0% 16.0 144%
46 0.9% 174 15.6%
176 3.3% 4.8 4.3%
136 25% 11 1.0%
5,412 100.0% 1114 100.0%

2002



1)

O 1989
(0] 2000 8
(0}
< 8>
1989. 4 0.1%
1997.12 0.15%
1998. 4 0.15%
1998. 7 0.15%
1998.10 0.15%
2000. 8 0.3%
2001. 1 0.3%
2)
O
(0]
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3)

1,160

15)

10 30

68,545
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16,236

4.2
4,896

15)



o>

1 1,200,000 1,164,609 1,182,305 3,547 1,226,320 1,226
2 1,200,000 2,404,918 1,802,459 5,407 2,501,694 | 2,502
3 1,200,000 3,725,847 2,462,924 7,389 3,777,067 | 3,777
4 1,200,000 5,132,637 3,166,318 9,499 1,226,320 1,226
5 1,200,000 6,630,868 3,915,434 11,746 2,501,694 | 2,502
6 1,200,000 8,254,434 4,727,217 14,182 3,777,067 | 3,777
7 1,200,000 9,983,532 5,591,766 16,775 1,226,320 1,226

8,400,000 9,983,532 - 68,545 - | 16,236

7 ’

3
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< 10> (1969  1990)

(%9
( ) 86 28
64 21
30 10
30 10
26 9
21
17
28 9
302 100
70 -
372 -

: AM. Best Company, Best's Insolvency Study: Property/ Casuaty Insurance
1969-1990, June 1991.
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- 1969 1990

(net assessments)

16),

16) Winkler, Daniel T., Flanigan, George B. and Johnson, Joseph E. 1994. An Analysis of
State Guaranty Fund Assessments for Property/ Casualty Insurers fromm 1979-90,
Journal of Insurance Regulation 10(3):341-367.
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0
1)
NAIC
0
- 2000 12 :
- (COMP 136.7R) (on the
basis of business activities) :
0

(70%, 30%)

17) NAIC, April 2002, "Life and Health Insurance Guaranty Association Model Act
Legislative History" Mode Laws Regulations and Guideline : 520-73.
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(base levy), (specific cost levy)

(compensation levy) :
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