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: DM,
1990.1.1 4,725 2,025 470 200
1991.11 4,875 2,250 480 220
1992.1.1 5,100 2,925 500 300
1993.1.1 5,400 3,975 530 390
1994.1.1 5,700 4,425 560 440
1995.1.1 5,850 4,800 580 470
1996.1.1 6,000 5,100 590 500

o T 1, 1, 1996. 8.
< 2>

20 22,149 12,780 1,278 8,091

640 5,219 2,779 575 1,864

57 3,000 2,310 242 448

21 642 290 36 316

2 49 22 11 16

2 1,197 253 28 914

13 943 684 109 150

13 17,643 10,990 3471 3,182

768 50,842 30,108 5,750 14,980

r 1, 1997.
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1993 1 1
1996 571
< > )
1980 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
272 267 264 259 257 223 84 12
855 692 684 680 673 653 634 485
156 152 151 148 145 139 122 39
19 19 19 19 19 19 19 18
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
1,319 1,147 1,135 1,123 1,111 1,051 876 571
r 1, 1997.
1.8% 4.1%
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: Chris Ham ed.(1998), Health Care Reform: Learning from International Experience,
Open University Press, p. 50.
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65
(medicare) (medicaid)
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sponsored group health insurance)
HMO(Health Maintenance Organization), PPO(Preferred Provider Organization),
POS(Pointed of Service) . HMO, PPO, POS

- 49 -



(managed care)

25

(Fee For Service) (Fee

For Payment)

- 50 -



1980

1996
200
70%

1990

(play-or-pay program)

(play)

7) KPMG Peat Marwick

HMO

1997

(AMA)

-51 -

1990

7

20%

(single payer)

1988



(Universal National Health Insurance Program)
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20.0%

254%

1155

236.7

20.8

122%

52.4%
13.2%
16.1%
2.3%
222%
2.9%
1997 12
2238
) 3534
116.1
3.7
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( % 1990
1997p 1998p
1996 Ua | 214 | 314 | 44 14 24
(GDP)| 71 55 57 6.6 6.1 39 39 | -66
74 62 5.7 72 75 46 64 | -10.0
79 65 76 8.2 6.6 37 35 | -56
69 35 44 5.1 5.1 02 | -97 | -122
7.1 -35 03 02 37 | 98 | 230 | -298
130 | 236 | 135 | 272 | 332 | 208 | 264 | 161
( ) 130 | 247 | 137 | 292 | 368 | 199 | 301 | 200
148 | 38 8.1 73 4.7 40 | -253 | 22
( ) 141 | 32 77 6.9 3.7 45 | 276 | -254
. , 2
O 1998 2/ 4 14 :
5
5 18.6%, 6 16.3% 7 IMF
12.7%
- CD 5 18.3%, 6
16.9%, 7 14.0% 8 11.2%
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5 17.9% 6 16.6%
13.69% 8 12%
9
< 2>
%)
1997 1998
1/4 | 2[4 | 314 | 44 | 1/4 4 5 6 7 9.22
119 | 122 | 123 | 163 | 238 | 213 | 186 | 163 | 12.7 85
127 | 126 | 126 | 156 | 227 | 203 | 183 | 169 | 140 104
123 | 121 | 121 | 170 | 206 | 181 | 179 | 166 | 137 126
: CD 91 3
1
30
=&
26
20
#

- 59 -




2/ 4

14
2/ 4

6 2/ 4
1,390

.24

061% 3

3 248% 6 1.12%
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< 3> -
( . %)
1997 1998
11 12 4 4 5 6 7 8 9.22
1,170.00| 1,695.00|1,513.70| 1,336.00| 1,407.00|1,373.00| 1,230.00 | 1,350.00 | 1,399.80
(278) | (-502) | (1070 | (269) | (205) | (235) | (37.8) | (255)) | (212)
1,025.58|1,484.08|1,611.71/1,391.97| 1,394.62 |1,397.18| 1,300.77 | 1,303.22 | 1,366.65
(182) | (435) | ©49) | 66 | 64) | (62) | 141 | (139 @ (86)
), ()
O 1998 2/4 ,
- 3
6 319.6
-7 327.8
8 3128
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- = 2000
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O FY'98 14
- FY'98 1/ 4
293.2% 1 3815
< D
. %)

FY '97 FYy '98

14 2/ 4 34 4]/ 4 14
870,655 900,030 923,870 909,210 909,210 893,400
45 34 2.6 -1.6 92 -1.7
100,807 91,493 133,712 163,547 489,559 110,021
7.7 -9.2 46.1 223 28.3 -32.7
20,218 20,876 21,369 28,495 90,959 24,976
-10.7 33 24 333 199 -124
65,914 67,737 105,434 172,674 411,760 127,343
6.0 2.8 55.7 63.8 67.8 -26.3
16,835 17,344 17,473 20,097 71,749 17,333
-5.2 3.0 0.7 150 50 -13.8
35,94 24476 28,081 -3,513 84,946 -13,815
23.0 -31.8 14.7 -1125 -34.7 -293.2

- 63 -



O 89 3400 1.7% ,

2.8%
O
124% 2 4976
[ 1 :
¥ 7 Bib
70
1 4 6
Al
a 1
S0
7 FHREEa A S 1 20
10
h il
a5. 3 96,3 9.3 S
2)
)
O FY'98 1/ 4 (1.8%)
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32.7% 1 21
9.1%
54.0%
< 2>
( % )
FY '97 Fy 98
14 2/ 4 3/ 4 4/ 4 14
406 -6.1 428 -43 273 -68 175 -215 297 -224/ 216 -17.1
144/ 103/ 177 112 134/ 110 111 08 136 396 167 18
150 13.6| 200/ 209 146/ 69 413| 2452 246 1960 411 -33.1
700 0.7 805 43 554/ 05 699 545 679 206 795 -23.6
300 286 195 -409 446 2345 301 -176 321 483 205 -54.0
100.0, 7.7/ 1000 -9.2/ 1000, 46.1 1000, 223| 1000 283| 1000 -32.7
100,807 91,493 133,712 163,547 489,559 110,021
26.3%
12 7,343 , FY'97 1/ 4 93.2%
10.1%p 115.7%
3.5%p 15.8% ,
13.8%



3>

( % )
FY '97 Fy 98
14 2/ 4 3/ 4 4/ 4 14
863 -6.8 905 04| 1234/ 27.1 2829 80.1 1356 39.6/ 2124 -37.8
215 6.6 220 137 256 292 344/ 357 262 746 392 158
56.6) 8.3 535 143 672 344 390 1006 480 837 47.8 -18.0
66.6 -35 660 38 848 287 995 811 819 492 908 -302
62.6 40.6 1063 02| 714 1249 1198/ 382 889 1217 2124 -186
654 6.0 740 28 785 557 1056/ 638 841 678 1157 -263
65,914 67,737 105,434 172,674 411,760 127,343
1 1) /
2)
< 4>
( % )
FY '97 FY '98
14 2/ 4 3/ 4 4/ 4 14
173 -129 165 -84 158 -108 162 -194| 165 -325 158 -19.3
441 28 438 105 429 86/ 432 16 434 305 395 -6.9
16,6, 23 156/ 139 160 93 9.6 1083 124 1098 12.3 -14.8
226/ 49 223 27 224/ 11 166 144/ 204 48 190 -126
28 -113] 52/ 93] 15 -48 23 271 24| 94/ 33 -328
167 -52 190 30 131 07 123 150 147 50 158 -13.8
16,835 17,344 17,473 20,097 71,749 17,333
1 1) /
2)
O FY'98 14 (1.8%)
(17.1%) (33.1%) 23.6%
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8 7416

41.1%( 14.6%) :
16.7%, 21.6%

(69.9%) 9.6%p 79.5%
O FY'98 1/ 4
8.7%p 90.8%
6%
- 4.8%p,
18.8%p 39.2%, 47.8% 70.5%p 2124%
O
24%p 19.0%
- 04%p, 3.7%p
15.8%, 39.5% 2.7%p 12.3%
O FY'98 1/ 4 54.0% 2 2,605
, 9.6%p 20.5%( 44.6%)
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O FY'98 1/ 4

92.8%p 212 4%( 714%)
O FY'98 V4 3.3%
0.9%p
15% 1.8%p
)
O FY'98 14 ’
, FY'97 1/ 4
29.2%p 77.0% , 20.7% (284%)
7.7%p . 0.9%p 22%
< 5 )
95.4%
1.1%p 3.3%, 5.9%p 1.1%
- , 57.9%, 42.0%
O FY'98 14
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; (< 6> ).

80.7% ,
17.8%, 1.5%
55.6%, 40.9%, 2.3%
19.6%p
) 3.9%, 79.8%, 13.9%
10.8%p , 8.5%p
< 5> ( )

( . %)

FY '97 FY '98

14 2/ 4 34 4/ 4 14

06 04 04 7.0 5.0 11

955 92.8 95.3 90.5 917 954

38 6.7 4.1 2.2 3.1 3.3

0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

6,646 8,668 8,151 53,967 77432 28,587

68.1 64.1 46.9 59.7 57.2 57.9

319 35.6 52.9 40.2 42.7 42.0

0.0 03 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.1

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

19,821 13,205 39,076 36,718 108,820 15,019

512 38.9 38.8 284 355 20.7

478 58.3 60.2 70.2 63.1 77.0

10 28 09 13 13 22

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

26,468 21,873 47,227 90,686 186,253 43,606




)

(

1%)

FY'97 4/ 4 FY'98 1/ 4
139 75.2 48 314 74 178 | 55.6 9.0 135 3.9
84.7 23.3 90.8 67.2 69.0 80.7 | 409 875 78.8 79.8
13 0.9 44 14 224 15 23 3.3 7.6 13.9
0.0 0.7 1.1 0.0 12 0.0 13 0.2 0.0 2.3
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
61,395 | 19,496 | 2,021 | 7,733 40 134,847 | 4,029 | 1,149 | 3,527 54
)
O FY'98 1/4 6 80.8%
(74.0%) 6.8%p ,
- 3 70.1%, 4.1%
3.6%p, 0.6%p ,
6.9%p, 0.8%p 9.0%, 5.6%
< 7> ( )
(%
FY '97 FY '96
1/ 4 2/ 4 3/4 4/ 4 1/ 4
3 684 65.7 68.2 66.5 67.2 70.1
6 774 75.8 76.9 74.0 758 80.8
12.0 11.7 10.7 159 129 9.0
4.7 5.0 51 35 45 4.1
54 7.1 6.9 64 6.5 5.6
04 04 0.3 0.3 0.3 04
0.1793 0.1645 0.1693 0.1809 0.1729 0.1845




01845 FY'97 4  (01793)  0.0052p

3)

O FY'98 14 :
14%p
11.2%

- FY'97 1/4
1.6%p ,

o 94.6% (94.8%) 0.2%p

- FY'97 3/ 4
FY'97 1 4 2.2%p 14.0%

- 28.6% (25.8%) 2.8%p

1.3%p 10.3% ,
3.1%p, 0.4%p 10.3%, 7.2%
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8>

( %
FY '97 Fy 98
14 2/ 4 3/ 4 4/ 4 14
16.2 164 15.2 15.0 14.0
26.1 265 24.9 258 28.6
72 75 6.8 76 103
6.8 6.8 6.6 75 72
116 113 109 10.1 103
45.0 444 471 459 436
73 74 76 8.1 84
54 5.3 5.2 5.2 54
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
94.6 94.7 94.8 94.8 94.6
126
9.6 95 95 (11.0) 112
133
10.2 10.1 10.0 (117) 11.9
4)
O FY'98 3/4 4
7.9% 10 2,306
- FY'98 2/ 4
13.8%

9

4,816
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6.3% 7 3017
O
73.6%
2 9289
< 9>
’ %)
FY '97 FY '98

2/ 4 34 4/ 4 14 2/ 4(P) 3/ 4(E)

39,169 36,501 28,670 23,766 19,474 16,440

-4.3 -6.8 -21.5 -17.1 -18.1 -15.6

16,170 17,945 18,083 18,405 17,634 18,019

112 11.0 08 18 -3.5 14

18,315 19,585 67,604 45,245 40,710 38,558

209 6.9 245.2 -33.1 -10.0 -53

73,653 74,031 114,358 87,416 77,948 73,017

43 05 54.5 -23.6 -10.8 -6.3

17,839 59,681 49,189 22,605 16,868 29,289

-40.9 2345 -17.6 -54.0 -254 73.6

91,493 133,712 163,547 110,021 94,816 102,306

-9.2 46.1 22.3 -32.7 -13.8 79
( )

D
O FY'98 1/4
1 4865
(< 10> ).
- 1 4,235
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1%)
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FY '97 Fy "98
14 2/ 4 34 4]/ 4 14
171,616 184,135 194,588 199,440 199,440 200,924
58 7.3 5.7 24 229 0.7
37,369 40,004 42,388 43,422 163,183 39,478
84 7.1 6.0 24 212 9.1
14,034 13,169 15,494 16,769 59,466 16,214
2.7 -6.2 17.7 8.2 154 -3.3
8,816 10,059 9,407 10,241 38,523 8,242
-10.1 141 -6.5 8.9 13.6 -195
6,506 6,729 10,091 18,121 41,447 13,829
-19 34 50.0 79.6 93.6 -23.7
-4,964 -3,618 -7,418 -6,814 -22,814 -18,827
60.2 -27.1 105.0 -8.1 126.9 167.5
2,962 3473 3,182 2,566 12,184 3,362
-8.2 17.3 -84 -194 121 31.0
1 -2,001 -145 -4,236 -4,248 -10,630 -14,865
-1,651.2 -92.8 28214 0.3 - 2499
0 1)
2)
. F
’ dy
(Underwriting Profit) -1 8,827
167.5%
9.1%)
, ( 23.7%)
( 540.2%p)
([ 2] ).
(Investment Profit) 31.0% 3,362



140
@) & i
[ N

95 2/4 85 34 05404 GE1/4 D624 D34 G544 5714 OF 24 G734 57 404 58104

s Conuns ——usE

O 20 924 0.7%
(< 10> ).
- 4/ 4
2)
)
O FY'98 14 3 9478 9.1%
5.6% ) ,
(< 11> ).
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- 76 -

‘97 12
< 11>
( % )
FYy '97 FY '98
14 24 3/4 4/ 4 1/ 4
22| 204/ 23| 115 2.0 -5.6/ 15 -257 20/ -103 19 173
27 -44) 22| -10 24| 155 2.7/ 145 24| -39 25 -146
414 85| 417 78| 38.7 -1.8 304, -195 378 24| 357 6.8
45 65 50 203 75 572 14.0 926 79 992 98/ -36.3
59 268/ 53 -29 5.1 03| 45 -93 52 178 6.2| 26.6
04| 106, 04| 115 04 34/ 06/ 550 05 594 0.6/ -183
370 7.7 371 72| 385 10.0 415 104| 38.6/ 44.0, 384 -159
6.2 1.7 59 23] 54, -22 48 -1000 55 3.8 48 -85
100.0 84| 100.0 7.1] 100.0 6.0/ 100.0 24| 1000, 212 1000, -9.1
) 37,369 40,004 42,388 43,422 163,184 39,478
0 1)
2)
. F
1] A
33.1%p 145.2%
2.7%p 35.8%p
< 12> ).
22.1% 2.7%p



( 9%
FY '97 Fy '98
14 2/ 4 3/ 4 4/ 4 14
549 | 611| 495 | 581 | 504 | 585 | 598 | 685 | 610 | 478
464 | 410 | 491 | 409 | 449 | 550 | 490 | 502 | 441 | 294
288 | 692 | 295 | 669 | 298 | 663 | 313 | 641 | 290 | 583
117 |2495 | 127 |1936 | 106 2494 | 97 |269.7| 49 | 8099
302 | 529 | 317 | 579 | 319 | 57.7 | 331 | 57.7 | 334 | 527
452 | 702 | 445 | 549 | 439 | 643 | 297 | 603 | 565 | 863
246 | 712 | 303 | 517 | 297 |1822 | 286 |1180 | 265 | 61.1
199 | 887 | 211 | 890 200 | 908 | 196 | 916 177 | 942
183 | 978 | 184 (1013 | 163 |1022 | 158 |1022 | 123 | 1131
247 | 89 | 256 | 827 | 248 | 865 | 248 | 873 | 221 | 1231
F
’ s
1 4,093 6.8%
8.9%
5.3%p 35.7%
1’97 6 10.1% - ‘98 4.7%).
87.3% 8.1%p
8.0%p
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58.3%

0.8%p

15.9%, 8.5%

3.1%p

29.0%

1 5159

, 1,900

384%, 4.8%

, 111.9%, 125.4%
1.1%p, 6.9%p
2.6%p 9.2% 10.9%p 113.1%
< 13>
( )
‘9710 | ‘9711 | ‘9712 | ‘98.1 | ‘98.2 | ‘98.3 | ‘98.4 | ‘98.5 | ‘086
1572 | 1614 | 3155 | 4,833 | 4,360 | 3689 | 3062 | 2917 | 2919
202 | 200 565, 7718| 712| 657 582 604 551
1864 | 1904 | 3720 | 5611 | 5072 | 4346 | 3644 | 3521 | 3470
F
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1.9%p 17.7%, 3.5%p 12.3%

3,882
36.3%

14.0% 9.8%
4.2%p

814.8% 535.4%p

540.2%p 809.9%

4.9%

17.3%, -14.6%, 26.6% ,
1.9%(747 ), 2.5%(1,003 ), 6.2%(2,461 )

- 79 -



O , 108.8%, 73.5%,

86.1%
)
O FY'98 1/4 , 3 9,478
15.3%, 44 2%, 39.7%, 08% (< 14> ).
< 14>

( %,
FYy '97 FY '98

1/ 4 2/ 4 3/4 4/ 4 1/ 4

9.7 109 10.7 20.3 13.2 15.3

451 46.2 46.2 39.0 439 44 2

415 417 416 39.7 411 39.7

3.6 1.1 15 1.0 18 0.8

37,369 40,004 42,388 43422 163,183 39,478

( 1 )1

- 5.2%p :
5.0%p, 0.2%p
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O
(< 15> ).
- FY'98 14 3 46.8%) 25%p
49.3% 0.3%
- ( ) 0.1214( 8.2372)
< 15> ( )
( %
FY '97 FY '98
1/4 2/ 4 34 4/ 4 1/4
24.1 254 24.1 238 24.3 242
3 50.2 50.8 50.0 46.8 493 493
69.9 70.1 69.6 664 68.5 674
95.2 94.7 92.3 85.7 91.8 89.9
45 50. 75 141 79 938
0.3 03 0.3 02 0.3 03
0.1253 0.1292 0.1240 0.1186 0.1231 0.1214
’ r dy
3)
O FY'98 14 11.3% 0.1%p
0.1%p 9.2%
< 16> ).
O FY'98 1/4 81.6% 0.3%p ,

-81 -




18.7%, 33.2%,

20.7%, 9.0%
- , 0.1%p, 1.1%p, 0.2%p
, 1.7%p
< 16>
( %)
FY '97 FY '98
14 2/ 4 34 4/ 4 14
20.6 214 20.7 18.6 18.7
295 29.8 29.7 321 332
9.7 10.1 9.2 10.7 95
5.7 59 6.0 59 58
133 12.9 128 113 111
232 23.0 234 224 20.7
84 8.3 8.2 8.8 9.0
18.2 175 18.0 18.1 184
818 82.5 82.0 819 81.6
9.3 99 10.0 114 113
7.6 8.1 8.1 9.3 9.2
0 1) :
2) = 2x + ( )x 12/ m
4)
O FY'98 3/4 IMF ' '

-82 -



1.0% 3 7981
FY'98
2/ 4 34 1 4
< 17>
( . %)
FY '97 FY '98

2/ 4 34 4/ 4 1/ 4 2/ 4(P) 3/ 4(E)

16,024 15,725 12,481 13,292 14,266 14,219

7.6 -19 -20.6 6.5 73 -03

1,899 3,047 5,897 3,695 2,703 1,892

228 605 935 -37.3 -26.8 -30.0

17,197 18,625 20,091 17,058 16,715 17,776

6.5 8.3 79 -15.1 -2.0 6.3

4,231 4,227 3,965 4,361 3,930 4,094

59 -0.0 73 -10.0 -99 42

39,353 41,624 42,434 38,406 37,614 37,981

75 58 19 -95 2.1 10

lT L
’ s
6.3%
) 30.0%
4.2%
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‘098

11

(0%)

‘98

, BYC,

11

25

18
4 ( , BYC,
,‘98 8 11
2000 9
.
9
2



-85 -

BYC
90. 1. 09 | 90.2.20 | 90.8.14 | 89. 6. 27 69. 2. 19 89. 12 5
25.0% 2E1Y3§/ 32.0% 75.0% ’ 156%,
(25.0%) (21.3%) (32.0%) (75.0%) 24% 114%
774 423 406 521 1,375 420
224 114 127 144 62 26
139 11 154 - 1,312 569
3,328 2,152 1,638 1,390 - -
2,409 2,111 2,212 1,817 16,377 7,543
150 212 240 480 50 1,031
98 98
FY'98 50%, FY'99 100%
97
5%
CP
FY'97 3,34 4




9,501

‘97

(FY'97: 2,636

14.3%

)

FY'98
6 3853 1 1472
196% 2,247
5.6% ,
(1983 )
0.3%

5.6%

122%, 7.1%
2.9%, 3.5%

© 2,600 - 2900 )

50% 33% )

- 86 -



‘98

10

@

- 87 -

600

- 1,500

(6,500 )

)




O (retirement assets market)

(Defined Benefits: DB), profit-sharing plans, 401(k), 403(b)

- 73%

(Individual Retirement Accounts: IRA), Keogh Plan

- 20
(Defined Contributions: DC)

1) Paul Hoffman, Life Insurance Firms in the Retirement Market: Is the News All Bad?
Journal d The American Society d CLU & ChFC, July 1998.
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1996 5.1

DB (wealth)
IRA (corporate pensions)
- IRA 401(k) (depository
institution)
401(k) : (IRA)
- 1980 DB DC 25 1993 1.17
DC DB 401(k)
- DB
| DB DC
- 1995

- 89 -



(full-time) 52%

55% 2),
67%, 64%
< D ( , , 1995)
C %
52 53 55 50
55 67 64 45
: U.S. Department of Labor, Results of the 1995 Survery.
O
O 1990
- 401(k) . 401(k)
1984 918 1993 6,163
6.91% 16.6%
- IRA 1982 283 1996 1 3,500
- 401(k)
IRA
2)

- 90 -



1995 375% 1996 39.9%
8.1% 8.2%
- 1990
. 401(K) 1992 34%
1994 30% 26%
37%
< 2> IRA  401(k)
( )
IRA 401(k)
1995 1996 1995 1996 1995 1996
94,295 110,326 6,500 6,743 100,795 117,069
410,779 510,825 54,261 59,229 465,040 570,054
NA NA NA NA 675,738 741,211
NA NA NA NA 1,241,573 | 1,428,334
- NA

: American Council of Life Insurance, 1997 Life Insurance Fact Book.

DB

- DB

DC, 401(k), IRAS,

-91 -

DC, 401(k), IRAS,



(deferred

sales charges)

. 1983 22.74% 1996 18.03%
1990
3>
( . %)

1986 1995 1996 1986 96 1995 96
66,213 98,925 104,614 53 5.8
83,712 159,935 176,295 77 10.2
44,153 80,352 73,202 52 -8.9
194,078 339,212 354,111 6.2 44

S92 -

: American Council of Life Insurance, 1997 Life Insurance Fact Book.



401(k), IRA

- (delivery
system)
- IRA
401(k)
(rollover)
- DB DC
- 401(k) IRA
( )
Small Town
1996
Datamonitor 19
(1997 6.5% )
82%

- 03 -



- A. M. Best

( -
1% 35%, 20%,
15%, 7% )d
O 92 (national bank act section 92)
5 (small town)
- 1996 3 (National Bank)

(Barnett Bank of Marion County v. Nelson, U.S. Supreme Court , March

1996).

o R (branch office),

(geographic scope)

rs 17

(OCC : Office of the Comptroller of the Currency)

O oCcC 1998 2 27 92

3) http:/ / www .ambest.com/ review/ pc/ 1998-01s/ moving.htm

-9 -



(I1AA) 7 “
” occ

_ OCC rs 17 5

rs 17

- (demutualizaion)

, HMO, 2000 , . ,

16 ,

- 05 -



O HMO(heath maintenance organization)4

- 97 10 HMO 45

- HMO

4)

- 96 -

(financial services reform)

33 11

(OCC) ,

500

HMO

( )

Managed care



< 4> 1997 M&A
[ |-Omni/ Hartford . . -M &G/ Swiss Re(Life)
-Inteegon/ GMAC -Coregis/ GE Capital -America/ USF Re
1 -Anthem Casualty/ Vesta
-Industrial Indemnity/ Frement
-Titan/ USF&G -Montgomery Mutual/ Liberty|-M&G Re/ TOA Re
Mutual
-Westchester/ ACE Ltd
-Colonial Penn/ GE .
TIG(P/ L)/ Nationwide |“AMerican States/ SAFECO -
) -Northwesthern :gspS\JArce:/oC/:NHAéCSurety -Tempest/ ACE
National/ International _OHIC Ing/ Hedlthcare Und."Clopal  Capital  Ref Exel
Indemnity Ltd
Mutual
-American re/ Munich re
: -Sphere Drake-Odyssey Re
3. -Farmer/ Zurich - “CFR/ Fairfax
-SAFR/ Partner Re
-Aetnal Travelers :
4. / i -Landamerica/ Lawyers Title “Great Lakes/ Folksamerica
O
- 97
30%
25% , 10%
(
4, 1998 5)
O
1997

5) A.M Best Inc, Review Preview: Special Supplement, Property/ Casualty Ed., Jan 1998

- 97 -



1998

< 5>
¢ . %)
1994 250.6 38 69.1 13.0 26.0 13 1085
1995 259.7 3.6 65.7 132 26.3 14 106.5
1996 268.6 34 654 129 264 11 105.8
1997 2772 3.2 61.2 125 26.7 14 101.8
1998 294 5 2.6 63.7 13.0 26.8 13 104.8
- 1998 (managed care)
2.6% ,
3%p 104.8%
6)
O
1997
0.9% , 1998
- 1997 65 1998 150
40%
6) 1996 105.8% 2.8%p, 1997
1018%  1.1%p

- 08 -



1997 417 1998 410
< 6> 1998
10 . %)
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998(p)
182.3 1933 230.0 2555 300.0
-224 -18.1 -16.7 -6.5 -15.0
33.7 36.8 38.0 41.7 410
/ 0.3 0.7 -05 0.3 0.3
116 195 208 355 26.3
17 6.0 92 9.0 3.0
24 -4.9 -5.6 -9.0 -5.8
10.9 20.6 24 4 355 235
-1.8 21.7 133 22.0 0.0
Contributed Capital 6.8 72 45 3.0 3.0
-6.3 -8.1 -8.7 -105 -8.0
18 -4.8 -79 -55 -55
11.1 36.7 255 445 12.0
193.3 230.0 255.6 300.0 3120
6.1 19.0 111 174 4.0
/ 13 14 11 0.9 09
ROE( ) 5.8 9.7 10.1 12.8 7.7
ROE( ) 4.6 20.0 155 20.7 7.7
< 7>
- 49% , 80%
1997 98.0% 3.0%p
1997

- 1998

- 99 -




- 44% 1997 51%p
, 1998 107.0%

« . %)

1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998
49 4.0 4.0 28 16 1.0 3.1 5.6 35
146 | 1938 4.1 93 145 38 218 | 181 45
103.6 | 100.1 | 103.0 | 1089 | 103.8 | 1070 | 104.2 | 1019 | 105.1
3.6 129 | -33 54 6.2 -19 44 178 43
5.7 6.0 55 6.0 6.0 6.7 45 4.7 45
103 | 137 7.7 99 141 8.6 9.7 8.1 55
88 150 | 104 9.0 170 | 1238 29 4.0 3.6
8.8 149 13 58 95 13 74 6.2 04

/ 13 13 11 11 1.0 09 04 04 03
< 8
( L %)
1997
1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | 1997 | 1998
Personal Auto 412 59 | 101.7 | 1013 | 1013 | 101.0 | 98.0 | 99.0
Homeowners 9.7 6.0 | 1136 | 1184 | 121.7 | 121.7 | 1054 | 1170

Workers' Compensation 8.7 -39 | 109.1 | 1014 | 97.0 | 99.7 | 102.0 | 107.0

General & Products Liability| 7.2 23 | 1328 | 1255 | 143.6 | 1235 | 1114 | 1140

Commercial Package 6.9 11 | 1156 | 1188 | 1125 | 1183 | 112.6 | 115.0
Commercial Auto 6.4 0.1 | 1022 | 104.7 | 108.1 | 110.2 | 112.6 | 1150
Fire & Allied Lines 33 -6.9 | 1026 | 1064 | 105.7 | 964 | 955 | 97.0
Inland Marine 2.0 23 | 1009 | 1008 | 919 | 973 | 942 | 96.0
Medical Malpractice 18 29 |108.1 | 976 | 99.7 | 106.0 | 108.0 | 110.0
All Other Lines 128 43 992 | 1034 | 1043 | 999 | 97.1 | 99.0

1000 | 3.2 | 1069 | 1085 | 1065 | 105.8 | 101.8 | 104.8

- 100 -



- 101 -

1 2
o>
l %)
1498 819 456 17.0 53
1289 58.0 44 23.7 28
1035 51.6 38.1 109 29
( /
94.8 51.0 29.0 94 3717
/
85.7 52.7 33.0 42./5.3 19
/
53.7 12.1/43 04
. 1) 98 3
10
2)
, 1998. 9. 16.




(401K plan)
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- ‘96
(10%)

‘97

10

10

A.HA

(30

‘97 9
L8 7 1
‘98 1
) 38.5%

TAP(Tokio Automobile Policy)
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< 1> )

< 10>

: TAP(Tokio Automobile Policy)

” o“ ”

16 3 16
26 5%

30%

”

. Car Owner's

(outdoor life)

20%
SAP, PAP, BAP Non-fleet

- 104 -



- : Fleet Diet Guard

o“ ” o“ ”

o , SAP, PAP

- . Cycle on
. Cycle on
0
. (80% ) ,
- ( L
- 5,000 ( 1,000 ), . 1,500 ,
1 6,000 (180 ) 1 4,000 (90 )
N on-fleet 7,040 .
. 14% ,
N on-fleet
() 9 1
1,500
AHA
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-AHA

- , AHA

(SONY)

100

( ) 365 24

867.1%
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O
( )
1996 1,878 1,040
O
1994 1995 1 1996
1997 14
8)
7) 1998 8 29  pp.10 31
8)

- 107 -



9).

(ERISA)

O 1998 6 16 r

9) 1999
10)

10),

- 108 -

(PBGC)



2000 4

2000 4
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1
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O

- 1995

[IC(International Insurance Council)

300 2010

2010
200 ,

- 111 -

900

1995
1,200

900 1
500

, 1998



O 1997 20%

- (38%9),
(20%), (10%)

< 1> (1995 )

ol Lf T 2|
= 800t A%

==
4B%
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O
R 50%
1997 74.2% ,
Europavie
1)
15>
. 10 , %)
1988 1990 1992 1994 1995 1996 1997
1835 235.0 306.3 436.0 473.8 522.1 563.8
151 144 124 6.1 95 124 132
175 151 12.0 6.1 5.7 5.3 7.6
58.1 61.6 65.9 71.0 71.3 72.1 742
1325 146.2 158.2 177.8 190.7 197.1 196.0
57.3 80.9 74.6 55.9 505 63.3 78.8
164 123 05 -0.1 5.3 94 74
419 384 34.1 29.0 28.7 274 258
(accounting results) (equity capital) ,
(equity capital & underlying capital gains)
. Federation Francaise des Societes d'Assurances, French Insurance in 1997, June 8,
1998
O
‘97 7.9% ‘98 1/4
21.0%
11)
Guarantee Fund ,
Europavie
1998 22 misconduct

- 113 -




‘96

(tailor-made policy)

(1998 5

- 114 -

1998 1 1 6 8
(1998  Financial Law).
- 1997 61%
< 16>

1996 58.8 112 6.6 174 - 6.0
1997 61.0 108 6.9 159 - 5.8
1996 5.2 38.9 190 4.0 308 21
1997 59 36.8 192 3.3 319 29

61% (

) 1997 -0.6% ‘98

0.5%
- (97 -12% , 91



97

A. M. Best, S&P, Moody's

A.M.Best , S&P , Moody's

(<

* , — — , Vol. 25, 1998.7.21

- 115 -

1>




AAA AA
< 1>
A. M. Best S&P Moody's
1860 Publishing 1900 Moody's
1920 Standard Statistic|1962 Dean and Brod-
1899
street
1941 2
McGraw-Hill Dean and Broad Street
(Secure Ratings)
A++ ( ) (Strong Companies)
A+ Aaa ( )
A () Aa ()
A- AAA ( ) A ( )
B++ ( ) AA ( ) Baa ( )
B+ A ( )
BBB ( )
(Vulnerable
Ratings) (Weak Companies)
B ( ) Ba ( )
B- BB ( ) B ( )
C++ ( ) B ( ) Caa ( )
C+ ccc ( ) Ca ( )
c ) cC ( ) c )
C- R ( )
D ( ) NR ( )
E ( )
F ( )
;1) S&P AA CCC +, -
2) Moody's 13
a: , 2 , 3 ).
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2>

( : %)
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
BBB 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.32 0.00
&P BB 242 0.00 0.33 0.25 0.67 040
B 12.97 7.63 2.10 2.32 440 248
Baa 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Moody's Ba 5.51 0.30 055 0.24 0.68 0.00
B 1533 7.90 5.77 3.83 481 1.54
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A.M. Best “Best's Rating", S&P Moody's i (insurance
financial strength) . &P “
4.
(performance)
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1980

(GIC)
1990
< 3 )
( : AA)
< 3> 1990
A. M. Best S&P Moody's
1991 121 16 - - - -
1992 40 58 31 11 16 1
1993 233 172 35 13 15 17
1994 84 76 22 9 9 5
1995 75 55 67 16 22 13
553 377 155 49 62 36
‘97 1,154 1,092 163

: LOMA, Responding to the Rating Agencies, 1997.
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A. M. Best S&P Moody's
(performance)|- 8 -
( : 0
) o} o
( , 0 , o fundamentals
L L 0
) o -Fundamentals
0
, 0
5 o}
0 -
A. M. Best
- 0
0
0
0
0
- 0
0
: ( )
3
«
)7 ’ ( 1 ]
L ) )

- 120 -



5>

A M.

Best

M oody's
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M. Best. S&P, Moody's 3

) < 6> ).
: (
)
< 6> )
A M. Best S&P Moody's
SAP
(
)
( )
(0]
[0}
(0]
(0]
(0]
(0]
( )
(ROE= /
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’

(financial leverage)

(operationg leverage) 2

’

A.M. Best , S&p , Moody's
< 7> (ROA),
, Y
7> ( )
A. M. Best S&P Moody's
SAP
5 (ROA)
(0]
(0]
(0]
(0]
(0]
8> ( )
A. M. Best S&P Moody's
XP
(
)
0 20%

o] 2%p

)
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( / ) ( /
)
3
< 9> (
)’ ( / )1
/ )
< 9o ( )
A M. Best S&P Moody's
0
(quick liquidity) :| o
0
(current liquidity) :|_
0
0
/
0
3
10>
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< 10>

A M. Best

(solvency margin

ratio)



(ROE )
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