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HIPC InitiativeZH-E] A& A3 B7] 98 FAF= AA7]E< 9
A EH A RS A o B HlIETEe] gAE AR e
T AEF sl 3l

2 ou] 9jaje] SAAIHNPV® H]&2 7]E HIPC Initiatives]
200~250%0°] 5}l A 150%¢°)8t2 e ZAs 3L, GDPH] &2 ]
25 719 40%0) el 30%0l 3o B 2AST. E£§ HIPC
Initiative 2B &) QAF A Yoz RE 2L F e AFF =Y
Zajol(moral hazard)E 7] T A FEFHAES] ST F(sub-
criteria)g] GDPTiH] A ¢l vl&S 71E9] 20%0]/do A 15%0)/4d2

2 ata ARFAE A cHEAR HEE 7]E] 280%0] st A
250%0] 32 Z3hA1FA T

£ II-1> HIPC Initiative®} Koln Initiative®] 24359 H77)& vz

HIPC Initiative Koln Initiative
o ars | A EHATFE < 200~250% | o] SHATA/FE < 150%
FEAR| Ao £AAA/AAEY < 280% | L] A/ AEFY < 250%
. 2=2/GDP > 40% TZ/GDP > 30%
e %A 2=21/GDP > 20% A $/GDP > 15%

8) 2lxle] £&A7FA(net present value)s Tl AFA|He & ojz&F oxded
o Ao AFo|AEZ FUste Akt JAFH.
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E9] HIPC Initiativestoll X= AA 27} IMF7}F AAlss 379
TEZAZZIPS JFHOZ o33 T Al o)A H(decision point)ol] A
A7 NBAF AAHE AX F7HHoZ 33d70e FxrzxRzz o
S ATHOR olYstoof A (completion point)e] =EE F U
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=
T

ols
L
N

]RF Koln Initiativeol] M= slgd=o] T2ZAL 3 =& AAA

& GAEIAE A% 2 Al(second stage)S] TEREA7IE 3 ojy&
FSAA GANHEE dBE F AEF st glri(floating completion
point).

TESE HIPC Initiativeoll A= 9]z 733}+e] <+ A) H(completion point)ol] 4]
Tt 7HsR o u Koln Initiativeod] 1% H235) Agsids 9o
F71 A ZFAZTE7)TE 2% ‘interim relief 23S Fd R} Al
sHA QA zte] olFold F JEF dtu vk &, AR A
A o]FQ 6d FHell o]Foix= Aol ofEt AojalFo] At 3| FHQ
Ao A M3t HAAH Alojoll ‘interim relief 7} o] FO)AEE F}= Aot}
gl Fgol e ojn] UAZF s olyd ZXE Hslm 9o
TASG7ITFER ol A&dte A E uldE AL G7 AFAAEL

HuME 3 F7sta itk

G7 AFATL Koln Initiativeol] 23 AF2EE 93} IMEZ} 134t
29 RH2L uZHEkn E3 2F FRI} HIPC A187) 2 (Trust Fund)
o i3l o B2 AaS 93 & AL FFEYT IMFE old ul3)

Q@8 FAHX+ World Bank. Perspective on the Current Framework and
Optzons for Change. May 12. 1999; World Bank. Prepared by the Staffs of the
International Monetary Fund and the World Bank. September 22, 19998 %3}



16 ¥ A€z =99 a9 g

TARAAOE WolE I AIFA % i ztatey oy FANTES)
F7reteel oid SR whtjste] FASIA. ool wEh Aol IMF
HAg9 7HEE AEAste Wbl “’E%%“DIE}

MALYL 7}1&2] HIPC Initiatives}ol| 4] gtoju]glo}, ATglo}l, $
S AL 387 FAFTES o E gNBEAS A ¢ 1999Lﬂ 9
4 &x] HIPC Initiative®] F7 FFu]8-2 THA/NX7|EOZE 1998
d FAAA 979 Dol M 29% Fd 1259 el FAHsI vk

AAEe] AHAAPE HIPC Fu]&Edo gt FPX w29
1259 22]Z 7|F02 39S 7% HIPC Initiatived] & £%9u8]&= 3}
o

HEHS HES TR, FAAAREC] 639 28E FH3lA A
ALsy, IMF 5 Atz dxEo] 629 221& BEgsiA € Aoz +
AshaL 9,1EK£ 0-2 &x).

AR A E s EAEE Bl 431g Kol Initiativedtol] 4] 2] &
H]8-& HIPC Initiative®] 12591921 R T} 1499 g8j7} o B 2749
2o} Hjgo] A8F Ao FAHIKHE O-2 ). =I 2749 2
HEHS HIRT AN L AHEARARES 129 DB E EF3
Tk AAAEL 13392elE £9e 2@ A2 AALe 34

a1 9tk



II. Kéln Initiative®] Q8 & 17

X 1-2> HIPC Initiative®} Koln Debt Initiatived}te] @AP8 Boghn)&

HIPC Initiative Koln Initiative
23252 2] E (%)
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) A8 WFEsel EA7F e Folulglel, ttalol, ke A9
2L World Bank. 1999. 5. Perspective on the Current Framework and Options for Change
- Further Supplement on Costing, Tables 5. HIPC Initiative-Estimates of Potential
Costs by Creditor Current Framework and Selected Alternative Scenarios with
Retroactivity, World Bank. 1999. 7. Modifications to the Heavily Indebted Poor
Countrues (HIPC) Initiative o4} A48 A<,

7. FAH=s 24

7]12¢] HIPC Initiativedtoll = 417) FATZZE10 29742 70] 5 =

10) 4178 TAR=T I, vEY, A5 7Y, Au, oG8 § 57452 A4 ANF
ALY g BATEE /ML 2o} 1993 79 A Koln Initiative )]
Az A AY(E 0-5 F=2).
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A& World Bank. Perspective on the Curvent Framework and Options for Change -
Further Supplement on Costing, Tables 2. Estimated Costings of Illustrative Changes
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Progress Through September 1999 (http://www.worldbank.org/hipc/progress-to-date/May
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HIPCs" gaSy | €8AM | 2841 | saeop | 8T
R e S I E R opP
=zt 2003 99 184 73 33
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74 & 2000 206 329 25 15
Fool=Z |7l 3 2001 233 357 17 10
2= 1999 188 396 18 8
FaUFLes 2003 336 577 26 13
TuEs= 2000 243 656 67 26
FET)BZ 1998 184 356 4 21
AT 7)Y 2002 33 126 95 19
o t] © 7o} 1999 236 185 16 19
7h} 1999 175 243 27 18
714 1999 259 493 20 11
FARS I PYR-E 2000 926 794 32 33
7holobt 1997 158 412 103 33
LRI 1999 147 323 47 18
ALk 2000 115 112 28 28
2o~ 1999 179 441 34 12
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2o} 1999 428 798 32 19

D) A1) SAFEE 8T Ul ZA47F e eloldlglol, £, AEoks A
Zbs: World Bank. 1999. 7. Modifications to the Heavily Indebted Poor Countrues (HIPC)
Initiativeol| A A4,
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2 HAZEL A AN observer) AR 0.2 FA3ta vt IMF, AA-23),
UNCTAD, OECD, A|¥/|&3lE, EU S5 T xHobserver) AZ o2

se]Eded FMsta A

3. AFA=EA AT AF

E ATl YAFH Es(default) FRHo] = =T A

o7 itEE Bpelrt o] Fixd,
AFANERLE G7IRHET 12~ 187R) ol B&71do] mafst= AT
Folx| 1, 9AYe]F(principal)¥} o|zF&E AFAZA L o
ol Hu AR AL EH olAE: XA F U AFAE
g2 S 7]AF(cut-off date)i2o] ol AMZAE ATl tfejyt 7Hss
=5 Shal low, w7 AR Al o8 A5 RFE FENES
AFAzAd £ AA) @rpFdelshy AT 712 (cut-off

date)o] o] AAH HFE AXAED + ok AxAD A5l ) F

;

12) )89 AdTZel ATRES ANAWA AZANY AR AYE AL 7]
AYRA cut-off date o Ho] AAY ATTE AZY o2 & AAA cut-off
date ol AFE ATE A2 e TIANY AAA 2R 7120 9.

13) Sel2Ye FRATUS e ohu UATE T2 AUIYE BAA 22
299 ST rEYLUT B Frke) FRUIBAIN wFA F ATl )
NE AT 4AL AUz H22YE B ATAZHo) o] FoiAm e,



M. 22y e AFA2A W7iiE 23

HE= o)Al Hof o] A}&(moratorium  interest rate)S X} F-A| S}
(refinancing)ol| A FEA18-7]Hol| o5 TAste H|EES 7t At
Asta ok

4. AFAxA 32 A3

ANFA2ARLE BA AFTe AFgde] FFH AFA HFA=
2E 9% R E 8H3A Ha ol MAXEL AFAEFe] 4
247 44 ¢ =% F AFARA 95E A dok #
Y 93 AP dxdH vFAHQ FoE AR g
B2EY o7t AFH7] FALA AFT FRe FAH2Z g5
AE 87387 st JAARE wolol e AFFe HALGE
dista, ZA7Eojol @ JF AT FF Y2y & Ve v
B 3 (memorandum)E FH| et 7} AjAF AR A AE3HA ot

S

2E Zul gasW Hel2Y 98 ARl AR @
27 52 AR =D Ho= AA AR HF o)y FyHE
AeE A gk A2 Felold AATSS e 2L AFE
2 At Ak

o AFAZAE & F U+ 7]XHconsolidation period)!4 ZAA.
o MEAWT AFHFEL ]%‘?} ez & AYA AHRL dE

k1

o 7]Atd(cut-off date)S 37‘4 cut-off date o]Fo AZAH AF= A
el A A9 .

o oZEE AEAT AR oA JAdeFR ARAT AYA ZA.
o o] AxAYE e AFE AZGddel EFAIE FAAR] E

od, o

14) AAH AFAZAHE B F e 7|72 HIPC Initiative®] 3¢ A1cA| o)A
2] consolidation periodi= 3\de] W AdAldAME Zbe] AANYZ2 a3 o]
g5 we} consolidation period7t EE+A A H.



st IIANTHE 2%E AZFAIE AAA E2A.

o 712A" AF9 VL AN EA.

o MERAHA F& A7 AszA A (AAFNAMY ABLE F
A& AJNA] of W A7|E AR 2A).
AAE AT ANEA A% 2A.

o AzAE AHFl g o|xE AR,

ARz AsEH 5 ForlEEe] ARI AAEW
“Agreed Minute(32] 3] 2)" & 23] Zh= tiEEo] MEstA €t
go)slo) 2o AJ2AY AT, ZAWT AT 715D (cut-off date),
YA ZA 7] 7Hconsolidation period) 5o 71AHo] Utk §Hel3] e Fo
3 PAZEY o] o]FoAH AR Y AATEDR BFH
Ao B3 ook EEajol drh AFETE AFFLANA AAF A
Holo] Fo¥ ofye} thE7)B(lending agency)#S] FlE EFdHoF A
AAel YEAZALE B F dud AFHAANME ) A=A4E AR
Az} A8 i) ARRD AT FE o] A-E(Flo}AS: moratorium
rae)S ZAA3HA Bt 27 FE|EE 3ol = AR g gde] 3%
Ao GdojAee APoy oxdiE 72 AATY AFo|AEE Ht

odsted APZPE Foo|AES gl A 3

5. A=A 273

THE] il ojxs A v

ri
Hl
aln
rlo
rIr.

7194 & ARAZAL B AZIFEY YANRRTS ST
ArAzAo] HMTIEY AAFFE Foldl E st 8L, olel
whe} 1980 ] TREE HIZZEY AS ARAZORA YARES
ZoF e w¥Eo| JYHA HUu
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7}. E2X% ZZA(Toronto Terms)

19881 1095 E] 19914 874 Al8El AEAZR =
He 1988 10 EEE S B3 HldgEY T4
NPVY71Eo2 AU 33%7HA] ARANAFAEY Folstarh 3 43
A PR olYgt FE Al S(export credit)o]u} B 52| (guarantees) T}
22 g ATl daME 5 208 AEES S

EZE ZAqME AAL8d 93] IDA-only countries® #3751 4

A% GASBIES DY FALA Y] BAE G e NEF
e Ao Sk

S

[}

AALAZODA) ATl e B AR 1438wk
o 25902 HYET o AL AFolAEe ALES B%e
7} ohd Aol dEiNE AAFSel B K §4F 4EE 4 9l

% st

Option A- ¢]x19] 3/4% &7bata, UYuia] 149 disirxe 2718 AH
71z 838 EFet] 14902 A ojAEE AolAE
S g

Option C- & jet7he °iX1UP Rl AAZIZE

o
i
_QL
&
2 .
_>,:‘,
to
flo
>
ol
Lo
R
o
T
A
i
rlo
w
wh
O
O
T
>
o
)
2

&9 50%E A&

19883 10978 1991d 7U7HA] F 209)74=0] B8R xS F9)
A AS woron] EejujolE A3 197)50] BE olxegl=ols
th AT ERE WS T e WETe gARGE Foledds
AV Jthe X o] A7|go wet Az vES AFEPT o
o %x7(London Terms) ¥ ™ ‘Enhanced Toronto Terms' ©] |A] % it}



26 WEE A E=olsh 229 Ug

. 99 xz(London Terms)

1991 1195E 19949 119744 A8 2A02 o=
7IEo® HY S0%HA FRES stu wE ZX7IY 63E X st
of 23do% st Y] o disiM s Alolates
ate AFAxA Aot

dd AN E AFH3Hdebt swap) FHS =RUFHA
Az adstel] 33z 224 % AL d
ot ste|Ed QA= i AFE A A8 st e =
7Vl A9 stock-of-debtS A7 EF She ‘good-will clause’E A A
ato] Al R AL EE 33t

1991 1295 E] 19939 129744 & 167)20] ¥ 27 23] A

AzrE e 167=5 Eejujol, &FkA, Yrietats Al9stae
E5 ofzxegl=ol AUt

o. 29 ZZi(Houston Terms)

19901 9¢¥ F&)FHE #AF A5 (lower middle-income countries)2] <
NE AZAA F71 218 5 210E AN EY olE F21 24
olz} ghr}.

F=®l 27lel M= ODA AF-9 w7l A7z 1038 333t 20
Jog 3la o]a}ge Yo|AE R} e o]

F A =19 A
SES 84, DA7} obd Ao diFiME wE AV 8de T
gate] 15302 sta AlFolAeS HEES 3}925}

Fro® 22 —8— B AAGERES 3 Q5 FYAT FIAT
9] ulFo] Fow, 1917 GNP7} 1990\ 71%3; 611~2,46522] o]}
A F2RETE AFARE =L AT 193987 147150l
fred 2o2RE ATAZRAYE won Adelr), ER3, AfE
T Aol 24 AFARZE EE vk Aok B3I} oE fiREe T4



I 32| gyde) AFA2A d7his 27

S =r(middle-income countries)5 = F ZF A9 wat 19913 EE A EY
o] AXZIZE 5EE TFE B7] 1037 AFo|xES HEste AFA
24¢ Wolge)

2} Y& ZZANaples Terms)!5

19953 14 o|FHE Ad 27O GA7A 7|02 A F
o 67%7HA] BRES sh= AFAEA 230l

o thE Y& 29 ARt AL AAIEo] AFFe

7AQtste] Al H(case-by-case basis)Z AASHA HH, EEE

S2EFE
Z701} Y zA0 o8] %A ARAZRAL ojn] wE FAIE
I:

gy 2132 FHNLAR(ODA)7E obd YAlE @ AZEXI(NPV)7]
Fo=2 o 67%71A] ZA7Eta, 1213 GNP7} 500€3 o]Atoln &
B o] SEAFA] v &o] 350%e]8R] It @A |EeR
JA4E Hoh A AT Be & JES s Ak

712 (cut-off date) o)Al FAMNALZFI} old AFol s E A

o] FAFR 43S st AlER QAR E A EF
sta glon, EE2E ZHoly #u o) o8 %4d A AEAzA
< ol7 R AFIF oA UEE 2H0R AFARAY W= P 7
AujgE UEeE x200A A s BREE67% T 50%)S JEE
= sk gk

AL QFETe AFE cHANAZFELR 67%L 50% HAA

F7] 93 AFAZ At AR HANHY HEerE shuE
A3A @k Q437 A AHDR: debt reduction option)S AEU-L A
717 63 EF 23 oo AFATE Hola, AFYSAA

] A
737+ A HOKDSR: debt-service reduction option)S ©}z}& A7RE E3) A

15) Anthony R. Boote and Kamau Thugge. 1999. Debt Relief for Low-Income
Countries, The HIPC Initiative. IMF Pamphlet Series No. 51. pp. 6~78& %=X,



. flow rescheduling!6)
33dold o2 A%Eh stock-of-debt
operation!ne] 7-g-= A& AA7) 33S EFste] 33dolgoz
AL ATk 50%2] JAF A E FELE AX7IL 638 TF
stod 23 o] o2 AgAIZIth
A T/ FEEY AEt dels AHAAF AEHIM: long
maturities option)= 1o F et Ao TAAIA A I Az
glol Agdwt AAZIZE 2088 X 40
Aotk 50%2] A F A e B3
dolFo g A7 o] A
79 HdEgto s vlE F JEH S
712 e (cut-off date) o1 9] FANLAZ(ODA) Aol thajxe
S AXZIZE 1638 EIete] 40dolod AFAT I o)A}
1 355 3t JYri(9x

b3l

2
0] 50%%) BE AFUE ARVIL 129E XIS 30d0]
2 ©

-
o
o
=
o
r a
12
lo,
Fy
-l
=
N
S
_N_',
]
to ox
oyl
>
N
rir
P2
o
A

o o
od rlo it

N
=

@ 3 A
oz ABA7). AAFE ODA AR =FANAZ 67%} 0%2 2
WAA FE A dEde HET FE g

vl 28 ZZ(Lyon Terms)

19963 949 IMF/AAIRY FHoz ATEL 4 FAFIE
(HIPCs)ell thate] Hoh 67%744] AAE ZaaFe &g =480 o
=2 & JAFHES T TAFIEY AAAEHE w2 2

B

H

o

16) consolidation period 71Ztlol d&doe] msle AMFEE ddoz ojxg 24 ¥
A8g d7) 59 AFAEEE HFE A

17) cut-off date o]Aeol o]FojF ANFE FFH ZHoZ AXAHY Fv HAoEZ
cut-off date ©]Fol Aol Rste AFE ALHoR 3
o] FxzA TRIPSL A3 oldsn gl I7MES WdeR AAFAZzAHe| ol

o137,



. #22Y AFAZF d7ds 29

olo whel 1996\ 11¥ gl 8oM G G7 A3 Gl A8 A
80%717) AREE = d Fostgern HIPC Initiativeo) 4] €]
AZNME 28 298 48353 ok

£ I-1> 52129 9737 22 W Fo]

% (432 REES
55 D eee za | od 24 }Ee 2 g4 24
s (Fed : d
5 | 220)"| DR | sk | LM | DR [Dsjem{ | DR sk cmim] DR | Ds [omi] L
A g 2103'; 8810~916 | 9L1I~'9411 '95.10) % '96.120)3-
AL 7104y | 5" ?’;ﬁﬂ 8| 8 14|6|-|5/6e|l3]8|20l6|s]|s]20

2H710d) 9" | 15" |14 ] 14 12523 |23 |23|25(23 (33133 (40|23 40 {4040

o] R}&* MI M |MIRY MIM|RYIRYM| M |R?IR?IMIM | RY|R"| M

ERATHAIE 1 |2 solsolso| -le7|e7]|67]-|80 8 |80
SIAALEC) | 30 . : :
T H/E Y Z(ODA)

i Ee)

A7) |5 1 4] 414121201216/ 16]|16]16120]16| 16 | 16|20

7)) 10] 20 [ 25125125130 30(30]25|40 |40 |40 {40]| 40| 40 | 40 | 40

=

T

PSR

1) 1992 o] % of2elitel Hetdte] PeololA HARES el g7 E
Fa5FAE AV 29 FFEtY 15U R st AFAEFAAE &
7] E Aol 1837hA] A1,

2) DR  debt-reduction option; DRST=  debt-service-reduction  option; CMI=
capitalization of moratorium interest; LM #F7]7}(longer maturities)] ] ¥3]4
A e oK nonconcessional option)%.

3) 1992 69 ol Wl 1430

4) o]z AolzAEM)E 7|22 dto] AT RE reduced rates© 2 Ao}
EHT} B olzEE HEshE A

5) Aol Rgol 7%0)Etd A 3.5%F &5 AR &2 50%E

6) 2lxf2} FHEAZEA7E 50% 2 F Ag B2 o7& HE-

7 el SEATEAZE 67% T AT A=Y ojAE HE

8) ojAe] &#A7HA7F 80% % F A AR olAE HE.

9) elajel @A e olAge] AR EA wet 2.

Anthony R. Boote and Kamau Thugge. 1999. Debt Relief for Low-Income Countries,

The HIPC Initiative. IMF pamphlet Series No. 51. pp. 30~31.
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IV. ¥3e] o3t

1. Koln Initiativeel] w2 $-2]v&e] HHIPC 3%
FA Y

Koln Initiative7} 1999%d 99 IMF/A|AI 23 Ax}E3]olA] 5<1Eo]
g EugE dAERE 3 Folok sk Aotk STyt Fx
FEMHIPCs)oll thall BaafFolob st A7rAS FA3
A7rhAraE, A7 )AL (cut-off date), ThAF=E A4 A7H]E So
thelA 2o ghot

19993 69T A S-grielzt HIPC AT 97218 Foigh zp3
& &7 7| F(disbursement) 0.2 oF 19779 gald] gt QJrHE
V-1, V-2 #Z). o] EDCF ZgA=o] 82527t &), &8 (export
credits)o] 69217 =el, WIZbE§7]do] 2,192%F @2lE iEstsi o,
TS S S8 wtou vHAE s oF 29537 deld @3]
I oA olF 1075l ek Z exposure(7] A 4 F + Yo M)y=
49 23wk 22 F4bE 3 gl

a, Ae] 2 dige] deEY 71A4Y ol JaAE Aol
7] W&o Koln Initiative”} A= dets $elvbele] HIPC 9277+
2 e g& Ao g HIKE V-5, V-6 #%).

7htel delFE EDCF A 759Uk 6507 2e])Rt diidz)do] =
=, o] 4% EDCF ojalgrtt HAad gAY e 1oz 16d A
A 40 ke WA RE B AAATE sFolor & Aeow AW
gt zejy Ha A EDCF AEA el FAMR) u]E(grant
element)o] °F 40~50%2] AL 7k H £dA7EA] 7]Eo&2 oF 3009+

18) MlEW, vlke}, Zhd, dEeh Avk &Fs UrlEe) $300, £k



e} Aol vttt

cht vigkkel A9 ol HFUF olmP ARAZE Yorw o
T A wx lemE miekpt AjRe] Y ks AFs:=
Brells 1ol #1993 olF 2 & o221 n|Qkule] tig
A9 o adwgest ARt 9 sbsgol gles, mlae}
272wt 9] @%—?——E—E oj¢knle] NFExAAY FEEY 7)ArY

9 7hsAel gtk A% vekehe o}l IMF
SEEL Eiz%% o\ Wstx @ 7] el FF 3

g d o]
gzdolt g420] HE }2YY ANFLAUL Be s
$ 9g Zo® BTk gt vk} WF8E 3 IMFIDAS)

BN
oX

F4Q IMF Z2I1
o|% front-loading A2 JNALE FelFHo] AT 7sA

8 WA Fe fle etk

fMlo & 41 ox £ R
& N rlo a to
=]

O

o

}

¢

E N-1> HIPCel 9% &=e] 2 9334(1999¢ 69% 7|¥)
(9 A ge)

24 8 PR
A A% =71 FEDCF) A3l
= 2,52
(FEH2d) 82,525
TEHEY TEAE T 69.212
HEed AdE 21,926
® A 169,432

AR FAA 1999, TR 0 F-A A5 ZHIPC)| i3t A=) & X (New Debt
Initiative}et o] -&Het, , FF5E2Y2Y AYFAI T4, p. 1594
AT

19) 7 (cut-off date)> 9HAHLZ AFo] A EH AFAZHE 233 &

7

e
zoz

1a A9,



<E N-2> §7e] HIPCHo| Wg A Q9d %
(&) : A gel)

EDCF FET8 o = A
:_"L TEUTY :é"%
7} 7]33_'

ny | tHE 2o | v)7] o Exposure | th kel o) 3hed | Exposure ﬁﬂo%,, th&zk} | v|7] g o | Exposure
@ | @ |caB] O | g |EDE “(L; )| @00 @) |CFO

HEY | 16436 | 52,595 | 69,031 | 68274 | 22,898 | 91,172 | 17,695 | 102,405 | 75,493 | 177,898

vlekul | 40,398 865 | 41,263 - 21,200 | 21,200 40,398 | 22,065 | 62,463

7Rt 12,024 - 12,024 - 125,800 | 125,800 12,024 | 125,800 137,824

o 2re} - 10,034 | 10,034 - 10,034 | 14,265

ALk 8.996 519 9,515 9,804 519 | 10,323

6314 34 6314 | 6348
E]—’\
7
H7 - 6,055 6,055
s
Szt 4,671 - | 467
By
2%l % - 9%
Hlo}
7 82,525 | 76,382 | 158,907 | 69,212 | 169,898 { 239,110 | 21,926 | 169,432 | 246,280 | 419,943

19994 7€ HA vigd, 4&e, Avks HIPC Initiative 2224 A 250 S
AR ] P(1999)°] ARE & US 1$=% L1568 A &35l AFA.



<E NV-3> ¥50] AaAYEE A= FATFIE AL/ A]131(199%62 719

oo | A | FT A BT AN o | BERE

=719 | e A7 A/ sl | A el | 4Y/GDP ;o‘q’/gl)"}, e
A5E | 2 | 485" | 3%AE ° GDP

v E vt 86.8 6.8 114 11.0 19.6 0.6 262
o] ¢ke} - - - - - - -
7h} 253.1 27.3 29.1 - - - -
e} - - - - - - h
ALk 147.1 24.3 278 26.6 25.1 1.3 453
L5gAl 2116 323 70.7 59.9 16.5 02 71.7
uzteket | 661.9 108.9 134.6 99.3 - 52 205.9
-7} 293.8 18.1 182 113 10.5 45 31.0
Balujo}| 2702 254 - - 174 24 446

B

Z}3: Anthony R. Boote

(13
.

19994 72 A wE,

obzel, 7k HIPC Initiative RN A9)=le] Q8.
1) FEol(grans)y= A9l

and Kamau Thugge.

1999.

Debt

Relief for Low-Income
Countries, The HIPC Initiative. IMF Pamphlet Series No. S1. pp. 24~26°14] 4]
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<E V-4> B3] AFALRL Y& FATTE) AAAL A7
el gy ez J44% 8

FEEATIMEILID| AT ywate) 5o AL 01

=7}y N 713}01] 2&{391 ;E;?—ji 39 e ]
epey | AT IR AR oy ey |7

CIRSA 239 4.1 V7 v

1} Qkw} 52 25.4 v

7} 52 70.9 v

ofza} 93 24

ALk 6.1 53.7

Lsgpa 4.0 555 V7

Uslelat 5.3 304 V7 v

° 7t} 3.7 774 V7P v v

2ajno} 48 61.6 V7 v

1999 79 A wEY, 4Fe) Avks HIPC Initistive 2234 A2]=]o] 5.
DAY B3 TEAR
2) )8y AFAZAH o 2HE Z£YINExit rescheduling).
3) seEgenyE FHA 2a0 ATAZEE YW Tk
4) 1995\d0)L} 1996xd0) LtEg] 279 A A(stock-of-debt operation)o] &}

8 27k
Z}&: Anthony R. Boote and Kamau Thugge. 1999. Debt Relief for Low-Income Countries,

The HIPC Initiative. IMF Pamphlet Series No. 51. pp. 28~290l| A} zj7A33t



E IV-5> HIPCZ7} Wl$ EDCF x1983199. 6. 30 A

(@9l: 212

. Cut-off date o L

= 7 49 | U=l (AEH se2d) 2|4zl | vyl | Exposure

1995 1990. 1. 1 190 193 383
b E

1997 199. 1. 1 - 415 415
L A =l | 1990. 6. 1 - 73 73
Yy 7} g 7 u) 24 1998. 11. 1 - 70 70
Al o 1994 1991. 12. 31 104 6 110
3 F Ik B2 1986. 12. 31 - 116 116
o 7t 1992 1981. 7. 1 54 - 54

1991 1993. 1. 1 75 - 75
7} L}

1996 1993. 1. 1 64 - 64

1993 e 57 - 57
u] ot wu} 1995 e 135 1 136

1997 % 277 7 284
iz A 956 881 1,837

F:1999d 7€ @A HEG, gFeh Avke HIPC Initiative 2S04 A ejx|o] 9l

257 : World Bank. Global Development Finance, 1999; #7273(1999).



36 W% SAgY wst 2o Ue

E V-6> HIPCT7M] Uit $£EA5 AQAHANAF T3HA90. 6. 30 dA)
(29l A gd)

Z 7t d | UdRd (ﬁfizog}$a§§) &z | nl A | Exposure
1994 1990. 1. 1 26 - 26
1995 1990. 1. 1 4,662 - 4,662
Wl E o 1996 1990. 1. 1 3,003 - 3,003
1997 1990. 1. 1 60,585 300 60,885
1999 1990. 1. 1 - 22,598 22,598
o % g A 1996 1990. 6. 1 34 - 34
£ 2] 9 o} 1997 =4 96 - 9
Al 1B 1997 1991. 12. 31 808 - 808
7} 1 1999 1993. L 1 - 125,800 | 125,800
v ¢k w} 1999 e - 21,200 21,200
1g A 69,214 169,898 | 239,112
Z:1999d 79 A4 WEG. 4Fe) Avks HIPC nitiative 2504 A 2Eo} 315
A} &: World Bank. Global Development Finance, 1999; 572 %4(1999).

2. 71 (cut-off date) W7o w2 A gfA7N
7)€} 2 A

AU B AAAD A9HA A7} okl wA e Ao
Azo] A o\ Zrbe] el A1 oldel W WeARE A
S7sdehe 1 2o dAaRasas 828 & Qo B Ae
Aol BelZe] detond 7ade AFsel EARE B
el F& 497t =2A Yok



V. g9 of-3et 37

717 o] AFEHAG A= AdEH A7 o] AR oY=
Aa7kA] 9s|Rtel gllen, H HF|AEY AH9E AYstdE BF
19861 o]Hell o] Folx ZEo|Th20) | Ave] HoE Hxe V)4
o] 1980\ 7€ 1LoA o] 1997d 9€ 30UZ JF AAEAE=H
o Tl swe A SR AW A REAHe] AR of
Aot $171, 2Alol, Fel 9171 ARHAelA FABEAT v
N4 BFE ST Sel2Uel MR okF d9Hel ATk
EE 7IAYS HIPC did=d daid dEder a8 7tsds
A8 A F= flod I TR Yual B, A
IME/A| A &8)0] AFZA Rt 508 ote 921335 224(Debt
Sustainability Analysis)] ZA¥}ef]l Z#glth. Koln Initiatived}e] DSAoIA]

Nl )2 e AFeR 24 od ailne) TR

A% 9 2 aaTel o olael Bze ARse W 1 kel
5 ohixE Brlelr see v}
£ s HebA Agdls AAe Aol oy
= AR 13d 5 e Zlolth s 19993 69l 2
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34,
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] ol AlAl&s HIPC F3Ate] As)E
Aotk Frz ZAE RIS 7‘rxﬁ
Edet, 53 dEHoR 7Y E A%ste
7, B8 ZAHIPC Initiative), Koln Initiative 522
Eo| FEEH dAAY "FY 718 &8
Ao A SARAE 2el@ ook ATk
WEde A9 19993 79 &) HIPC Initiative & 2ol =9l €
Aol An2) WEED)L -8 kel Adztdn exposure’t MY B

o0 ol

(o]
e 2 rlo i oo i -11:1

_?L
&

20) AlAl-&3, Global Development Finance, 1999, pp. 129~139.

21) 3Rk 1999 7H8ol v AHFIL 23l A& HlolA HEHS ¥HIST x
Holl g 714 S 19973 1€ 192 8t o]F HeFHdw 3¢ ez &
2 2E S HolEx e

22) <% O-4> <% O-5> #=

23) ALzl 1o2unk @, v)aol 735w D, FA (exposure) 1477 P,
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Thugge. 1999. Debt Relief for Low-Income Countries,

: ‘1}05',‘%: 1998.
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KIEP AAF 98-11. p. 171; Anthony R. Boote and Kamau

Pamphlet Series No. 51. p. 12.
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A HF=o] AT o
AAsHA = AARELS
AU AFE AT E
AT Az o)} et

AFAzFols AT dgs VLS AFANAFE
7](debt rescheduling), )& ZA, 7Rg8 24 5 A7 %
A AXNAFE NFZ2AAZ7(debt renegotiation), 3= x| Eal=
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2521 8K debt conversion)3?), 7wl Ql(debt buy-backs)4®) o] 1t}
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o AR w= gRE gk = Y
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Executive Summary

Koln Debt Initiative and Korea's Policy Agenda

Hyoungsoo Zang and Young-Gon Park

The main purpose of this study is to review the recently established
Koeln Debt Initiative and to draw policy implications for the Korean
government. The Koeln Debt Initiative, initiated by the G-7 in June 1999,
extends and deepens in many important respects the HIPC (Heavily Indebted
Poor Countries) Debt Initiative launched by the Bretton Woods institutions,
the World Bank and IMF, in 1994, The Koeln Initiative is very likely to be
a main framework for future debt relief mechanism of the Paris Club.

Under the Koeln Initiative, Korea would share the burden of debt relief
in accordance with the amount of previous lending to the eligible poor
countries. According to our estimates, the total amount of debt relief
expected by Korea under the Initiative would amount to at most US$ 6
million in net present value terms. In addition to the burden, Korea has
pledged to contribute US$ 20 million to the HIPC Trust Fund at the World
Bank and to the special account at the IMF. Although, depending on
possible change in cut-off dates for eligible debts, the amount of Koreas
burden may change, it should not be too much for the worlds 12th biggest
economy to pay for good reason.

The study concludes that rather than passively following or seeking to
evade the international trend of alleviating debt burden of heavily indebted
poor countries, the Korean government should proactively approach the
issue. It should actively consider participating in the Paris Club on a

permanent basis.
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