1.
O 2004
- ( ) 2003 -15%
204 V4 34 42%
204 14
-38% , 2/4 34 25%  22%
2003
-5.7% 204 34 15% 34 4.6%
0.7%p )
< >
( %
2003 2004
2002
v4 | 24 | 34 | 44 Y4 | 24 | 34 |1 34
70 | 37 | 22| 24 | 39 | 31| 53| 56| 46| 51
75| 19 | 06 | 50 | 24 | -15 | 03 | 62 | 67 | 42
121 61| 32| 224| -67 | -57 | 05| 126| 150 | 90
2000=100
O IT - T : -
- IT ,
2002 -92% 2003 2004 54.7%  634%



47%
(8%, (8%, 4%

<2004 SR MYR JUIFAR] MZEY Y] Uiz >

M

2%

AbE: BIRAEEN.

2002 -34% 2004

458%
2002 44.0%
2003 2003 2004 -34%
-6.8%
< >
( 9%
T T
T T
2002 9.2 54 34 44.0
2003 4.7 64 274 -34
2004 634 236 45.8 -6.8

300



105

104

10

100

b

2000 8 204 11

- 25
.

g R R
....................... A LT AT S H P L P 2 2”
........................... m e 0= B4 - U TR e . 15

SR
10
w7 RC02 7R

sescodtom oo

[ amrspuEay v |
-5

20043 2001 2002 2003 2004 108



60

72% 70 4.0% 90 14%

= a|ef 2|

: Accenture Survey 2001.

Or=EE| L

g3
45
I |
I 15
ZE =T o=

HEEE




22 2 4
( , Dang Busness 2004)
O ( ) ,
- ( )
GDP 2004
V4 34 10.9% 1996 15.6%
< P >
D %)
2003 2004
2002
Y4 | 24 | 34 | 44 Y4 | 24 | 34 |1 34
( ) 726 | 17.7 | 184 | 168 186| 714 | 176 196 | 179 | 551
GDP 113 | 116| 11.3| 103 | 101 | 108| 110 | 113 | 105 | 109
2000=100
- ( )



100

3. 2005
O 2005
- ( )
2004 14
204 34 6% , 11
9 10 3.1%
80% , 2001 -33%p
204 1 1 6.6%p
2000 -202% 2003 2004
187% 213%
>
2001 2002 2003 2004
(%p) 33 55 19 6.6
%) 753 784 783 805
%) 202 94 18.7 213
2004 1~11
- ( ) 3 BS




2004 2005
14 24 34 44 14
BSI( ) 107.3 104.5 99.2 94.3 913
BSI( 95 A A 92 93
BSI( 103 108 103 97 96
O ) ] ]
- ( ) 203 32% 2004 1 11 93%
- ( ) 1L7%  234%p
2004 T
2005 ,
()24 111 108%p




25

20

15

10

=10

(

. %)

(12003 m2004 1-11)|
a."-“'
:f
s
=
dfx
HE AEME o 1A UMY MU W 9E HEH Y AL wEM Y 7|
oW KSR £8 77| El HAEE




(3669-4030, juwon@hri.cokr)



