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BH - ol A ke #5IE FiEe
B3k HHGE

L

IL midey #51%2 ®E
III. UNIDO2| m@&e) FI5a
1V. OECDe| mt@ry #5iE
V. IBRD2| it@ny E5I%E

RS AFRBEFEES] N REHFEN ol&dE B - B (cost-benefit
analysis) o A FHELARERRR 23 92% st #BIERY BEHkd dste] wmad Tt
Ak gt AFEHEOE Qe W stE BAC Y EES 3] Ao o] Foixs] xrt
= FHe EFe wet 447 F¢ A wEh A #3ke ERe v BAS HAEEE
2 ey 98 A= #5181k (discounting procedure) 7} B g stch. o] #FIfikel AH&d
5|2 A AL HiFIF 5 (market rates of interest) & A4E + vt HiE So K74
M, BEATE, REgiflras S5oloh. v o8 2L FTFHRE BATNHY fxd
e, 5ol & Zeln]ql (premium), EAFS] A T Qs BEARS 43 FHK
<+ MWste BEFITFHR 2 &+ gk KAFEE] JE3} FES dotd BAY BR
EEHNA BEBEAS AN 98 F dE E51EY Aol Adqados 838 Aot

1960 AR El 19705:4Rel 5o AlwdA BH - BR&HiTel 72§ & A#RBEHEY &
BEHSTEEY] A4 oz A sbd 4, UNIDO, OECD % IBRDoj 4] oo =43 Manual
& 7R S ek Y AR i Bike R AT REMoIH @ 4 v o FEES

*ORBIZERT BIE, A SRR TEOREE Wi ~

(1) P. Dasqupta, A.K. Sen and S. Marglin, Guidelines for Project Evaluation, New York:
UNIDO, 1972; I.M.D. Little and J.A. Mirrlees, Manual on Industrial Project Analysis in
Developing Countries: Vol. II Social Cost Benefit Analysis, Paris: OECD, 1968 2 Project
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IOl A Mg gl FEGES A A A2 MRS 3E3HS Qe Q& o
Ag A& v - Aeste waA s Aol Kwmed Byl rth

IL W@y BBIES RE
ARERS BHESE 2 $AENE ARG A o 29 MIAL A gshitel]

o3t z AFA} A A EHGIEAESE YT 24 Ao A WA Kol His
70 BI7C(Hfl (net present value) s} FolA g jt@mez Aoty g Fgol Rg

B e Be 9, dHE UF ol Aom $9AT Fige) BEK It FEes
SO Zel el e 49 BERSIEY AFe e F2G FAol o
QiAo wete] fifo] PG AA AkACE AN EEHBEI AAE

513 2/ A Aol FEleh, ubol W BBIELE R AA el 2AsE
Rl feislat. g or #5Fclgl ofd dnd A ) e REH: Meiks
#i (cut-off rate) & Djwlelz oz ol AESE EF FHol AHE o HBFES oA
2 g Adkde FEHAC 244 98¢ dox dx Hde ohd Aol

ErEESEES FE ol WBHTES JIFo2 3 BE#EIES Hades d:
wEL & FAC gz slov ARBEFRIAE Gl A ARG upel o] Wi
Aozt o Fol HPFITES A Lol EAZ Aot Highel ¥ 5 F&Iox sdads &
Skgo] o) AHA AMBES FEeL glon E #ittd] fEikd Jldstz e B
A WHEHNTFRLY G fhgRy #5148 (social rate of discount) & A g3lofof i F7
o] FYBEEES Toll ol HiFE o gt

Z|5|Ze] 3 WEm-E whE FITFE A5t Wigeletn =, AF FlTFEole A
ol SEREBNY A BEM Rk Abelo] A3 E Vel BRHBIEAS B B
Fegkel dAste A AFAGT £ 4 Aok HARATH TR B HMAol
EAst glowl F 4 da Qo] AAY FlFEe] RRRFE Y BAY RAEENS
Az NG A7 A FEA st ol gt AAN A oAl AFES FESNE O 489 2
51&¢ WHFITE QA itghy E5IEE stojof I & W o] Rh&M GRS g
1 RS iten BEegAcdste FUiA FUeg vired 448 £ gz g o

Appraisal and Planning for Developing Countries, London: Heinemann Educational Books,
1974; Lyn Squire and H.G. van der Tak, Economic Analysis of Projects, Washington,D.C.:
World Bank Publication, 1975.
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= F9e o FaAstdor sk A AFEG Be geld A2 AT
UNIDO} ftgrity MIRIFA S 5840517 9t whwiel, OECDs} IBRD] 4% té #
gEme 34¢ ¥% FEsn g,

III. UNIDOZ2| ft&m BBIEE

272, 4 2 v o] UNIDO(United Nations Industrial Development Organization)
o] 38185 wbol A 4E Guidelines for Project Evaluations] A8 71 2A <l AL BF
HEE MEEEAS I3z 25 Yok olzl& #Kill¥ OECDY Manualstz P AR
e EAol ok BEESH $ASE FAS AN E AL BRY BEE 4
A S BEZSE A E BAS #EE 2T BHY Ades SAsleor & A
olth. & —EREZTH HAstE ZE BEHE 270l BlES W ALSE, me i
#FE ol BRESE, BRS HHEY BEZ S0kt MIRE 2Fo 2 stopget o4 2
3 JES RIE F 7 @) 2 (numeraire) 2 4 B7e] Bk BRERKRSE ZADE AHEIHL
At
BAe fae] ZF MK 29 345 o Fo HEZSEY MG £5¢ BE
EfE= #5lshs F51E 94 HEW a2 vehbA Ao o3/ x2 UNIDOS Jjikel
1= & #5189 AA o] ey BRIREFE (social rate of time preference)o] 7%
TR YEE oRA @A IR A ke BERFERS BES HES) B B
Bol Ak, jgkel dAsE EES Sote B HHE JAiAd BES AHFE
Fel Ttz ASE BHe REZA #2513 Jodats g4l mtaf MR
BT Ay o E Bl A Wl N = itEY mEMEE d9ez dE Ao® Est
ARoel FEire] o Bl RER EEPEC o stslok & A$ot @k @
1. BF| [BREEMN 2/t fi@ay 8155
o] A% UNIDOZjkol A itbfriy #5128 sl ntrey BRkErESs FaAshdq BIF
9] EESIED MAL AA3 2 Yot A=), ol 2 HEASHY] Ao UNIDOo| A = A3}
A BHAY RAEEMES fEm B5HRZ A&de oo REES 4 U4 Axe

>

I—J

(2) o] Aol #q 279 A o2 S.A. Marglin, “The Social Rate of Discount and the Optimal
Rate of Investment,” Quarterly Journal of Economics, 1963, pp.95~111 2 M.S. Feldstein,
“The Social Time Preference Discount Rate in Cost-Benefit Analysis,” The Economic Jour-
nal, 1964, pp.360~379% F=.
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72 BA, ®
BHhe RAEENS ibEM 251HE AL dads e 22 T BiEo]
stz UNIDOJG#-E w3z sleh. 3A, #ike] 2 Ml OREES 1REE 02 T
Aslel Aot B4, EEEBE A ek ol e BET =& A A
Z2AE Xo] A3 HEZFHY BEEESZ B 3t 2ol 2 fikdl AH @A
B*=B,+ V,B,. 0
<~ MEEE 7170, 0OREEA $A5Es BREER Be 22429 BAHEH.Z %
T Rerz B=—K& ZAY F+ girh whEpa
B*=—K,+ V,B,. @
A RAEERS ¢ 3hd RAFES 54 279 MBHES 2 (+OK=2 24T
slew of w Byl sl dH = % WEME Ve A48 B=—Vi(l+9 K24 HEE
EAR BY WEEMAS oulddch webtd R@e G-&3 o] WAl Het
B*= -V (1+¢) Ko+ V,B,=V,[B,— (1+¢) K. 3

I\

L-=B-(+oK. @
1

® @WE 1+ = vy

B B,
Vs T g X )
2 9% & 9t

R 0) LB HAS RALEK ¢= #51¢ MERS BEEME"T FL& <+ 3
o] Aol o MEMEE Fosterirt MBAEEES Aded A A HA &2
ek wEbA 8 R 3T FelAs BHAS] RALEN] #H5EH= AL -+ A
4714 #wE AAL A3 F A RES 4spAA 2A LZAE X9 BRS 12
NEAE A oF HE LEAEC AE HFol oldd Aoz s, (1-aF BE
HEEZFH odd Aold o9 BERRS 44 oax 2ok
—Via(1+ @) K. (6
—(1—a)K,. )
neby @REER B
B¥*=—Va(l+¢9)Ky— (1—a) K+ VB,
=ViB,—[aVi(1+¢)+(1—-a)]K, ®

(3) Dasqupta, Sen and Marglin, op.cit., pp. 160~164.
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2 FHr
KON AE a=12 A4 B A F A4 BED MEERE] 2354 dE 4
F)E A zE Vi AAAL F Aok FAd AwisA doh, =3 47 e=10
A 2 WA BES 2 Hiffel TR EE 3 nEE VE AAT F gk F oa=
19 = K (8ol 4] B*e

5
gk

B*: o V1(1+q)Ko+ VlBl‘!r‘ V232+ cee VTBT (9>
2 Hed orjA Vi=lelgtz deists X O
B*:'—(l+q)KQ+B1+ Vsz+"'+ VTBT (10)

2 o] JNEE Ve, Vs, o, Vg AAsbe] oF st EAle] AmiatAl slch,

ol Zel ARE Fitd & F ¥ AL EHARY BAEEK(DS Mg E51R2 AL
7l A AE AF oA AT FAA BE, BEEBRE ZASY Yook 3z, #]
Fol 2 el Fgsofok dhe, 2 #] LEd A folls MEMES AR A & et
BIEREMEE droloF dohe R®i#R7E Bash Zelth

2. WEFWZA2 TtRey FI5[FEW

BEZNE Ydse E#ES 2S5 HEHE FAA2E o MEEEREY 259 A5 B*
T B 2ol A=,

B*=By+ V\B+ V,By+ -+ V,B,+ -+ VrBr. an

Vie BlfERRECl A 2 &Hie WEe RASAE Jebl s mEdEel ok BE BAHA
< WY 5.Fe wet Azstnz Vie 7 AZASFE TasA @ Add, o BuhES r
ojghz stw Vel ro] fAE h3 ot

VeV o oy (12)

P

41

A(12)F KAL) A Qshd

B B B B
. 1 2 b2 BT
B¥*=B,+ a+r + TEL At T et aAFrT
T
= ,‘BL
B ainr o

2 = A7 A ro] phéryy EF[Z80] =},
RADAAN AViyy=V,— Vol 2 r& &3} o] A4 AL}

(4) Ibid., pp.164~168.
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AV
Vin

= (Go- ) )

r=

=¢b, (14)
74 & RABME] Wkl AT BWhfEcl=, bE A% WEHNEe =7
KON e vhol 2ol MM W3RN L <3 bol 5] AAHET IAE BE
WG E AR BN T 4 QE A9 WAL BAKAY WE A%
MAEE] A Bl s A%E 4 vl Q& EEAES MEL dA Aok e
9, UNIDOS| fit@iy #I5I5S mefFhel vy BAY BALERC2AE T 4
e WEAEC 95l 245 E FHm & Aol

IV. OECDS| it@t #I3/% ™

OECD®) =53 wjz] = (L— M) o N o398 Al7tA el st Fuld
& sk gk
@ Mo HBERe B B B TEEIT AACE RERy EHES A 8kA

Ok -,
W

@ MBS LR BLE5S B A KAD £8e] Bewme BAAES 2 U

@ H#E% LR ¥ - BEL BIEKERLD %2 K 3l

olgl3te] OECDJjikel Al Dol Hal A MEE ZHH R GME TR MiEs
B (E 4% (border price) © o 2 #%3= WHIRIN (conversion factor)E F3te] JHKS BEE
1% (shadow price) 0.2 ZA e}, @] M WEHEE (shadow wage rate) & H§-4)
A, zez Qo sl AE Wl v& B BEA zHuds FoHAA RS kst

o3}
L S

OECDJjiko] UNIDOFj} #ol7h v 7 % 78 $4A44 %ol UNIDOo A& i
Fae] Fohebs BET) WEe] RE(numeraire) 24 BS WHE A5z QT U
o, OECDo| 4= ®ZfiZs Fode BET BA 2 BEOHRCE AL WEY
REZ 4% gete Aot wE & RRZIH EHkel 4 —BE WEel 445z v

(5) Little and Mirrlees, Project Appraisal---, op. cit.
(6) ‘WA AEINEEK (FOBER), HBAMHL EEFRNESEECIFER o2 A 4.
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oA FEEEEd, OECDHkA At £ 292 2Ad HREHFTS 292 72
HEE Uebde #5 daAds MR 92 ¥ HEs] BEEkIE Td oF 2
T A 292 4 BASE Yok oled Fkel o8 BES MG =¥ BEA
52 Y A9E BAH AR o MEES BHEEMES F5se EEHE A4 £F
o =92 el @k OECDEI] A% of #l5|%E 3ERTA(ARL  Accounting
Rate of Interest)o]=}x 3kiz glow, o]e] Hlsled UNIDO2| (5|22 BB FT2 (CRI:
Consumption Rate of Interest)o]zliz & 4 97},

OECDTjik (L—Mza)ol w& #31% A4S BEESE 24 JEI02 BEALS
9 Ade wx soda o) gk @

OECDS| L—Mige] 4 #E&Ae 89 A%} 2th,

w=c~~510—(c——m). (15)

w: BEEEAR.
c: BEEMl A THEHMo 2 ojdel ELFEEY HE.
m: MM Slelx ] HEpe) RALEHK.
1/so: A D=2 B HES BEER (A o BHES S92 & 8#E
o] fefEg el = st o).
N5l A EAEEEE S HEjo] THRMMoz oAFeozd Azo] B HEKEE

o A &SR A% HES WML EES G2 E A s (e-m) & BRe Ads &
+ rh
ol 9} & BEELEEE o] &3l AAY ARI= of&3 2o
ARI=e¢+n(c—w). ® (16)
e: FHRHEE,

n: BAEEA GE Sobd EEAA.
w: BEERE.

K16y A nlc—w)E H#HEN A" 5 Ad (c—m=tEo BEe BEERKRS o
e, em BHEACIZE o £ A4 ARIE AF 4 EMREMMS Befidl
23 3 o

olA K(15)¢ X(16)¢ F3l ARIE wg3 L FHE FaiA P

(7) WERSF) S duba o2 wate] HES A A BH, & $HY BB L e
(8) Ibid., p.295.
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ARI=e+—L—(c—m)n. © an

RAD AN A et BEHO =2 et =2 (c—m)n JA 1/sE FFo2ZA BEY @
Az EAH Slezz ARIE ®EHY 492 EAY fEl BegRozA 25 4%
BB BAKESRS destA = 10

19684E0] 2 E3} wal 29 3kl OECD Manuald)| A= o|d| 22 (o z 243 #
B1E Ag-ete] BE - BEOW-S S5 9l o} 19744E0) & Project Appraisal and Plan-
ning for Developing Countriess] A= TfHio = 293 @AM ABAA G2 HEHE
9] {E{# (value of uncommitted social income) |5 HFrel 22 Az gl

=3

o] B4l MBS e ol FHP
ARI'=e+ %_;, (c—m)n, 18

AU KANFH & AL s WAlel s5 ARGt 2 #ld 1/se HEY D9z
2 HEE BEERC] o AR AgHA G MEMBLE X HED el ¥
o whewy EEA Dot d2A Vs (c—mnd BHRZLEHY FHl 420 2F EHRE
s d Al vehAl 2 sehe SRR ASEA e iERE bedA BEs
HERD (c—mno] FLEHY EEES Zohe Zoldh. RUABDINAY = HE HEd H59
mtE HES e

o gef Al ¥ whel Zol ARIE Ao @y WEEMS A dd TAE Fx 3
o Zev ole] &R A WERE T HEn FRIBERe) =3 2ds s HE
of QAT olvlel A WEE AFAZ FelstzE stglvh o9 & L-M@Eae o xg
o BH - E&SE EWE o) F2 e, = F L-MBERS A 24404 gL
PRl WARMRTABRD) S 2zto]ol s} ehzoe] o&) A A= o),

—

V. IBRD2| mt&iy #i5)%E
IBRDJjifeletze & 4 9l &tololsh BafiBl(S—-THEDS A4 e 22e

© #£05 w:c_si(c—mp c— w——(c me® ¥ & gl zEEm ARI—rJr-«1~
0
X (c—m)no 2 o}
(10) 22 L—MBRC A ftem #515S Ham BEBHoz4 REHMY BREkaxz

Hofob F& AA ut glrk. W.J. Baumol, “On the Social Rate of Discount,” American
Economic Review, September 1968, pp. 788~802.
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OECD Manuals| +A3te] LA A7 ZAoln MBLSEE BRS F7M4<d BER 4389
RO EE A E SR zE ook gy Ag A=z gt

S— TR A Atz Y& E5ELE Frllzz ALtz e amsg 52 A%
mgel (Hiez A e EE1Y THZREZ A9 webA TAKFEY eaw
{E{# (social value of public income) Jo] wis] @A A¥E ol gieh. S—THEH A &
EFTES tEny B Ve o83 2ol EAAG 1P

Z(l POt — ﬁ H(l'('?tQt)
= M 19)

H<1+r1)

g: S 2 EFAS HAS RAEELE.
2 RAREMIA.

ro {HEe] 58S BG5S BREEFER(E CRD. W

B BBl o 8 iE#atRE (consumption conversion factor), ¥

£ (19)of A Z - ?)q,*ﬂ—“ ERgEe] Eilirh mEd &
H(HP:%)“ EFE%!&%J Bl FEEE dd 4 A EEE Zdd. =3 1/89
vl ¢.& A8 EEEReR 244 VE BRERSE vty f4g Zlojth

olAl p,q,7. 8 3 %L dAFuHEe] Gl AA dAIFZ r>pert shEstebd K(19)
T th&a 7o) WaAld

v (l—p)q~1T (1+pg)?

V:§) (I+r)t
— =g 1

RQOANA B wiet o] VO 27)E p,q,7, 80 &8tz 9% uh, 53] r(=CRI)e]

an @T{%ﬁ"ﬁm 1 W& =3 &= UNIDOJikol vt OECD Ao A& o] ol A k. OECDHEA AL &
AEES #Hd mal EiE 5 HEnEEE %1@/\—4 HE K wel HalA 7] 7] 98l
HENI WEE ALk FdA Eolsle dAY WEBMSY Ham HESL BEEAA
Tolrte FTLE HEMEMSS mes HiEES Aoz I od JFd HEEMFEE
2RIk 2y olH g WEMARY AA 5 BEMNE Aol & 4 vl 9o

(12) Squire and van der Tak, op. cit., p.141.

(13) S—T#HAECN A CRIE= UNIDOY BiEITa6) o} MERIRIFE() S &8 M dolt(F CRI
=eb+ ).

v ;@ﬁg{,—?%{" B4 BREEBANRGSCH % Adsed, ACHMZE(OER) & EREEWFHRE Vi

FoEH BIEHE(SER) & ‘7"5}“4 ol WMEMAL o) 3lo sror A= HALE ENE
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g Vi Fotxlm, ri}k pgo] 7+ Fem Ve AAd
ol S—THH] o8 #5238 ARIE Vo THEHNERZ X0 A hxks e 2 HE
ARE T3 g gt W
1 1
ARI=pg-+ (1—p) T @D

KD A pex EMEES Eih BHED 0D 339 e HEES eax
gou sron TAH At (-peg- v BES EHE BEE e 22
o mEw EEET GehiE oA 94 se s EAS] guh ods4 1/89 dulE
o4 Vo ERfEkeR EA6 9o Tl olF vhA Aoz £Qds] st
Vige] pE 28 Adlh

geta] S—THe] 48 ARIE $Eeiy Jehbe MAE) A9 4 Ak
RS BEE A Ed S fen #Ee fo® dehuA ek zelw S-T
Bie) AR} OECDS] ARIsh ofwl ool Qlirk? ol% slmsts 8 R(ND+ &
QD& HA AFehe] 430,

OECD¢e] ARI=e+ (c—m)n, an

IBRDS ARI=pg+—; /3 (1-p)q. (21)

A7 A es} pgl TR WHAFRA ThY BREL Jehiz goo] 1sst 1/Vee
AYe e AR Jehle Bt 2 Aow o o] #Ed B9 ¥ 8K
o] EEMEIE] Heh 2% (c—minol} (1-ple B5 HES EHD BED B o
Flz 9wk o|@A & @ S—THEMe ARLY OECDS) ARIE = AFHE 2& Zolw,
bk STl o] F % ¥ FASAADL Stk e S—THES HMESKE A
st} grAel} M SO BIREMAS FEREEEY 28 A4EA ¢ 5 Ao A4

¢ 2 g
VL #

ol o F AJEFE T BEH BEMSH o] 3KRILIES o]F= gx= UNIDO,
(15) Ibid., p.114. ARI= %48 RREEEQS AL RESIEEA 745 HE0 SR
(W& ANz 492 4 vk & ARI=¢—he} 2A 7 JRAgch o 74

b= <1—p>q(1—7,1;5—).
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OECD g IBRDe| #5128 #iE fitkel dlste] 45 wgiev], of % IBRDJj#¢ OECD ik
o4 HP" Aog RFstz, zdxn A 5o FrelxA ek UNIDOSH OECD
7kl HolA& gokd] 2wl vhgdt At

AA, el 2 sfelelvh. UNIDOO] A& {HEE eldl 22 317 =L WHE W&
BEO viste =4 - AFASA =, ib@y RREFRC] EIEES|ZERC] Aok g
OECDe| A& HBEE wrldl 22 317 W Eol REE WE ¥t 24 - 4G 71ebA 5,
REMBEEZSEY Kads BE Egw BegBfos dodstd ofF FiEEs5iEz 4
2z Ak, =2y UNIDOe| A& fEEE e A ded Bagme Ade =947 =
OECDe]| A = jit&ry %512 HEE ] RMRIFAS Sdte om e vl A& ol oky) s}
OE BF WENY B A3 v sl

E4, UNIDOol A= 24 #A - S ERSE BRERSE ZAS 2 o ofF B E
o A7 delAE 24 mie EEY 549 MEGRERE At e FHA
4 AAstaz girh. el OECDel A& ubel 2 7 #A - 0 EES BEEkez %
Atz glov ol & WMAEK LR AT Afels AEHE] obul  JHIEHE (shadow
exchange rate) & %3ste] LEFEESA ok, el OECDe A& A @iy = Aol
shibel BB BAERES dEHo R AL E 3] Wi AAgezw OECDH
el $4sivhs & & gzl

2l vheke] pt@ny #5143 KDl 4] = $4¢ A=3 v gled, 289 Bk
Azt ERIEMY FHkaES ARBEEFRE E5IRR otdetz g, wlebs] KDI
9 A4 OECDJjE:st & Fda Jimel 9% AL ofiAwr sAldyez ez
e olgA shed AgE Asbe] whEwl 2L 1970~80dS FEbe] B 13%E &
AE et 0 g A evele] itdny ESIERe S-THE, F

ARF=pg-+ (1-$)q 5~ (21)

of Wel #EET vk T 1974~80d el EK (19755 FHEMER)E s 3 HES 2
7 p=0.42, ¢=0.147(14.7%), V=1.8, "®8=0.923"9 22 A 45 o] wety ARI=0. 1131

(16) Bz, [@Ee] MERKGEHEE), EBIERY%E, KDI, 19814 &3, pp.82~104.
a7 BEE, ﬂ’"ﬂiiﬂ‘ EO REN REM] S Ll A S AR FERSE b, 1981,
I8) VI AL AAE RQOE Agstedol 5l&d Vo E/NgEEMES 27 94 p=02 AR
el V=g¢/rgE A&l o714 EBEIFIE] r& RAD MBEBEETR(NS &3 A
& r=cht+foloh. —AE BHEEMEA 55 0.0622 A4 QR e=1, f=0.0252 A3t r=

A3 o —_ 0147 oo
0.087% A Abstg e}, wela ¢=0.147(14.7%), £=0.923% =, V= 0. 087><0.923‘l'8 1 ==t
(A 8 ALE ANAE HEH 8 BHRGEHCCE) 9 Ao EEEmER(SCHE 859
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(11.31%) % ‘retykeh,

Llkell 4 s 2 ubo} zro], KDIS| jik@riy #l5120] 13%, $=ivier HAS RALEN
g7t 14.7%, 28]z S—THR & AR} 11.31%, 977k HRET 59 WIMERK
FTE0] HBRERFEE I REH HEEEES AT 10% A== Fx ole A 7
obd w) S ek fhEey ®FI1ELS HAT 10% ol el A I 15% AelR 5 4 3l
Ak '

TER EH5IEE REESI KEHEMY 79§ ol 74 3t T2 BEN HfvlH
olth. o] LRy EFIFEE dASA A AE B Az oA itEe REER 2
B0l 5ol wel HEshe R - ThER B Aoch mh&m F5IRS RERR
#BEpl H FAZ BE - WRToEN BEHES BE Al #FE FAAI L ot
e dEdelAd 2 KES BASE AR AT I JoenE o F w© &

Stofof 3 ool AR L Ao[rh @

A
4oz

Mo

& o) (o) . — ___“_X_.‘i—_M__._,, —_ & =
tt. SCF9) A Ag wrebale] Kol webd SCF= XS MET) 2 Ut 74 X
WEHE, M=@RAME S=RREEiie, T=7H8 %) . Bela Balassa, “Estimating the
Shadow Price of Foreign Exchange in Project Appraisal,” Ozxford Economic Papers, July
1974.
20) &WE, TANEERES REES], [BEBURWEL AS$RE8% THRAERE, 1980, pp.45
~59.



