CYMJIIHHO CTaBUTHUCh JIO0 TIOKJIAJICHUX Ha HUX OOOB’S3KiB, aJike, HEH00-
POCOBICHHI NPALIBHAK MOXC CIPHYUHUTH UL CTPAXOBOI KOMIIAHI
OUTBIINI 30MTOK, aHDXK IIAXPaii, 1110 € CTOPOHHBOIO 0CO00IO.

dinancosa rno6am3au1>1 nmpusBena 10 iHopmariiiHoro Oymy. Bir-
YM3HSHAM 37T0/MISIM CTAII BIOMI METOJM Ta MCXaHI3MH IIAXPAiCTBa, IO
OyJi BUTaIaHi Ta YCIIIIHO BUKOPUCTOBYBAIIMCH Y OaraTb0X KpaiHax CBi-
Ty, a CBITOBa €KOHOMIUHA Kpr3a 30UThIIMIIA YUCIIO YKPATHIIB, IO Yepe3
BTpaTy poO0oTH a00 IHIIUX JKEepesT J0XO0AY OMUHUIMCH Ha MexKi O11HOCTI
Ta 3HECHJICHI BiT4aEM, HUHI TOTOBI BUITPOOYBATH Pi3HI (HOPMH CTPAXOBO-
TO MIaXpaiCTBa UL OTPUMAHHS BUILIAT. ToMy, OCHOBHI BHJTH CYacHuX
3arpo3 JUisi eKOHOMIYHOI O€3MeKH CTPaxOBHX KOMITaHiH 1MOB’s3aHi came 3
JIFOJICBKUM (haKTOPOM. ImM motpi6HO peTenbHire BIIOHMpaTH TepCoHal,
0COO/IMBO THX NPALIBHUKIB, 110 MAKOTh JOCTYII 10 CKOHOMIYHOIL, (iHaH-
coBoi iH(opMaLli Ta KIIEHTCbKOI 6a3H, a TAKOXK OLIBILIE yBarH PHIILIS-
T pOOOTI 3 KIi€HTaMH, abK y IOrOHI 3a JIOAATKOBUMH NPHOYTKaMH, He
BTPAaTUTH HasIBHI anaHCOBl aKTHBH Ta IUIOBY PEIyTaLliio.

Cnucokx nimepamypu

1. HlaxpaiicTBo Ha (piHaHCOBOMY pHHKY: IIpakTHuHuil MociOHUK 3 mpo-
tuaii [3a pea. B.®@emenka]. — K.: YkpaiHcbke areHTCTBO (piHAHCOBOTO PO3-
BUTKY, 2011. — 424 c.
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FINANCIAL SECURITY OF INSURANCE COMPANIES
IN THE LIGHT OF THE SOLVENCY II DIRECTIVE

Financial security of an insurance company is one of the key
aspects of its functioning, whereas appropriate management of funds
and risk related to its operation is its principal task. Due to performed
functions, insurers are perceived as public trust institutions. Therefore,
the issue of optimising the activity of insurance companies in the
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context of risk and capital management has been the responsibility of
supervisory institutions, which regulate their operation at the national
and international level, for years now. Establishment of the common
European insurance market has contributed to the harmonisation of
insurance markets in all EU Member States and has imposed new
requirements on insurers in the field of their financial liquidity.
Changes related, among others, to the development of financial
markets, concentration of business around international capital
groups, unification tendencies or development of risk management
techniques have compelled the adjustment of regulations to changing
conditions around. The key initiative in this scope is Solvency II,
which allows a more optimal risk analysis from the insurer’s
perspective in order to optimally use the capital. It also gives the
possibility to monitor risks that were not estimated before.
Assumptions behind the Solvency II specify that:

e supervisory bodies should have relevant tools for a
comprehensive assessment of the insurance company’s standing in the
context of solvency,

e the new system should encourage and motivate insurance
companies to appropriately manage risks they are exposed to,

e quantitative capital requirements should be structured in a two-
layer way:

¢ target capital,

¢ minimal capital.

e such structure gives necessary time for supervisory bodies to
undertake relevant remedial actions at an insurance company.

e where possible, the system should be compatible with the rules
adopted in the banking sector.

e the new system should be aimed at a more efficient supervision
over capital groups.

e harmonisation of European supervisory, reporting and
accounting standards is indispensable.

Solvency II is there to increase transparency and enhance trust in
the entire insurance sector. It will be based on the rules of economic
assessment of insurance companies in order to maintain balance
between the amount of costs incurred by insurers and the high level of
security of the insured persons, on the assumption that the objective
analysis depends on capital requirements based on risk assessment.

Each insurance company is exposed to different types of risk in
relation to its activity. Their careful identification is one of the key
tasks for insurers. Bearing in mind the main risk, i.e. general
insolvency, they should undertake actions aimed at identification of
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risks and counteracting their effects. We need to note that the
materialisation of the main risk involves the materialisation of
fragmentary risks that can be divided into:

e technical risks — related to a technical activity of an insurance
company and resulting from the type of activity conducted,

e investment risks — related to the investment activity of an
insurance company,

e operational risks — related to an ongoing business activity of
insurers.

Therefore, an insurer should have funds at its disposal to serve as a
collateral against the abovementioned risks and constitute a source to
cover all financial losses. In this context we need to emphasize that the
identification of capital requirements of an insurance company is there to
set such an amount of own funds that allows the insurer’s solvency
according to the scale of activity and exposure to risks. Apart from
capital requirements, insurance risk management is an important element
of insurers’ security. We also need to stress that «regulations regarding a
relevant amount of an insurance company’s own funds that provide an
appropriate execution of tasks an insurance company is responsible for,
including those related to insurers, are one of the conditions that
guarantee the implementation of the real insurance protection rule»'.
These conditions have been included in the Solvency II Directive.

The new system introduces a number of changes that are of
significance to the insurer’s activity. These are mainly new
quantitative and qualitative requirements as regards the approach to
the management of risk and capital dedicated to cover it. The
proposed qualitative amendments mostly concern the extension of the
catalogue of risks to be managed by an insurance company and the
methods of their analysis. In compliance with new regulations, apart
from managing an actuarial risk, insurers will have to concentrate
more on the market and credit risk management.

Introduction of new systemic solutions under the Solvency II
Directive, related to increasing the financial security of insurance
companies operating on the market, will certainly strengthen the
insurance market and will contribute to the further growth of its
meaning and capitalisation within the framework of the international
financial market. It will also contribute to improved security of
agreement execution and reliability of insurers in the eyes of this
sector’s clients.

' Lancucki J., Podstawy finanséw ubezpieczen gospodarczych [The Essentials of
Economic Insurance Finance], PWN, Warsaw 1996, p. 134.
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JOKTOPAaHT KadeapH MiXKHapoaHUX (PiHAHCIB,
TepHomiABCHEKUH HAIliOHAABPHUM €KOHOMIYHUY YVHiIBEpPCUTET

HATIPSIMH MOJEPHI3AIIl PETYAIOBAHHS
INIEPECTPAXYBAABHOI OISIABHOCTI

Baromum 4nMHHHMKOM, IO HEpEIIKO/IXKAa€e aKTUBI3ALIi Ta PO3BUTKY
IHTEeTpaIifHuX 1 TiI00ai3aifHiuX MPOIECiB Ha YKPaiHChKOMY PUHKY
nepecTpaxyBaHHsI, € HACTIIKK €KOHOMIYHOI KPU3H, SKa PO3rOpHYJIacs
y CBiTOBOMy MacmTtadi B 2008 poui BHSIBHJIA HOB1 Ta TOTJIMOWIIA HU3-
Ky BXK€ ICHYIOUHX MPOOJIEM, OB’ I3aHUX 3 HU3bKUM PIBHEM HArjsiny i
PEryJIrOBaHHs CTPAax0BOTO CEKTOPY €KOHOMIKM YKpaiHu. BinnosinHo,
0COOJIMBO aKTyali3yBaJUCs MPOOJIEMH HETOCKOHAIOTO JEP)KaBHOTO

86



