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< 19>

( Us $) GDP (%) ,
Receipts Payments Balance Receipts Payments Balance "
1985 1997 1985 1997 1985 1997 1985 1997 1985 1997 1985 1997 1985 1997
Canada 1 397.8 1,261.3 548.2 989.8 -150.4 271.5 0.11 0.22 0.16 0.17 -0.04 0.05 73 127
Mexico 13.8 129.9 160.8 500.9 -146.9 -371.0 0.01 0.03 0.08 0.12 -0.08 -0.09 9 26
United States 6,678.0 33,676.0 1,170.0 9,411.0 5,508.0 24,265.0 0.16 0.43 0.03 0.12 0.14 0.31 571 358
Australia2,3 68.0 228.1 187.3 368.0 -119.3 -139.8 0.04 0.06 0.11 0.09 -0.07 -0.03 36 62
Japan 981.9 6,873.8 1,229.0 3,623.4 -247.1 3,250.4 0.07 0.16 0.09 0.09 -0.02 0.08 80 190
Korea 1 1128 112.4 295.5 1,947.0 -284.2 -1,834.6 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.43 0.00 -0.40 4 6
New Zealand 1 - 20.2 - 8.2 - 12.0 - 0.03 - 0.01 - 0.02 - 248
Austria 29.8 187.6 113.5 689.6 -83.8 -502.0 0.04 0.09 0.17 0.33 -0.13 -0.24 26 27
Belgium 673.9 4,350.3 781.6 3,447.7 -107.7 902.6 0.83 1.79 0.96 1.42 -0.13 0.37 86 126
Czech Republic3 - 42.9 - 98.0 - -55.0 - 0.08 - 0.17 - -0.10 - 44
Denmark 183.6 - 161.0 - 22.6 - 0.32 - 0.28 - 0.04 - 114 -
Finland 3 4.4 66.2 106.8 465.1 -102.4 -398.9 0.01 0.05 0.20 0.37 -0.19 -0.32 4 14
France 893.3 2,164.7 1,063.0 2,989.4 -169.6 -824.7 0.17 0.16 0.20 0.21 -0.03 -0.06 84 72
Germany 1,172.8 11,605.2 1,652.4 13,656.1 -479.6 -2,050.9 0.19 0.55 0.27 0.65 -0.08 -0.10 71 85
Greecc - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Hungary - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Iceland 3 - 0.2 - 1.2 - -1.0 - 0.03 - 0.18 - -0.15 - 16
Ireland 3 - 100.8 - 3,414.2 - -3,313.4 - 0.14 - 4.74 - -4.60 - 3
Italy 1 144.2 1,207.2 545.9 1,562.2 -401.8 -355.0 0.03 0.11 0.13 0.14 -0.09 -0.03 26 7
Netherlands 4 1,196.1 6,202.8 1,503.9 6,133.5 -307.8 69.3 0.93 1.93 1.17 1.91 -0.24 0.02 80 101
Norway 3 28.3 118.1 76.4 290.4 -48.1 -172.2 0.04 0.07 0.12 0.18 -0.08 -0.11 37 41
Poland - 195.5 - 411.4 - -215.9 - 0.14 - 0.30 - -0.16 - 48
Portuga 1 - 179.5 - 532.7 - -353.2 - 0.22 - 0.60 - -0.39 - 34
Spain 137.5 161.8 551.7 1,073.8 -412.2 -912.1 0.08 0.03 0.33 0.20 -0.25 -0.17 25 15
Sweden 5 87.4 457.1 49.3 49.9 38.1 407.2 0.09 0.25 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.22 177 916
Switzerland 870.2 2,771.9 232.8 1,262.6 637.4 1,509.3 0.90 1.09 0.24 0.49 0.66 0.59 374 220
Turkey - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
E?;;ggm 3 1,037.2 2,907.8 921.8 3,596.9 115.4 -689.1 0.23 0.25 0.20 0.31 0.03 -0.06 113 81
EgggﬁegTS 5,376.5 | 28,432.9 | 7,280.9 | 39,355.7 | -1,913.4 | -10,922.8 | 0.21 | 0.35 [ 0.28 | 0.49 | -0.07 | -0.13 | 74 72
Total OECD3,6 14,406.3 | 72,272.9 | 11,159.2 56,669.8 3,246.1 15,603.1 0.16 0.32 0.12 0.25 0.04 0.07 129 128

1. 1995 instead of 1997. 2. 1986 instead of 1985 3. 1996 instead of 1997
4. 1992 instead of 1997. 5. 1993 instead of 1997.
6. Including intra- zone flows. Data partly estimated.

Source: OECD, TBP database, May 1999.
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