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Abstract

The visionary idea of BRIC! countries and their leading position in the development of global
economy, conceived by the leading investment bank Goldman Sachs more than a decade ago, came
under heavy skepticism. However, what many doubted came true. At the end of 2011 BRIC countries
generated approximately 26% of global GDP, and their share in the growth of global GDP was more
than 50%. The impressive growth of BRIC countries has been in large measure due to FDI inflow?.
Intensive FDI inflow and economic development have not been followed by improved institutional
efficiency. This article will show that inefficient institutions in BRIC countries have not been
discouraging to MNCs3, who were predominantly led by the extent and the growth dynamics of the
market. Modifications to business strategies applied in developed countries by MNCs, in order to
manage unstable institutional environment in BRIC countries, will be analyzed. The conclusion is
that the key modification is establishment of strong relationships with local stakeholders, in order for
MNCs to gain necessary knowledge of the new business environment and create a sound basis for
institutional efficiency improvement.
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1. INTRODUCTION new business environment. The most
prominent characteristic of the new

Vast technological, socio-political and environment is that fast growing BRIC
economic changes have occurred from the markets opened up to MNCs from developed
beginning of the 21st century and created a countries. Within only a decade, from 2001
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to 2011, BRIC countries increased their GDP
by purchase power parity (PPP) from USD
7,361 billion to USD 20,955 billion, and
calculated cumulative growth of 185%. At
the end of 2011 BRIC countries generated
26% of global GDP at PPP, and more
importantly, their contribution to global GDP
growth was more than 50% (www.cia.gov
and databank.worldbank.org). Compared
with developed economies, BRIC countries
have been less severely hit by global
economic crisis, which accelerated shift of
economic power from G7 to BRIC countries.

Fast economic growth of BRIC countries
has primarily been a consequence of strong
inflow of FDIs, which has dominantly been
determined by the potential and growth
dynamics of BRIC markets. Between 2001
and 2010 population in these countries
increased from 2.67 to 2.91 billion which
accounted for more than 42% of the world’s
population (databank.worldbank.org). Due
to GDP and population growth BRIC
countries have become one of the key
players in global demand. In 2009 these
countries’ share in the growth of global
demand was more than a half, and China
comprised over 30% of global demand
growth, almost twice as much as the USA
(Tetsufumi et al., 2009).

BRIC  countries liberalized FDI
regulations alongside their economic
development, and created new business
opportunities for MNCs from developed
countries. MNCs have been facing up to
various business risks, mainly undeveloped
infrastructure, inefficient formal and specific
informal institutions. Nevertheless, MNCs
have not been deterred by the risks, and have
gradually learned how to adjust their
business strategies and influence institutions
in the host countries through the network of
local contacts.
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This paper consists of three parts. The
first part of the article, with reference to
relevant literature, explains how institutional
environment influences business strategies,
specially emphasizing so called emerging
economies. Research hypotheses is founded
on institution based view, and tested in the
second and the third part of the article. The
second part of the paper gives econometric
model which should specify the influence of
institutional and market determinants on FDI
inflow in BRIC countries. The model
analyzes two market and two institutional
determinants from 1996 to 2010. The third
part of the paper gives a detailed explanation
of MNCs’ strategic response to unstable
institutional environment in BRIC countries.
A great deal of stress is put on the
importance of local strategic networks made
of numerous stakeholders through which
MNCs collect necessary information and
knowledge of local business environment
and thus influence it.

2. THE INFLUENCE OF
INSTITUTIONAL ENVIRONMENT ON
INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS
STRATEGIES

Rapid development and growing
importance of BRIC countries have been
standing out on the global economic map in
the past decade. Two leading views defining
the factors of companies’ competitive
advantage were brought into question due to
strong development of institutionally
inefficient countries.

Industry based view, established more
than thirty years ago, derives five forces
(barging power of buyers, barging power of
suppliers, intensity of competitive rivalry,
threat of new competition, threat of
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substitute products or services) within an
industry that determine business strategy and
performances of a company (Porter, 2008).
On the other hand, resource based view,
established more than two decades ago,
points out that the basis for a competitive
advantage of a company lies in application of
valuable, rare, imperfectly imitable, and non-
substitutable resources (Barney, 1991).
These two views take the structure of an
industry and unique resources as a basis of
competitive advantage, disregarding the
whole business context. Since the
institutional systems in emerging economies
differ widely from those in developed
countries, formal and informal institutions
have been recognized as a determinant of
business  strategy and  company’s
performance. This led to the institution based
view which modifies industry based view
and resource based view. Figure 1 shows the
relationship between the three views.
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Competitive advantage of a company can
be determined by the resources it owns. It
can be determined by location,
transferability and non-transferability of
resources, as well. Yet, the mere possession
of resources does not create competitive
advantage. A company must exploit them
efficiently and adequately combine them
(Verbeke, 2009). Transferable resources can
be moved abroad and thus strengthen
competitive advantage of a company in a
foreign market, though resources producing
advantage in one institutional context can
behave differently in another.

Institutional context is not just a
background condition but the one directly
determining the aces company has up its
sleeve when formulating and implementing
strategy and creating competitive advantage
(Peng et al., 2008). Therefore, institutions
directly determine internationalization
strategies and performances of a company

Developed economies

Dynamic
interaction
h |
Company Institutions

Indulsltry Formal and
conditions informal

and fr_;fra constraints

specific Strategic
resources cholces

Border

Figure 1. Relationship between the three views of competitive advantage and international business
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for several reasons: 1. efficiency of
institutions affects productivity prospects 2.
poor institutions can bring additional costs
and 3. due to high sunk costs companies are
vulnerable to any kind of uncertainty
(Benassy et al., 2007).

Institutions should define the norms and
framework for doing business and thus
decrease the uncertainty. Stakeholders on the
other hand make rational decisions obeying
formal and informal rules of the business
environment (Peng & Khoury, 2008). MNCs
from developed countries often disregard
this fact and tend to imitate strategies that
proved successful in domestic markets.
Abandoned business models, once used in
highly developed countries with efficient
institutions, actually proved to be very
successful in emerging markets because
companies take over some of the functions of
undeveloped and inefficient institutions
(Khanna & Palepu, 1997). Stakeholders tend
to develop business models that would
decrease the uncertainty stemming from
inefficient governments. If a government
functions poorly and vaguely, informal
institutions take over some of its duties and
help companies make decisions and thus
decrease uncertainty (Peng et al., 2009).
MNCs from developed countries have no
experience in doing business in unstable
institutional environment and are not
accustomed to informal institutions, and
therefore must obtain local knowledge and
resources.

Two related hypotheses set up in this
paper are founded on institution based view:

HI: FDI inflow in BRIC countries has
dominantly been influenced by market
determinants and the influence of the
institutions was negligible.
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H2: MNCs tend to overcome the problem
of poor institutions in BRIC countries by
intensifying the cooperation with local
stakeholders.

3. ECONOMETRIC ANALYSIS OF
FDI INFLOW DETERMINANTS IN
BRIC COUNTRIES

Determinants of FDI inflow have been
analyzed in economic literature a lot. Most of
the empirical research conducted tried to
identify = economic  or institutional
determinants of FDI inflow. The basic
assumption in this paper is that FDI inflow is
determined both by economic and
institutional determinants.

Vector autoregressive model (VAR) was
used in the analysis. The starting assumption
of this approach is that most of
macroeconomic time series are time-
dependent (Jovici¢ & Dragutinovi¢, 2011,
Mladenovi¢ & Nojkovi¢, 2012, Stata Corp
LP, 2011). This requires a model that allows
dynamic analysis of the relationship between
the variables. From Sims’ pioneer work
(Sims, 1980) until today this has been one of
the most commonly used concepts in
economic research (see for example
Mladenovi¢ & Nojkovi¢, 2012 and Stata
Corp LP, 2011).

In this model K variables are a linear
function of p their past evolutions, of p past
evolutions of K-/ variables and possibly of
some additional exogenous variables.
Formula 1 gives the algebraic form of p-lag
vector autoregressive model, or VAR (p),
with exogenous variable x,:

Vi=ct Ay Ay + o+ Apyep + Boxy +
Bix.; +..+Bx.s+tu te {-0, +w} (1)

where
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V= Ww Y - » V) 18 Kx 1random
(stochastic) vector,

A, to Ap are K x K, parameter matrices,

x,18 M x , exogenous variables vector,

B,to B, are Kk x M, coefficient matrices,

cis K x 1, parameters vector, and

u, 1s white noise vector process; i.e.

E(u)=0,E(u,uw,)= cand E (u,, u’;) =0

for ¢t # s.

Two economic and two institutional
determinants were analyzed for each of
BRIC countries. Economic determinants
used in the model are: FDI inflow in the
previous year (i) in millions USD and
consumption (c) in billions USD. The source
of the data on FDI is UNCTAD database, and
of the data on consumption is the World Bank
database. Two of six governance indicators
published by the World Bank in the World
Governance Indicators were used in the
model as institutional determinants. This
report has been measuring the quality of
institutions in 213 countries since 1996.
Government effectiveness (k,)* and control
of corruption (k,)> were analyzed, since the
two are the best indicators of institutional
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environment of a country. The indicators are
measured in units ranging from -2.5 to 2.5,
with higher values corresponding to more
efficient institutions. Time series between
1996 and 2010 were analyzed and the
arithmetic mean of two consecutive years
were used to approximate the missing data
on 1997, 1999 and 2001. Table 1 and table 2
show the data used as inputs in the analysis.

¢ — Consumption in billion USD
(databank.worldbank.org).
i — FDI in  million USD

(unctadstat.unctad.org)..

ki - Government effectiveness indicator,
ranging from -2.5 to 2.5
(http://info.worldbank.org).

k2 - Control of corruption indicator,
ranging  from - 2.5 do 2.5
(http://info.worldbank.org).

Statistical software package STATA 12
(Stata Corp LP, 2011), or more precisely its
sub module for VAR models, was used. Var,
varstable,  varsoc  and  vargranger®
commands show that the problem fits the
model that can be expressed with equations
from 2 to 5:

Table 1. The data used in the econometric model (Brazil and Russia)

Brazil Russia
c i ki k2 c i ki k2
1996 542.967 10,792 -0,15 -0,07 203.782 2.579 -0,55 -1,03
1997 565.210 18.993 -0.14 | -0,04 221.677 4.865 -0,65 -0,98
1998 542.855 28.856 -0.13 0,00 155.714 2.761 -0,76 -0,94
1999 379.878 28.578 -0,05 0,02 104,894 3.309 -0,72 -0,95
2000 414.835 32.779 0,04 0,04 119.954 2.714 -0,68 -0,95
2001 351.359 22.457 0,04 0,03 151.419 2.748 -0,52 -0,94
2002 311.187 16.590 0,05 0,01 176.768 3.461 -0,35 -0,92
2003 342,138 10.144 0,19 0,11 218.047 7.958 -0,38 -0,71
2004 396.790 18.146 0,04 0,03 298.094 15.444 -0,37 -0.74
2005 531.730 15.066 -0,09 -0,17 381.556 12.886 -0.46 -0,79
2006 647.032 18.822 -0,13 -0,14 482.855 29.701 -0,49 -0.84
2007 801.264 34.585 -0,10 -0,11 633.975 55.073 -0,43 -0,95
2008 964.836 45.058 0,00 -0,02 812.123 75.002 -0,37 -1,04
2009 967.400 25.949 0,02 -0,10 667.823 36.500 -0,34 -1,12
2010 1.216.130 48.438 0,07 0.06 TOR.177 41.194 -0,39 -1,07

4The quality of public services, the independence of the civil service from political pressures, the quality of policy formulation and
implementation, and the government’s commitment to its stated policies.

5Corruption is defined as the extent to which power is used for private gain.

OThe data and detailed analysis is available on http://one.ekof.bg.ac.rs/~azdr/bor.rar
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Table 2. The data used in the econometric model (India and China)

India China
c i ki k2 c i ki k2
1996 255.120 2.525 -0,10 -0.41 408.408 41.726 -0,30 | -0,25
1997 264.030 3.619 -0.,08 -0,35 445.385 45,257 -0,22 | -0,25
1998 268.647 2.633 -0,06 -0,29 473.835 45,463 -0,14 | -0,25
1999 290.206 2.168 -0,08 -0,33 506.389 40.319 -0,11 | -0,25
2000 294.539 3.588 -0,10 -0,37 553.907 40.715 -0,09 | -0,24
2001 308.292 5.478 -0,12 -0.43 597.263 46,878 -0,07 | -0,45
2002 320.820 5.630 -0,15 -0,49 641.016 52.743 -0,05 | -0,65
2003 370.726 4.321 -0,07 -0,43 696,503 53.505 -0,10 | -0,43
2004 426.753 5.778 -0,13 -0,42 787.968 60.630 -0,05 | -0,57
2005 | 486.216 7.622 -0,08 | -0.40 886.622 72406 | -0.17 | -0.64
2006 548.688 20.328 -0,01 -0,28 1.029.718 72.715 0,06 -0,50
2007 707.724 25.350 0,12 -0,42 1.256.783 83.521 0,23 -0,59
2008 709,606 42.546 -0,02 -0,40 1.592.410 108.312 0,19 -0,44
2009 795.209 35.649 -0,02 -0,37 1.773.498 95.000 0,14 -0,50
2010 987.494 24.640 -0,01 -0,52 1.968.992 105.735 0,12 -0,60

Brazil:

log i,=0.21 log i, ; + 0.71 log ¢, ; — 0.03
k; +0.01 &, (R2=0.60) )

India:

log i,=0.15log i, ; + 1.80 log ¢, ; + 0.07
k; —0.04 k&, (R2=0.92) 3)

China:

log i,=0.31 log i, ; + 0.41 log ¢, ; — 0.04
k; +0.01 k&, (R2=0.94) 4)

Russia:

logi,=0.31logi,; +1.04 log ¢, ; + 0.05
k,+0.10 k&, (R2=0.91) (5)

(log stands for logarithmic form)

Exceedingly high values of R2, with slight
exception of Brazil, show that these four
variables explain the FDI inflow over the
current period, to a great extent. There is a
slight difference in the results of the analysis
among the countries, and consumption
stands out as the most important
determinant. China does not entirely follow
the pattern, due to export oriented economy
and government measures taken in the
previous period to control domestic demand

and inflation. And finally, compared to
institutional variables, economic variables
have significantly more influence on FDI
inflow, with the exception of Russia, known
as a highly corrupted country, where
corruption indicator value is slightly higher.
Though being short, the time series proves
the hypothesis A7, with small differences
among the analyzed countries. The influence
of institutional environment on FDI inflow in
BRIC countries was insignificant. Foreign
investors dominantly gave an advantage to
the market potential, and market and
marketing prospects, over unstable and
undeveloped institutions in these countries.

4. PARTNERSHIP WITH LOCAL

STAKEHOLDERS AS AN
UNDEVELOPED INSTITUTIONAL
ENVIRONMENT MANAGEMENT
TOOL

In order to achieve economy of scale
based on possession of unique resources, or
to make use of a foreign location as their



B. Rakita / SIM 7 (2) (2012) 309 - 320

competitive advantage, companies
internationalize their business. Nevertheless,
besides possible economic  benefits
companies should not disregard additional
coordination costs of the resource
exploitation in foreign markets. There are
three possible options for foreign investors:
1. to disregard institutionally unstable
markets, 2. to adapt to new business
environment trying to persevere in applying
the strategy which had proved to create
competitive advantage, 3. to actively
influence new business environment
(Khanna et al., 2005). Strategy of late
followers, or “wait and see”, is not
acceptable to most of the companies due to
the fact that institutions in BRIC countries
are not likely to advance to the level their
counterparts in developed countries are on in
near future, and the importance of BRIC
economy on the global level will certainly
keep growing.

Since the above passages prove that
inefficient institutions did not discourage
MNCs to invest in BRIC countries, the
conclusion is that foreign investors have
been entering these markets by adjusting to
the new environment, simultaneously
tending to improve it. This is a very complex
process influenced by a wide variety of
factors. Entry strategy is a highly significant
factor contributing to company’s ability to
adapt to the new business environment.

MNCs see investments in BRIC countries
as means of exploiting complementary local
resources alongside the resources already in
their possession. Local resources can be
basic and strategic. Basic resources are
mainly material resources (equipment, cheap
labor, natural resources etc.) and are
available through market transactions.
Strategic resources are mostly intangible
resources (strong reputation, brand strength
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and value, negotiation power, intellectual
capital, knowledge workers, political
contacts, familiarity with local markets etc.)
that cannot be easily or completely obtained
in free market, and cannot be easily
substituted or imitated by competition. These
resources can be internally generated, or
acquired through partnerships or acquisitions
of local companies (Barney & Tong, 2006;
Stefanovic et al., 2011). MNCs cannot easily
generate  intangible local resources,
especially if they lack necessary experience.
Therefore, business strategies based on these
resources must be implemented through
acquisitions of or strategic alliances with
local companies. Relatively undeveloped
and inefficient institutions are a great
obstacle to the acquisitions. Financial
markets are mostly inefficient and illiquid
since local companies are usually controlled
by influential individuals or families, and
financial and other business data on
companies is incomplete and unreliable
(Meyer et al., 2009). Consequently, the
resources of target company cannot be
properly identified and valued, and
acquisition costs increase. In order to obtain
local strategic resources, necessary for doing
business in unstable business environment,
most of MNCs give advantage to strategic
alliances over international acquisitions
(Chen et al., 2004). This allows them utilize
local strategic resources, share possible
business risks and learn how to do business
in a complex institutional environment.
Strategic partnerships in BRIC countries
must be analyzed within the context of
undeveloped institutions. Domestic
companies in emerging economies have built
a network of personal contacts, as a
compensation for inexistence or inefficiency
of official institutions (Hoskisson et al.,
2000). This network represents informal
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institutions which act as a substitute for
formal institutions. Network members are
not strong enough to compete on their own,
and use networking to position themselves in
the market (Hitt et al., 2004). Local network
of personal contacts is a great barrier to
foreign companies on their way to new
markets. Nevertheless, companies within the
network need intangible resources as a
source of long-term competitive advantage,
technology and management knowledge, and
only MNCs are the proper partner that can
provide them with these (Hitt et al., 2006).
Therefore, MNCs swap their intangible
resources for membership in the local
network and thus exploit informal
institutions developed by local companies
and collect the data on local business
environment. Local partners should possess
complementary resources and should not
misuse the access to intangible resources
(technology, strong reputation, brand etc.),
and for that reason MNCs must be very
careful when engaging in partnerships with
local companies. This is of crucial
importance since most often formal
institutions are not willing or lack the
capacity to protect intellectual property.
Relations within a network are based on
personal contacts, the leaders negotiate the
goals and the outcome is usually uncertain
(Puffer & McCarthy, 2007). Due to high
uncertainty and unofficial decision making
practice, it is in MNCs’ best interest to
encourage the development of the missing

formal institutions and increase the
efficiency of the existing ones.
MNCs influence institutional

environment in its host countries over time,
and there are three avenues through which
this can be performed: professionalization
effect, demonstration effect, and regulatory
pressure effect (Kwok & Tadesse, 20006).
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Professionalization effect and demonstration
effect are extremely indirect and hard to
measure. There is a huge discrepancy
between the business standards set in MNCs
and their affiliates, and the local business
practice (for example corrupt practices).
Employee fluctuation and demonstration
effect increase the number of local
companies adopting the new standards,
which pressures institutions to advance their
efficiency.

MNCs draw local stakeholders into a
network which can but does not necessary
have to be based on the contacts of local
strategic partner, and thus directly influence
institutional environment (Iankova & Katz,
2003). There are high-intensity and low-
intensity networks, depending on to what
degree institutional inefficiency affects
MNCs. Through low-intensity networks
MNCs join their efforts to lobby
governments and share lobbying costs,
without drawing too much attention to
themselves. The network is comprised of
both local strategic partner and MNCs’
affiliates (Foreign Investors Council in
Serbia).  Nevertheless,  low-intensity
networks work only at national level and
deal with general problems of institutional
environment. On the other hand, high-
intensity networks are comprised of various
stakeholders (trade unions, municipalities,
suppliers etc.) and affect specific
institutional problems with the aim of
improving it. Strategic partner’s local
knowledge, and his political and contacts
with other stakeholders are crucial to this
strategy. MNCs affect institutional
environment long lastingly and continuously,
and the outcome is often hard to measure.

Company should not disregard time
dimension and long-term perspective when
deciding the optimal entry strategies.
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Nevertheless, final choice of the entry
strategies is not once and for all process.
They should be revised, adjusted, and
developed over time, since economic and
institutional environment, and company’s
development priorities and capacities, are in
constant change. Foreign investors gain the
necessary experience and acquire local
resources over time, and being able to
perform independently they usually abandon
strategic partnerships or set the limits to
strategic partnership business activities.
Once exclusive strategic partnership is now
in charge of a few segments, and MNC gets
the biggest piece of the pie, and continues
performing autonomously. This way, MNCs
do not entirely abandon local partnership as
valuable source of local resources and still
they can do business independently. Besides,
ties with successful local companies do not
leave the room for late followers to easily
obtain local knowledge and resources crucial
for doing business in BRIC markets.

5. CONCLUSIONS

Shift of economic power from G7 to
BRIC countries is among the most
significant processes of today. Intensive
economic growth and development in BRIC
countries have not been followed by
increasing institutional efficiency. Therefore,
the two leading views, industry and resource
based view, defining the determinants of
competitive advantage in institutionally
developed countries, were not applicable in
the new business environment. This led to
institution based view which modifies
industry based view and resource based view
in order to identify the source of companies’
competitive advantage. It points out that
MNCs must adjust their business strategies
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and develop new sources of competitive
advantage, depending on the level of
institutional efficiency.

The results of the research on business
strategies implemented in BRIC countries
are conformable to institution based view.
The econometric model applied in the
research analyzed consumption, FDI inflow
in the previous year, government
effectiveness and control of corruption. The
model explains over 90% of variations of
FDI in the analyzed countries, with the
exception of Brazil where the result was
60%. As it was assumed, FDI inflow was
dominantly determined by consumption and
to a smaller degree by FDI inflow in the
previous year, while the influence of the
institutional ~ determinants was  less
significant. This proves the hypothesis H/,
that FDI inflow in BRIC countries has
dominantly been influenced by market
determinants (consumption and future
market growth rates) and the influence of the
institutions is negligible.

In order to exploit growing market
opportunities and successfully manage the
risks stemming from unstable institutional
environment, most of the MNCs enter BRIC
markets in the form of strategic partnerships
with local companies. Through local
strategic networks and partnerships MNCs
collect necessary information and knowledge
of the local business environment and
modify their business strategies accordingly.
Additionally, local strategic partnerships are
often the basis for MNCs’ networking, with
the aim of directing the development of
institutional environment towards desired
goals. MNCs thus become the agent of
change with the task to advance the entire
business environment.

Serbian companies operating
internationally could make practical use of
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this research. Due to falling demand and
sharp competition in developed markets,
especially EU markets, it has become much
harder to operate there. Therefore, Serbian
companies going international tend to make
a breakthrough into emerging markets,
including BRIC countries. However, on
their way to these new markets they must
bear in mind the importance of informal
institutions and specific institutional
environment that significantly differ from
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countries. Successful performance in BRIC
markets will depend on their ability to
acquire strategic local resources that are
essential for doing business in this specific
environment. Nevertheless, acquisition of
these resources depends on company’s
ability to establish relationships with
relevant local stakeholders and thus become
a member of their personal networks which
allow them influence formal institutions and
substitute for inefficient formal institutions.

what they are used to in Serbia and EU

CTPATEI'NJE ITOCJIOBAIbA Y HECTABUJIHOM
NHCTUTYHUOHAJIHOM AMBUJEHTY
— IIPUMEP BPUK 3EMAJbBA —

Bbpanko Pakura, /Iparan AznejkoBuh n lyman Mapkosuh
HsBon

Kana je npe Buie of jeane netieHuje Bojcha naBectunmona 6anka Goldman Sachs ocmucnmia
akpournM BPUK! m mpensumena mga he oBe 3emibe mMmard Bopehy yimory y pasBojy IioOaiHe
€KOHOMHj€ MHOTH Cy Ommn ckenTudHu. OHO y IITa Cy MHOTH CyMBbasTi ocTBapuiio ce. Ha kpajy 2011.
rogquae bPUK 3emibe cy renepucane ckopo 26% rmobamuor [JII1, anm je MHOTO OWTHHjE na Cy
nonpunene pacty nodamaor /[T ca mpexo 50%. Ummpecusan pact bPUK 3emarpa y mpeTxomHom
MEPHOIY Y BEJIHKOj je Mepu mocieauia cHaxuor npuwinBa CIN2. CHakaH €KOHOMCKH pPa3Boj y
MIPETXOIHOM Ieproay Huje 6o npaheH yHanpehemeM epukacHOCTH MHCTUTYLIH]A. Y pany he outn
MOKa3aHo Jia penaTuBHO HeepukacHe nHCcTUTyIMje Y BPUK 3emipama Hucy nenoBaie ondoujajyhe Ha
MHK,3 koje cy ce JOMUHAHTHO BOJIUJIC BEIMYMHOM M TMHAMHKOM pa3Boja TpKUIITa. AHamu3upahe
ce moaudukanmje nociaoBHux crparermja MHK, y omHocy Ha mpuMemHBaHE Ha TPXKUIITUMA
pa3BHjEeHUX 3eMalba, a Yhja je CBpXa YIPaBJbatkhe HECTAOMIHUM MHCTUTYIMOHATHUM aMOUjEHTOM.
3akibydak je aa ce MoAu(UKOBamke MOCIOBHUX CTpATEeTHja OMIeAa y YCIOCTaBJbalkby CHaKHUX Be3a
ca JIOKaJHUM CTEjKXOJNJepuMa, a CBE y IHJbY CTHIamka HEONXOAHUX 3Hama 3a IMOCIOBAlkE Y
cren(UIHOM TIOCIOBHOM aMOHMjEHTY M Kpeupamy 0a3e IMyTeM Koje OM ce yTHIAI0 Ha TOAN3abe
e(pUKaCHOCTH MHCTUTYIIH]a.

Kwyune peuu: BPUK 3emibe, C[IU, nHCTUTYLH]jE, TIOCIOBHA CTpaTerhja

pra3ym, Pycuja, Unanja u Kuna
2CTpaHe JIMPEKTHE HHBECTHIIH]E

3 MynTHHAIMOHATHE KOMITAHH]e
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