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Abstract. The business experts could witness major changes in the targets of international capital flow during the
last two decades. The Central-Eastern European economic and social transition that was started in the early 1990s
has created good conditions for the international investments. The new target of foreign direct investments �
besides the Asian regions � depended on the changes of political and economic system going on in the countries
concerned. The different pace of changes and the privatization of state properties determined the share of individual
countries from the capital import. The early eminent countries were replaced by new eminent ones, and the capital
inflow replaced brown field investments � that dominated at the beginning � with green field investments. The paper
examines the worldwide and regional tendencies of foreign direct investments of the 1990�s and the 2000�s, the share
of individual countries within the region as well as the changes in the sectoral distribution. Relations are searched for
the changes of position of Hungary, as well as among the economic-social processes in the country.

Introduction
The foreign direct investment (well-known abbreviation is FDI) is an investment activity in the

relation of two countries, when the company of one of the countries gets a long-term share in the
other country. This share usually includes participation in the management, in joint venture,
technology transfer and expertise, and often the acquisition of the market partly or totally.

There are two typical theoretical approaches concerning the foreign direct investments. Accor-
ding to the modernization theory, the foreign direct investment is the ideal mechanism of capital,
market and know-how distribution, which leads to the development of newly independent countries
of the world. The Dependency and World System theory says that the foreign direct investment is a
developed tool for creating neocolonialist economic order which brings poverty to the Southern and
wealth to the Northern countries. King and Váradi [2002] say, however, that the �that�s what� appro-
ach is true because the positive and negative factors exist together and their balance is what counts.

Following the collapse of the Eastern European regimes, the foreign direct investment played
an important role in the transition to market economy in these countries, enabling them to integrate
into the European Union and accelerating the transition process [Bevan, Estrin 2004, Demekas et
al. 2007, King, Váradi 2002, Weresa 2005].

There are a lot of factors involved in the foreign direct investments and the investment attraction
ability of a country. The role and importance of these factors, however, is very different in each target
country. The main factors are as follows: labour capacity, skill, wages, available infrastructure in the
country, access to the required energy sources, stability of political, legal and regulatory environment,
stability and condition of macro-economic environment, general supporting market environment, libe-
ralization (economic) policy, economic dynamics of the country, health condition of the population
(also as a human resource), distance of the source country and host country, size of the internal market,
distance of export markets and the transport costs of marketing the products [Noorbakhsh et al. 2001].

As regards capital attraction ability, the available (natural and human) resources within a
country, the size of the local market, the distance of potential markets can limit the capital absorp-
tion capacity of the countries. Demekas et al. [2007] has made estimations concerning the capital
attracting potential of Central-Eastern European countries. In 2003, the estimated (non-privatiza-
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tion) free foreign direct investment capacity (difference of the foreign direct investment potential
and the foreign direct investment stock) was 9% in case of Hungary, 22% in case of Slovakia, 25%
in case of Poland, 32% in case of the Czech Republic and 65-85% in most of the Balkan states. The
foreign direct investment per head was 4400 USD in Hungary, 4000 in the Czech Republic, 2000 in
Slovakia and 1400 USD in Poland. Under the given conditions, the foreign direct investment
potential was about 4800 USD per head in case of Hungary, 5900 in case of the Czech Republic,
2600 in case of Slovakia and 1900 USD in case of Poland [Demekas et al. 2007].

The foreign investors choose their targets by considering the appropriately qualified labour
force and the level of wages. Either this or that is more stressed. It is a general experience that the role
and level of human capital is a key factor in the foreign direct investments and it positively affects the
economic growth of the host country. [Alfaro et al. 2010] Examining, however, the regional distribu-
tion of foreign direct investments, it is obvious that capital flows to the developed countries for the
skilled labour, while to the developing countries for the low wages [Blonigen et al. 2007].

Unusually high amounts of investments went to the Central-Eastern European region from the smaller
continental European countries (e.g. Austria and Sweden). It can be due to the lower wage costs and the
relatively low transaction costs resulted by the small distances of management of production factors.
[Bevan, Estrin 2004] The advantages from the foreign direct investments disappear if the companies
become monopolies. The monopolies request higher than fair market price and do not really invest in R+D.
It is even worse if these companies repatriate their profit (retransfer to their home countries), use import to
replace the spare parts and components procured earlier from national suppliers and thus they can ruin
existing national supplying sectors. That�s what happened to the Hungarian textile industry. It can be the
(dual) impact of foreign direct investment that the replacement of industries with questionable comparati-
ve advantages to ones with actual relative advantages can be bad in the short run but good in the long run
for the raw material producing sectors. The growth of monopolization together with the repatriation of
profit can lead to long-term stagnation [King, Váradi 2002].

By analyzing the processes of the 1990s and 2000s, the objective of the paper is to explore the
restructuring of the foreign direct investments including the investments into agriculture and food indu-
stry and considering the share of these sectors from the investment. The examination focuses especially
on four countries of the Central-Eastern European region: the Czech Republic, Poland, Hungary and
Slovakia. In case of Hungary, the sectoral structure of capital investments are also examined.

Material and methods
The paper examines the foreign direct investments in the countries of the region on the basis

of the databases of UNCTAD, the specialized organization of UN as well as the database of
Eurostat. The data we used are as follows:
� flow of foreign direct investments in/out (1970-2009),
� foreign direct investment stocks (1980-2009),
� flow of foreign direct investments according to sectors (1987-2006).

The examinations were made with simple statistical measurement. The examination included
the comparison of the Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, the Slovak Republic and Slovenia coun-
try group (CE5) out of the Central-Eastern European countries, and the member countries (EU15)
of EU before the enlargement in 2004. In sectoral analysis, the agriculture and fishing, food pro-
ducts, wholesale trade and retail trade sectors were considered relevant regarding agribusiness.

By using the data of UNCTAD we analyzed the position changes of the Central-Eastern Euro-
pean region on the basis of the share of population (%) from the world population, share from
world total GDP (%), share of FDI Stock from world total (%), quotient of FDI Flow% and GDP%;
and quotient of FDI Stock% and GDP%.

Results
The foreign direct investments have multiplied since the 1970�s. The total annual capital inve-

stment of the world grew by 158-fold since 1970, the stock of capital investments increased by 25-
fold from 1980 till 2009. The growth stopped short due to the financial crisis in 2008 and the
subsequent general economic crisis (Tab. 1). The reason for the decline (�dotcom� crisis) follo-
wing the turn of the Millenium was that the capital that was invested before in the telecommunica-
tion sector, including information technology sectors �overheated� these areas. The investment
depression in the early 2000�s due to the downfall, restructuring and the related capital withdrawal
has also resulted the decline in capital investment stocks.
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Examining the target sectors of capital flows, it has become obvious that the industrial activi-
ties have not been prioritized by the investors anymore and the investments in service sectors
have taken over the leading role. In the second half of the 1990�s, the telecommunication sector
beat all the former share records and absorbed huge capitals. In 1999 one-fifth of foreign direct
investments, next year, one-third of them went into the sector. Quick growth was followed by quick
decline and the ratio of capital flowing into the sector backslid to a higher level than before the rise,
to approximately half of the peak value. During the examined period, the most balanced performan-
ce was shown by the financial institutions including bank and insurance sector. About 15-20% of
foreign direct investments went into this sector. These shares might had declined by 2009 due to
the financial crisis, but we do not have appropriate data to support this presumption.

Significant amount of capital flowed into the Central-Eastern European countries during the
privatization processes of the 1990s and to the emerging markets, primarily to the industrial, trade
and service sectors. As the result of this, the Central-Eastern European region has become a
preferred region for investors (Tab. 2) and from 1991 the FDI input reflected on the GDP � that
expresses the development level of the country group � surpassed the capital flowing into the
EU15. In 1997, the specific FDI stock reflected on GDP reached and later surpassed that of the
EU15 country group.
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The experiences are obvious: the foreign capital going into the agriculture is negligible, but quite
considerable capital went into the food industry (Tab. 3). The top value of 2009 was resulted by the
foreign direct investments in Poland. The significant share of wholesale and retail trade indicates the
investments of chain stores emerging and expanding in the countries of the region. It is evidently due
to the fact that the profitability of invested capital is the lowest in case of agricultural production,
higher in food industry and significantly higher in trade, not o mention the financial sector.

The foreign direct investments played significant role in the Hungarian social transition and
the economic modernization of the country [Báger, Kovács 2004]. The food industry had especial-
ly highlighted role in the first half of the 1990�s. By our days, however, both the positive and
negative impacts have become obvious. The considerable growth of product variety and product
quality is indisputable but the other side is that the vegetable oil industry and the sugar industry
has been ruined, the raw material import of meat and milk industry has pushed the Hungarian
producers into the background. The multinational retail chain stores have also contributed to this
process. They decrease the income of food suppliers by several combinations of about eighty
different titles and hamper their sales in the stores. The distribution of products from the home
countries is prioritized in the business philosophy of most of the foreign chain stores.
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Conclusions
The foreign direct investments played very important role in the transition of post-socialist

Central-Eastern European countries. These investments enabled the implementation of the latest
technologies, the reduction of infrastructural deficiencies of these countries and the restructuring
of industrial and service sector. Besides the introduction of new production culture, the develop-
ment of suppliers� sectors was also a significant positive impact which contributed to the expan-
sion of small- and medium-scale enterprises.

The balance of FDI impacts is rather positive for the Central Eastern European countries. The
economic development generated by the foreign direct investments enabled most of them to
access to the European Union. The sign of the development in addition to integration is that these
countries are not only capital importers at present but they have considerable capital exports, too,
although their capital import still exceeds their capital export. Through their capital export, howe-
ver, cross-border, regional economic integrations started to emerge, as a lot of examples prove it.

Comparing the Central-Eastern European regional competitors (the Czech Republic, Hungary,
Poland, Slovakia and Slovenia), it can be seen that the early advantage of Hungary � due to
privatization � has disappeared. The Czech Republic and, in some years, Slovakia, also appro-
ached its position. The pace of capital inflow depended on the internal political environment of the
countries and the progress of social transition.

Upon analyzing the sectoral data, we saw that � similarly to the general trend � the foreign
direct investments flowing into the Central-Eastern European countries has an insignificant share in
agriculture, partly owing to the low profitability, partly to the existing legal limits of land ownership
[compare with Takács-György, Sadowski 2005 and Takács-György et al. 2008]. Significantly higher
capital investments have arrived to the food industry, in the first phase connected to privatization,
later through green field investments in order to meet expanding internal market demand.

It is a considerable experience that a capital withdrawal wave started following the world
economy crisis and the volume of profit repatriation has also increased.
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Streszczenie
Na podstawie analizy procesów gospodarczych w latach 1990 i 2000 w artykule przedstawiono ocenê restruk-

turyzacji bezpo�rednich inwestycji zagranicznych, w tym inwestycji w przemy�le rolno-spo¿ywczym. Badanie skupi³o
siê szczególnie na piêciu krajach �rodkowo-Wschodniej Europy, tj: Czechach, Polsce, Wêgrzech, S³owenii i S³owacji.
W przypadku Wêgier zosta³a tak¿e przedstawiona struktura sektorowa inwestycji kapita³owych.
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