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stakeholder workshops, for example in Austria, Canada, the European Union, France, 
Germany, Ireland, Italy, the UK, Thailand, and Argentina. 

• Bioeconomy policy makers also seek to better understand societal expectations. The 
EU Commission has for example nominated a Bioeconomy Stakeholder Panel tasked 
to draft a social agenda for bioeconomy (Bioeconomy Stakeholder Manifesto). In 
Japan, the government supports survey and communication activities to understand 
societal expectations related to new bio- and plant breeding technologies. In Finland, a 
bioeconomy exhibition travels the country to engage with the public on bioeconomy 
development questions. Germany funds a social sciences research program to better 
understand the social and cultural aspects of a transition to the bioeconomy.  

• Communication and dialogue concepts have been or are being developed. For 
example, governments in Finland, Germany, Malaysia, the Netherlands have already 
gained experience with public road shows, exhibitions and citizen conferences. There 
is still a need for sharing of these experiences and lessons-learned. For example, an 
EU project (BioStep) has been funded to collect such experiences with dialogue and 
outreach formats for mutual learning. The final project report has been published in 
February 2018. 

 
Measure 5. “To include bioeconomy topics into ongoing discussions on 
how to achieve the Sustainable Development Goals at international and 
national levels.” 
 
• Some core issues for a sustainable Bioeconomy have firstly been addressed in 

discussions at COP21 in Paris, at COP22 in Marrakech and COP23 in Bonn, however, 
still in fragmented policy fields, such as sustainable agriculture and forestry and 
renewable energies. The IPCC process itself has by now hardly considered the 
challenges and opportunities of bioeconomy and bio-innovation to achieving the Paris 
climate agreement. COP24 in Katowice (Poland) will offer new opportunities for a 
stronger reference to bioeconomy and its contribution to achieving the Paris climate 
goals. 

• When it comes to global policy fora, the transformative contribution of agricultural and 
biotechnologies as well as bio-based innovation to the sustainable development goals 
(SDG) were highlighted in a chapter on Technology Foresight in the 2016 Global 
Sustainable Development Report as well as in the 2017 report of the multi-
stakeholder forum on Science, Technology and Innovation for SDG. However, 
international efforts and initiatives to achieve the SDGs have slowed down and need to 
be stepped-up considerably in the coming years.  

• Policy programs with a focus on monitoring and assessing the contribution of 
bioeconomy to the sustainable development goals have for example started in the 
European Union and some of its member states, in the US, Malaysia, the Nordic 
Council Countries, South Korea and in Latin America. Yet, country level sustainable 
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development strategies hardly recognize the bioeconomy as a pillar for achieving the 
SDGs. 

 
Measure 6. “To exploit synergies from collaboration at regional level,  in 
particular by coordination of smart regional innovation strategies.” 
 
• We observe that a considerable share of bioeconomy activities seeks to exploit 

synergies from regional specialization approaches. Several sub-regions in the 
European Union have for example coupled bioeconomy development with their 
Research and Innovation Strategies for Smart Specialization (RIS3). For example, the 
Central Hungarian region, the Island of Crete (Greece) the Spanish regions of 
Extremadura, Galicia and the Basque country, the Haute de France region (France), 
Lapland (Finland), the Lodzkie region (Poland), North Denmark, the Norte region 
(Portugal), Olomouc and South Bohemia (Czech Republic), Upper Austria, Värmland 
and Skåne regions (Sweden), Weser-Ems region (Germany), West Romania and the 
Emilia Romagna (Italy). Sub-regional bioeconomy strategies are further promoted in 
Argentina, Australia, and Canada.    

• Macro-regional bioeconomy collaboration with a view to harnessing synergies across 
borders have been initiated, for example by the Latin American Countries of the 
Southern Cone, the Nordic Council Countries and the Baltic Sea region as well as by 
regions in Eastern Europe (BioEAST) and in the Mediterranean.  

• Furthermore, regional industrial clusters in different countries have begun to 
collaborate. For example, the EU funded “Bio Innovation Growth mega Cluster (BIG-
Cluster)” is a cross-border collaboration of clusters in the Flanders region of Belgium, 
the Netherlands and the German state of North Rhine-Westphalia as well as the “3BI 
strategic partnership” involving the Cluster Biobased Delta (The Netherlands), the 
BioEconomy Cluster (Germany), the Cluster BioVale (UK) and the Cluster Industries & 
Agro-Resources IAR (France).  

 
Measure 7. “To hold the next Global Bioeconomy Summit in two years, and 
to maintain the IAC unti l  then as an informal mechanism for international 
coordination and cooperation activit ies, incl.  facil itating the above 
mentioned international forum.” 
 
• The second GBS2018 is held from 18–20 April 2018 in Berlin. The International 

Advisory Council has been maintained and extended to reflect recent developments 
and changes. The members of the IAC2015 and IAC2018 initiated and contribute to 
many of the above-mentioned fora, platforms and working groups,  
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The Members of the International Advisory Council of GBS2018,  
serving in their personal capacity  
 

• Baba Yusuf Abubakar, Nigeria 
• Mohammed Ait Kadi, Morocco 
• Harry Baumes, United States of America 
• John Bell, European Union  
• Zurina Che Dir, Malaysia 
• Paul Colonna, France 
• Achim Dobermann, United Kingdom 
• Olivier Dubois, Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (UN FAO)  
• Ben Durham, South Africa 
• Ruben Echeverria, International Center for Tropical Agriculture (CIAT) 
• Fabio Fava, Italy 
• Newai Gebre-ab, Ethiopia 
• Josef Glössl, Austria 
• Hordur G. Kristinsson, Iceland 
• Manuel Lainez, Spain 
• Christine Lang, Germany 
• Yin Li, China 
• Mogens Lund, Norway 
• Pedro Luiz Oliveira de Almeida Machado, Brazil 
• Elspeth MacRae, New Zealand 
• Jussi Manninen, Finland   
• Murray McLaughlin, Canada 
• Paulus Mungeyi, Namibia 
• Ian O’Hara, Australia 
• Geir Oddsson, Iceland / Nordic Council of Ministers 
• Christian Patermann, Germany 
• James Philp, Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) 
• Vladimir Popov, Russia 
• Frank Rijsberman, Global Green Growth Institute (GGGI)   
• Adrián Rodriguez, United Nations Economic Commission for Latin America and the 

Caribbean (UN ECLAC)   
• Andrzej Siemaszko, Poland 
• Renu Swarup, India 
• Morakot Tanticharoen, Thailand 
• Omid Tavakoli, Iran 
• Eduardo Trigo, Argentina 
• Masahiro Uemura, Japan 
• Jan van Esch, Netherlands 
• Ivar Virgin, Sweden 
• Joachim von Braun, Germany 
• Seung Jun Yoo, South Korea   
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