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BIOSOCIAL ECONOMY AS A MECHANISM
FOR TRANSITION TO SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

The theories and concepts of bio-economy, ecology-fiiendly economy, green economy, neo-economy are known as
those that pronounce modern approaches of sustainable development of the world’s economies. They also attempt
to suggest the mechanisms of transition to new principles of production, consumption and distribution. This quest
is determined by a number of factors and is emphasised by unemployment and population growth, accelerated
appearance and growth of new technologies, climate change, etc. At the same time one needs to keep in mind
security restrictions (e.g. energy and food security). This study attempts to scientifically interconnect the above-
mentioned concepts and arrive at a unified understanding of the transformations that are occurring in economy.
We also aim to define the role and place of the biosocial economy in the current world processes.

In this study, biosocial economy was identified as a mechanism for sustainable development implementa-
tion. In the process, we outlined the key features of biosocial economy formation and main differences with other
approaches.
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BIOCOLIAJIbBHA EKOHOMIKA AK MEXAHI3M I[MEPEXOAY /10 CTAJIOTO PO3BUTKY

Cyuacni meopii ma KoHuenuyii 6i0eKOHOMIKU, eK0A0IYHO OPIEHMOBAHOT eKOHOMIKU, HCOCKOHOMIKU € CYHACHUMU
nioxodamu 00 po36UMKY C8imMoBoI eKOHOMIKU Yepe3 peanrizauito KoHuenyii cmanoeo pozeumky. B pamkax
Yyux meopiii 6e0ymuvcs NOULYKU MeXAaHizmie nepexody 00 HOGUX NPUHUUNIE GUPOOHULMEA, CHOJICUBAHHA MA
po3nodiny. Bupiwenns yvoeo 3a60anHs 6u3HAMAEMbCS | NOCUAOEMBCS HU3KOIO (PAKMOPiE: 3pOCMAHHAM
HaceneHHs i 6e3po0immsi, N0AG0H HOBUX MEXHON0RIl, KAIMAMUMHUMU 3MIHAMU Mowo. Y moli dice uac HeoOXioHO
opamu do yeaeu yce binvuty 3pocmarouy nompedy y 3abezneuerni npodogoavuoi ma enepeemuuroi beznexu. lle
docaidxcerts € cnpoboro 06’ conamu euujezeadani meopii nio eOunum nonsmmsm (6iocoyiarvHa ekoHoMIKa) 3
Memoro 00CAeHeHHS UinicH020 PO3YMIHHS NepemeopeHs, AKi 8i00Y8armscs 6 eKOHOMIYI 8 YiAOMY i 8 CLIbCbKOMY
eocnodapcmei 3okpema. Taxoosc 3pobaena cnpoba susHauumu poas i micye 6iocoyianbHoi eKkOHOMIKU Y NOMOYHUX
c8imosux npoyecax. Y uvomy 00caioxncenti 6iocoyiarbHa eKoHOMIKa O0yaa 8U3HAYEHA 8 AKOCMI MeXaHizmy
014 peanizayii cmanoeo pozeumky. Buseneni karouosi ocobausocmi gopmyseanus 6iocouianbHoi ekoHOMIKU i
0CHOBHI 8I0MIHHOCII 610 IHWUX nioxodie. Busnaueni kawouogi mouku, aKi popmyroms nepexio id cycninbcmea
CROACUBAHHS 00 CIILIKOT MOOeni couianbHo20 ma eKkoHoMiuH020 po3sumkiy. IIposedeno 020 npoyecie, 30amuux
cghopmysamu 0CHOBY 0151 MeXaHizmy peanizayii 6iocoyianbHoi eKOHOMIKU.

Karouoei caosa: cmanuii pozsumox, 6iocouianbHa ekoHoMIKa, 3eneHa eKOHOMIKA, OI0eKOHOMIKA, 6i0mexHOoA02il,
biocoyianbHa eKOHOMIYHA CUCMEMA, 2eHEe3UC BUHAYEHb, COUIANbHA CMADINbHICHb.
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BMOCOLMAJTIbHAAL DKOHOMUMKA KAK MEXAHM3M ITEPEXOJA
K YCTOMYMBOMY PA3BUTUIO

Cospemennble meopuu U KOHUenyuu OUOIKOHOMUKU, IKOA0CUHECKU OPUEHMUPOBAHHOU IKOHOMUKU,
HEO0IKOHOMUKU CAYICAM COBPEMEHHbIMU NOOX00amMu K pa3eumuio MUposoil JIKOHOMUKU NymeM Peanru3ayuu
KOHUenyuu ycmouuueoeo paseumus. B pamkax smux meopuii 6edymcs NOUCKU MEXAHU3MO8 nepexoda K
HOBbIM NPUHUUNAM NPoU3800cmea, nompebaenus u pacnpedesenus. Pewenue smoeo 3adanus onpedensemcs
u ycuaueaemcs pao0om haKmopos: yeeauugarouumMcs HaceaeHuem u pacmyuyeti besapabomuuyeil, nosigaeHuem
HOBbIX MeXHOA0UL, KAumMamuveckumu usmenenusmu u np. O0Ho8pemeHHO HeoOX00UMO NPUHUMAMb 60
BHUMAHUE 803DACMAIOULYI0 NOMPEBHOCHb 0becneyeHls NPOO08OAbCBEHHOIL U SHepeemuH1ecKoil 6e30nacHocmu.
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Jlannoe uccredoganue — 3mo nonvimka 00se0UHUMb GblUleYNOMIHYMble Meopull 00 eOUHbIM NOHAMUEM
(6uocoyuanvhas SKOHOMUKA) C Yeablo O0CIMUIICEHUS YeA0CMHO20 NOHUMANUs NPeodpasoeanuil, Komopbvle
NPOUCX00SIM 6 SIKOHOMUKE 8 UeAOM U 8 CeNbCKOM Xo3sicmee 6 yacmuocmu. Takyce sma paboma — nonsimxa
onpeoeaums poab U Mecmo OGUOCOUUANLHOU IKOHOMUKU 6 MEKYUUX MUPOBbIX npoyeccax. B amom uccaedosanuu
buoCouUanbHas IKOHOMUKA ONpedeleHa KaK MexXanu3m peaiusayuu ycmoiuueoeo paszeumusi. Boiseaenol
KAlouesble 0COOEHHOCU (OPMUPOBAHUS OUOCOUUANbHOL IKOHOMUKU U OCHOBHbIE OMAUUUSL OM OpYeUx
n00x0006. Onpedenenvl Karouegvle MouKu, popmupyrowue nepexood om oduecmea nompedaeHus K ycmoiuueoul
Modeau coyuanbHo20 U IKOHOMU1ECK020 paseumusi. Botnoanen 0630p cywecmsyrouux npoyeccog, cnocoOHbIX
chopmuposamv 0CHOBY 015 MEXAHU3MA PEanu3ayull OUOCOYUANbHOU SIKOHOMUKU.

Karouesvte caosa: ycmoiiuusoe pazsumue, 6UOCOUUANbHAS IKOHOMUKA, 3€AeHasI IKOHOMUKA, OUOIKOHOMUKA,
Ouomexnono2uu, GUOCOUUANbHASL IKOHOMUUECKAS CUCMEMA, 2eHe3UC OnpedeneHull, COUUaIbHas cma-
OUNbHOCMD.

Introduction. The global challenges to the human civilisation such as climate change, depl-
etion of natural resources, food security risks, speedy growth of population, environmental
pollution, poverty and inequality in distribution may be addressed only on the basis of mul-
tidisciplinary synthesis of knowledge and prioritised advance in new technologies.

Nowadays we should refer not merely to novel technologies, but those innovations that
can provide a breakthrough advance that can efficiently oppose the consequences of the
negative processes [1].

Nanotechnologies, biotechnologies, gene engineering, cloning, stems cell technologies,
etc. may principally affect life quality in the 21st century.

Modern biotechnologies utilise biological methods for fighting pollution, protecting
crops from pests and diseases, manufacturing bio-active substances (like antibiotics, ferments,
hormonal drugs) [2]. Genetically modified plants are resistant to herbicides, insects, bacteria,
viruses, and other unfavourable natural factors. This may help to resolve most problems of
food crisis and environmental pollution [3].

Nevertheless, new problems are growing which endanger the quality of human life. For
example, water and soil pollution, excessive use of pesticides and fertilisers of doubtful quality
lead to production of food of poor quality. In turn, this is interconnected to the pricing of
agricultural products and farming profitability. Animals’ disease epidemic and quarantine
lead to a variety of problems, e.g. financial losses, which are difficult to foresee in business
plans and hedge with insurance. If occurring on a big scale, such issues may lead to massive
bankruptcy in national farming sector, hence unemployment growth, increased food imports
and decline in the national food security.

The development of modern society goes beyond consumption and wealth accumula-
tion but more and more focuses on keeping balance through the rational use of the planet’s
resources. This, in fact, is defined in the concept of sustainable development (the Concept
in what follows) [4]. In the conditions of crisis ignited by climatic, ecological, social and
economic processes, the sustainable development of humankind, according to the Concept,
is recognised as the only possibility in the long term (table 1) [5].

Respectively, the global social and economic transformation processes involve the
following:

* Ineconomic context: The quest for, and implementation of theoretical foundations
and strategic resolutions aimed at transformation of conventional management, (wh-
ich mainly seeks income and enrichment) towards social market economy, systems
of collective regulation, planning and economic growth.
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Factors Influencing the Socio- Economic Changes

FACTORS

SOCIO-ECONOMIC CHANGES

INFORMATION
SOURCES

1 Climatic

The global economy slowdown due to global
warming is estimated at 1.5% of GDPor $ 1.2
trillion per year.

The average temperature increase and environm-
ental pollution will lead to a reduction in global
GDP growth of 3.2 % in 2030, for the poorest
countries, it will be 11 % of GDP

http://www.hm-treasury.
gov.ua; DARA group & Cli-
mate Vulnerable Forum

2 Demographic

The world’s population increases by more than
30 % that more than 9 billion in 2050 (forecast
for the next 40 years). As a result, food demand
will increase on 70 % with increasing global
consumption of meat twice, inclusive

United Nations Departme-
nt of Economic and Social
Affairs Population Division,
World population prospects:
The 2010 revision. (2011).

3 Resource and
Ecological

Predictions of the OECD indicate that the
existing production methods and consumption
will lead to the loss of two-thirds (61—72 %) of
the world’s flora and fauna by 2050 compared to
the beginning of the XXI century. It’s possible
through the irreversible loss 7.5 million km * from
the conservation natural areas

http://www.oecd.org
OECD

4 Crisis economic
and financial
processes

Reducing the welfare by 5.2 % of mid-2011 to
2012 (up to 223 trillion. U.S. dollars), which
corresponds to parameters 2007—2008;

In 2013, the number of unemployed people in
the world rose by 5 million compared to the pr-
evious year and amounted to 202 million official
unemployed

Global Wealth Report,
Credit Suisse; The report
of the International Labor
Organization (ILO), 2014

5 The Balance
Between Food
Security and
Energy Crisis

The world market price of oil reached $ 147 /bar-
rel in July 2008 respectively the price of corn rose
to $ 8/bushel. In November 2008, the price of oil
dropped to $ 60/barrel and corn was less than

$ 4/bushel;

In January 2011 the FAO food index was as high
as 231 points, which is the highest ever value

of the index (since introduction in 1990). This
extraordinary value indicates the proximity of a
food crisis

http://www.grida/no; Bloo-
mderg; JoachimvonBraun,
November 2011

6 Development
of nano- and
biotechnologies

Biotechnological production of polymer market
in the U.S. has increased from 1% to 15 % from
2001 to 2010 and according to prospective assess-
ments will reach two trillion. U.S. $ to 2025;
Distribution of Bio-technology (genetically
modified) crops in 2012: soybeans — 80 million
hectares; corn — 60.0 million hectares, cotton —
20.7 million hectares, rape — 7.3 million hectares

http://www.riss.ru/analiti-
ka; http://dt.ua/ECONO-
MICS/agrarni-biotehnol-

ogiyi-maybutnye-ukrayins-
koyi-agroekonomiki-1211-
00_.html

7 Responsible
management
and use of
resources at gov-
ernment level

International guidelines and policy documents,
standards and eco markers

http://ictsd.org; General
guidelines on principles,
systems and supporting
techniques.

Source: own design
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+ Insocial context: introduction of new forms of management which take into account
not only interests of the business owners and employees, but also the interests of
the clients and surrounding society. The management tools should comply with the
global cultural values, incorporating such management into sustainable development
tools. For example, the goals of the agriculture will be defined as supply of food,
acquiring food security, preserving the biodiversity, supporting ecological balance
for the generations to come.

» Inecological context: preserving eco-balance, biodiversity, justifying biotechnologies,
introduction of adaptive approaches that account for climate change, increasing of
the efficiency of natural capital utilization, [6].

The modern Science provides wide spectrum of the theoretical approaches for the Conc-
ept implementation, e.g. described in [7]. In this paper we shall discuss the most important of
them: Bio-economy and Green Economy. As a result of revealing the conceptual differences
and dissimilarities in objectives, we conclude that the social aspect is attended to exclusively
via ecological parameters, i.e. case of the Green Economy, [16]. These approaches are ess-
entially restricted by the traditional assessment (e.g. GDP per capita or the number of new
jobs created in biotechnological industries), i.e. in case of Bio-economy. Both approaches
do not reflect in full the priority of developing a fair and balanced society, which is a key
concept of the social component of the Concept. The design of the approaches aimed at
parity of all three sub-systems in economic growth and growth of quality of life of all society
members is the principal task of this study.

The main objective of the study is the justification of Biosocial Economy definition so
that it fully aligns to the criteria of sustainable development. According to these, the following
issues require identification:

* review of implementation tools and approaches, that fully correspond to the three
main aspects.

* comparative analysis of approaches for realisation of Sustainable Development
Conception.

Particularly this will assist in the formation of legal tools supporting and stimulating the

transformation of society, especially in the case of emerging and developing economies.

Method and Materials

Genesis of the concept «sustainable development». The idea of preserving a balance
between satisfying current needs and protection of the interests of future generations within
the boundaries of the planet’s self-regeneration ability was introduced at the end of the 19th
century by Vernadskiy [1, 8]. Sadly, in the first half of the 20th century many countries faced
vitally critical conditions that dictated the need for extensive economic growth, completely
ignoring ecological considerations. Later (end of 20th century) the studies by H Daly and his
innovative economic theory [5] formed the foundation of the Concept in a wider sense.

This study is based on the understanding that the Concept is a common functional
model of systems at different levels: macro (state, international and regional unions, world
as a whole) and micro (subjects of economic activities, and households). The mechanisms
of achieving this goal are contained in various economic categories: bio-economy, green
economy, biosocial economy, structured economy (Fig. 1).

At present, the Concept is materialized mainly via bio-economy [7] and green economy
[16]. Nevertheless, world science did not suggest commonly accepted definitions of these
terms (e.g. see [10]), which fully correspond to the main objectives of Concept including the
social component. As a result, there is an evident need to look for a rigid and clear definition
which will combine the three aspects: ecological, economic and social [11]. Naturally, the
components are interrelated and overlap at the societal level.
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qusphere (1926) . First Sustainable Development Report: Our Common Future,
V‘ad‘miﬁmad““ WCED, United Nations, 1987
The Concept of Concept of Human Sustainable Development
Noosphere (early || (UN Conference in Brazil, 1992)
twentieth century)
Beyond growth: the economic theory of sustainable

development Herman E. Daly, 1996

e

Differences in translations «Sustainable Development».
Devaluation of the social and ecological components.
The focus shifts towards sustainable economic growth

(Second half of the 20th century)

BIO-ECONOMY

GREEN ECONOMY (GREEN GROWTH)
Ecology-friendly Economy, Structural Economy, Neo-Institutional Growth

<5

BIOSOCIAL ECONOMY

Fig. 1. Sustainable Development Genesis Definition

Source: own design.

Most of the modern studies investigate the interaction of economic and ecological
components. Often this is done in response to the need of new markets, maximization of
profits from national and international projects aimed at preserving

the environment and minimization of the «ecologic» penalties and taxes [7], optimi-
zation of energy balances of individual companies and enterprises. Minimal consideration
and analysis is given to the social component [12].

In most cases the social aspect is mainly defined by the presence of «social capital», which
in turn points either to «strong» or «weak» sustainability [7]. The concept of «social capital»
also does not have a single definition in modern studies. Mainly it refers to the social system
and is characterised by the degree of mutual trust between individuals in a given society and
the range of the problems that can be resolved at a «social» level [14].

From a practical viewpoint the «strong social stability» in the biosocial model aims at
flattening the global inequalities in consumption of resources, commaodities and services. The
official statistics claims that in 2005 the wealthiest 20 % of the planet’s population consumed
76.6 % of goods and services of the global economy, while the poorest 20 % have access to
only 1.5 % of the world wealth.

We suggest terming the Bio-social Economy as the form of management based on interac-
tion of the three subsystems (Fig. 2): Economic, Ecological and Social, which is characterized
by mutual processes of circulation of renewable bio-resources aiming at securing high quality
of life, preserving biodiversity and balanced ecosystem for the generations to come.

Thus, the easiest way to understand the most common categories is via paired comp-
arisons:

* Bio-economy — Biosocial economy: Bio-economy is based on the use of bio-tech-

nologies, both intelligent and aggressive, which create a danger of biological threats.
One of the reasons for the rapid growth of biotechnologies was the aspiration to win
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new markets and world dominance. Clearly the ecological and social aspects were
mostly ignored [13], [15].

* Green Economy — Biosocial Economy: The ecological aspect is a cornerstone of
the Green Economy. At the same time the critical economic transformations require
societal «reprogramming» and require specific mechanisms for that [16].

» Then, in the implementation of the Green Economy the social aspect is seen as an
extra benefit of outcome rather than an essential component required for the balanced
development.

In turn, the ecological aspect is applied to economy as a whole, including the industry.

To the contrary, the Biosocial Economy aims at implementation of bio-technologies in
the first place in energy and rural context (agriculture, forestry, water resources, and rural
development).

Biosocial Economy assumes that the humankind is an integral part of the biosphere,
and our evolution should be synchronised with the biological system of the planet. This will
guarantee the balanced development in the long run [12].

Biosocial Economy as a mechanism of execution of sustainable development demands
a unified and systematic approach. Only under such conditions can we integrate the three
subsystems on regional and local levels. The scenarios of systems transformations should be
based on optimisation principles and models.

That is why the basic mechanisms of the implementation of the biosocial economy are
processes of mutual circulation, which establish interrelations between the subsystems (sh-
own by arrows on the Fig. 2). Such mechanisms secure the stability of the subsystems (e.g.
use of biomass for energy production, reuse of waste, and therefore increased employment
in bio-industry, labour migration, etc.).

So, the materialisation of the Concept requires establishing vertically interrelated fu-
nctional links at all the levels of each subsystem with overall effect. As an example of such
a subsystem we refer to the international market of quotas on food products or emission
of greenhouse gasses. Structurally the introduction of a stable economic process is chara-
cterized by the following three phases: (a) creation of a new value chain based on innova-
tive biotechnologies and approaches ; (b) assessment of the product value accounting for

’ Biosocial economy system structure ‘

Provision A Ecology Social

Econom 1 Society
Y Resources I
+ N + I
Infrastructure - Polytical system
Environment
+ |

Institutional
development

Fig. 2. The Structure of the Biosocial Economy System

Source: own design.
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external effects (c) formation of new and/or transformation of existing markets [6]. Ecolo-
gical process requires modeling and generating of a new value chain in correspondence to
balanced energy and resource consumption in the framework of existing ecosystems, [15].
Formation of structures of social partnerships, such as agro-block-clusters is typical for the
social aspects. The agro-block-clusters become the conductors of the new economic and
ecological initiatives [17].

Developing of these routes were foreseen by the Seventh European Union Framew-
ork Program (EUSFP), Program LEADER+ and supported by European funds of social
development and regional development, [18], American National Program Leader for
Sustainable Biobased Economies [19]. Therefore, the design of the strategy for unified and
all-inclusive transformation of the economic growth towards biosocial economy requires
the mosaic utilisation of biosocial clusters [ 14]. The theoretical foundations of such systems
are derived from the theory of self-organising systems (Synergetics) [20]. At the moment,
the Seventh Framework Program found its continuation in «<Horizon 2020» [21] and «The
CAP towards 2020» [22].

Key aspect which need .
. Implementation ways
transformation
Consumerism . Promotion of sustainable consumption
Shari dR Formation mechanisms of rational and fair
arll\r}[g an esotursce distribution of public goods and common
anagemen resources
Full Cost of Losses for humans — Valuation of externalities
and the planet
The Range of Policy Instruments - . Harmonization of regulatory mechanisms
and support for their compliance
Market Forces as an — Using market based incentives and instruments:
Environmental Protection fiscal, pricing, quoting, product differentiation ets.
Evaluation System: economuc, social Re-evaluating indicators (from GDP to GS)
and environmental indicators
The Emerging Markets Impact on — Alignment economic activity Emerging
global sustainability countries to international standards
Understanding the value of . . .
S . Environmental evaluation
biodiversity
Boottom Levels —_— Innovation value add chain for small
business in local level

Fig. 3. The key Aspects of Transformation towards the Biosocial Economy
Source: [6].
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Industrial Biomass and «green» Water Biotechnology
biotechnology biotehnology biotechnology in medicine
Biofuels . Plants resistant to climatic Dietaty formation of Biologicals;
. Bio products X R . X .
biofuels and fluctuations snd discases; marine resources; Vaccinec;
. - - Bio fertilizers; Sponge enzymes and Diagnostics;
Bioch t > >
Bioethanol B¥oc Tmls Y | Nutraceuticals; cells; Artifical organs;
Biodiesel [0POyIMETs S f bi d Nutritional Supplements | Gene Th
Biogas Biocatalysts ources of biomass sn pp ene Therapy ...
Bio Lubricants biomaterials
Biosensors
Agriculture, food industry, bioenergy, foresty, rural, development

Biological trends

Ecobiotechnology

| Nano biotechnolojy | | Bioremediation |
| Bioinformatics | Genetically Modified
| Bioengineering | Organism
B Microbiology and
Systems Biology Meta genomics

NS

| Biosocial economy

Fig. 4. The role of biotechnology in the biosocial economy formation

Source: own design.

At the same time the indicators of sustainable development, modern methods of analysis
and modeling (e.g. LCA [12], development in innovative approaches in farming and energy
sector will serve as instruments of the implementation Two of them link the subsystems into
the Bio-social System: biotechnological innovations (including bio-informatics) and Co-
rporate Social Responsibility (CSR) [6]. At the same time the crucial role in the Biosocial
Economy is in the transformation of the basic economic variables (Fig. 3).

The Role of Biotechnologies in Biosocial Economy. Nowadays the most active transf-
ormations towards biosocial economy are occurring in the sectors which employ means of
production that depend on the state of environment and have strategic value in terms of life
support and renewability [ 12], namely in Farming and Energy sectors. These transformations
are ignited mainly by the growth of biotechnologies.

The advancement of biotechnologies secures a number of economic, social and ecolo-
gical advantages, creating a background for inter-sectorial interactions.

Substantial reduction of industrial pollution and decreased emission of toxic chemicals,
water savings of about 20—50 %, efficient energy usage (10—80 % savings), lower production
costs (10—15 % less) this is far from complete list of advantages. These were declared by the
OECD. Also, as per Program on Bio-based Economy in Europe 2020 [11] the number of
jobs related to biotechnologies will exceed 16 million in EU alone.

Subsequently the biotechnologies act as a key instrument in food security in the condi-
tions of rapid population growth and reinforce technologies in food-production sector.
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The leading world economies are employing state support programs towards supporting
the advance of the biotechnologies. For example the EUSFP project had a budget of 50.52
billions of Euro for seven years (completed in December 2013). «Knowledge-Based Bio
economy» — was the second (of ten) themes of this project aiming at biotechnology research
in agro-industry, fishery, aquaculture, forestry and food industry (Fig. 4).

A solid position in biotechnologies belongs to the USA. This advancement started in
early 1990 and the main progress is recorded in animal farming, bio-production, bio-energy,
genomes of marine organisms, obesity and biosynthesis.

Russia, Canada, India, China and Argentina agreed on joint state development progr-
ams in biotechnology. In these programs they defined the mechanisms of the state support
for efficiency at all stages. Nevertheless it is still obvious that all directions (as visualised on
Fig. 4) cannot be equally supported by a single country. The prioritising at medium to long
term planning becomes imperative. Priority is granted on the basis of the resource, social,
economic and scientific potential of developed, developing and poor countries.

At the moment the production of biofuels is the most advanced sector from the bio-social
point of view. This production is stimulated by the following three major factors: diversifica-
tion of energy-related risks, economic effects from practical implementation and reduction
of harmful emissions. In Brazil the main source of biofuels is sugar cane. At present the by-
products of farming of corn and soya constitute major source for biofuel production in USA.
According to the state development programs the American biofuel sector should provide
one billion ton of dry biomass, which in turn will contribute 5 % to electricity production,
20 % of vehicle fuels, and 25 % of biochemical commodities [14].

Apart from the state programs, due to electricity markets liberalisation, modern methods
of generation allow production of electricity almost on a DIY (Do It Yourself) basis. This
makes the generation of electricity very «social», that is, industry independent and very soon
small communities (e.g. agricultural cooperatives, farms, kibbutz, and even private house-
holds) will be able to produce all required electricity and provide full service and mainten-
ance to own equipment.

On the other hand the growing demand for biofuels may radically change the global
land-use structure as a result of negative impacts on the environment and eventually lead to
social deformations (forced migration, health threats). Some recent studies [15] conclude
that the effect of the reduction in atmospheric emissions is lower than was expected and
insufficient to compensate the detriments of the extensive land-use. Apart from that, the
problem of invasion of alien plants is not sufficiently studied.

The issue of the access and the distribution of fresh-water resource is still very relevant
and urgent, potentially leading to social, political, economic and ecological consequences,
which may be aggravated by the climatic changes [ 14]. This aspect directly affects the biomass
production and requires rigorous selection of the plants to be cultivated. The preliminary
estimations show that approximately 9 to 400 cubic meters of freshwater is required to produce
a GJ of energy. For example, the miscanthus requires twice as much water as corn [15].

Consequently, taking into account active political, state and institutional support and
the desire from private businesses to invest into bioenergy, this seems to be the most strea-
mlined way towards stable biosocial clusters. Still the main condition for this is a deep and
comprehensive analysis based on optimisation models accounting for all potential risks and
consequences in social, economic and ecological aspects.

Conclusions. The development of a Biosocial Economy is usually associated with reso-
Iving of the global problems of humankind: food shortages, energy deficiency, and depletion
of resources, environmental pollution, poverty and quality of life.
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The recognition of the biosocial economy as an alternative route for restructuring post-
recession economy may lead to resolving most critical problems of modern society (in social,
ecological and economic aspects). The materialisation of these aspects requires corporate
and social responsibility, biotechnological innovations, and sets the foundations for the
mechanisms of Biosocial Economy.

The transition assumes a special practical effort towards replacing the traditional econo-
mic techniques with bio-economic ones, drawing optimisation models suitable for conditions
of global climatic changes and creating biosocial clusters from local to international levels.

Expected effects of employing the biosocial economy should be viewed in the three
dimensions: socio-economic, economic-ecologic, and socio-ecologic:

» Diversification in the Agricultural sector and as a result unemployment reduction

and increased well-being;

» Lowering of production costs and quality enhancing;

* Widening of the markets and creation of new value adding chains;

* Rural development;

» Diversification of energy and food risks, decrease in resource loads;

* Prevention of environmental pollution, reduction in greenhouse gas emissions and

other damaging chemicals;

» Adaptation of economies to climatic changes;

* Quality of life growth, health hazards reduction via improved environment;

* Preserving biodiversity.

REFERENCES

1. Goltsov V., Goltsova L., Biosphere synergism and the humankind virtual path to the hydrogen civili-
zation era. International journal of hydrogen energy, 39 (2014) 9931-9942.

2. Leuenberg H., Nagel B. and Kélb H., A multilingual glossary of biotechnological terms: Edited by
VCH, Weinheim, Germany. 1995. DM78, ISBN 3-906390-13-6

3. Verma S.R, Dwivedi U.N Lignin genetic engineering for improvement of wood quality: Applications in
paper and textile industries, fodder and bioenergy production. South African Journal of Botany, V. 91,
2014.

4. The Rio Declaration on Environment and Development. 1992. United Nations : P9., www.environ-
mental.development.rio.declaration.1992.sst

5. The concept of sustainable development and problems of the modern state functions . 2004. http://www.
experts.in.ua/baza/doc/download/bibliography.pdf

6. Weybrecht C. The Sustainable MBA: The Manager’s Guide to Green Business. Wiley. - 2010/ ISBN
9780470741146. 397pp., 83.

7. The Human and Social Dimenisions of a Bioeconomy Implications for Rural People and Places., 2007,
USDA-CSREES.

8. Edmunds W.M., Bogush A., Geochemistry of natural waters - The legacy of V.I. Vernadsky and his
students. Applied Geochemistry, 27 (2012), 1871-1886.

9. Daly H. E. Beyond Growth. The Economics of Sustainable Development Beacon Press. 1996. p.254
ISBN13: 9780807047095.

10. Ying J., Li-Jun Z. Study on Green Supply Chain Management Based on Circular Economy Physics
Procedia, Volume 25, 2012, Pages 1682-1688.

11. Viaggi D., MantinoFE., Mazzocchi M., Moro D., Stefani G. From Agricultural to Bio-based Economics
Context, State of the Art and Challenges / Bio-based and Applied Economics 1(1): 3—11, 2012.

12. Stone W., Hughes, J., 2002. Measuring social capital: toward sastandardised approach. Paper Presented
at the 2002 Australasian Evaluation Society International Conference, Wollongong, Australia, Octob-
er/November. Available on line http://www.aes.asn.au

13. Adger, N.W,, 2001. Social capital and climate change. Tyndall Centre for Climate Change Research,
Working Paper No. 8.0ctober 2001. School of Environmental Sciences, University of East Anglia.

ISSN 2072-9480. Jlemoepaghis ma couianvra exonomixa, 2015, No 3 (25) 171



RYABCHENKO O., LITVINE I., DIBROVA A.

14.

15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.
22.

Spangenberg, J.H., 2001. Investing in sustainable development: the reproduction of manmade, human,
natural and social capital. International Journal of Sustainable Development 4 (2),184-201.
Biotechnology, A Global Outlook - Global Industry Analysis, 2012. www.researchandmarkets.com.
Potapenko V. Strategic Priorities of Save Ukrainian Development Based on Green Economy. NISR,
2012. pp360

Baidala V., Butenko V. Agro bio clusters as model of social cooperation: creation prospects. Science
Journal of State University of Tavria. Vol 3. 2013.

Competitive Regional Clusters: National Policy Approaches, OECD.2007 www.oecd.org/publications/
Policybriefs

Leader Transnational Cooperation Guide, 2012. European Network for Rural Development. www.oecd.
org/publications/Policybriefs

Manghi S., Two biosocial paradigms compared: Sociobiology and the self-organization of life Original
Journal of Human Evolution, Volume 13, Issue 1, January 1984, Pages 49-59.

Horizon 2020. http://ec.europa.eu/programmes/horizon2020/

The CAP towards 2020. http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/cap-post-2013/communication/com2010-
672_en.pdf

Article received on 19.05.2015 journal.

172 ISSN 2072-9480. Demography and Social Economy, 2015, Ne 3 (25)





