
Consequences of the Ukraine war for 
world food supply: German government 
must rethink bioeconomy

The German government is currently focusing on securing 
Germany‘s energy supply and accelerating the expansion of 
wind and solar power. At the same time, however, our overall 
consumption, as well as our system of agricultural production 
and the wasteful use of biogenic raw materials, would have to 
be put to the test as well. This is the only way to address the 
deeper causes of the chronic global food crisis. 

In this context, it does not help emphasizing the right to food 
and the principle of „food first“ in soapbox speeches while 
continuing with „business as usual“. Available land and 
other resources are limited and their use urgently requires 
clear prioritization in favor of food production beyond market 
logic. Currently, there are many examples of an unsustai-
nable bioeconomy, like Brazilian sugar cane being used for 
bioplastics in beverage cartons or biogas made from corn that 
was over-fertilized with liquid manure. 

The signing environmental and development associations 
call for a bioeconomy that is socially just and ecologically 
sustainable. In view of the Ukraine war, it is imperative that 
the following points be taken into account in the German 
government‘s implementation plans for the bioeconomy and for 
biomass use, as well as in the current debate on guidelines for 
agricultural production:

n Arable land must not be used for energy and fuel 
production. Suspending the blending quota for biofuels 
would free up 800,000 ha in Germany in the short term for 
other uses or the restoration of peatlands.

n Primary wood from forests must not be burned as a 
substitute for fossil fuels, but must be made available 
for higher-value material use. Species-rich habitats and 
carbon sinks in forests must be preserved and expanded. 
This can only be made possible through legally binding 
principles of circular economy and cascading use, and the 
termination of subsidies for climate-damaging combustion 
of wood.

n With regard to further developments in bioeconomy, 
there needs to be a clear and socially agreed roadmap for 
prioritizing bioeconomy uses. The promise made in the 
2021 coalition agreement to limit resource consumption 
must be fulfilled and clear absolute reduction targets must 
be developed. A resource conservation law should set up 
national resource conservation targets and make reduc-
tions in the use of biotic and abiotic resources mandatory. 
This would help to ensure that sufficient land is kept 
available for food production.

n Livestock population in Germany and Europe must be 
reduced drastically. To maintain far too high levels of meat 
consumption in industrialized countries, large quantities 
of imported protein feed and grain are used for industrial 
animal fattening. More than two million hectares of agricul-
tural land abroad are used for Germany’s soy imports, and 
almost 60 percent of the German grain harvest is used as 
animal feed. In addition, the import and export of animals 
and animal products must be limited significantly. Instead 
of using food for livestock feed, the German government 
should create conditions to ensure that grain is primarily 
used for human nutrition.

n Agriculture urgently needs to be made ecologically 
sustainable. Industrialized agriculture, which only works 
with massive use of fossil fuels, cannot be resilient and 
is inevitably a model of the past. One to three percent of 
global energy requirements are used for the production of 
mineral nitrogen fertilizer. Conventional agriculture is thus 
one of the largest consumers of energy.

n Last but not least, industrial land use threatens biodi-
versity through the use of pesticides and GMOs. In the 
future design of rules for agriculture and forestry, such as 
the common agricultural policy in the EU or the Federal 
Forest Act, it must be ensured that biodiversity protection 
is consistently taken into account.

The Ukraine war is causing immeasurable suffering: Civilians are being displaced or even killed. The fighting 
soldiers also suffer trauma, torture and death under the cruelty of war. Beyond this horror, the war once again 
exposes failures of the world food system and further increases the chronic global crisis of hunger. Most affected 
are states and people in the Global South who have lost food sovereignty. For the world‘s 828 million hungry, it 
becomes evident once again that global supply chains are not designed to feed them. 
These developments clearly show how hunger is further exacerbated when agricultural commodities are made 
scarce and expensive by nervous markets.  An industrialized countries’ shift from a fossil-based economy to a 
bioeconomy would result in similar negative effects, if the industrial agricultural system and our resource over-
consumption remain unchanged. Wealthy countries as well as transnational corporations would buy all they can 
to keep their „green“ economy going.



In view of the current food price and distribution crisis on the 
world markets, there are once again voices calling for nature 
conservation and environmental protection to be watered 
down in favor of increased agricultural production. Thus, 
existing political targets and agreements such as the Fertilizer 
Ordinance, the farm-to-fork strategy with its goal of 50 percent 
pesticide reduction, and current genetic engineering legislation 

are being attacked under the pretext standing in the way of 
necessary yield increases. Yet fighting hunger and protecting 
nature are not contradictions and should not be played off 
against each other. Without healthy ecosystems, the founda-
tions of life will disappear. In the long term, the bioeconomy can 
only function within planetary boundaries.
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