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Overarching research question:

Do the three visions of bioeconomy (Bugge et al. 2016) and the
three discourses on agricultural development (Aminzade et al. 2018)
follow similar claims and are they based on similar human nature

relationships?
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Conclusion

Overarching research question:

Are the three visions of bioeconomy (Bugge et al. 2016) and the
three discourses on agricultural development (Aminzade et al. 2018)
follow similar claims and are they based on similar human nature
relationships?

Conclusion |

- The two dominant visions of bioeconomy and the two dominant discourses on
agricultural development in Tanzania go well in line with each other and their
human-nature relationships demonstrate their stakeholders’ attitudes and
values towards nature and land.

- The subdominant vision of bioeconomy as well as the subordinate domestic
discourse on agricultural development in Tanzania do not go in line with each
other.

- Even within the subordinate domestic discourse, three different sub-types exist
which do not share the same goals or assumptions and are based on different
human-nature relationships.
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Conclusion Il

- Whereas the harmony type and the sustainable Ujamaa type provide
alternative visions of agricultural development, the human benefit type seems
to develop in the direction of the global discourse.

- The bio-ecology vision of bioeconomy shows its closest similarities with the
harmony type.

- However, to confirm this evidence from literature, fieldwork is needed:

First, fieldwork should be conducted in Tanzania, to prove the three ideal

7‘ types of the subordinate domestic discourse and their human-nature

relationships discourse right or wrong.

Second, fieldwork should be conducted in Germany to discover hidden bio-
ecology visions of a bioeconomy which could fit to the three sub-types of
agricultural development.
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