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• Initiate and propose for endorsement open calls for Future Earth activities from 
stakeholders, such as business and industry. The activities would be officially branded 
as part of Future Earth5

Composition and Selection

. 
6

1. Stakeholder representation to cover research, science-policy interface, funders, business, 
and industry, government, civil society, development organizations and media etc. 

 of the Committee: 

2. Selection process should seek to identify representatives who will have a broad view of 
how their sector will interact with Future Earth; 

3. Size to be approximately equal to that the Science Committee (i.e. eighteen) 
4. This committee will be initially appointed by the Interim Governing Council, and 

ultimately by the Governing Council. 
  

5 For example, a company wants to produce a major global risks report for business; they send the 
proposal to Future Earth, where it is endorsed. This company manages and delivers the report with 
engagement from the Future Earth network. Its brand as a ‘Future Earth’ report gives it legitimacy and 
credibility. 
6 The Engagement Committee needs to be formed as early as possible so that it can function and interact 
with the Science Committee. 
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The Director of the Secretariat will appoint other members of the Secretariat. The Secretariat 
should be fully operational shortly after the end of the transition period in order to support the 
setup of the rest of the governance structure. It is envisaged that the existing GEC secretariats 
will serve as the interim Future Earth Secretariat. 
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