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Problems of Start

• Futures Studies 

• Science

• Value Problem 

• Ossip K. Flechtheim

• Myself
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My Epistemological Interest

• Current developments: The establishment of  Futures Studies 
as an academic discipline vs. a castration of free academic 
research in general

• Academic FFRC – M.A. & Ph.D.- programmes – international 
conference – 2 full professorships etc.

• An increasing need to do what several (university-external) 
financiers want us to do (in the interest of direct application 
and utilization of research results)

• Less or no basic research (private business)

• More policy research, short-term future perspectives for short-
term use

• Consequences the concept of future used and for the 
scholarly/academic level of work

• Utopian futures-thinking gets lost (“sustainable future” or 
“responsible future”) and is replaced by more efficient policy-
planning and business-planning
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My Topic

• Her, I am NOT interested in methodologies, 

methods or tools used in Futures Studies that are 

making it better or more efficient, more scientific or 

academic.

• Instead, I want to make some remarks on the (un-) 

possibility for an “objective” science

• and secondly, I will discuss the problem of value-

orientations in Futures Studies

• Both in the context of Ossip K. Flechtheim’s thinking   
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Ossip K. Flechtheim

• Ossip Kurt Flechtheim (* 1909 Nikolajew; † 1998  Berlin), grew up in 
Germany, studies of Law and Politics 

• Jewish familiy, parents practizing theire religion, he was not affiliated
to any religion, but a left-wing humanist, member of the German 
Freidenker Verband, later Humanistischer Verband Deutschlands.

• Persecuted by the Nazis (as Jew and leftist), left Germany in 1933, 
via Switzerland to USA (1939)

• Academic Career in US (beginning at Horkheimer‘s Institut für 
Sozialforschung/Institute for Social Research (ISR) at Columbia 
University in New York. He met Erich Fromm, Herbert Marcuse und 
Isaac Asimov etc.)

• 1946 return to Germany as Lieutenant colonel of US army

• Until 1951 again in US university, between 1952 and 1974 professor
for Politics in Berlin West (I was late!)

• 1970: „Futurologie. Der Kampf um die Zukunft“. Verlag Wissenschaft und 
Politik, Köln (The term „futurology“ used already in 1943)

• 1987: „Ist die Zukunft noch zu retten?“ Hoffmann und Campe, Hamburg

5



Flechtheim‘s „Critical Futurologie“ 

• „The world is dynamic; it is changing in its basic structures, producing
something new.

• Certain basic structures of the change are at least partly visible already
now.

• The direction and the pace of the changes can be observed/perceived at 
least partly in general terms.

• Also antithetic (opposite) prognosis and projections are valuable – as they
can contribute to a recognition of problems and crises and even partially
correct (specification in terms of time, space, group, etc., or degree of
probability).

• Within this framework exist a freedom of choice and possibilities for different 
designs.

• Recognizing the necessary, the possible and aspired the future is shaped.“
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Values and choices

• „Within this framework exists a freedom of

choice and possibilities for different 

designs“

• „Recognizing the necessary, the possible

and aspired the future is shaped.“
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Objectivity in science and value systems

• Objectivity in Futures Studies is impossible. All research work bases 
on the biased background on the researcher and subjective 
decisions to be made during the research process.

• The individual researcher is subjective, has his/her position (Karl 
Mannheim), is influenced by the “climate” in society, his/her 
education, politics, a certain philosophy, certain school of 
thinking etc.

• An impartial position is impossible.

• Solution to build scientific credibility: Situation analysis of tasks, the 
purpose, and the background of the research, the research 
objective, the chosen scope or focus, and the decisions made.

• Current financial situation of the universities complicates the 
situation: the external money defines the results of the “research”

• Solution: return to traditional academic freedom rights of the 
researchers? Or only the week-ends for free research?  
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