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Who reads the package insert?
 
Science communication should not only communicate results, but 
also foster awareness of how a discipline produces knowledge. This 
is particularly challenging in Futures Studies because our object of 
inquiry is so unusual: the future does not yet exist. Do we get that 
across when we share our insights publicly?

Of course, we include disclaimers stating that scenarios are not cer-
tain predictions, but explorations of possible futures under conditi-
ons of uncertainty. Of course, our reports contain methodology sec-
tions and references to complex epistemological foundations. 

But do we really expect people to engage with these complex expla-
nations in their free time? Do we actually convey the constructed 
and situated nature of futures and prompt critical reflection? Or is it 
like a package insert: important, available, but rarely read?
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Strategic or Reflexive ? 

If nobody notices or 
understands our work, 
we have little societal
impact – but if strategic commu-

nication makes constructed 
futures appear natural, 
probable or desirable, 
communication can  
reinforce exactly the 
expertocratic power we 
wanted to overcome



AI-generated mockup of a public campaign for 
plural futures and inclusive foresight, 
based on the meme Dramatic Crossroads



Strategic & Reflexive 
We need both — and we need to become 
much more conscious of the tensions 
between them. How can we create 
attention without closing imagination?

Good communication does not only 
communicate futures effectively. It makes 
visible the authors’ frames of thoughts1 
that constituted those futures. 

And it empowers people to question our 
constructed futures and to imagine future
otherwise for themselves.

[1] Dr. Nele Fischer (2023)



BUT when we promote critical reflection 
on underlying assumptions and worldviews, 
we must be careful not to inadvertently 
create an opening for science denialism: 
Reflexivity and doesn‘t mean treating scien-
tific evidence and personal perception as 
epistemically equivalent.

#DualUse










