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2.1 Recommendations  

The European research landscapes operating in a rapidly changing world encounter 
unavoidable obstacles, like institutional barriers to innovative approaches, which have 
to be overcome, if no opportunities are to be missed. The SSH-FUTURES project 
offered insights into a range of these issues, which have partly been presented in this 
report, and draws conclusive recommendations from the findings.  

The policy recommendations of the SSH-FUTURES project are summarized below 
and also set out alongside the relevant arguments in chapter 6. They are directed at a 
General level (see chapter 2.1.1.), at the European level (see chapter 2.2.2.), at the 
Member States (see chapter 2.2.3.) and at the scientific community in Europe (see 
chapter 2.2.4.). 

2.1.1 General Level 

2.1.1.1 Disciplinary, inter- and transdisciplinary knowledge creation 

 Encourage collaboration in interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary research by 
research programmes on the national and European levels. 

 There are different ways to do this on the national and European levels and 
within the scientific communities: on the European level by research 
programming and programme evaluation, on the national level by project 
evaluation, and on the level of scientific communities by innovation in 
evaluation and career schemes. 

 On the national level, there is a need to encourage interdisciplinary and 
combined studies, which could be supported by using the opportunities 
offered by the Bologna process. On the European level, this necessitates 
broader communication about the flexibility provided by the Bologna process, 
as the reforms implemented have led to different curricula in different national 
environments, some of them more flexible than others. 

 More specific recommendations are given below concerning funding, 
evaluation and career schemes. 
 

2.1.1.2 Funding 

 There is a need to understand the different types of knowledge-producing 
institutions in terms of funding. In order to encourage the participation of all 
productive intelligence, different funding modes must ensure equal 
opportunities for different research organizations. 

 Basic funding is necessary for all types of institutions. As resources are 
scarce, block grants should be available to all types of research organizations 
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2.1.2.3 Dissemination and Utilization 

In addition to the general recommendations, more specific recommendations are: 

 Encourage the participation of specialized dissemination agencies and public 
relations companies in European research projects and accept their funding 
on the same level as auditing companies. 

 DG Research should play a more active role in disseminating the knowledge 
gained in the Framework Programmes to other European institutions, if 
necessary in conjunction with external consultants. 

 The European Commission has to engage the national authorities of the 
Member States in the use of research results, as the access of research 
organizations to their national authorities is limited in many cases. 

 

2.1.3 National Level 

2.1.3.1 Programming 

 Reforms of universities and research organizations cannot be based on 'best 
practice models', but must take national characteristics into account. 

 Bi-national and multi-national co-operation between Member States has to be 
encouraged. Reforms of the research system necessitate a process of 
deliberation based on international experiences. However, the current 
structure of national research systems has to be respected. The Commission 
should assume a more important role in co-ordinating with mutual learning 
platforms and developing suitable instruments. 

 There are obviously particular weaknesses in some Member States, (not only) 
due to low investment in science and research and, more specifically, in the 
Social Sciences and the Humanities, but in research governance as well. 
Specific programmes have to be developed on the bi-lateral, the multi-lateral 
and the European levels. 

 A social science and humanities agenda must be based on the specific 
strength of national research traditions. However, multi-national programmes 
will ensure increased benefit for the European Research Area. 
 

2.1.3.2 Funding and Evaluation 

 Mutual learning procedures should ensure funding and evaluation processes 
that are flexible enough to take generic research, applied research and 
society-targeted activities into account. 
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2.1.4.2 Programming and knowledge production 

 Governance instruments might bring research closer to societies' needs. 
However, efficient and effective research requires creativity and autonomy. 
Researchers must play an important part in governance systems and 
autonomous decisions by researchers and academic freedom must be 
apportioned their due share. 

 The balance between generic and task-oriented research is best guaranteed 
in universities; policy instruments must ensure autonomy options for 
researchers outside the university as well. 

 Efficient and effective fund allocation is necessary to prevent work overload by 
administrative assignments.  
 

2.1.4.3 Funding and Evaluation 

 Funding and evaluation are key elements for successful governance; refining 
the instruments must become the building block for a comprehensive and 
appropriate evaluation culture. 

 Evaluation is important, but the criteria must become more flexible. There is a 
need to understand diversity.  

 Core funding is an important element for stimulating creativity and innovation. 
A balance of trust must be ensured between academic as well as 
transdisciplinary activities and control of the use of resources. 

 Disciplinary excellence is still important, but interdisciplinary and 
transdisciplinary work has to be acknowledged in the evaluation procedure. 
 

2.1.4.4 Dissemination and Utilization 

 The scientific communities must change their attitudes towards society and 
become more receptive to societal needs. 

 The scientific communities must play a more pro-active role in identifying 
stakeholders, accepting the necessity to include professional dissemination 
agencies in their research work. 

 Where possible, stakeholders must be included in all steps of the research 
process, whilst avoiding the influence of specific lobbies and maintaining the 
necessary autonomy in decision-making. 

 The dialogue with stakeholders must be intensified, possibly within a 
framework provided by funding institutions.  
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one. In the knowledge production system there are not yet adequate forms of 
evaluation for this type of activity, and interruptions in the ordinary career path inside 
academia tend to be seen as obstacles.  

The Social Sciences and the Humanities offer specific knowledge in a variety of fields, 
e.g. Knowledge on values and norms, on structures and institutions, and on rules, 
procedures, and political actions. 

Social sciences can develop innovative worldviews that help advance society. To a 
certain extent, Karl Mannheim formulated such a claim (Mannheim, 1929). However, a 
basic condition for the success of such concepts must be met: the establishment of a 
knowledge society that enables citizens to develop and advance their worldviews. In 
this respect, we speak about 'learning societies'. The idea that the Social Sciences 
and the Humanities have to reach out from the academic milieu is not a new 
paradigm; it rather was the predominant paradigm, when the classics wrote with an 
eye on the problems of people: They addressed concerns with daily relevance and 
provided orientation. This approach fainted when it became more important to address 
the colleagues from the own discipline striving for recognition and impact factors that 
would further the own career. It is clear that such a capacity to provide orientation 
necessitates the well-informed citizen as a partner. Under such a condition, actor-
centred ontology is a good response to the new challenges. The increasing role of 
ethical issues is evident. Many ethical committees are very closely following modern 
research and look at their impact on societies (Luce & Giorgi, 2009; Fuller, 2009; 
Kastenhofer, 2009).   

One of the most obvious tasks of the Social Sciences and Humanities is analyzing 
social structures and institution-building. At an early date, Max Weber and Karl Marx 
already analyzed the role of social classes and the power structure in their 
contemporary society. The most influential social scientists have made structures and 
institutions the very focus of their work (Mills, 1956, 1958). The importance of 
analyzing structures and institutions becomes even more obvious when we look at the 
European level with its complex process of institution-building. European integration is 
looking for an institutional framework of policy actors at the European, national, and 
regional levels. As the discussion on the European Constitution demonstrates, the 
development is still under way. The Social Sciences and Humanities have a role to 
play in building the institutional framework, the development of which goes far beyond 
legal services. 

Apart from the traditional analyses of the rules and procedures that organize societies 
and the influence of social actors, the impact of citizens in modern democracies is 
increasingly becoming an issue. The issue is the balance between traditional policy-
making in the set-up of a representative democracy and civil society. At present, the 
influence of active pressure groups is an important element in modern democratic 
processes (Evers & D'Silva, 2009). Representative democracy has, however, to 
ensure that the influence of civil society actors does not undermine the rights of those 
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4.1.2 Research funding 

The funding structures of the research landscapes have undergone major 
changes in response to the pressures of the modern world. The importance of 
competitive funding has increased and this has changed the practice of 
research. In this respect, the Anglo-Saxon research landscape has adapted 
comparatively well in comparison with e.g. Central Europe. 

The science budget in the United Kingdom doubled between 1997 and 2007, 
mainly due to the significant increase in industrial contributions. But this money 
was mostly fed to the natural and technological sciences, and not to the Social 
Sciences and Humanities. Indeed, between 1990 and 2006, government 
expenditures on RTD decreased; over the same period, the budget allocated to 
higher education and research councils increased. In other words, the research 
component of financing increased and the core funding decreased. Most of the 
R&D expenses from 2006 have been financed by Business Enterprises with 
45%, followed by R&D financing from abroad that amounts to 17% and the 
Research Councils that fund 11.7% of R&D in the UK. The funding for R&D of 
Government and Higher Education corresponds respectively to 11% and 1.2% 
of the total. With 4.6% of total R&D funding, the private non-profit sector funds 
nearly four times of what Higher education funds in R&D.10  

Israel shows similar patterns of funding structures. It is among the countries 
with the highest expenditure on RTD in relation to GDP (4.5%), but it mostly 
comes from the private sector. The share of the public sector in RTD is smaller 
than in the EU; it is about 25% whereas it is 35% in the EU-25. As a result, 40% 
of the R&D expenditure is market-oriented. 

The United Kingdom and Israel are by far the most advanced countries with 
respect to the adoption of a multi-tier financing strategy. Besides institutional 
core funding and national competitive public research funding, tuition fees and 
donations are also important financing sources. The share of respondents in the 
UK and Israel mentioning three or more sources of funding for their 
organizations was 61% and 58% respectively. This compares with under 20% in 
most other countries. (See Tables 7 and 8) 

  

                                                      
10 -Source: Office for National Statistics. 
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Table 34: Three most popular SSH disciplines by country (in % selected) 

  Most popular disciplines 

  1st 2nd 3rd % cum n 

Austria 

ro
w

 %
 

History Economics Literature 39.9 213 

Belgium Sociology History Economics 53.5 48 

France History Sociology Linguistics 43.0 164 

Germany Language Sociology Pol. Science 44.1 177 

Israel History Psychology Linguistics 52.1 73 

Netherlands History Psychology Linguistics 41.3 353 

Poland Economics History Education 56.0 50 

Sweden Sociology Psychology History 47.4 352 

UK Sociology History Pol. Science 47.7 107 

According to the academic structure, funding organizations operate within the 
logic of disciplines and this structure is an obstacle to interdisciplinary research 
projects. The climate of competitive funding, in which every discipline has to 
fight for its own stake, can even result in the consolidation of barriers between 
disciplines, as long as the trend towards interdisciplinary research does not lead 
to the adaptation of the funding structure to this changing institutional setting. 

This problematic situation was acknowledged by the national funders 
interviewed. Apart from some few exceptions, the structures of their institutions, 
which can be considered one potential driving factor for initiating change within 
the European research landscape, were described as oriented along 
disciplinary lines and not towards the promotion of innovative research 
approaches; and although all of the stakeholders interviewed opted for a 
generally positive view of interdisciplinary currents in research activities, they 
emphasized the problems linked to these trends and the possible difficulties 
arising from an absolute quest for interdisciplinarity. There were no major 
differences between country groups concerning these positions of the funders.  

Their concerns related to what impact the explicit pushing of interdisciplinary 
projects by stage-setter preferences might have on the research landscape, and 
they were linked to questions of quality. If researchers tended towards 
interdisciplinary working groups only because of funding incentives and not 
because of a topic-related necessity for this approach, it might have disastrous 
effects on the quality of research. These were described as examples of 
applications with an interdisciplinary approach, but not fulfilling the criteria of 
either of the disciplines covered.  

Changing the funding structures, often organized along disciplinary lines, might 
therefore not be the best thing to do, if it means that interdisciplinary projects 
would be explicitly promoted, regardless of the topic of research. This approach 
would reverse the original intention of providing the structure for innovative 
approaches. If funding structures were changed only to push interdisciplinarity, 
so the assumption, less money would be available for those researchers 
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Table 35 - Summary of demographic data 

Gender 

Male Female 

66.3%  

(n=487) 

33.7%  

(n=248) 
Age 

20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 >60 

4%  

(n=32) 

26%  

(n=195) 

29%  

(n=215) 

24%  

(n=180) 

16%  

(n=116) 
Title 

Mr./Mrs./Ms. Dr. Prof. 

14%, (n=100) 43%, (n=303) 43%, (n=301) 
Organisation 

University Research institute NGO Government 

80%, (n=583 17%, (n=125) 1%, (n=7) 2%, (n=13) 
Research area 

Natural or other sciences Humanities Social sciences 

12%, (n=77) 33%, (n=210) 55%, (n=350) 
Country 

UK & Israel Nordic countries & 

Netherlands 

Central Europe 

and Belgium 

France Other 

6%; n=41 40%; n=273 35%; n=238 14%; n=97 
6%, 

(n=38) 
 

The method used, the Delphi survey, permits the anonymous interaction of 
experts through repeatedly circulated questionnaires, in this case it required two 
rounds. Especially when the first round reveals significant disagreements 
among the experts, the subsequent rounds offers the experts the possibility to 
give feedback to the first results and re-assess their judgements accordingly. 
This is how the anonymous interaction between the expert groups is achieved. 
In many cases, two rounds of such a process are sufficient to achieve a 
convergence of the responses to a reasonable consensus or stability of 
dissents, as the persisting disagreement on certain topics can also provide 
important information to decision makers. All results presented in the following 
section relate to the answers given in the second round, as the analyses of both 
the means49 and the standard deviations50 for questions from both rounds of the 
SSH FUTURES Delphi survey show that there was no significant change in the 
                                                      
49 The mean (or average) of a list of numbers is the sum of the list divided by the number 
of items in the list. 

50 A statistic used as a measure of the dispersion or variation in a distribution. The higher 
the standard deviation, the greater the dispersal of the values around the average.  
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These results of the SSH-FUTURES foresight study lead to these conclusions 
(see chapter 7, Conclusions and Recommendations): encouraging 
interdisciplinarity; paying special attention to the research issues identified by 
the experts as likely to be most crucial in 2025; ensuring that humanities 
research continues to be supported; and to ensuring that the effects of SSH 
research are fully realized. 
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7 Conclusions and Recommendations 

The future of the Social Sciences and Humanities depends on the close and 
fruitful interaction between the very differing stakeholders in a multi-level 
governance system. The project has collected and analyzed a wide range of 
information and data on the SSH research landscapes of the Member States 
and European commonalities and divergences.  

Based on the literature review, the survey among researchers in the Social 
Sciences and Humanities, the forecast survey and the qualitative expert 
interviews with stakeholders, this study has generated a number of 
recommendations for the further improvement of the flows of knowledge across 
national borders and the building up of an innovative and competitive European 
research landscape for the future. These recommendations cover both 
institutions at European and national levels and the research community itself. 
The recommendations are inspired by the ambition further to stimulate the 
exchange of knowledge within the European Union and to enhance the 
importance of social sciences and humanities research.  

The main recommendations can be summarized as follows: 

7.1 General Level 

7.1.1 Disciplinary, inter- and transdisciplinary knowledge creation 

The endeavour to cross boundaries within the academic world also has to 
encompass overcoming the logic of division even within disciplines themselves 
between so-called generic and applied research. The consideration that 
knowledge constitutes the capacity to act is crucial for the future of the Social 
Sciences and Humanities.  

Social sciences and humanities knowledge can be employed in different 
concrete fields of action: as a means of power, as a justification for a decision, 
as a means of orientation, as new social icons for society or as a means of 
rationalization. This also renders the perennial historical and ongoing debate on 
the use of the Social Sciences and Humanities obsolete. 

 Encourage collaboration in interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary 
research by research programmes on the national and European levels. 

 There are different ways to do this on the national and European levels 
and within the scientific communities: on the European level by 
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research programming and programme evaluation, on the national level 
by project evaluation, and on the level of scientific communities by 
innovation in evaluation and career schemes. 

 On the national level, there is a need to encourage interdisciplinary and 
combined studies, which could be supported by using the opportunities 
offered by the Bologna process. On the European level, this 
necessitates broader communication about the flexibility provided by 
the Bologna process, as the reforms implemented have led to different 
curricula in different national environments, some of them more flexible 
than others. 

 More specific recommendations are given below concerning funding, 
evaluation and career schemes. 
 

7.1.2 Funding 

One of the major challenges concerning funding is the problem of subsidiarity 
with respect to the European Research Area. National, European and regional 
funding should operate in such a way that it ensures the highest efficiency and 
effectiveness of the budgets available. Does complementarity in Europe and its 
Member States mean that the Member States should match their research 
strategies to the European framework, or should the Member States develop 
their own strengths and contribute to diversity in the Social Sciences and 
Humanities? 

It is obvious that the problems observed in the SSH-FUTURES project are an 
obstacle to fulfilling the potential of the European Research Area. The challenge 
here is to optimize resources and to ensure that the talents and gifts of 
European scholars in the Social Sciences and Humanities benefit European 
research as a whole.  Globalization means global competition between the best 
in science and research. If Europe cannot fully exploit the knowledge, creativity 
and potential of its researchers, this will be a major obstacle in this competition. 

 There is a need to understand the different types of knowledge-
producing institutions in terms of funding. In order to encourage the 
participation of all productive intelligence, different funding modes must 
ensure equal opportunities for different research organizations. 

 Basic funding is necessary for all types of institutions. As resources are 
scarce, block grants should be available to all types of research 
organizations on a competitive base. Basic funding must include an 
incentive for generic research as well as for interdisciplinary and 
transdisciplinary work.  

 Competition must, however, respect the different modes of knowledge 
production by different types of institutions. Teaching and learning is 
relevant for all types of research, but there are different types of 
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7.2 European Level 

7.2.1 Programming 

The first challenge is to raise awareness and clarify the role of the Social 
Sciences and Humanities in targeted policy research. From its beginnings in the 
4th Framework Programme, in some policy milieus and academia there was a 
debate as to whether the social science programmes fitted in with the 
philosophy of the task-oriented research of the Framework Programme for 
research and development. Up to now, there has not been enough clarity about 
the necessity of the themes dealt with in this programme line.   

Another challenge is the use of social science knowledge in interdisciplinary 
projects in the other thematic programme lines ('Themes') of the Co-operation 
Programme. There seems to be high satisfaction with the incorporation of the 
Social Sciences and Humanities in all the consortia that have had experience in 
collaborating with these disciplines. However, roughly half of the consortia in the 
other themes have not yet had experience with this type of collaboration. 53   

Furthermore, there is not enough flexibility in the course of the projects. The 
regular timeframe of projects quite often necessitates changes in timing and 
methodology. The current contractual obligations hence demand bureaucratic 
contract amendments that cause administrative burdens both for the 
Commission and for researchers. The challenge is to formulate more flexible 
contract regulations that are more oriented towards the goals and objectives of 
projects rather than towards milestones. Work package structure has to be 
adapted to the reality of the logic of knowledge production.    

Finally, the diversity in the European research landscape poses a further 
challenge. Europe needs to build upon the diversity of the SSH research 
landscapes. However, there are particular shortcomings in the Southern 
European countries and in the New Member States, which is a weakness of the 
European Research Area as a whole, as Europe cannot fully take advantage of 
creativity and talent from throughout Europe. 

In addition to the general recommendations, more specific recommendations 
are: 

                                                      
53 Strengthening the role of the Social Sciences and Humanities in the ERA 
development, PLATON+, Deliverable 2. 
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 Enhance the dialogue with the scientific communities and develop 
instruments ensuring the influence of their opinions in more systematic 
ways. 

 Ensure the inclusion of social sciences and humanities research 
directed at governance under multi-level conditions; citizens' 
participation; crisis prevention and intervention; social integration and 
migration; origins and combating racism, xenophobia and terrorism; 
multicultural integration; cultural and ethical issues and other relevant 
social, political and economic issues.54 Clarify the borders between the 
thematic parts of the Framework Programme and the European 
Research Council. The ERC cannot replace targeted social sciences 
and humanities research. 

 Increase the participation of SSH in the other research areas by 
explicitly including the relevant issues in the respective call texts. 

 With respect to the administrative and financial modalities of the 
Framework Programme, increase flexibility in such a way that it is 
adapted to the logic of research processes. 

 Improve the relationship between the Commission and the national 
research authorities and research councils. Mutual learning has a 
different logic to RTD programmes, which calls for an adaptation of the 
ERA-NET procedures. 

 Although the European Commission has no specific mandate in the 
field, specific programmes have to be established allowing for mutual 
learning and improving the national governance of science and 
research in weaker Member States. 
 

7.2.2 Funding and Evaluation 

The increase of the budget for the 7th Framework Programme and, more 
specifically, for RTD projects does not seem to be realistic. This is why there is 
a need for more efficient ways of how to obtain funding from the European 
projects. Furthermore, more transparency in the evaluation procedure and in 
the selection process of the evaluators seems to be an issue. 

A further challenge is the necessity of co-funding the projects obtained from the 
Framework Programme. For social sciences and humanities projects there is no 
interest from the private sector and national co-funding is only available in a 
small minority of Member States. This creates unfair competition between public 
and private research organizations. 

In addition to the general recommendations, more specific recommendations 
are: 
                                                      
54 'What Futures?' Findings from the foresight process, SSH-FUTURES, Deliverable 11. 
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 Encourage the participation of specialized dissemination agencies and 
public relations companies in European research projects and accept 
their funding on the same level as auditing companies. 

 DG Research should play a more active role in disseminating the 
knowledge gained in the Framework Programmes to other European 
institutions, if necessary in conjunction with external consultants. 

 The European Commission has to engage the national authorities of 
the Member States in the use of research results, as the access of 
research organizations to their national authorities is limited in many 
cases. 
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 A social science and humanities agenda must be based on the specific 
strength of national research traditions. However, multi-national 
programmes will ensure increased benefit for the European Research 
Area. 
 

7.3.2 Funding and Evaluation 

 Mutual learning procedures should ensure funding and evaluation 
processes that are flexible enough to take generic research, applied 
research and society-targeted activities into account. 

 The relative weight of the Social Sciences and Humanities must be 
reflected in public and private research funding. Private research 
funding should be encouraged, but with mechanisms guaranteeing the 
autonomy of science and research. 

 Researchers must be encouraged to conduct interdisciplinary research 
by means of special programmes and funding.  

 Mutual learning of institutions dealing with research funding and 
evaluation has to find a more elaborated platform. This can be 
supported by the European Commission, but should be initiated by the 
national authorities themselves. 

 Innovative SSH research requires setting up innovative institutions. 
Funding and evaluation must reflect their different natures. 

 

7.3.3 Dissemination and Utilization  

 Research communication must be professionalized and planned 
accordingly in research programming. This requires stronger specific 
skills and a close interaction between knowledge providers and 
professionalized science and research communication agencies. 

 Researchers must become aware of the necessity to interact with 
stakeholders. Governance has an important role to play. 

 Science and research must be aware that stakeholders are quite often 
actors on the national and regional levels. Researchers have to reach 
out to these actors as well. 
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order to contribute to societal needs and economic and technical innovation. 
However, researchers must be aware of their responsibilities in democratic 
societies.  

Financial pressures increase the workload of researchers on related activities 
apart from research. Research and teaching have to be balanced. The growing 
administrative burden, however, decreases the efficiency and effectiveness of 
research. 

 Governance instruments might bring research closer to societies' 
needs. However, efficient and effective research requires creativity and 
autonomy. Researchers must play an important part in governance 
systems and autonomous decisions by researchers and academic 
freedom must be apportioned their due share. 

 The balance between generic and task-oriented research is best 
guaranteed in universities; policy instruments must ensure autonomy 
options for researchers outside the university as well. 

 Efficient and effective fund allocation is necessary to prevent work 
overload by administrative assignments.  
 

7.4.3 Funding and Evaluation 

Funding and evaluation procedures vary according to national research 
systems, which, in turn, are clearly differentiated from the European regimes as 
well.  

With respect to funding, the importance of core funding is obvious; its relative 
weight is, however, on the decline. Furthermore, in most cases core funding is 
not available for private research institutions. The challenge is not to overuse 
the directive governance instruments (funding and evaluation) and to accept the 
necessity of core funding, which should also be made available to private 
research organizations. 

 The researchers address a clear misfit between evaluation criteria and the 
advancement of the Social Sciences and Humanities: for their career, 
disciplinary excellence is the key; for the advancement of the Social Sciences 
and Humanities, however, interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary work is equally 
relevant.  

The challenge is to define an evaluation culture that is more sophisticated and, 
where implemented, less rigid. Apparently, there is no comprehensive 
evaluation culture.  Where evaluation is applied, there are relevant differences. 
In some cases, formal evaluation procedures exist for institutions, in other 
cases for individual researchers. A comprehensive evaluation culture that 
increases efficiency and effectiveness must take the different types of 
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http://ec.europa.eu/education/erasmus/doc/stat/table1.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/education/erasmus/doc/stat/table1.pdf
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thematized in the course of the interview and to end it with personal reflections 
on the question of the future. 
 
Sample of questions to be adapted to the corresponding interviewee:   

 What does the future hold? 
  What will be the leading research fields in SSH (in your discipline) in 

the next 15-20 years?  
 Could you specify new fields that will emerge in your discipline of SSH 

in the next 15-20 years?  
 Will the total research allocation to SSH increase, remain the same, or 

decrease during the coming decade?  
 What new methods of research in your field do you foresee emerging in 

the next 15-20 years?  

Will the development of methods within SSH be influenced by methods used in other 
fields of science, e.g. Biology?  
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For a more detailed description of the methodology, please see D10: WP4 
Methodology of the Foresight Exercise. 

9.1.2.1 SSH-FUTURES Expert Survey Questionnaire 

The online Delphi expert questionnaire includes 88 future-oriented statements 
regarding various issues that were identified as topics that might be important in 
2025. The questionnaire consisted of four main parts: demographics, general 
issues in SSH research, social issues relating to six major areas, and open 
questions. 

Part I included questions of a demographic nature. Specifically, respondents 
were asked their title, their current occupation, the type of organization for which 
they work, their main research area, their age, gender, and country of 
residence. 

Part II of the survey was comprised of general statements about SSH research 
that refer to issues such as the institutional conditions for SSH research, levels 
of interdisciplinary collaboration, and the type and degree of funding for SSH 
research. Based on the results of previous WPs and consultations with SSH 
academics (see D10: WP4 Methodology of the Foresight Exercise), 12 
statements were selected that cover the areas considered to be central to the 
future of SSH: 

1. Funding of research for societal needs is equal to technological R&D funding 
2. SSH research has become an integral part in the development of new 

technologies and products 
3. Research in various areas of the Humanities has ceased to exist 
4. Disciplinary boundaries have entirely collapsed 
5. Most SSH research is publicly funded 
6. Most SSH research is conducted by the academy and industry in 

collaboration 
7. Most SSH research is carried out in the framework of public/private 

partnerships 
8. Researchers are required to have a wide range of interdisciplinary skills 
9. Most SSH research is conducted within the universities 
10. Post-modernism has greatly modified the value system on which much 

Humanities research is based 
11. A significant proportion of SSH research is carried out in collaboration with 

other disciplines 
12. SSH research is heavily dependent on methodologies that have been 

enabled by technological developments in other scientific disciplines 

After submitting their answers to Part II, respondents were taken to a page 
where they were presented with the 6 groups of statements. On this page they 





ftp://ftp.cordis.europa.eu/pub/foresight/docs/kte_social_humanities.pdf
http://esshra.tubitak.gov.tr/


http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/archives/eb/eb68/eb_68_en.pdf
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9.1.3.3 Fieldwork 

Fieldwork was based on the premises of the tailored design method for internet 
and mail surveys elaborated by Don A. Dillman70.Data collection was organised 
as an online survey with controlled access. The survey was set up by using the 
open source tool Limesurvey71 and installed on the server of the 
Interdisciplinary Centre for Comparative Research in the Social Sciences 
(ICCR) in Vienna. Respondents were informed about the survey one week in 
advance to the survey launch. The participants had to use their internet browser 
to fill in the questionnaire. Three reminders within one month were sent. The 
survey period lasted from the beginning of January to the end of February 2008. 
The information, invitation, reminder mails and the questionnaire were 
translated by the partners.   

                                                      

70 DON, A. D. (2007). Mail and Internet Surveys: The Teilored Design Method. Hoboken, 

New Jersey: John Wiley & Sns, Inc. 
71 www.limesurvey.org 
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9.2 Annex II: Questionnaire of the SSH FUTURES survey 

 

 

Questionnaire: English Version 
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9.3 Annex III: Presentations of the SSH FUTURES Final Conference 

 

 

 

 

Presentations of the  

SSH FUTURES Final Conference 

22 and 23 October 2009, Brussels 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Interdisciplinary Centre for Comparative Research in the Social Sciences - ICCR 

Schottenfeldgasse 69/1 1070 Wien 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

















http://www.ird.fr/editions/catalogue/ouvrage.php?livre=528




mailto:r_chobanova@iki.bas.bg


mailto:r_chobanova@iki.bas.bg
mailto:Rossitsa.chobanova@gmail.com












jeudi 22 octobre 2009



Overview

1. Experiences from 
EU-funded projects

2. Comparative 
methodology issues

3. What and why do we 
compare?
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The projects:

About gender and engineering 
education: INDECS, WOMENG, 
HELENA

About gender and science images at 
secondary school: MOTIVATION

About women in SET professions: 
WOMENG, PROMETEA

4
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Common issues:

Projects had a common topic: gender and SET 
(Science Engineering & Technology)

A common aim: to compare national settings, to 
develop a better understanding, to identify good 
practice

Common methodological issues:

to collect and combine various levels of data, 
qualitative and quantitative
to analyse the data
to propose effective measures to policy makers
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Overview of International 
Comparative Methodology issues
1) the cultural and linguistic issues raised by any 
international and interdisciplinary project, 

2) the specific issues of cross-comparisons, either a 
variable-oriented approach, or a case-oriented approach; 

3) the standard problems of research design in human 
and social sciences, first of all the choice of qualitative, 
quantitative or mixed methodology, according to the 
needs of the research topic; 

4) the large-scale issue, generating a huge amount of 
data.

6
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Methodological issues in 
these projects

Definition of ÇSETÈ and ÇgenderÈ

Definition of research activity, research jobs

Assumption that technology has a specific 
culture, but how to assign the border 
between technology and science?

Inside SET: multiple classification 
problems

7
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INDECS: lack of harmonisation

the ÇquestionnairesÈ: from interviews 
to multiple choice 

translations issues: 

Greek male engineers are 
ÇemotionalÈ
Çcritical thinkingÈ

the ÇsynthesisÈ

8
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WOMENG & PROMETEA: the 
4 steps toolbox*
4 steps method to achieve harmonisation and proper 
comparison:

1. Designing common research tools: collaboration is essential

2. Common procedures for a documented fieldwork

3. Reporting in a common database: direct access to the data, 
common presentation

4. Analysing and interpreting: need for tools to analyse tons 
of data. Iterative mixed methodology.
* See Godfroy-Genin & Pinault: ÇThe Benefits of Comparing Grapefruits and TangerinesÈ, 
European Journal of Engineering Education, vol. 31, n¡1, March 2006, 23-33
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Toolbox results?
Disappointing! 

Comparisons was properly achieved 

Results were already known

Not enough attention to each case

Tons of data remain unused for analysis

Better results, but a balance to find between 
harmonisation and attention to singularities

10
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HELENA & MOTIVATION:

More attention to singularities, less 
harmonisation, more freedom

Result: less comparisons!

Interesting national studies, poor 
comparative added value.

How to achieve the right balance?

11
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The large scale issue
Not much literature and experience beyond 3 or 4 terms (Lallement/
Spurk 2004)

Tons of data, simply browsing results is difficult: multiplicative effect, 
data in 7 countries means 7 times the amount of data. 

WOMENG= c.a. 1400 questionnaires (200X7) with 600 items and 
4 different samples + 700 to 1000 pages of English summary

No-direct access to data, many filters:

Translation

Poor knowledge of national settings : Procedures to report and to 
provide background information on context

Technical tools required to browse the database, especially for 
transversal reading (e.g. the same question in different settings). 
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Timing and expansion
Timing:

Not everybody is available at all times during the year. Need 
to identify the kairos in each country.

If you miss it, all the project is delayed, because all results are 
connected

Difficult to find equivalent settings

Additions leads to expansion:

Collegial research design leads to expansion

Use of common instruments increase the length of each 
instrument. 

Try to be less cumulative and more integrated

14
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Main difficulties for analysis

Technical difficulty to browse the data, no 
immediate, intuitive overview of results

Epistemological difficulties: which 
comparisons are meaningful?

Methodology for qualitative data 
comparison? 

How to mix quantitative and qualitative 
approaches?

15
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Potentials of iterative mixed 
methodologies

Mixed methodologies are still emerging (Cresswell 2003)

Opportunity to use all available data, even if heterogeneous

Concurrent progress of qualitative and quantitative strategies in an 
iterative approach

Example: 3 levels of data collection

Set 1: overall statistical framework built from existing gendered 
statistical data, harmonised in international classifications.

Set 2: Specific quantitative data collected by the project on specific 
issues.

Set 3: qualitative data from interview, focus groups, participant 
observation and document analysis

Same issues are addressed by the different sets of data

16
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Beyond case-oriented and 
variable approach

Two main traditions in cross comparison (Ragin, 1987):

Variable-oriented, based on quantitative approach. It misses 
social bases, empirical phenomena, but provide easy large 
scale comparison

Case-oriented: sensitive to complexity and specificity, but 
impossible to extend to a large scale comparison because of 
complexity and cultural diversity.

RaginÕs recommendation: to go beyond qualitative and 
quantitative, to Òformalise qualitative comparative 
methodsÓ, and to examine Òconstellations, configurations 
and conjuncturesÓ

17
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2 traditions of comparison: OECD 
benchmarking and comparative literature

OECD: benchmarking approach

quantitative (statistical data, indicators)

large numbers of cases

From business and marketing (Xerox, beginning of Ô80s)

Tool for EU policy: %of women researchers, % of GDP 
invested in research, etc.

Comparative literature (cf. Yves Chevrel, La littŽrature comparŽe, 
PUF 1989)

qualitative

sensitive to languages and cultural issues

difficult if more than 2 or 3 cases
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What? Classifications issues

20

Example: What is a researcher?

Somebody who works in the research sector or somebody who 
does research? 

Are technicians preparing experiments researchers?

Are research managers or deans researchers because they 
used to be researchers?

In industrial research, is R&D department synonym of 
research department?

Sometimes existing quantitative data mix different 
definitions.
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What is research?

Research combines research itself, 
research management and 
administration and sometimes teaching

Definition by positions? positions and 
activities are not always correlated.

Definition by degrees? Which ones? PhD 
in engineering or sciences? Engineering 

21
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What is Çengineering & 
technologyÈ?

Classifications are not the same in the different countries

ICT with maths? Agronomy? Architecture? Physics and engineering 
in one group?

Even in a same country, classification may vary

There is no classification at all (or too broad)

A same laboratory may belong to many disciplines

Pluridisciplinary research interests or many research interests 

People have different academic backgrounds, sometimes many

Self-perception of multiple identities by the researchers themselves

Academic background and/or actual research topic

Engineer identity is privileged in the industry, researcher identity in 
governmental and academic research.
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Classification of industrial 
activities is not relevant

Classification by sectors (NACE) not very useful to 
study research. Product oriented, not sensitive to 
research in some cases. E.g. : textile.

A company may have different activities and different 
locations. Corporate culture stronger than sectorial or 
national cultures.

No centralised data collection.

In R&D, where is the border between R and D?

Easy to study empirically one company, hard to provide 
a national or sectorial picture or to compare.

23

jeudi 22 octobre 2009



Rebuild classifications
Classifications not relevant: 

Activities have changed

Created before the development of 
comparative approaches

Need for new classifications

Harmonisation: build new classifications in 
the perspective of comparative research without 
neglecting local cultures

24
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Why do we compare?
Comparison as a research strategy? Comparative 
approach reveals new hypotheses (comparative literature)

To identify ÇstylesÈ?

To benchmark? (OECD)

To identify good practices? (OECD)

New classifications should reveal new research 
questions

Policies linked to comparative research: New 
classifications means new policies.
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Conclusion:
If SHS used to serve evidence based policies:

Need to clarify the aims of comparative research

Need for appropriate tools:

Large scale

Mixed methodologies

Balance between harmonisation and 
singularities

Classification issues

26
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SHS Future
SHS for science in use: expert results

To address epistemological issues: what 
and why do we compare?

To renew tools: new comparative 
methodologies

Huge contribution to European research, 
EU policies
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(3) Scientific coping strategies of doing research in this context

Becoming aware, how power is permanently inscribed in the process
of knowledge production.

Creating a network with scientific and other partners outside the
institution.

Making transparent the very conditions of research.

Dr. Phil C. Langer
Email: PhilippChristophLanger@Bundeswehr.org

www.sowi.bundeswehr.de

BUNDESWEHR INSTITUTE OF SOCIAL SCIENCES IN STRAUSBERG NORTH
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KNOWLEDGE 
INFRASTRUCTURE AND 
REGIONAL GROWTH

Peter Nijkamp
Research at a crossroads

Illustrative forces in the science domain

Regional

Individual Society

Local

Mobility Spillovers

Learning Triple-helix

Research bottlenecks and opportunities

Regional receptivity
Mobility researchers
Legal, administrative and 
entry regulations
Negative financial
implications

Growth spillovers
Cross-border research
Supporting frameworks
International research 
networks

Learning
Labour market status
Good doctoral education
Autonomy researcher
Tenure track system

Triple Helix
Infrastructure facilities
Interdisciplinary research 
centers
Access (new) technologies
Technology transfer

Ways forward

SCENARIO A: Improve the inflow
and exchange of qualified people

SCENARIO B: Improve the career
perspectives for (young) researchers

SCENARIO C: Exploit the regional
research scale

SCENARIO D: Improve university-
industry-government interactions

Bottlenecks and solutions directions

Scenario Bottlenecks Solution strategies

A. Mobility of researchers
Entry regulations
Financial implications

Increasing research grants and positions
Opening up national regulations/ 
programmes
Running down formal/informal barriers

B. Labour market status
Doctoral education
Career opportunities

Structure doctoral education
Tenure track system
Funding instruments
Career and research autonomy

C. Cross-border research
Research conditions
Supporting Frameworks

Investment facilities and infrastructure
Formation research concentrations

D. Infrastructure facilities
Research centers
(New) technologies
Technology transfer

Better conformity industry requirements
Open bidirectional flow researchers
Portability granting instruments



Epilogue

Na zdraví

























Popper (2009) SSH Futures (International Conference)

Section 3: 
What is the role of SSH

in futures research?

Popper (2009) SSH Futures (International Conference)

The role of SS&H 
in Futures Research / Foresight
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E01 Education
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E04 Policy and Political Science
E05 Studies in human society
E06 Behavioural and cognitive sciences
E07 Law, justice and law enforcement

F Humanities
F01 Journalism and curatorial studies
F02 The arts
F03 Language and culture
F04 History and archaeology
F05 Philosophy and religion 

B Engineering & Technology

Areas with more than 100 interconnections

Popper (2009) SSH Futures (International Conference)

The role of SS&H 
in Futures Research / Foresight

B Engineering & Technology
A Natural sciences
C Medical sciences

E Social sciences
E01 Education
E02 Economics
E03 Commerce, management, tourism & services
E04 Policy and Political Science
E05 Studies in human society
E06 Behavioural and cognitive sciences
E07 Law, justice and law enforcement

F Humanities
F01 Journalism and curatorial studies
F02 The arts
F03 Language and culture
F04 History and archaeology
F05 Philosophy and religion 

Areas with more than 75 interconnections

Popper (2009) SSH Futures (International Conference)

The role of SS&H  
in Futures Research / Foresight

B Engineering & Technology
A Natural sciences
C Medical sciences
D Agricultural sciences

E Social sciences
E01 Education
E02 Economics
E03 Commerce, management, tourism & services
E04 Policy and Political Science
E05 Studies in human society
E06 Behavioural and cognitive sciences
E07 Law, justice and law enforcement

F Humanities
F01 Journalism and curatorial studies
F02 The arts
F03 Language and culture
F04 History and archaeology
F05 Philosophy and religion 

Areas with more than 50 interconnections

Popper (2009) SSH Futures (International Conference)

The role of SS&H 
in Futures Research / Foresight

E Social sciences
E01 Education
E02 Economics
E03 Commerce, management, tourism & services
E04 Policy and Political Science
E05 Studies in human society
E06 Behavioural and cognitive sciences
E07 Law, justice and law enforcement

F Humanities
F01 Journalism and curatorial studies
F02 The arts
F03 Language and culture
F04 History and archaeology
F05 Philosophy and religion B Engineering & Technology

A Natural sciences
C Medical sciences
D Agricultural sciences
F Humanities

Areas with more than 25 interconnections

Popper (2009) SSH Futures (International Conference)

The role of SSH 
in Foresight
is not only 

an European 
phenomenon.

In particular,
Latin America 
has much in 
common with 

Europe,
and the role of 

SSH is 
one of those 

commonalities.

Research areas Internat. Europe Latin A. North A. Asia Oceania 

935 cases mapped 56 599 101 92 75 13 
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Thank you!

Rafael Popper
rafael.popper@manchester.ac.uk
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Figure 1
Proportion of internationally co-authored articles in the social and 

human sciences in Europe, the US and the world
(1980-2006)
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Figure 2
Proportion of articles by European scholars in the social and 

human sciences that are internationally co-authored, 
European and non-European  (1980-2006)

 

Table 1
Most important countries involved in the 

extra-european collaboration of European scholars 
in the social and human siences (1980-2006)

 

1980-93 1994-06 

% % 
États-Unis 66,3 60,0 
Canada 12,7 11,5 
Australie 6,9 8,7 
Israël 2,2 2,8 
Chine 0,6 2,7 
Nouvelle-Zélande 1,2 2,3 
Japon 1,8 2,3 
Afrique du Sud - 2,0 
Brésil 1,2 1,5 

Pays 

Table 2
Most important countries involved in intra-European collaboration 

of European scholars in the social and human sciences
(1980-2006)

 

Map 1
Number of SSH books acquired by French publishers in the world 

(1997-2006)

Map 2
Number of books sold by French publishers in the world 

(1997-2006)
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