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PEDAGOGICAL FUTUROLOGY: 21ST CENTURY PROSPECTS

The article discusses the subject of futurology,
the development of different scenarios of foreseeing
about the future of mankind, the role and place of
education in them. In particular, the article presents
the viewpoint that at present Pedagogical
Futurology lacks the necessary fundamental,
world-wide conceptions about the man of future,
without which the existence of human development
today and tomorrow will be jeopardized.
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Man has always been interested in the
foreseeing the future, and it is natural that
each of us has always wanted to know what
is ahead of us in the years to come. What will
humanity achieve; will it maintain its
enormous scientific, technical, cultural and
social achievements, and what new
challenges and problems will arise?

“One of the primary tasks of states and
national communities is the comprehensive
assessment of the current situation and the
formation of certain ideas about future
developments. Forecasts and scenario
development that have become an important
component of political culture are now in
great demand among the leading countries of
the world” [1, p. 4]

The world is changing. New technologies
are changing our lives, beliefs and values. It
is not possible to avoid changes, but one can
try to make these changes positive.

While studying the future, we can prepare
better for it making right decisions today and
realizing their consequences.

29

Futurology is the study of history of the
future. If history is concerned with the study
of causes and basics of our present-day
situations, then futurology examines the
aims, tasks, and directions of our movement,
as well as the opportunities and difficulties
that will come our way.

[.V. Bestuzhev-Lada believes that
foreseeing does not lead to attempts to
anticipate the details of the future. The
forecast originates from the dialectical
characterizations of the phenomena of the
future, taking into account the wide array of
possible options. as well as considering the
fact that necessity paves the way through
coincidences, and phenomena of the future
require a probabilistic approach. Only in
such a foreseeing approach can the most
feasible, most desirable and optimal option
be used effectively to substantiate purposes,
plans, programs, projects, and decisions in
general. [2, p. 68]

Futurologists are trying to foresee future
trends. The meaning of the study of the
future is to shift from its passive and fateful
perception to active and confident parti-
?ipation in building the desired future.

O.V. Naidish expresses quite interesting
thoughts concerning futurology, “Futurological
scenarios are valuable not so much in the
specific content of their 'models of the future'
as in how they reflect and express the
present state of everyday consciousness. In
the broadest sense, futurology implies some
kind of mental movement that forms a
system of knowledge about the future of
mankind” [3, p. 2].
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Even when forecasts are not realized or
are not fully realized within the timeframe
spoken by scientist-futurologists, the very
forecasts are extremely important for two
reasons.

First, the questions posed by experts or
the questions facing the experts become
morphological objects of the analysis. Thus,
through them we judge on issues that are of
interest to the public today. These questions
can provide a fairly accurate picture of
science and technology, education, and the
social problems facing society today. Second,
in futurological studies, foreseeing methods
are refined and become more reliable; and
the future is ultimately more transparent and
predictable.

According to Arpi Manusyan and Lilit
Hakobyan “The main purpose of scientific
forecasting methods is to observe the
potential development of this or that
phenomenon. Forecasting is particularly
relevant to prioritize the issues of states and
societies, systematically assess the current
situation, and form perceptions about future
developments” [4, p. 12].

Futurological studies, experimental
surveys in particular, are extremely
important as trying to predict the future they
affect that very future. Directly, they not only
point to those who make decisions about
what to strive for and what to avoid, they also
indicate  how  those  “strivings” and
“avoidances” can be realized. Indirectly, these
studies create a sense of anticipation in the
society.

G. Harutyunyan expresses her opinion as
follows, “Adequate understanding of current
nonlinear processes and their corresponding
response can only be achieved by considering
the temporal factor or, in other words, the
rules of the “time triad” [5, p. 6]. Such an
approach assumes that the solution of the
issues should be accompanied with the steps
mentioned below.

1. Based on current realities, understand
and evaluate the importance of the issue
applying complex and interdisciplinary
analysis methodology.

2. Compare and contrast the results
obtained with similar precedents in the past.

3. Consider the standpoints of the
analyzes of the two stages mentioned above
in the context of the forecasts made to the
extent possible for the future.

4. Develop an algorithm of action to solve
the issue based on the views and perceptions
of the past, the present and the future.
Obviously, the approach presented is not a
revelation, and this is the way it works in
countries that have the required level of
educational and intellectual capital and a
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corresponding 'brain center' (BC)
based on these resources [6, p. 4].

The future is shaped by a complex chain
of interactions between the necessary, the
regular, the essential, the random, the
secondary, and the chaotic. For this reason,
I. Wallerstein writes, revealing cause — effect
relation in social foreseeing is “super
complex”. They are of a variative nature and
suppose the construction of a large number
of different possible scenarios. [7, p. 324]

Thus, what does pedagogical futurology
study? Pedagogical futurology is one of the
branches of pedagogy which on the basis of
studies  predicts and  foresees new
phenomena in the development of education.

The article, “Pedagogical questioning
about the man of the future”, by I.A.
Kolesnikova is of great interest. In the article,
the author talks about the formation of the
"man of future." The author raises an
important question: about what prospects
can modern pedagogical science talk
concerning the transformation of the “man of
future” in order to consciously contribute to
their realization, moreover, what role does
education play in the whole process?
[8, p- 2].

These are questions that give rise to
debates and ponderings, as in the world of
globalization there are serious challenges to
questions of educational change and
development, and we believe Pedagogical
Futurology can answer all these questions
through developing scientifically reasoned
foreseeing about education development
prospects.

Pedagogical futurogy, processing different
scenarios for possible future developments in
education, and taking into account the
geopolitical, financial, economic, ecological,
as well as the risks that they contain, may

system

both contribute to and deter future
educational developments.
According to I.A. Kolesnikova,

“Contemporary pedagogical thought rarely
touches on issues of global scale, editing
methodological problematics to the social and
technological level: i.e. assurance of Bologna
process, teaching standard project, creation
of innovative educational technologies, etc. In
order to present and solve the fundamental
questions of education and upbringing of
future ages, it is necessary to take a forward
look at the human nature of tomorrow.
Without it, the full development of modern
pedagogical thought, the formation of
effective educational strategies, the deliberate
discussion and evaluation of community-
assigned strategies and foresight — projects in
the field of education are not possible. If we
do not want to find ourselves in a futu-
rological shock tomorrow, then modern



BicHuk YepkacpKoro HalliOHaABHOTIO yHiBepcuTeTy iMeHi Bormana XmMeABHHUIIBKOTO

education requires the knowledge of
foreseeing from the field of pedagogical
futurology” [8, p. 2].

Indeed, today there are no basic
pedagogical issues on  future-oriented
education and upbringing. The 21st century
is a period of swift development, where the
issues of personality formation and
development, education and active socia-
?ization are not resolved in a timely manner,
since there is no conception of the man of
future who will have proper education and
development that would make a significant
contribution to effective and progressive
activity; furthermore, what implementation
should pedagogical thought provide to
prepare man of today with full education and
comprehensiveness for the future.
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Summary. The article discusses the subject of
futurology, the development of different scenarios of
foreseeing the future of mankind, the role and place of
education in them. In particular, the article presents the
viewpoint that at present Pedagogical Futurology lacks
the necessary fundamental, world-wide conceptions
about the man of future, without which the existence of
human development today and tomorrow will be
Jjeopardized.

Nowadays, in the world of globalization, there are
serious challenges to educational changes and
developments, where we believe Pedagogical Futurology
can provide answers developing scientifically sound
foreseeing about prospects on education development.

Pedagogical futurogy, processing different scenarios
for possible future developments in education, and taking
into account the geopolitical, financial, economic,
ecological, as well as the risks that they contain, may
both contribute to and deter future educational
developments.

The purpose of the study is to present the subject of
futurology, the dependence of the probability of making
futurological forecast scenarios on various factors;
moreover, to comment on various authors, as well as to
express our concern about the lack of fundamental
conceptions in the pedagogical thought for the future.

For the first time the present article provides a
comparative analysis on pedagogical futurology itself as a
subject, issues of various authors as well as our
interpretations.

Our research has shown that in the pedagogical
thought, there are still no conceptions of fundamental
foreseeing about the development of the man of future,
without which today’s and tomorrow’s development of a
man will be difficult.

Keywords: futurology; prediction, man of future;
prospects of development; educational conceptions;
educational strategy; active socialization; risks; factors.

APYTIOHSIH Ha3ik KapaneriBHa,
JOKTOPKA IeJarorivHuX HayK, IIpodeccopka,
€peBaHCBKHUI fepKaBHUH yHiBepcuTeT, Pecriybaika BipMmenia
MXHTAPSIH 3apine HopaiipoBHa,

BHKAaZa4YKa, €peBaHCHKUH AepKaBHUM yHiBepcuTeT, PeciiyOaika Bipmenia

INEOATOI'TYHA ®YTYPOAOTIA: IIEPCIIEKTHBH XXI CTOAITTSA

Anomauist. Pozznsdarombess NUMAHHSL pymypoioei,
pPO3pobKU  pi3HUX cueHapiie npoesHo3ie npo mailbymHe
saroocmea, poai ma micyst oceimu 8 Hux. 3okpema, Yy
cmammi tidembcst Npo me, wo 8 0aHull uac Yy nedazo2iuHii
pymyponoeaii 8idcymHi HeobxiOHI PpYHOAMEHMANIbHI, 8Cec-
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8IMHI Ysi8NeHHST Npo JN0OUHY MallbymHboz20, 6e3 siKux
JI00CbKUTL pO38UMOK Cb0200HI i 3a8mpa 6yde nocmagieHo
nio 3azposy.

B ymosax cyuacHoi c8imogoi 2nobanizayii euHUKaroms
ceplio3Hi npobiemu cmoco8HO 3MIH 8 OCBIMHIX NUMAHHSIX,
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Ha aKi nedazoziuHa pymyposioeist moxe oamu 8i0noeioi,
po3pobuswU HAYKO80 002PYHMOBAHI NPOZHO3U NPO Nepc-
nekmusu pozsumky oceimu. Iledazoziuna chymyponoeais,
NnpoeKmyrouu pisHi CUEHAPIl MOIKAUBUX MATOYMHIX 3MIH 8
oceimi, mae OOHOUACHO 8pPAX08Y8AMU 2€0NONIMUYUHI, Di-
HAHCOBO-EIKOHOMIUHI MA €KO002iUHI MeHOeHUll Ui pusuKku,
AKL MOXKYMb SIK cnpusimu MatibymHim nooisam 8 2anysi
ocgimu, max i 3ag0amu HenonpasHoi WKoou.

Memotro docnidrxeHHsT € NOOaHHSL npeoMmema 8UBUEHHS
pymyponoeii 3 YpaxysaHHIM MONAUBOL 3aneIHOCMI
cueHapiis pymyposoziuHUX NPOzHO3I8 8i0 PISHUX UUHHU-
Ki8, O MAKOXK NOSICHeHHs. MOUOK 30pY PIZHUX ae8mopis,
sidomux ceoimu pobomamu 6 pymyposoaii.

Bnepwe y cmammi 30iliCHIOEMbCSL NOPIBHSLHUL
ananiz npeomema neodazoziuHoi pymyposaoezii ma mouox
30pYy pI3HUX aemopig 3 UYuxX NnumMadHs, eKuruaruu U
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Hawi iHmepnpemauii. Akuenmyemocs yeaza Ha eidcym-
HOCcmMi pYHOAMEHMANLHUX NOHSAMb Y Neodazo2iuHill OYymul
8 MalibymHboMmy.

OmpumaHi 8UCHOBKU 3AC8I0UUNU, W0 8 Nedazo2iUHili
dymui doci eidcymHi 6a308i KOHUEeNnuil Npo po38UMOK Jt0-
JuHu MmalibymHboeo, 6e3 sikux 6ysno 6 8a’KKO NOBHICMIO
YsisUMuU po36UMOK JUOOUHU CbO20OHIUHBLO20 | 3a8mpaul-
Hb020 OHSL.

Knrouoei cnoea: gpymyposozisy nepedbaueHHsy; Jio-
ouHa MmalibymHbo20; nepcneKxmueu pPo3BUMKY; OCEIMHI
KOHUenuyii; oceimHi cmpameeii; aKmugHa Ccoyianizayis,;
pusuku; pakmopu.

Oodepokaro peoaruieto 14.01.2020
Ipuiinamo do ny6nikayii 30.01.2020


Evgen
Прямоугольник




