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When Greta Thunberg started her protest outside the Swedish parliament in August 2018 and fought for immediate cautions to combat climate change, she was fifteen years old. Her school strike every Friday attracted media attention. Her media publicity resulted in a big school strike for climate movement. Since March 2019, all around the world in more than 100 countries, around 1.4 million students protest every Friday for the future of our habitat. The #FridayForFuture movement was born. Greta Thunberg exploited her popularity to give a voice to environmental activists. She gave a speech within the scope of the United Nations Climate Change Conference (COP24) in December 2018 in Katowice/Poland and other important meetings. But the feedback in politics, academia, media and society was ambivalent and should be described shortly in the case of Germany.


On the one hand, German politicians appreciated the engagement of young people for the environment. Chancellor Angela Merkel stated that the politics can reach the goal only, if they are supported by the society and that she supports the #FridayForFurture activities accordingly (Welt 2019, t=15s). The Federal Minister of Justice Katarina Barley’s statement is similar and she commented that the voice of the youth should be strengthened. Therefore, she is in favour of voting rights from minimum age of 16 (ibid., t=41s) considering that 15.5 % of the electorates are between 18 and 30 but 20.7% are older than 70 (Der Bundeswahlleiter 2017). It reveals that the retired citizens in Germany have more influence on shaping the future then the youth. On the other side, the politics reacts refusing and distrustful on the youth activities and protests. Lindner a politician of the liberal party (FDP) posted a tweet that he likes and welcomes the political activities of the students but nobody can expect that young people understand the global context of the technical meaningful and economical feasible. This is the business of professionals (Lindner, 2019). He reduces the young people to the role of the participating audience while the actors in the arena are players from politics, industry and academicia. With this comment, he neglects the existing model of Quadruple Helix collaboration where the ‘media-based and culture-based public’ and ‘civil society’ is the fourth player in the collaborative process. According to Carayannis et al. the “natural environments of society and the economy also should be seen as [fifth] drivers for knowledge production and innovation” inside of a quintuple helix (Carayannis et al. 2012). Kramp-Karrenbauer, chair-lady of the conservative (CDU) complained that she would find it more convincing, if the students would not only fight for the climate during the class time but in their leisure time (phonix 2019). TV science moderator and medical doctor Hirschhausen commented Kramp-Karrenbauer’s statement that he cannot remember that pilots, locomotive drivers or unionists proceeded their strikes in their leisure time. The idea to request that our society needs a change needs the pressure of #FridayForFuture strikes (Jung 2019, t=2037s). Additionally, several comments of politicians present the ‘FridayForFuture activities in the light of conspirations. Merkel stated within the scope of the Munich Security Conference in February 2019 in the context of hydrid warfare of Russia in the internet, that it is difficult that all German kids are able to get the idea for a protest at the same time without any influence from outside. Campaigns can be organized much easier with help of the internet (AG Kinder- & Jugendrechte 2019).


Since many years, scientists agree that the industrial revolution in the 19th century increased the impact of humankind on the climate change exponentially. Especially because of the high anthropogenic emission of carbon dioxide, global climate change is not anymore predominantly caused by natural behaviours like many millennia before. Therefore, Crutzen assigned the term “Anthropocene” as a new geological epoch to communication the human-dominated era which supplemented the Holocene, the warm period of the past 10-12-millennia (Crutzen 2002). The big transformation from productions in guilds and small manufactories which were commonly family business to industrial processed led to an energy need which was covered by fossil fuels. The problematic impact arose from the fact that carbon stored from millions of years of photosynthesis were emitted by combustions. While carbon dioxide which is emitted during the generation of energy captured from plants can be recycled by photosynthesis of renewable resources, coal, gas and oil emits additional carbon dioxide without any potential of compensation (Steffen et al. 2007, 616). After the critical and sometimes polemic comments and actions against the #FridayForFuture activities, the academic world reacted prompt. Hagedorn et al. founded the initative #Scientists4Future and wrote a petition where they confirmed that the “concerns [of the #FridayForFuture activists are justified and supported by the best available science. The current measures for protecting the climate and biosphere are deeply inadequate” (Hagedorn et al. 2019). On the one hand, the students got the protection of over 26.000 leading German scientist against abuses and fake news, on the other hand the scientists set the focus on the important discourse of how to initiate urgently needed changes and activities in favour of our habitat on Earth, away from useless discussions and polemic comments. Some scientists and science moderators organized a Federal Press Conference in Berlin to announce the implicit support of the #FridayForFuture activities. Maja Göpel, political economist, expert of climate politics and the general secretary of German Advisory Council on Global Change stated that the society discusses a structural change within the scope of digitalisation which is directly accepted. It is forced by the trade market, even although 25% of the jobs will disappear. It is accepted and celebrated as an agenda of progress. But why don’t we have the same power to renew our climate technologies, way of agriculture, and way of mobility. Why do we celebrate digitalisation modernisation and progress including all collateral damages which is of course balanced by the politics while technological developments to prevent climate change is repelled until the last minute, although there will be damages in much higher orders. Göpel concludes that this question can be answered only according to political economical interests, hegemonies and constellation of power (Jung 2019).
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