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Abstract
The future generations’ dependence on the present generation with regard to choice behaviour has strengthened since the mid-
twentieth century due to developments in the technological, demographic and social domains, raising the question about whether
present generations have acted fairly or complied with their obligations towards coming generations. Themain goal of this paper
was to conduct a literature review that sheds light on the research carried out on intergenerational dialogue.
In the research for studies on intergenerational dialogue, two databases were considered: EBSCO and Science Direct. The year
of publication of the collected papers was limited to publications released between 2015 and 2020. The research returned a total
of 4063 scientific papers pertinent to this work that were furthered narrowed to a total of 12 articles.
So far, literature on the Intergenerational Justice or intergenerational dialogue does not explore how intergenerational dialogue
can help to resolve issues of unfairness across generations. Our suggestion is to decrease intergenerational distance from a
social and historical point of view; to increase awareness and care in living and future cohorts in order to avoid this problem in
the future; to foster intergenerational dialogue, cohesion and co-action.

Key words: Cohort, Equity, Intergenerational fairness, Intergenerational justice, Intergenerational dialogue, Social cohesion,
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1 INTRODUCTION

G lobal and intergenerational issues may have
similarities and differences that are worth
emphasizing in order to improve our under-

standing of the nature of the issues at stake and pol-
icy options, as well as to verify the consistency of our
views in both domains (Gosseries, 2014). The non-
existence of co-occurrence between remote genera-
tions produces the question of whether obligations of
justice are obtained between non-overlapping gener-
ations.
Schmitt, Hinner, and Kruse, (2015) believe that

intergenerational dialogue is essential for personality
progress in younger and older people, for intergener-
ational solidarity, for the national and cultural iden-
tity, and for the social change. Nevertheless, gen-
erations vary in attitudes to society and history. In
their work, they observed that intensifications in gen-
erativity were significantly associated with respec-
tive improvements in self-acceptance, perceptions
of purpose and meaningfulness in life, well-being,
life satisfaction and approaches concerning their own
ageing.
Distance between some of the generations growths
ambiguity as to the effects of our actions or the
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nature of future generations’ preferences or their
background (Gosseries, 2008). The future genera-
tions’ dependence on choice behaviour of the present
generation has strengthened since the mid-twentieth
century due to developments in the technological,
demographic and social domains, raising the ques-
tion about whether present generations have acted
fairly or satisfied their obligations towards future
generations (Silva & Ribeiro, 2017).
With the widening of the distance of human action
to the point of entry into an era whose most signif-
icant consequences will have repercussions for gen-
erations not yet born, the reflection on intergener-
ational justice becomes essential (Silva & Ribeiro,
2017).
Grosseries (2018) considers that studying both
whether present–past difference can be unfair and
the nature of the injustice at stake wants some defini-
tions, and puts forward two of them: “Generational
dis-savings occur whenever a birth cohort transfers
to the next birth cohort less x (per capita) than what
it inherited from the previous birth cohort.”; “Gen-
erational savings occur whenever birth cohort trans-
fers to the next birth”. For the author, technically,
we tend to characterize the past as aggregate succes-
sion of generational savings. Simultaneously, what
many people fear nowadays is generational waste,
especially in relation with environmental issues.
Ryder (1965 cited in Xian& Forrest, 2019) describes
a ‘cohort’ as ‘the set of persons who experienced
the same event within the same time interval’. On
the other hand, for Attias-Donfut and Arber (2000
cited in Xian& Forrest, 2019), indicates a cohort that
shares some similar experiences and visions of the
world due of analogous significant historical experi-
ences (Xian & Forrest, 2019).
Gaspart and Gosseries (2007), refer to Rawls’s view
hat intergenerational justice is two-stage: the accu-
mulation phase followed by a steady state. During
the accumulation phase, generations must transfer
more to the next one than they inherited from the
previous one. Intra-generational savings may have
an impact on future generations, especially as gener-
ations do overlap. In other words, intragenerational
savings will generate some intergenerational savings
in the form of spill-over effects.
In terms of public discussion, references to both

sustainability and intergenerational justice have
increased continually in the last decade in Portu-
gal, in contexts such as public debt, social security,
health care or environment (Grupo de Investigação
em Ciência de Dados e Política, 2019/ Research
Group for Data and Policy Science), which cor-
roborates the fact that Portuguese people appear to
be more conscious about the implications of sus-
tainable decisions for future generations (Maximi-
ano, wd). In this study, Maximiano (wd) concluded
that, although half of the participants reported hav-
ing a high level of concern about future generations’
well-being, and around 80 % considered that more
resources should be transferred to the next genera-
tion, and that there should be limits to public debt (so
that future generations don’t have to bear the costs),
still these concerns have shown to be “more theo-
retical than real”, since there was little receptivity to
redistributive policies and measures, like taxing, that
impact personal income in order to ensure the well-
being of future generations.
The study carried out by Catherine Moury (2018),
allows to understand and evaluate the perception
of Portuguese policy decision makers regarding the
issue of Intergenerational Justice. The study shows
that policy makers consider that there are two prin-
ciples that manage intergenerational justice, namely
responsibility and reciprocity, and that it is neces-
sary to assess the distribution of goods and resources
between social classes. They consider that Por-
tuguese society is not intergenerationally fair and
that there is a lot of poverty and inequality. They
stress that what leads to this injustice/ unfairness are
essentially socio-economic and environmental poli-
cies, problems in pensions, which turn out to be
unsustainable and issues related to territorial cohe-
sion, that is, where the problems of the interior of the
country are ignored. The policy areas that are con-
sidered most significant from the point of view of
Intergenerational Justice are education, employment
and public expenditure or debt.
Intergenerational Justice or intergenerational dia-
logue literature doesn’t explore how intergenera-
tional dialogue can help to resolve these issues.
Although the increasingly relevant reflection on
intergenerational justice or intergenerational dia-
logue is becoming more relevant, there is no liter-
ature to clarify what is done in this field.
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The main objective of this study was to perform a lit-
erature review in order to understand what has been
analysed about intergenerational dialogue.

2 METHOD

This systematic review was developed taking into
account the PRISMA diagram (Moher, Liberati, Tet-
zlaff, Altman, &PRISMAGroup, 2009). The central
objective was to conduct a literature review in order
to understand what has been, so far, analysed about
intergenerational dialogue.

2.1 Search and Sampling Strategy

In the investigation for studies on intergenerational
dialogue, two databases were considered: EBSCO
and Science Direct. The review focused on a
five-year publication span: from2015 to2020. To
narrow the number of papers to be included, the
Boolean terms AND / OR were used. Search
expressions included terms related with the study
population: “intergenerational dialogue” OR “inter-
generational dialogue” AND “environment”, “inter-
generational dialogue” AND “housing”, “intergen-
erational dialogue” AND “family”, “intergenera-
tional dialogue” AND “health”, “intergenerational
dialogue” AND “education”, “intergenerational dia-
logue” AND “employment”, “intergenerational dia-
logue” AND “culture”, “intergenerational dialogue”
AND “social security”. Search filters were also
inserted: free full-text articles and written in English,
Portuguese or Spanish.

2.2 CondiƟons and data extracƟon procedure

Specific conditions for the inclusion of studies
regarding intergenerational dialogue were created on
the fulfilment of the resulting: (1) it focusses on
intergenerational analysis; (2) it covers interactions
between generations; (3) it is not limited to legal
analysis; (4) there is some exchange of information
between generations. The certification of conditions
fulfilment was executed and compared by four of the
authors (G.T.; A.A., C.B., F.B.).
Data extraction was established according to
PRISMA diagram guidelines (Moher et al., 2009).

Pertinent data were removed from the document by
three authors (G.T.; M.G.M., S.E.), who also per-
formed their coding. Then, it was controlled by
another author (M.G.M). Divergences were resolved
through debate among the authors, in which a con-
sensus was reached once 90% of the members agreed
Extracted data involved the subsequent elements:
author / year, objective, methods (mixed, qualita-
tive, quantitative), data type (focus group, inter-
views, survey, other), focus area, sample, results
reported, country and general recommendations.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Literature search

The diagram of the papers involved in this system-
atic review is show in table 1. The search returned a
total of 4063 scientific papers pertinent to this work,
of which 2294 abstracts were read for eligibility after
the exclusion of replacements (n=1769). A total of
2268 papers were excluded after reading titles and
abstracts. Then, a total of 26 papers were measured
as possibly pertinent studies, but after accurate anal-
ysis, studies that did not meet the established criteria
were excluded (n=14). At the end, 12 articles were
included in the present study.
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3.2 Included study

The characteristics of the 12 involved studies are showed in Table 2.
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taking
future
gener-
aƟons'
needs
into
account,
could be
a way to
advance
the
degrowth
agenda.

ConƟnued on next page
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recog-
niƟon
of the
leader-
ship role
that ado-
lescents
should
assume
to recon-
necƩhe
genera-
Ɵons.

ConƟnued on next page
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Table 2 shows that most studies have qualitative

methodology (n=6). Participants differ in analysed

studies: older people (n=2), younger people (n= 2),

older and younger people (n=3), others (n=2) and not

specified (n=3).

For the data type it is verified: descriptive (n=3),

interviews (n=3), survey (n=2), mixed (n=2), case

study (n=1) and autobiographical memories (n=1).

As for the focus area, the topics addressed were:

intergenerational dialogue (n=8), future family busi-

ness (n=1), intergenerational inequality (n=1) and

others (n=2) and were carried out in several coun-

tries: Belarus, Russia and Ukraine (n=1), France

(n=1), United Kingdom and Sweden (n=1), USA

(n=3), England (n=1), Canada (n=1), Brazil, Canada,

China and South Africa (n=1), Portugal (n=1), Aus-

tralia (n=1) and China (n=1)

3.3 Included sample characterisƟcs

Papers selected for this review focused on intergen-

erational dialogue and intergenerational justice and

attempt to answer questions such as whether the gen-

eration behaviour has consequences for future gen-

erations and how negative consequences can be pre-

vented.

Table 3

Research characteristics among studies

3.4 Main findings

According to the presented results, it can be seen that
most of the analysed articles focus on the analysis
of intergenerational dialogue (66,7%; n=8). Most
of the studies (77,8%) involved older people (n=2),
younger people (n=2) or both (n=3).

The majority (50%) of the studies (n=6) make use of
qualitative methods and the descriptive (25%, n=3)
and interviews (25%, n=3) data type. Moreover,
most studies were conducted in European countries
(55%; n=11).
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4 DISCUSSION

Papers selected for this review focused on whether
each generation behaviour have consequences for
future generations and how negative consequences
can be prevented, by means of inquiring participants
from different age groups. This is an up most impor-
tant subject that begins to emerge, and seems essen-
tial even for the future of the planet, keeping an
increased quality of life, which includes access to
housing, education, work, health, social security and
leisure.
As Schmitt, Hinner, and Kruse, (2015) pointed out,
intergenerational dialogue is important for individual
and social development in younger and older peo-
ple, intergenerational solidarity and social change.
However, it seems that this dialogue is too often
based in evaluating present and past decisions as
“good” or “bad” decisions for the future. Some-
times this dialogue ends up as an exchange of recrim-
inations in which each generation blames the previ-
ous for “all harm” and the previous becomes defen-
sive, avoidant and reluctant to change attitudes and
behaviours. According to this approach, there is a
risk of taking a shallow perspective of reciprocal
blaming among generations for previous and current
deeds. In order to keep intergenerational fairness, to
widen its scope and increase its efficacy, another set
of variables must be included in the equation of the
problem which takes into account the different gen-
eration circumstances, needs and knowledge, i.e. the
historical background. That is to say, some decisions
that may look seriously harmful were simply not sus-
tainable solutions to a past problem that needed to be
solved. What needs to be addressed now in order to
avoid intergenerational unfairness in the future is the
sustainability of solutions, or at least to be able to
foresee consequences so as to choose the least harm-
ful solution after a total cycle of events that may be
able to address and solve current needs and problems.
As it was also referred to, the gap amongst some of
the generations intensifications ambiguity as to the
effects of our actions or the nature of future gener-
ations’ favourites or their environment (Gosseries,
2008). And this fact can be seen from both sides
of the intergenerational dialogue: from the past with
those who might have decided without caring about
consequences, those who might have decided with-

out being aware about consequences and those who
might have been obliged to decide in order to solve
vital /survival past problems; from the present rep-
resented by those who believe that past generations
were not aware enough of harmful consequences,
those who believe that past generations just didn’t
care about harmful consequences that had to be
addressed for vital/ survival reasons.
The future generations dependence on choice
behaviour of the present generation has strengthened
since the mid-twentieth century, due to develop-
ments in the technological, demographic and social
domains, raising the question about obligations
towards the future generations (Silva & Ribeiro,
2017). In order to fully address this topic, other
issues are to be included into the complex 3x3 sce-
nario just described above, so that the strength must
be focused on sustainability of actions: creating
awareness, fostering a culture of caring and focusing
on decisions that will not carry unsustainability after
a period of time.
Grosseries (2018) has considered “Generational dis-
savings” that happen when a birth cohort transfers
to the next birth cohort, less x (per capita) than
what it inherited from the previous birth cohort”.
It represents the past as accumulative sequence of
generational savings, with people fearing nowadays
exactly generational dis-savings, at least in relation
with environmental issues. Although environmen-
tal issues are a vital issue in urgent need of being
addressed, now that people are aware and science
has developed, this trajectory has to be urgently cor-
rected, without creating new problems (of environ-
mental or any other natures) or without regressing
into previous problems that were mis-solved in an
unsustainable way (example hunger, global educa-
tion; global health care, global housing, extreme
poverty, gender iniquity), trying to meet the Millen-
nium Goals (United Nations, 2015) followed by the
Sustainable Developmental Goals (United Nations,
2019).
A social generation indicates a cohort sharing some
mutual experiences and visions of the world because
of analogous substantial historical experiences In
order to foster intergerational fairness, a greater
intergeneration dialogue must be achieved allowing
those who did not have common life events to build
upon and share experiences. By doing so, a radi-
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cal disruption of social continuity (Xian & Forrest,
2019) will be shunned while a cohesive social con-
tinuity will be promoted in which people are aware
of and care about each other within and beyond their
cohort.
As Gaspart and Gosseries (2007), pointed out, gener-
ations do overlap, and if strength is put into dialogue
and inter-cohort care, then intragenerational savings
will generate additional intergenerational savings in
the form of spill-over effects.
As was already pointed out by others (Grupo de
Investigação em Ciência de Dados e Política, 2019/
Research Group for Data and Policy Science), we
believe that this is the broad, holistic and correct way
to approach this issue, whereas simultaneously, in
terms of public discussion, there should be a refer-
ence to both sustainability and intergenerational jus-
tice in contexts such as public debt, social security,
health care or environment (Grupo de Investigação
em Ciência de Dados e Política, 2019/ Research
Group for Data and Policy Science). Portuguese peo-
ple appear to be more conscious about the implica-
tions of sustainable decisions for future generations
(Maximiano, wd), even though these concerns have
proven to be “more theoretical than real”. This is so
because there was little receptivity to redistributive
policies and measures, such as taxing, that impact
personal income in order to ensure the wellbeing of
future generations.
The study carried out by Catherine Moury (2018)
in Portugal came to the conclusion that Portuguese
society is not intergenerationally fair, that there is
a lot of poverty and inequality and that the policy
areas that had surfaced as the most important from
the point of view of Intergenerational Justice were
education, employment and public expenditure and
debt.
So far, the Intergenerational Justice or intergener-
ational dialogue literature doesn‘t explore how the
intergenerational dialogue can help to resolve issues
of unfairness across generations. Our suggestion is
to decrease intergenerational distance from a social
and historical point of view; to increase awareness
and care in living and future cohorts in order to avoid
this problem in the future; and to foster intergenera-
tional dialogue, cohesion and co-action. By doing
so, all living and future cohorts can have common

advantages when finding sustainable solutions for
current or future (and past) problems, and, of course,
implementing public policies that may enforce those
principles (and becoming friendly citizens) in the
present and in the future.
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