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00:00 Speaker 1: Which starts basically with a general question, how you look at the topic of renewables and SSH research on renewables in general and how it has evolved. So can you say something about how you look at where energy social science research comes from and what is happening now? What's your perspective on that? It's a big one, but then.

00:35 Interviewee: Yeah, exactly, like what? But not necessarily related to my work, but more my personal perspective. Right? 

00:44 S1: Yes. Yes, but your personal perspective is partly also professional, so yeah.

00:48 Interviewee: You're right. Give me a second. I think, I don't know if it's really like... I'll just answer and you've got the right code and it's fine.

01:00 S1: Yeah.

01:01 Interviewee: So that's bullet points basically. I think Social acceptance is still one of the major things. For me, renewables research is a lot of technical research, a lot of economists doing calculation and stuff and then the pure social scientist, sociology, political scientists, they're more end of pipe if it comes to implementation, how to invest and how to get people to accept renewables basically. I think that's one main pillar. Then it's a lot about this kind of grass root movements, new kind of... It's not necessarily business models, but more it's how to organise with... Or around renewables so to say. One interesting thing, especially, I think in the German discussion is the whole democratisation discussion, like renewables as one way to re-democratise the energy sector, I think that's important.

02:05 Interviewee: But that's quite different. For example, in [country], that doesn't really exist within the system in [country] because the system is just not the same, they do not yet have the liberalisation, so it's quite political still. And so it just changes the discussion. What else about renewables? Well, the whole narrative discussion, that's not so much what I'm working on, but that's what I see, the narratives of renewables, their role in society and then the whole justice debate. Like how to finance energy transition, who should finance and what. That's also one thing from Germany, that the whole subsidy scheme discussion. How just is it? 

02:55 Interviewee: What I lately came across is energy poverty, but not so much in this global south, but more from Britain because in Britain, it's a huge debate and perhaps one thing from the [country] context is the discussion about public services, the quality of public services and how to make sure that public services survive also with a new renewable scheme, how to make sure that also more like poor millers and folks are involved in the renewables discussion.

03:28 Speaker 3: I think that's an advice already.

03:31 S1: We're done? 

03:32 S3: Yeah. Very interesting overview. I would have 100 of comments and questions for debate, but we stick to a guideline we have here, a protocol. Could you give your estimate about the timeframe when these research bodies emerged so to say? 

03:52 Interviewee: I'm too young. [laughter] Good question. I think... So you're focused on the social science part it's not so interesting from...

04:02 S3: The social science part, on renewables, particularly.

04:06 Interviewee: Yeah, the whole debate on democracy and justice, at least from the German part, is... I don't know. It's really recent I would say, perhaps 2010, a bit earlier, perhaps. I don't know, I don't have the figures. But I would say, it's really recent because it's for sure only... As the AAG was established, it only came later, so the effect of the subsidy scheme you could only see later and so people were starting to discuss. So I think it was a lot of trial and error how to implement renewables and finance this transition and then you would see the societal effects and then researchers were starting to investigate, hey, to wait a sec and from a social science perspective, this is this and that. But I don't have the real figures figures, but I would say it's really recent.

05:00 S1: Yeah. And so is your impression then that these themes that you mentioned and I think this already gives a nice overview, are all emerging more reactively in the context of social developments? 

05:20 Interviewee: Good question. Yes and no. I would say, but that's really like a thesis and a personal normative position, that many of them are, they are a reaction to real world transitions and effects you see, but many of them are also kind of normative from a researcher side. Because you would as a researcher implement your democracy focus for example and focus on democracy because you think it's your value and you want to see that discussion in research. I know it's a thesis and it's perhaps really my personal opinion, but you can see both. You can see research as a reaction to real world transitions, but also kind of driven by normative backgrounds of researchers.

06:09 S1: That's an interesting point. I also haven't thought about it that much, but it's something to look into, the time frame that we take in the interview is a 20, 30 year period. Would you say, or are you saying that most of these topics also emerged in that period, or do you have the impression in spite of your age, that it was already on the agenda before? 

06:45 Interviewee: I would say some of them. Because energy justice, for example, is an old topic. I don't know that literature too much, but I think that's an older thing. The whole discussion of social acceptance, I don't know if that was really in the 70s, for example, an issue. I don't know. Because I think in the 70s, it was more about technology development and how to... I don't know, criticise nuclear and the oil discussion was a huge thing. So I would say it's rather recent all of that. But really I don't think I'm the right person to ask that. [chuckle]

07:22 S1: Okay, but...

07:23 Interviewee: Because I only have four years of experience.

07:26 S1: That's okay. We will also ask others. Would you say that there are particular contestations or debates between these themes or within the social sciences that are very fundamental or... Can you identify some? Or is it just, "Oh, there's a phenomenon and we do research and we are... "

07:58 Interviewee: No, no. I wouldn't say so.

08:00 S1: What are the controversies? 

08:02 Interviewee: Yeah, do you see economics as part of social sciences? 

[chuckle]

08:08 S3: I thought we ask the question. No I'm kidding. [chuckle] That's a fundamental question, I would say, yes. But maybe that's...

08:16 Interviewee: So you've got one of the major troubles and major discussions among them and the rest of Social Sciences. And I would say...

08:24 S1: Can you be a bit more specific with...

08:27 Interviewee: Yeah, yeah. Yes. I would say you could group social sciences in that way, in economics, political sciences and the rest. Sociology, and then all the folks around that. And I would say economists are mainly about calculating how to finance and now how to... I don't know, establish the subsidy schemes, and I don't know, talking about whether or not liberalisation has to do something with energy transition, these kind of questions. Whereas political scientists are a lot engaged with the narratives and how to regulate and what is justice and so on from a... Yeah, regulatory... I don't know if that's right word. But more like... Yeah... Almost juristic but regulatory perspective. And then social sciences, the rest like sociology cares a load about acceptance and how do people react to that, how does it change livelihood and so on. I would say, economists are very proactive, they are part of the transition, they are the designers of the regime, if you like.

09:28 Interviewee: Also moreso political scientists also and sociology, I see it as a reactive community for now. They don't really shape the discussion, they don't really produce visions and potential futures right now, at least what I'm seeing. So the main, I don't know, differences are in the way how, to me, how these communities approach their research object. They have either an active and design thinking-like approach or a more reactive and reflection and critique style to approach. And I think that's one of the major clashes you have. That's what I mostly...

10:09 S1: Is it a major difference or is it also a clash? 

10:12 Interviewee: Well, if they try to work together, rarely they try to. It's more a clash. [chuckle]

10:18 S1: Yeah.

10:18 Interviewee: At least that's what I'm seeing. From [project] we have that discussion a lot because we tried to work interdisciplinary also with economists and forget it. Because then there was this huge debate between, "Well, we need to design." and the others saying, "Well, we need critique." And well, that basically was it. And then they did their working packages and... Well.

[chuckle]

10:41 S3: That's an interesting, very interesting point. But maybe trying to dig a bit deeper on that point, what are content-wise then other major conflict lines, not only between disciplines and thought styles and conceptualisations, but also content-wise, for example, are there tensions between the acceptance community, and the justice community? Do you have some ideas about that? 

11:11 Interviewee: Not that I could really judge that to be honest. Give me a second. Well, I'm quite familiar with the whole transition studies context, and I digged into some STS Actor-Network Theory context, and there I figured this kind of pure sociological context, they're way less... Not less. They are normative, but in a different way. So transition scholars tend to focus on, we want transition and it's all... Which is transforming is good. And then if you go more into a classical sociologist context, they are way more critical about whether or not change in livelihood, the change of our user patterns, how, I don't know, PV cells will change our way of living. And these are more the kind of questions they're asking. Whereas in transitions they are not asking.

12:13 Interviewee: Well, transition is good, we'll change anyways, and so work with it and then design it the way you want it to be. That's what I'm seeing. But perhaps it's also interesting to... And I think it's more [name] the expert here, but the SES community, resilience Community, Transformation community, I think that's also a different context where they are also quite positive about everything which is transforming is per se good and they want things transformed because the status quo is bad. And you don't necessarily find that in more classical sociology, I think, at least.

12:54 S1: No, I think it's interesting because they critique everything including change.

13:00 Interviewee: Yeah, exactly.

13:01 S1: Or like the deconstructive approach.

13:07 Interviewee: Yeah. 'Cause I think...

13:07 S1: Yeah that's an interesting conflict line or like a thing. And then within the transitions context, or not the transition research, but within the focus on change, changing the energy system and the integration of renewables, do you see conflict lines within that because there are different interpretations maybe of what renewable is, there are also different models, more centralised versus decentralised, community, private and so, yeah what are interesting conflicts or tension areas that you see? 

13:55 Interviewee: Good question, I don't know, I think it's not yet existing conflict, but it might emerge exactly that question of whether private or public actors are the ones to do change and invest in renewables and what does that mean to society and what effect will that have for society. I think in transition studies, mainly the innovation-focused folks, are very, very normative about everything which is local and community-based, and like democracy based is good. Whereas if you look at the engineering perspective, they say, we need system management, that's all top-down, and we need an effective cost-effective and reliable energy system, and if you wanna include renewables, that needs to be done via a top down grid-based management approach. And there it's a huge clash, if you take these kind of innovation-focused folks, which are positive about liberalisation, positive about local engagement and negative about incumbents and the old players.

15:07 Interviewee: And then they want to link to the existing system and want to engage with the standard players right now. I'm not sure if they're really able to talk to each other. And I guess that might be something in the years to come, how to link this kind of niche approach to the existing actors. For sure, they're destabilised you see RWE and E.ON how there struggling, that's for sure, but they're still they're strong, they're incumbents, and you would need them need to really change the system towards renewables, and I think that's one thing researchers related to this innovation focus and niche focus will need to learn and it might be interesting to engage with engineers, I don't know, economists, I cannot really say something about that, but that's something I see emerging because they're struggling to scaling up and link to the regime and how to cope with incumbents this whole discussion.

16:12 Interviewee: It's mainly... I think it's also because they have this strong positive vision about everything new is good, and we need to destabilise everything. I mean that's your double curve, I'm talking to the convinced, but still I see that in the transition community as a thing, and I'm not so familiar about the difference about the folks in strategic niche management in TIS, for example, I would guess that folks in TIS are more willing and open to talk about this incumbent role and the existing technologies. Let's say the technological reality of the system we are talking about is something which is not really, really in people's minds.

16:54 S1: Yeah, I think that's a good point. Maybe in general, on the social sciences, that they can start from scratch and from ideas rather than the technological reality that engineers start from.

17:12 Interviewee: Exactly, and both sides would acknowledge, the engineers would need to acknowledge the constructed-ness, the social constructed-ness of the system, but social scientists would need to accept that there is a technological reality, you've got the assets, you've got stranded assets, which is something for economists. You need to deal with that. You can't work around it.

17:32 Speaker 4: And I think the boundary object just to add to this might become actually the financial feasibility then of the innovations, that's actually what we saw in other [country] projects, that in the end, the niches need somehow very quickly scale to become financially feasible and that's then linking back also to the question of ownership and...

17:55 S3: Yeah, yeah, you raised really important points there. We move to the next part, which is here asking for, do you see any kind of critical turning points, I would call it in so to say the history of the field, let's call it like this, where you would say, well, that was a seminal work that was really an important publication, or there was this one project in the past that really made a difference or made a major step. So the question here is, if you look back from your viewpoint, what were really important moments so to say in social science research on renewables that made a difference, so to say.

18:38 Interviewee: Again, I'm too young.

18:41 S3: But I think also you don't have to give your view of the whole field, but maybe from your perspective, so are there particular projects or publications that really trigger the thought process with you or that you refer back to or that you see being referred back to? 

19:03 S4: Yeah, it could also be events where you heard people speaking, yeah, or certain publications that you came across and thought, "Well, that was really a seminal point."

19:16 Interviewee: I would say recently, really, the energy justice discussion because I wasn't aware of it before. And also, because I think transition studies... Well, so just to explain, I'm really a transition PhD. I need to admit that I've really focused on transitions literatures, it's a pity, but that's how it is, but I came across...

19:34 S1: It's not a pity.

19:36 Interviewee: But you're so limited in your awareness of literature. Anyway, I came across the energy justice discussions in UK, and where this huge debate on the global self, but I was linking that one to this debate on public service quality and the whole debate of [19:55] ____ in Germany, for example. And for me, that created a... I don't know, it bubble, a cloud of questions about how to manage this transition in this existing old society with existing infrastructure, how to finance, how to manage, what are future roles, who has a say, what are power questions. This whole really social science perspective on the transition, really was triggered by this engagement with energy justice literature from a global North perspective. I think this is like this, to re-ask ourselves, "How do we want that energy governance system to be, to look like?"

20:43 Interviewee: I think we disengaged in the last decade a lot. We let technicians solve our problems, we were used to high-quality electricity and gas supply, we didn't care as a society. And I think for me, one turning point is really that getting re-engaged with the energy system, asking social science questions to the energy system.

21:06 S1: Okay. Do you have any idea or clue what kind of events triggered that? 

21:16 Interviewee: No. Well...

21:17 S3: I recognize what you're saying with that, we're also thinking of...

21:19 Interviewee: Yeah, yeah sure. I think the one thing really I experienced was that whole debate in Germany about how to finance, about the subsidy scheme and how to finance that because that was this huge debate, like the poors are paying the... I don't know, doctors PV cells... You know that... I think that was a more societal political debate, but I think it really triggered research also afterwards.

21:47 Interviewee: Here in [country], there was a huge funding scheme, an enormous funding scheme from administration and... Yeah, [institution name] our Energy Ministry here, they funded competent centers huge amount of money to engage with not only social scientists or social science questions, but also, they were really focusing also on the social science side of things. I don't know, [name], do you know when that started? 

22:17 S?: SCCER.

22:18 Interviewee: Yeah, exactly.

22:19 S?: Yeah, yeah. I actually was partly funded through one before moving here. Yeah, they were really massive. I think they were five-year projects and really with large amounts.

22:29 Interviewee: So there, I would say, administration and the stage of huge willingness to finance this part of research reality, and then also, like the National Science Foundation here has a separate scheme for energy research, really encouraging folks in social sciences to submit projects. And then, also again, our Energy Ministry just launched a call specifically focusing now on social sciences. So there's a huge... With these SCCER competent centres, there was a huge movement of the Energy Ministry and the state, so to say, to finance social science research. But that's only [country]. I don't know about that.

23:15 S?: It's strangely similar to the Dutch movement, and I think also in Germany, there's a similar thing.

23:24 Interviewee: Yeah.

23:24 S?: But then it sounds more that there was this emerging societal dialogue that then created these policy questions and then policy started too then...

23:35 S?: We need outsource.

23:36 S?: The question's...

23:36 Interviewee: Absolutely. I would fully agree. Fully. And the worst thing about this SCCER, I think, is where the Ministry wasn't even there to see final presentations. So, that much, they outsourced the...

23:52 S?: Yeah.

23:54 Interviewee: Well, it's recorded now anyways, but it was really tough. And I would definitely agree if, first of all, it was this societal concern a lot in Germany as it links to Fukushima and the whole also emerging climate debate, it then became a political issue and then only became research funding schemes. That's like the kind of the top down classical way, but at the same time... I'm not so sure if there were research communities actively searching for funding, for example. That would be interesting to investigate to see if there were schools or institutes... I don't know, established based on industry money or themselves looking for money. That would be the counter movement, if you like.

24:44 S?: Well, thanks. Very good points. The next question here is looking a bit on, maybe, blind spots of what you mentioned so far. So could you consider themes, ontologies, theories that were not yet present that were marginalised so far? 

25:05 Interviewee: You mean, again, in social science research? 

25:07 S?: From a social science perspective on renewable energy research.

25:11 Interviewee: Anthropology and the whole set of methods they do have, a lot of had to investigate companies, for example, from an anthropologist background, for example, because they are so reflective on how they... About their set of methodology or methods and instruments they use and how they use themselves as an instrument. I think that's really a key thing, and that will help to develop social sciences further.

25:41 S?: Yeah.

25:41 Interviewee: And at least I'm not familiar with so much of anthropologists' approaches, related to renewables. Well, I don't know, to...

25:57 S?: What else? 

25:58 Interviewee: Yeah, I just don't know how to frame that? To engage with the dark side of things, to acknowledge the... To acknowledge that there is power... As [26:10] ____ always saying, there is power and there are... People are lazy, how to deal with that. I think to me at least social sciences was lot about utopian things, about visions, brighter future, how to get there, but not so much about, okay, perhaps the incumbents and those who block, but the whole... The reality and the daily lives of transitions, I don't know if you in transition management, have more of that, like the dirty [chuckle] Daily life of transitions is a bit lacking to me.

26:48 S?: But, to better understand you. To me, I really sympathise with this point. But to me, the power and the behind the scenes movements to secure maybe fossil interest or to re-stabilise or to prevent destabilisation, that's to me a different thing, a question than the daily life of transitions which is people having jobs or just routines or being threatened or insecure or? 

27:21 Interviewee: You're right. Exactly, that's... Totally agree. That's two things. One is more in the system level, and that would be more from a political science perspective, and that's... Okay, I think there's a lot of discussion ongoing right now. What I'm talking about is more or less on the active level, for example, use theories from psychology, for example. Why are... The whole debate about emotions and transition, how to cope with that, how to acknowledge emotions, for example, what does it do with your brain if you're scared of losing your job, and how is that related to your voting behavior. I don't know, these kind of questions, more on the really individual level, that's individual, individual as a person, but... And that's more what I did in my dissertation, also the whole logic of companies, how are they acting as an actor, what's going on in that company. That would be...

28:13 S?: Thanks, I'm adding to that one, here's also the question about potentially marginalised geographies or locales. You mentioned the global north perspective, where do you see, so to say, to reframe it, the necessity to look a bit more into? 

28:33 Interviewee: Well, I have a strong personal opinion on that, and I don't know if that's the right place to send someone. [chuckle]

28:38 S?: Yes.

28:38 S?: Well, I hope. Exactly, we are interested in exactly that one.

28:43 Interviewee: If we are talking about a EU funding and how nation states are engaging with this kind of question. There's a lot of focusing on the Global South to avoid clearing before your own door as German saying that. I would say, let's come back to your own case and your own problems and focus on your injustices in your own society and the ageing technology and the crumbling infrastructure in your own society before, I don't know, doing fancy stuff in African countries and doing, it's fine to focus on I don't know smart grids and the local grids and in Africa, that's huge because it's great to do so. But you kind of tend to forget your own stuff. So for me, that's one important thing to... How to put that in the right terms? I don't know, but be critical about your own system.

29:45 S?: Basically the Global South problems in the EU, like exclusion, inequity, poverty.

30:00 Interviewee: Yeah. And this whole being more critical about the Eurocentric perspective we have, and acknowledge our euro-centric perspective is nothing but just be aware of it, and if you wanna do, impose any values impose it on our own society and not just postpone or transfer the problem to other societies, but as I said, that's really my personal opinion.

30:23 S?: Yeah.

30:25 Interviewee: What I'm seeing a lot in the research, there were a lot of PhD colleagues focusing on the global south, which is perfectly fine, it's just that I was wondering, 'Okay, who is working on our societies and our problems in social sciences?'

30:42 S?: And in terms of within the EU context, do you miss some kind of foci or areas or issues or...

30:54 Interviewee: Definitely, the eastern countries, post transformation countries, their perspective, their problems and how they engage and re-organise their societies. The role of coal for example, their different understanding of democracy and how to organise governance, the energy governance system, there's not many voices heard and not so many... There are a lot of researchers in those countries working on that, but they're poorly linked to our transition scholars debate. I think the east would be interesting. And then I was always wondering about the difference between the North, the Scandinavian countries with their integrated market and pro-liberalisation and pushing and pushing and pushing. And for example, Spain and Italy doing completely different things.

31:51 S?: Would that in general be the north, south, difference or maybe the differences between countries, so the national differences in how they... There's always this talk about the European energy grids. We should have a European energy policy and... But energy is power, so the states also want to maintain power...

32:17 Interviewee: I don't know if the state level is the right level, if you think about Spain, Catalonia and the rest of Spain, if you think about Italy, the North, and Rome it doesn't work anyway, so. I would be careful to focus on the nation state, but nonetheless EU works nation state based. That's perhaps a question to investigate further. If and that was... Well, I was in Florence in the Florence School of regulation for a summer school, and there we were discussing a lot about, "Okay, we have this kind of EU level regulation, we've got the integrated market and so on." But then we realised we want a decentralised system, we want local solutions, but we don't have any tools for local regulation or a different...

33:01 Interviewee: Let's say different types, a bit more of an adaptive regulations scheme. There's only EU level, nation state or nothing. Perhaps, there might be something below the nation-state, if we are talking about local flexibility markets, for example, nation-state.

33:26 S?: The regional differences that can be a region can be sup... Can be national or be super-national maybe, but they...

33:38 Interviewee: Because then, in a way on an integrated EU market, it's anyways local players interacting, they're playing on the same market, yes, but they have a local and more regional than national reality, I would say. And so far, I did not really experience any kind of EU debate on this regional level, regulation on the regional level. Well, you've got different pricing zones, that's true, you've got different market models on the local level. But that's more emerging behavior from local reality than really, I wish or envision from the EU level, I see. You see, it's not so much my research background, now it's way more in my practitioner background, totally. [laughter]

34:22 S?: Yeah, but we ask you for both, so that's also a good thing, and while you touch upon it, maybe a more specific question on that.

34:32 Interviewee: Yeah.

34:33 S?: So we're also interested in the research policy interaction and how that evolved over time, and earlier on in the conversation, we talked about outsourcing.

34:44 Interviewee: Yeah.

34:46 S?: But can you make some general comments on how you see both the national EU policy relates to the social science community, and how does it evolve? What's your impression of that? 

35:05 Interviewee: Yeah, that's really a tricky question.

35:06 S?: Is policy informing science or the other way around or? What's...

35:09 Interviewee: Are they just not talking to each other or showing up? 

35:12 S?: Not talking to each other or, yeah, they're not showing up to your final conferences or... [laughter]

35:18 Interviewee: Exactly, things happen like this. Well, on a EU level you see in the budget, you see a lot of research funding, for example. It's a huge thing and EU is really having that in order, to be honest, also source out problems and let research care about things. I think that's really one thing that's happening, so policymakers want researchers to find solutions, I think that's one thing we see in actual in current policy making in the whole... I don't know green wave and greater discussion, there's a lot about that. Let the researcher, the scientists find the solutions. They know how to solve problems and policymakers listen to them, I think that's one thing we've really experienced now. From my experience, social scientists have...

36:09 S?: Sorry, sorry. So we are experiencing that policy-makers listen to scientists? 

36:14 Interviewee: No, no, no, they just want them to solve the problem...

36:17 S?: Yeah, yeah, okay.

36:18 Interviewee: I wouldn't say that they listen to. No, no, no, no, no. Not so sure. That's why we have greater because, like society is asking policy-makers to listen to scientists. It's not that the policy-makers themselves want to listen to scientists.

36:32 S?: No.

36:32 Interviewee: I think that's exactly...

36:38 S?: That in itself is a tricky thing, given all the diversity and different opinions and the styles of social science research that we discussed also. To whom do I need to listen and what does it mean? 

36:57 Interviewee: Exactly. And I think that's the major difference to economists, they have their main of, I don't know, belief and their main set of values, and they're all kind of talking the same language. There are some more critical folks, but they still... They can speak the other language and then they criticise, and so it's easy for policy-makers to listen to them. Whereas in other social sciences, there's a lot of schools, a lot of different approaches and stuff and so on, and it is so important to critique rather than say something boiled down and applied to be that I don't know ordinary to say something simple in a short term. But I think for the other way around how researchers in social science inform or try to inform policymakers, there's only a few of them trying even.

37:52 Interviewee: I would say there's not... Way not enough engagement from social sciences to at least, talk to policy-makers, or not even policy-makers, but industry or any kind of outside the ivory tower. I think we have a problem there because we are not... And I would say transition scholars are on the okay-ish side of the cake, there it's way worse. And I see... If I have to say that. At EPFL, it was interesting to see that architects, for example, were the only ones giving interviews in, I don't know TV or radio, and the rest was basically not present in public debate, local public debate, whereas engineers were present everywhere, they were talking about their invention and what they just found and stuff, and sharing that positive vision of science is future and we'll find the solution and so on. I think that's lacking, and that's one part of the jigsaw if you like, to link back to policy-makers to find a positive message, or a message...

39:00 S?: The currency in engineering but also in economic solutions maybe more than in social sciences where the currency is problems.

39:08 Interviewee: Yeah, it's true, exactly...

39:09 S?: Or criticism.

39:12 Interviewee: What would you do with criticism as a policy-maker? You would just...

39:16 S?: Ignore it. [laughter]

39:17 Interviewee: Yeah, well, exactly...

39:18 S?: Don't show up. [laughter]

39:20 Interviewee: Exactly, exactly, and then there were times where social scientists were really not... Well, they were at least informing society, they were providing theories and people were discussing about it, and then I don't know, in the 70s, the whole debate, they were part of societal life.

39:40 S?: Public debate.

39:41 Interviewee: And for good reasons, there was critique just to step back and be less engaged in policy making, so on and so forth. Okay, but I think that was a real backlash and now we see engineers and economists taking over and just designing our future.

40:00 S?: I got a couple of very relevant critical points on that, that policy research nexus. I also see on our protocol, there's also the term of success stories. Would you have a brief one that could also be on local or regional level, does not need to be EU policy and research, for example.

40:17 S?: And then a success story of social sciences informing policy and actually having the kind of impact that you would like to see.

40:28 Interviewee: I would say I have a success person without mentioning names or anything. A professor really able to interact and link herself to industry, getting funding directly from industry, and being at the same time engaged in EU regulation, that's a [country] case. Engaged in, for example, the realm of the Florence School of Regulation, which is kind of a think tank of infrastructure regulation on the EU level, and playing on different screens, so to engage in regulation actively, and doing if you're like consulting to EU bodies, getting industry funding, remaining close to industry giving interviews and doing reports for industry, and then engage even for students and using students as a link to industry, for example.

41:26 Interviewee: So that person really managed to be the spider in the web and being asked from all sides from research, from policy making, from regulation administration, from students, for feedback, consulting, theory and all the theories developed in that chair were really mid-range theories based on empirics, and they were really talking to people, they were really talking to policy-makers because they have reflected their reality and had just this tiny add-on, of explaining the bigger context and what that means actually. And for me, that was a really successful case.

42:09 S?: Does it depend fully on personality, you think or are there are also some more generic things that you can instill from it? 

42:19 Interviewee: Institutional setting, if you like, that was not that much of obligation for peer review with publications, for example, that person was apparently very free and doing any kind of teaching stuff of MOOCs and whatever you want. So that person had really a huge amount of freedom in the institution, well, an old person already, so it was also from a different generation, but there you could really see how a professor was using personal power, if you like, for the good to engage with society. And another one...

42:58 S?: And this space was created through this industry funding or it was also the... More so than through the research funding program? 

43:07 Interviewee: Yeah. Definitely, definitely. The industry funding gave a huge amount of freedom, definitely. But that person managed to keep up like the trust of the funding body, for example, and you really managed to be transparent and work for the industry funding as for the research part. To being able to satisfy your funding body and work for the research logic I think that's a huge thing to do.

43:40 S?: Yeah. It's quite a big step.

43:40 Interviewee: Yeah. It is, definitely. That was really related to that professor position, I mean you cannot do that as a PhD student, no. Like daring to talk to ordinary people, daring to engage in regulation processes, daring to engage with students. So that person was really daring a lot. And for me, that is really an impressive success story. And one other thing, side comment. Marco Hekage talking about his engagement with policy-makers to us as PhD students who made it really clear how policy-making is working, what the logics are, how you need to engage us as a researcher, he was really trying to, I don't know, explain this kind of work with policy-makers to young scholars. That's another really good example, I thought.

44:29 S1: Good.

44:30 Interviewee: Folks being transparent on their engagement, I think that helps a lot.

44:36 S1: Thanks. Given the time. Also, we also ask you whether there are things that you thought we would talk about and you'd still want to bring up. 
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