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00:00 Interviewee: I would like to review the transcript and just if there's anything I feel very strongly about changing, then I would like to have the chance to change it.

00:10 Speaker 2: Absolutely, that's fine, absolutely, yes, that's why we offer it.

00:17 Interviewee: Good. Thanks.

· Interviewer speaks about context of the interview, removed for anynymit - 
03:12 Interviewee: Yeah.

03:14 S2: I think I kept short everything, any immediate questions?

03:19 Interviewee: No, the only thing I would say is that, I haven't been working directly on energy for a few years now so my knowledge is not especially up to-date but I can talk about general things and things like that.

03:34 S2: That's great and we have this point in several cases that we... Because there's a bit of a trade-off we found already in the interviews that particularly some social science scholars or the humanities lens on renewables is first of all still rather rare and underrepresented and then people also moving to other fields with their social science lens so to say which is absolutely fine which is already so to say one of our observations that we will report back. Okay, well, then I would start very simple and would ask you to introduce you again and maybe your work and give us a bit about... Yeah, information about your background and your research that you're doing.

--Interviewee describes their research to date, removed for anonymit--

05:23 Interviewee: Okay, well, at least you got him on something.

06:13 S2: That's very interesting, obviously, we know your work and Adrian's work very well here at [organisation] and we're referring to it quite often. Are there any current projects that still relates to questions of renewables? You mentioned rather no, but how does that so to say is still reflected in your current work?

06:37 Interviewee: Well, not about renewables. The work we did on community energy, exactly like you just said a few minutes ago, we're using those lessons and that learning to look at other sectors, so we're looking at community waste, waste prevention and waste managements on a collective level. And everything we learned about community energy, we're finding, applies just as well to these other community-based sectors. Yeah, so I'm using those same ideas and frameworks in a different sector. I haven't been doing anything else but renewables.

07:17 S2: Okay, that's absolutely fine. I wanna move to a body of questions that's referring rather to a bit of, as I mentioned it, the evolution of social science and humanities research on renewables. From your perspective, what would you say, over which time frame did that literature, that work of scholars evolve?

07:42 Interviewee: What do you mean by humanities?

07:47 S2: Well, it's basically a very broad field of SSH. So I refer to anthropology, history, even linguistics, but also then so to say, the core set of social sciences, sociology, political sciences. We had a lot of debates about economics. But officially economics is involved. It is a social science, but we basically address it here as all, so to say, possible disciplines that most of the universities would, so to say, cover with the term of social sciences and humanities. So definitely not...

08:26 Interviewee: Okay, that means social sciences and humanities together.

08:28 S2: Yes, so to say, that was the vantage point, and obviously it sets, so to say, a counter perspective to either technological or natural sciences perspective.

08:43 Interviewee: Yeah. Well, I couldn't tell you exactly when the social sciences started to look at renewable energy, but from the grassroots, community-based, the political side of things, I think there's tiny seeds of that kind of work from the 1970s and 80s, but it was very much seen as alternative, marginal and fringe. And obviously, the vast bulk of relationship is all about technology or maybe public perceptions.

09:24 S2: Yeah, exactly.

09:24 Interviewee: [09:24] ____ that kind of thing. But of course, what I'm more interested in is the sociology and the anthropology and the politics of it. And so I'm finding that there hasn't been a great deal on that in general, in terms of the community-based stuff, which I came with. Which is why I suggested one of the papers for our project, which I think does a really good job of saying, "Well, okay, renewable energy at the community level, it's not really about energy, is it? It's all about politics." [chuckle]

10:00 S2: Exactly. No, exactly. It's about power asymmetries. It's about ownership, etcetera. Yeah, right.

10:07 Interviewee: From my perspective, and I'm not up-to-date with the literature, that kind of understanding I'd say is relatively new.

10:16 S2: Okay, and how would you... Do you see certain, so to say, critical turning points or tipping points in the evolution of that field that could be a seminal paper or publication or an event in society like Fukushima, etcetera? So what, so to say, was driving the evolution of social science and humanities research on renewables?

10:44 Interviewee: Well, I think from a very instrumental point of view, in the UK, in about 2010, the government policy was to support. And again, I only know about community-level renewables. The government policy was to support those as a potential policy tool. And because it was government policy to support it, it funded a raft of research projects, which included a lot of social science. So I suspect for a lot of those projects, it was the first time that it has really been looked up from a social science point of view. So it's a kind of very practical and mercenary milestone really. But there was government support at that time, they funded a lot of research. There was a whole lot of work being done on kinds of projects which hadn't been studied before. So that kind of 2013, '14 is when the papers started to come out. And I think really, it was breaking new grounds, that subject hadn't been studied in that way before.

11:56 S2: It's a very... Yeah.

11:57 Interviewee: Of course, the government has now taken away that policy, and the projects are declining, and who knows what the next thing will be.

12:06 S2: Right. It's a very valuable observation that resonates with previous insights that we got from colleagues. And we framed it in a first reflection here with [12:19] ____ and colleagues, that at least social science and humanities research so far seems to be quite reactive or responsive obviously to also funding calls and the agenda setting of policymakers and, so to say, problems of politicians who then realise that social science might play a role here to help solving them, instead of, so to say, an own proactive agenda setting of social science researches on these topics.

12:53 Interviewee: Well, I think... Well, we have set as many agendas as we like, but nothing was gonna happen without funding.

13:00 S2: True, exactly.

13:01 Interviewee: So we kinda have to wait perhaps until policy catches up, and then we can do the work we've always wanted to do. Certainly within the UK, there is that definite reactive element.

13:12 S2: Yeah. I could say quite similar here in [country] as well. [chuckle]

13:18 Interviewee: Yeah.

13:21 S2: We have a question here about how you would see, so to say, the degree or the form of how research and now social science or humanities research on renewables is fragmented. So are there different, so to say, particular streams or entry points, are there major contestations or conflicts within that body of literature and knowledge, so to say?

13:50 Interviewee: What I'm aware of is a big body of work which takes a generally individualistic approach, so kind of cost benefits, the economics type approach, and then also on the psychological side of things kind of behavioral economics, the Nudge theories, all those sorts of things, so there's a... Both kind of individualistic social science approaches to the problem and on the other hand, you see the systemic approaches to the problem coming from practice theory.

14:31 S2: Yes.

14:32 Interviewee: And transitions theory. And so we see that those are fundamentally opposed to the individualist approaches. So we make a lot of jokes here in this research group about psychologists and economists, they just talk a different language to us. Although, somebody else they might think, "Well, you're all looking at community renewables or whatever, but they do talk a very different language, they understand problems differently, come up with different kinds of solutions. So, for us it's the individualistic versus the systemic is the major division. And of course, the individualistic is the one which has got the most policy attention, the ones which go in the most high status journals and all that sort of thing, and the systemic work is much more interdisciplinary, coming from sociology, and science and technology studies.

15:26 S2: Yes.

15:26 Interviewee: And I would say it's... Well, I hope to say it's on the ascendant. Starting to be taken more seriously. We haven't quite got to the point where these approaches are embedded within policy yet, in the way that social psychology is embedded in policy.

15:48 S2: Would you... That's very interesting because that's a new point, and I fully share this observation because I also previously published one or two papers in... For example an environmental psychology journal, and it's a very different community and it's a very different, often still positivistic understanding of science. Nevertheless, I would still argue it would be interesting to talk more to each other, first of all, but anyway, that's a different topic.

16:20 Interviewee: Yeah.

16:21 S2: We have another question here on, which is related to this. What are, so to say, dominant versus marginalized disciplines or rather point of view or lenses within social sciences and humanities?

16:37 Interviewee: Well, you already have my answer, economics and social psychology. The documents sociology, sociology of science. Very much marginal, but yeah, seeming to have the most to offer.

16:51 S2: Yeah. Okay, good. And then how about more dominant or marginalized geographies, so in terms of not only where researches come from, but also which contexts we studied so far.

17:11 Interviewee: I don't have that much knowledge about work outside the UK. But I'm aware of this kind of cluster of work that came around in the early 90s in the UK as a response to the policy. So I'm aware of quite a lot of work in the UK by UK researchers.

17:31 S2: Yes.

17:31 Interviewee: And some of it with international case studies as a comparison, but I don't really know much internationally apart from that.

17:42 S2: Oh, okay, that's fine. And if you could, so to say, make assumptions or a hypothesis what might be overlooked regions or geographies?

17:56 Interviewee: Well, I'm sure that the developing world isn't included very much with the kinds of research that we're doing. I mean, my work is very much situated in developed economies. And I suspect that that's the same for many people. I know Adrian Smith has done some work with Argentinian and Indian scholars, I think he's probably an outlier in terms of including developing countries in this kind of research. So yeah, I would say that probably developing countries are under-represented. And in terms of scholars, as you know, the transitions world is very UK and Dutch headed.

18:40 S2: Yes, yes that's true.

[laughter]

18:45 Interviewee: So that's what I'm most familiar with. UK and Dutch scholars really, and German. But as I said, I don't know about the wider renewables.

18:55 S2: Yes, yes. We are now interested in... And you refer to the systemic approaches, which often nowadays, also involve science policy interaction or science stakeholder or more trans-disciplinary action, research-oriented approaches.

19:16 Interviewee: Yeah.

19:16 S2: Could you share with us also your observation, how these interfaces evolved over time with respect to social science research on energy or in this part, renewables?

19:35 Interviewee: I'm not quite clear what the question is.

19:36 S2: Yeah, maybe it was a bit too long and not sharp enough, but the question would be, how do you see the policy and research interaction in research context on renewables, social science and humanities research context on renewables?

19:54 Interviewee: I think it's probably very difficult, 'cause policy is mostly used to talking to economists and maybe psychologists... So, well, so to that extent, yeah, policy and research, they go hand in hand but it's individualistic approaches. The practice and transitions types systemic approaches. I don't think they have much luck interfacing with policy because well, the message that they have is, is that it's all a little bit more difficult and it needs to be long-term and it needs to be holistic, it's not about easy fixes or put up a tax and everything will be fine, or make an advertising campaign and everything will be fine. So I think that the systemic approach is not a real problem interfacing with policy for that reason because it's harder. The messages... It's harder. Having said that, I think that the systemic approaches are the ones that got the most to offer and have the best grasp on the problem.

21:03 S2: Yeah. It's... That's also very interesting because for the Netherlands, I would slightly take a different position because we see with some of our approaches in projects that policymakers are opening up for more honest debates and that speaking truth to and with power is becoming more, at least possible and is taken up more seriously and that more reflexive ways of iteratively acknowledging the complexities is at least more respected. But I agree it could still happen much more and it's still in early emergence. Yeah, but would you still have a success story on a research policy collaboration or an also a story of failure or difficulties?

22:07 Interviewee: Well, for my own research, when we did the [project name], we had the civil servants, who are responsible for Community Energy and were advisers to the project. And we regularly met with them, and they were able to have input into the project and share their insights about the policy process, so that was very good. And then what it meant was that at the end of the project, our recommendations for how to best support this new sector of renewable energy, our recommendations were taken into government and became part of the UK community Energy strategy. So that was a very direct result of our research and that was very... It was very satisfying to see that they had taken seriously what we said. But then, a few years later, the government just slashed the whole program, so in terms of research, policy interface, sometimes social science research, which says there's a lot to this, it's really complicated and valuable and worthwhile, and this is how to deal with it. They just don't... The policy makers just sometimes don't have the time or the patience. They just wanna get rid of all that complicated community stuff and just go for a straightforward business model which is... They understand markets and prices much better. So you asked a success story, but then a bigger failure story really with the government change of policy.

23:49 S2: It's a very... Yeah. Interesting, so this nested, tragedies that you had a great success, which then later in time... Yeah, the program was stopped again and okay. I would go back again to the literature where we started in the beginning, and thanks for sending this one reference because I think it's a relevant work, but would you know right on the spot some other seminal publications that you would...

24:26 Interviewee: Maybe I have to think about that up but I will have to think and send you some more.

24:30 S2: Fantastic. That's fantastic. And are there ones that come to your mind? Not in terms of the exact reference, but that what you say about which you would say they were really important in terms of the emergence of social science and humanities research on renewables?

24:47 Interviewee: I'm gonna have to think about that, because it's not fresh in my mind.

24:50 S2: Sure, sure. No that's fine, no worries.

24:53 Interviewee: So I'm gonna do some homework.

[chuckle]

24:55 S2: That's absolutely fine.

24:56 Interviewee: I will get back to you on that.

24:57 S2: Yes. Alright. Because what we will do is a so called, we will also provide an annotated bibliography to the commission. So we take your inputs very seriously, and we'll also even summarize the abstract of the papers and then provide this annotated bibliography then also as part of our final deliverables. Then, two other points, we are almost finished with recruiting for this 30 people working group, but would you have any additional recommendations or ideas about people who might be really good to have in this working group on social science and humanities research on renewables?

· Discussion on processs and people included. Removed for anonymit – 
30:05 S2: But now we really have a lot of new members from Eastern Europe, Southern Europe, which is... Which I'm quite happy, so maybe we can still take on UK researchers, that's fine. Here is this nice basically already closing question, which is, do you have anything else to say, to add, where you think that's a topic or an aspect that we should think about that comes to your mind when you think about social sciences and humanities research on renewables that we should consider?

30:43 Interviewee: I guess, so the main thing is that when most people think about renewables, they're thinking about physics and engineering and economics. And so I think there's a big case to be made that social science and humanities have something useful to say about renewables, so I think you can't take it for granted, people will appreciate that. And I think it would be really great in your report, if you could... I'm sure you will, of course, really powerfully make the case that these disciplines that are not normally seen as having anything to do with science actually can potentially open up whole new ways of understanding this really important field, and it shouldn't just be left to the engineers.

31:28 S2: Yes.

31:29 Interviewee: So I hope that you're able to make a really powerful case, 'cause it would be wonderful if in the next horizon funding call or whatever, there's an assumption that social sciences have a vital role to play in understanding energy transitions. At the moment it tends to be... It's very natural science, it's very physical science, and you might have a little social science on the side. Let's turn it around.

31:55 S2: Yeah, fantastic. Maybe that gets a literal quote in the beginning of the report, seriously. Obviously we would ask for your permission then, but yeah, thanks, that makes a strong point in the end. And yes, that's basically the underlying intention behind the whole project. And we hope to create impact beyond the project itself and into the agenda of the commission.

32:23 Interviewee: That sounds fantastic. I'm very grateful that you've invited me to be a part of it.

32:28 S2: Thank you. Yeah, thank you for joining us in that working group, thanks for your time and inputs, and yes, we made it in 34 minutes. That's fantastic.

32:40 Interviewee: Fantastic.

· Discussion about follow up steps -
07/07/20 
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