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0:00:02 Interviewer: The one thing to mention on that front though, is that, because we have a... Because this is an EU funded project, and there are conditions, associated with data, then the information from these interviews has to be uploaded to a sort of open access data portal, but having said that, because they're going to be anonymized interviews, and because we're talking to people about their work, that may mean that quite large segments of the interviews are not included in those, if that makes sense. And we will be sending it to you for your consent before that gets uploaded, so you will have an opportunity just to see that as well.

0:00:46 Interviewee: Okay, that's great. And anyway, I feel that, unfortunately, we have completely lost our ability to control what...

0:00:54 Interviewer: Data.

0:00:54 Interviewee: Exactly. So, it's a... And, perhaps, we're wasting our time even, to have these conversations. But, for the sake of... Yeah.

[chuckle]

0:01:06 Interviewer: And the other quick thing just to check, is whether you would be happy to, or interested, hopefully, in going on the wider mailing list for the project, that would... It's sort of an e-mail, once every couple of months just to give you sort of wider information about the project.

0:01:24 Interviewee: That is fine, and actually, I did try and read the few pages you sent me, but I literally didn't get through all of them.

0:01:35 Interviewer: Don't worry.

0:01:35 Interviewee: But what I did get through, it sounded really interesting, and I'm really happy that they are funding at least some things on SSH.

0:01:43 Interviewer: Excellent, excellent. Yes, absolutely, and that's one of the things that, obviously, the working groups is aiming to also help continue, by giving their, sort of clear direction around, sort of future priorities, as the whole Horizon Europe Program is being finalized and thinking about, "Well, if we're going to include SSH in a meaningful way, in the energy topics going forward, what would those priority questions be?" And that's very much what the working groups are aiming to help with.

0:02:10 Interviewee: Which is fabulous, because that's the... The big problem is, how do you frame the question? 

0:02:15 Interviewer: Yeah, absolutely. Brilliant. Okay, well, I sort of mentioned it briefly in the e-mail I sent, about this chat, but the main things, really, that we wanted to cover, the working group itself, is going to be very much forward-looking, looking at what are the future research questions, that's what the horizon scan process is all about, whereas, these interviews, which we're carrying out with around 10 members per working group, are more about looking back, and thinking about, "Well, how has the landscape, the overall landscape developed, what's the state of the art at the moment, and how has the literature in various fields developed?" And it's absolutely fine to take this very broadly in our conversation, and thinking about the evolution of literatures around futures, as you were mentioning in some of the literature that you've picked out, and thinking about, all of that envisioning work, I guess.

0:03:15 Interviewer: So, if it's all right to start, with really just talking about your research, your work, and thinking about your own involvement in, it doesn't have to be specifically smart, but kind of the themes that we sort of discussed over e-mails, so thinking about futures, and energy futures, and so forth, and thinking about how that has developed over the past, yeah, over your career, I guess.

--Interviewee describes their research, removed for anonymity--

0:20:51 Interviewer: Thank you, yeah, that's very helpful. And I'm thinking that when it comes... Going forward to some of the later exercises in a working group, and I think some of your perspective on this kind of interdisciplinary working is gonna be very useful because obviously it really is one of the key questions that needs to be addressed about how, how we do some of this work better, so I think it'll be very useful to bring that in thank you.

0:21:21 Interviewee: You're welcome.

0:21:24 Interviewer: The next part really, kind of the next main topic of it to think about, and we can start touching on some of the literature that you sent over before this call, but is really thinking about how the social science and humanities research has evolved over the past few decades, and in particular when it comes to energy, energy research in social science and humanities, how has that landscape changed from your point of view, you know, what have you seen? And then if there are particular observations around what we might call the way that smart futures are being brought in, again don't worry if it doesn't feel as though that's something you want to spend too much time on, but if there are observations that you have around that, and that would be useful as well. But yeah, just broadly, how do you feel that this research landscape has changed or, yeah? 

0:22:27 Interviewee: Okay, so I can say a little bit, maybe drawing also on [project] because I don't know if you're... Have you had a look at what we've done at all just to understand? Well...

0:22:39 Interviewer: I'm probably, I'm normally not very familiar with it, so I assume that... Yeah, don't think that you're telling me stuff that I definitely know already.

0:22:46 Interviewee: Okay, so stop me if I'm repeating stuff that you know of. One of the things that was very interesting in [project] was to look at interdisciplinarity at the Commission. DG research. Why is this relevant to SSH? Because the answer to the question, “what is interdisciplinarity?” is by and large: “it’s SSH”. So they have collapsed two totally different agendas into one. Well totally collapsed is an exaggeration, but two different partly overlapping, but in a very specific, narrow way, yeah, interdisciplinarity, is one thing, SSH is another. “The integration of SSH”, this sentence is for them interdisciplinarity.

0:23:44 Interviewer: I see, ah interesting.

0:23:45 Interviewee: And I've written that, you can find the reports online, and it's also the best place to find that is if you look at the recommendations for the future of research that we came up with for the 9th Framework Program. We interviewed, I think over 10 people, some of them, very senior in [policy], there are also two reports with... One of them I sent to you that looked at SHH integration. So if you... Why is this important? It's important because we really are not understanding [fully], or we are understanding the problem from a disciplinary perspective, right. This is about a set of disciplines that are minor and however, whether we believe it or not, they need to matter a little bit, so we integrate them. Interdisciplinarity is calling for a different set of questions, so this means that Interdisciplinarity is misrepresented, and if we think that the knowledge we need is interdisciplinary, this is a problem.

0:25:07 Interviewee: I can tell you that the most senior person I interviewed, either did not understand or did not want to understand the very simple point that after all they have done to integrate SSH [into research projects], in that case. It still remained fundamentally an issue that questions were framed from the sciences. So you are inviting SSH to come on board, and that's super generous and nice of you, but there are... What about the opposite? And that just... It was nowhere. We went to nowhere with that discussion. But I did learn that, for example, SSH, to try and answer your question, SSH is seen, by at least the people that we interviewed, which were quite a range, they were quite consistent in at least delivering their impression that the SSH as a group were difficult, uninterested in joining, and therefore it was a little bit their problem.

0:26:30 Interviewee: Now, I don't know how much this is true or not, but I do accept, through [project’s] work, that... And also by being myself in an institute of social sciences. And the paper I sent you on smart cities says that quite clearly. The social sciences do have a problem. They have a problem of having gone down the... Perhaps one can say that the problem is that they've gone, perhaps, too much down the line of ensuring they are “disciplined”. [the idea of a] hard [science] and so recognizable, so close to physics as you could possibly get that that has locked them [social science] up. But the issue of integrating the SSH is fundamental, but equally fundamental is the issue that we must frame questions from the SSH perspective, and we are not doing this, and this is a grave problem for the future. So I was very encouraged by your project because of that.

0:27:44 Interviewer: Well, yeah, one of the things that we must share... Just having a quick look, but if you can point me towards your 10 recommendations, that would be very...

0:27:54 Interviewee: I can send you that.

0:27:55 Interviewer: Yeah. Because you might be also interested in the Energy SHIFTS Project, which myself and my colleague, are running is... It's not a direct follow-on, but it also builds on some of the work of the SHAPE ENERGY Project, which I don't know if you came across at all, but that ran between 2017 and 2019. And we undertook a similar exercise where we came up with recommendations. Obviously, exactly as you were saying, your project was looking at interdisciplinary work, we were looking at SSH integration, so looking at how that can be better done in energy research. So you might be interested in looking at those...

0:28:39 Interviewee: Yeah, please send them.

0:28:40 Interviewer: Send the recommendation as well. I'll send them over to you. It'll be good to compare across to see how they... Any overlaps or differences as well. So what was I gonna... Oh yeah, so in terms of this integration, this calls for integration and so forth, do you feel that that has changed, though? Do you feel that that maybe hasn't been successfully done, but is it more recognized as being important than it used to be? Is it... Do you think that there's been a change there? 

0:29:13 Interviewee: Okay. This is a comment of someone who has probably seen 3% of what is out there, of 3%. Today, we can't even claim for a zero point... It's an impression, this is what I mean. I'm not telling you... I'm not giving you an answer based on being a scientist doing research on this, but navigating in this pool. My impression is that if I look at, which I have been looking at, basically, the issue of technology in the future... [of] Which energy, of course, is a huge part. There seems to be more attention in saying, “of course there is the ethical dimension, of course there is the social dimension”, or sometimes they say the “human dimension”. Is this actually translating into knowledge production that therefore shapes the agenda of solutions being produced? I don't know. But if I could, I can't. But the Economist, which I read for the sake of knowing what those in power think, the Economist had a fantastic section on science and technology, as you probably know, and even there you can find doubts about this.

0:30:45 Interviewee: And they did actually do a review which made me... I must have it somewhere, if I find it I'll send it to you. It was a whole overview about technology research and it was about artificial intelligence, right. And it said something as phenomenal as that this enormous research agenda that was being driven had realized that there was an ethical dimension to it, and we're looking for an ethicist. This is, "They were looking for an, I mean one ethicist, and they were still looking for the person."

0:31:25 Interviewer: Yeah.

0:31:25 Interviewee: "Whilst they probably had a millions of research going on without that ethicist, who would, of course, do what?" Can we imagine what an ethicist could possibly do? So my... So I'm replying to you based on these flashes that I see, and that raise in the future's, language, they are, to me, huge warning signals. I was not impressed. And I think there are many examples of this. And I'll give you the last, which is also aesthetic. When I was navigating the corridors of the commission, what struck me is that SSH was literally written on the glass of the doors.

0:32:15 Interviewer: Yeah. Yeah, yeah.

0:32:16 Interviewee: Together with a load of other stuff that had nothing to do with disciplines. So they are literally physically conceived as some sort of entity that is clearly problematic, clearly important, and is slapped onto the glass doors amongst other things, and it just shows you the world view.

0:32:37 Interviewer: Interesting. Yeah. Sort of seeing it as an object, almost.

0:32:40 Interviewee: What is it? What is the problem to them? Because they know they are failing. And I say this not because of what I know, but because of their data, and this was what we interviewed them on.

0:32:52 Interviewer: Yeah.

0:32:52 Interviewee: And it was very clear that they had little to say. And you know the statistics, it's roughly 5%.

0:33:02 Interviewer: Yeah.

0:33:03 Interviewee: Total amount of SSH. And I don't know if you've noticed, but in that 5% is the whole of the COST budget. And COST is by and large technological, yeah? So you're talking very little money indeed [left to all SSH].

0:33:16 Interviewer: Yeah. And then of course, when you start dividing it out by discipline, again, to go back to that, that a large portion of that is economics. And therefore...

0:33:26 Interviewee: And business.

0:33:27 Interviewer: When you come to the other... And business, yeah.

0:33:28 Interviewee: Yeah.

0:33:29 Interviewer: Yeah.

0:33:30 Interviewee: 50% in the first evaluation and a little bit less in the second. So what are we talking about? What is it that we think we need? And one thing that is also important, if we're talking EU research, the EU was born as a technological research agenda. And therefore, there is a world view in that institute which needs to change maybe. But this is... You're talking... It's like changing the academia, it's not easy. These people have been living and breathing the need to progress technologically, to compete with Japan, originally, and the US after. That's where they come from. So no wonder they put SSH as some sort of stuff that they need to be reminded of up there. But this is why I use this word, which is so important and so not used, that is worldview. 'Cause that includes your assumptions, your beliefs, your unknown assumptions, your unquestioned beliefs. And we are still human, so this operates constantly in the way we... Unless you belong to the “religious category” that sees researchers as scientifically objective, taking that out of the equation, we are human beings, and we are therefore subjective and subjects.

0:35:09 Interviewee: So worldview matters. But there are still, even in […], people that believe that you must provide an objective analysis of things. And I always ask, "And how am I going to do that?" Before I turn into a computer, the only thing I can do is a subjective analysis. Hopefully, a bit reflective, but that's about it. So, we could go into the quantum physics agenda, which is fantastic and magnificent, but nobody teaches it. Nobody, sorry, very few do and so... And this is another worldview. And it would change everything. We wouldn't be having this conversation if quantum physics had changed our worldview, but we live in a Newtonian, mechanistic world still. And in energy, of course, you know all about that.

0:36:10 Interviewer: Yeah. And we've talked obviously quite a lot in terms of thinking at the European scale and the European research agendas and so forth. How do you feel that that's reflected more globally? Is it a very particular European problem at the moment, set of questions, or are you seeing that more widely? 

0:36:42 Interviewee: I think here, we need to devote a few words to post-colonial agendas. So based on what we just said, and also the reference to physics, and therefore to the worldview, and therefore to the enlightenment, the Scientific Revolution, which we are still living by, and through, and for, for in academia, of course, that is a peculiar Western experience. The only reason it matters in the world is that we were also very effective colonizers, and we colonized knowledge arenas very effectively. That's the whole history about the future of universities, for example. So if you look at it from that angle, you see that because of our effectiveness, until now, of course, we live in a completely different geopolitical status now. Most of us haven't quite realized it, apparently, given our political choices, but we do. And therefore, we will have a very different story to tell in a few years. But we are in this gray area. We still think that we matter a lot.

0:38:04 Interviewee: I was very encouraged to read work on the de-growth post-colonial agendas, where they are... It was almost... I think it's an encyclopedia of de-growth or something.

0:38:19 Interviewer: Okay.

0:38:21 Interviewee: If you look at that... Let me just find it for you whilst we talk. If you look at just the language, this is bringing in indigenous knowledge, it's bringing in... But it's doing it in the way that I was giving you that illustration of our book and of the issue of “what do we mean when we say that we want to be inclusive in knowledge production”? And then we want a book that is written top to bottom with one voice, with one tone. It's the same. It's the same kind of violence and disciplinary, narrowness. But also violence if you lose the more post-colonial and feminist critique, yeah? And so today, if you read it like that you think, "Wow, there is such a different orchestra out there playing." And we are stuck with this violin. Poor violin, I didn't mean to take that particular instrument, but you know what I mean. There is one thing. But the world, thank God is still so diverse. And for me, this is a beautiful agenda in itself, because of course, I came from biodiversity as a topic.

0:39:44 Interviewee: And I realize how much bigger that was when I now engage in the future of universities, and all I need to say is, "Please recover the space for plural and diverse world views, which includes knowledge production from here, but you need to start from there. And if we don't, whatever we do is gonna be so much smaller and lesser than we could. So I don't have enough of an overview of what is out there, [Interviewer], but I would say that given our effective colonial power over knowledge production out there beyond Europe, I don't imagine that there is so much of a difference in the established arenas of knowledge production. It could be very different if you're talking and including the other. And really, the de-growth post-colonial agenda is... Post-development agenda, sorry, is possibly a good place to hear those voices.

0:41:00 Interviewer: Fantastic, thank you. That's very useful. This is now a good point at which to turn to the pieces that you sent over before, and just to ask you if it's all right to quickly run through and just to explain. With the working group, the key output is going to be this horizon scan process, whereby we'll come up with 100 priority research questions in each of the four areas of the working groups.

0:41:29 Interviewee: Yes.

0:41:29 Interviewer: And that'll be done through this Delphi survey method. But another output from each of the working groups is going to be a short annotated bibliography. And this is going to be highlighting a few key pieces of work to try and give a bit of a window in, particularly, for example, for those working in policy, to get an idea of the range, the diversity, as you've just been saying, such that there is in some of these research areas. So it would be useful to now... And one of the key ways that we're collecting ideas for those is through these initial interviews, but there are other streams that are feeding in as well. So it'd be useful to hear from you about the selections you made, and how you found that process. I know that we had a bit of back and forth about it, so obviously, reflecting on that will be useful. 

0:43:06 Interviewee: Okay, so I found it very difficult to answer that question, of course, as you know. So let me look at these pieces and say a few words.

0:43:33 Interviewer: That'd be great, thank you.

0:43:36 Interviewee: If you're looking at a statement of the importance of the social sciences and the humanities, the Vilnius Declaration does that, and it does that in a succinct and hopefully powerful way. Although like many of these things, one wonders, what was the impact? But, as far as the Gulbenkian Commission, I have a lot to say because we ran a whole international conference on the excuse of its 20th anniversary of the...

0:44:08 Interviewer: Interesting.

0:44:09 Interviewee: Yeah. And you can find a lot of material on our web page on that. It's Lisbon Conference 2017, I think, January. So we had also Wallerstein coming to open the conference. He was the chair of the commission that ran this, “Open the Social Sciences” Report.

0:44:30 Interviewer: Interesting.

0:44:33 Interviewee: What I can say is... Well, this is not in order, but before I forget I'm gonna say these things. You can reorganize them as you wish. Wallerstein, took my presentation about the 5%, 95% ratio.

0:44:54 Interviewer: Yeah.

0:44:54 Interviewee: And he said, I guess, rightly... He says, "The problem is not that we're giving five % to the social sciences and the humanities, the problem is what are we doing with the 95%." Which is the same thing as that example... Illustration I gave you about the article most probably from the Economist on artificial intelligence saying, we are now looking for that axis. That's what you're doing with the 95%. And that's not encouraging. So he made that point, I think, very nicely, turning it around. The other thing about this document is that together with anything else that you will read going backwards and together with the more I look at the issue of sustainability in its variety and the more I struggle with asking myself, what is the problem, what matters, it seems to me that we know perfectly well, we just don't know or want to answer.

0:46:12 Interviewee: So I say this because if you work backwards on the interdisciplinarity agendas and reflections it's all been said and done... Sorry it's all been said and not done. Time and time and time again. But in energy you can say so much that is the same. When we chose to go for... In the 70s for... Not for solar but for recovering from the oil crisis. That was a choice which was made not out of complete ignorance, it was a choice made out of interests. And today, my university for example, is not that it doesn't do inter-disciplinary work because it doesn't know that it matters or because it doesn't know how. It doesn't do it because the politics doesn't allow it except for of course, the niches. The usual, beautiful, extraordinary centers for interdisciplinary this and that.

0:47:24 Interviewee: And perhaps I should also say this, […], it struck me in four years of [project] that even the most proficient interdisciplinary researcher seemed to work on the presumption that first you need a solid disciplinary background... I mean, how many times have I heard this? A solid disciplinary background and then you can do interdisciplinarity. But this is a worldview and not to realize that is so meaningful in terms of what we're confronted with. Yeah? 

0:48:06 Interviewer: Yes.

0:48:06 Interviewee: And there was no way of getting through that wall.

0:48:10 Interviewer: Sure.

0:48:11 Interviewee: So my solution to that after four years of struggle has been, can we at least accept that if we are going to continue to teach disciplinary knowledge first, can we do it with humility. Can we do it without getting to the point where my sociologist colleagues walk around the institute thinking that they have the answer to every single problem and that their methods are so much better than the anthropologists; we cannot even begin to have a conversation... Or the historians, or the economists. And so, at least can we do this? And it will not be enough but okay. So now, I've forgotten where I was going. Oh, I was talking about the commission, the Gulbenkian Commission.

0:49:00 Interviewer: Yes.

0:49:00 Interviewee: So the point here is we know the problem. By and large we know the problem. It's the solution that we struggle with because it's... To use a wonderful word from another of the giants... On whose shoulders I stand, Donella Meadows, it is painful. She did this fabulous talk in 1994 about future and sustainability. And in that talk she says so much that we still have not understood. She says... 1994. So that's two years after Rio. And this is all about sustainability. She says, "It is not about what tools and what methods. It's about what is your vision. Because what is it that you want? How do you understand sustainability? And then I'll give you the tools and the methods. But to do that is painful." And she gave a beautiful illustration of her own experience in Africa working with doctors. She said, "We don't pick why... " And sorry, this is really the key.

0:50:13 Interviewee: Why? Because the distance between what we know in our hearts... And I use this word... meaning it. "What we know in our hearts to be the future we want is so different from what we have that it is painful to look at that gap. And therefore we go for less." So this is... For... To also touch upon the issues of future. Now, who wants a future with automated cars? A few? For sure. But is that the future that anybody really wants? What do we... We want justice, we want peace. And possibly beauty. But that we are not given to say. But we are asked, whether you want... What I'm supposed to call it? …a smart, of course, a smart thing on my fridge that will solve all my problems. Except the ones that matter, perhaps.

0:51:28 Interviewer: Interesting.

0:51:28 Interviewee: But that implies knowing what matters and allowing the space to discuss what matters, and of course, that is ethical, it's philosophical, it's incomplete, it is messy and doesn't fit therefore in the, for example, our academic structures. And therefore... just for that reason, we don't use it. It's the same when you... I don't know if you've worked with modelers, and economists. It's beautiful but the time you get to the bottom line or whatever model they've used for our futures, you realize the human being is still pretty much that rather selfish, rational, yeah. And the question comes, "Why?" And the answer is, "Because we cannot fit all the very different aspects... "

0:52:21 Interviewee: I don't know what you're supposed to call it, "Definition", let's say, "And equation, into the model." And so my answer to that is, "So you are saying to me that... The model, the tool, drives the agenda of production of knowledge. And I'm giving you an example of a real case of a project about the future of Europe, funded by the EU." Now, but this is illustrative, it's emblematic of how, of that world view. And it's unquestionable…Do you expect economics…such an important discipline, right? And the models run everything else. GDP is the one figure that will change everything you have, no matter what you're modeling. And models use that human being. End of story. [chuckle]

0:53:19 Interviewer: Thank you. That's very... Yeah. Very well put. And I wonder whether you might just say a few words about the paper of your own that you included as well. It'd be useful to hear from that.

0:53:32 Interviewee: Oh, yes. Sorry. We were supposed to go down the list.

0:53:34 Interviewer: No, that's okay.

0:53:35 Interviewee: But Slaughter, do read Slaughter. He's fantastic. A very, very provocative futurist. And it's a short paper. The other... And I've talked about the last one, because that's the one of the 5 to 95%, yeah? 

0:53:53 Interviewer: Yeah. Yeah.

0:53:54 Interviewee: And I'm sure you know the World Science Report. So, our paper... Okay, so this was... A few things I want to say on this one because... Arts, the arts, which I sometimes added to the...

0:54:13 Interviewer: Yes, to the list. Yeah. [laughter]

0:54:15 Interviewee: Yeah. That in itself, we could spend half an hour talking.

0:54:20 Interviewer: Yes. [laughter]

0:54:20 Interviewee: Now, the arts are a way of knowing, but they struggle to fit the architecture of our knowledge institutions. Yeah, so. Hence, they are at the very margin or forgotten, certainly underfunded. And in this day and age, with the "complexity" that we're living in, inverted commas not because it's not complex, but it's just not new. What are we to do? And I think most scholars who are engaging with sustainability, have realised the importance and the power of the arts. We tend to realise it as a way of communicating, which is unfortunate, because they should be seen as a way of understanding as much as a way of communicating. So I would... For me, that should be a huge effort that we make is to put them, give them the... The dignity is even the wrong word, but give them the, yeah, the space and the dignity to be a way of knowing. Not just a beautiful thing that you add on to a project, because it's cool these days to have something arty.

0:55:49 Interviewer: Yeah.

0:55:50 Interviewee: A documentary. So, the paper is based on an old project, in fact, the project I was mentioning about the modellers.

0:56:00 Interviewer: Yeah.

0:56:00 Interviewee: Where we had... No, no, sorry. It was another one, it was another big project on the future, it's called [name]. We got a very small task to look at the future in novels and films, which we did. So, there's another paper we published on that, which is about science and SSH. I should have sent you that as well, actually.

0:56:23 Interviewer: Yeah, yeah. Well, feel free after you know...

0:56:25 Interviewee: Okay, I can send you that. So that was a review and it showed that... Actually, that you do, yes, because it's about energy implicitly. The future is imagined very much like the techno-scientific agenda of the EU, because the future is generally imagined as technological, so that's fine. We take a lot of the same challenges. Because we were using grand challenges, grand subtle challenges, as a screening or as a way of reading novel, the art. What we found is that it was a huge amount of overlap. And then there was this stuff that was not seen which...

[pause]

0:58:18 Interviewee: Taking about energy, my computer died because it was unplugged. I hadn't realised.

[laughter]

0:58:24 Interviewer: Oh, well. And I'm aware that you've got another meeting waiting as well, so yeah.

0:58:29 Interviewee: But you are right, so... Just briefly, I want to say this issue of the arts. So it was powerful in showing what SSH and the arts can actually contribute to the understanding of our challenges in the future, and what solutions. Now, the paper I did send you on smart is the illustration of what that means in practice, using smart cities as an example, which of course is all about energy anyway. What it means is we can't imagine. Our futures are completely colonized by the imagery, including the art of technological futures. So if the SSH and the arts do not have the space to put their weight, and I do accept that there is a lot of responsibility, by the way, about these disciplines in not doing that. And we say that in the paper. For example, we, in social sciences, don't do futures because that's not quantifiable, that's not scientific. It's not objective. So we leave, therefore... And the book I recommended by John Urry is very clear about this. We're leaving the others to do the job of shaping the futures. Then you can't complain if your voice is unheard. And if you're so stuck in your own way of methods and doing, then whose problem is that? 

1:00:04 Interviewee: So in a nutshell, that paper. And the other thing that it did, which is very important, and you have it in your little four-page, utopia. Utopia, this enormous agenda, so misunderstood, so misrepresented. And if I say utopia people tend to freak out. Because they have one, very narrow, if it all, idea of what it is. But utopianism is actually a fantastic method. And it is fundamental in doing futures and shaping futures, and thinking about futures, but also of understanding the problem. And so it's all about plural spaces for futures. It's in that spirit that we wrote it, and it was a collaborative interdisciplinary exercise. It was hard, as all of them are, but I'm proud that we managed to write it, basically.

-- Interviewer talks more about the next steps for the Working Group –
End of interview


