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Note for interviewee: We have been through and taken measures to anonymise this interview and remove personal information. We are happy to delete any parts of this that you prefer not to be in the public domain or that you think may identify you when you would prefer not to be identified. Feel free also to make corrections e.g. to names of other academics. Please let us know by [date] anything you would like deleted, otherwise this will be uploaded to an open access data portal. Thank you again for your participation!

00:00 Speaker 1: I would be happy to record our conversation just for internal reasons because we make transcriptions. And what I can already say to you is that you will get a written document of our interview, so that you can still see what we documented and what we recorded and you could still comment on it.

00:23 INTERVIEWEE: Okay, okay, thank you very much.

00:25 Speaker 1: Yes, and obviously, as always, if we do thorough research, if you would take literal quotes from the interview, we would get back to you and ask for your permission, right? 

00:36 INTERVIEWEE: Okay.

00:37 Speaker 1: So the Commission is very clear, very strict here and I think...

00:41 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah, I know.

00:41 Speaker 1: And I think that's good.

00:43 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah.

00:44 Speaker 1: Okay, perfect. Then I would say we can start and I think normally it takes 45 minutes, maybe five minutes more, and then we should be done.

00:56 INTERVIEWEE: Okay.

00:57 Speaker 1: Excellent. So in the beginning, I would, although I know about your background but I would like to ask you again to, so to say, introduce yourself, your background and also your current position and how your work relates to, so to say, the nexus of energy and transport and mobility.

01:16 INTERVIEWEE: Okay, great. Thank you. First of all, I'd like to thank you for the invitation to take part in this working group. I think, it will be very helpful for the European Commission to gather different opinions from different researchers from different points of view.

01:38 Speaker 1: Exactly.

01:38 INTERVIEWEE: So I'm happy to take part.

01:42 Speaker 1: Good.

01:42 INTERVIEWEE: In a working group. I'm a full professor at the University of --- (anonymized). My main background is in Transport Economics, actually.  I'm professor in Transport Economics at the University. And my main research interests and most recent publications and research are in the sphere of sustainable transport development and sustainable mobility. And of course, I deal with... I try to concentrate my attention on energy efficiency of transport as well, which is closely related with Energy-SHIFTS Project objectives, I think.

02:23 Speaker 1: Yes.

02:24 INTERVIEWEE: So this is very briefly.

02:27 Speaker 1: Excellent. And you also provided the reference already, thank you for this. Maybe, could you quickly explain a bit why you have selected these five references? 

02:44 INTERVIEWEE: Okay, actually, this were my main research papers to base on when I tried to start my project related to energy efficiency of transport in (anonymized). We tried to evaluate the level of energy efficiency and sustainability levels in the sphere of transport and these were the main thesis of research, we started from in order to try and evaluate these energy efficiency levels in (anonymized).

03:32 Speaker 1: Okay, thank you. What we are looking at now is particularly the role of the social sciences with respect to energy and particularly transport and mobility topics. And what we are interested is in, first of all, to learn from you how do you see, so to say, the evolution of social science research on transport and mobility, because what we obviously know and see is that a lot of research was technology-oriented and engineering-driven. But we are particularly interested in the role of social sciences and humanities on transport and mobility maybe over the last decade. So how do you see, so to say, the evolution of that field? 

04:20 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah, as far as I am acquainted with the research in this sphere, I think that only few research are concentrated on energy topics and on transportation topics. I mean, few research in the sphere are of social sciences and the humanities. Most of the research is from technical, technological perspectives and recently, I think we tried to concentrate more attention on economic side from my perspective, on economic side of energy consumption and energy efficiency. But just to add to the other research, I could say that we tried to gather our efforts and to provide multidisciplinary research for the European Union and to add economic perspective, to add social perspectives as well to these other project. But as far as I know, there are no pure social and pure humanities-concentrated research on this topic.

05:43 Speaker 1: And the few exemptions, you mentioned, there are some studies from social sciences and humanities on transport and mobility aspects, from which fields do you see them coming and in which time frame? So since when are these studies, so to say, emerging a bit more? 

06:03 INTERVIEWEE: I think from 2010 as far as I know there were few research in the sphere of Economics, I could mention here the name of Banister.

06:18 Speaker 1: Banister, yes.

06:19 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah, which is famous.

06:22 Speaker 1: Yes, Daniel Banister.

06:22 INTERVIEWEE: For his studies on sustainable transport development. Not only from 2010, but I think that around this team of researchers concentrated on economic side of sustainable transport development, many other researchers tried to add...

06:42 Speaker 1: Yes.

06:44 INTERVIEWEE: Some conclusions about social side and about economic side of the sustainable transport development, which is related to economic and energy efficiency of transport as well.

06:57 Speaker 1: Yes. And in this recent research that's emerging from the social sciences on transport and mobility, do you see certain tensions, conflicts, debates that are contested, what are, so to say, the lines of conflict within the social sciences research on transport and mobility? 

07:25 INTERVIEWEE: Yes, I could say that there are conflicts related to the right measures on how to evaluate exactly the level of sustainability and the level of sustainable mobility. There are many indicators stated by different researchers, for example, level of energy consumption of transport, energy consumption of different modes of transport, and how to evaluate their contribution to sustainable development. There are no right measures, so different researchers try to suggest different... For example, Matrix says how different indices on how to evaluate these levels of sustainable development. And there are no common framework for the research in this sphere, I mean, methodological framework for the research. Every single researcher could use different indicators, different frameworks, different matrices, and so on in order to add something toward this.

08:34 Speaker 1: Yeah. That's very interesting. That's a very interesting point. This fragmentation of approaches and criteria and parameters. What would you say was the role of policy in that? Because we could assume from the European Commission or from other actors that there would come suggestions for a more coherent, so to say, way of accounting the sustainability measures.

09:02 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah. For example, in the previous working period, I think there was an European framework suggested by the [09:14] ____ database for evaluation of... Not for evaluation, but it was a framework with indicators for sustainable transport development, for example, which had a heating indicator energy consumption of a town. But changing and switching to other approach on the European level, they switched to completely different framework with indicators linked with different goals for sustainable development. And nowadays, we are not having such kind of framework indicators, for example. So, now I think it is more difficult to decide which framework to work exactly, so probably it would be interesting for your project and for the different working groups to suggest to the European Commission some kind of framework of indicators that could be useful in order to contribute to analyze and to evaluate the level of sustainable development and mobility.

10:31 Speaker 1: That's a very good point, and in the next round, beginning of March, when we send you this short online survey, you luckily have the chance then to write such proposals in the survey and we're very happy to receive them as part of the project. That's fantastic. Another question here in our protocol is, when you look back again in how social science research on transport and mobility emerged, do you see any... Besides you mentioned, for example, the publication of Daniel Bannister, do you see other, so to say, important moments in time that made a significant change? It doesn't need to be research as such, it could also be a policy decision or other changes, so to say, maybe changes in the funding structures, etcetera. So what also contributed to the development of social science research on transport and mobility? 

11:29 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah. I could mention here, first of all, actually the development of sustainable transport development framework on the European level as a policy, important policy, and policy measure for improving different... Improving the performance of transport in terms of social performance, economic performance, environmental performance as well. But I could add here the inclusion of transport topic in the Horizon 2020 as a separate topic.

12:09 Speaker 1: Ah, okay. Yes.

12:11 INTERVIEWEE: I think that it was a key point to improve the evolvement of social sciences and humanities in these different projects, because they suggest multidisciplinary projects. And we could add our expertise to technical and technological research as well.

12:34 Speaker 1: Yes, yes.

12:35 INTERVIEWEE: I think that it was a key measure on the European level.

12:39 Speaker 1: Good. And would you think that this, so to say, this change in the funding structure was a... In response to, so to say, a societal demand and the urgency, so to say, of the transport issues, the transport sustainability issues, or was it more research-driven? So, who was basically behind putting this on the agenda, would you say? 

13:05 INTERVIEWEE: In my opinion, it was probably mostly related to the demand for this type of research, and the most important thing that I think was behind this measure is to provide better providing awareness campaigns for the society in other to be better acquainted with the topics and problems in this sphere.

13:38 Speaker 1: Yeah, okay. Yeah, so you see definitely a link to the societal demands and for policy makers to increase awareness raising? 

13:49 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah, I think so, yeah I do.

13:53 Speaker 1: Okay, you already mentioned the role of Economics, for example, and what would you say for social science research on transport and mobility? Which disciplines or other perspectives are we missing so far? What are overlooked perspectives from the social sciences on transport and mobility? What could we benefit from in the future? 

14:18 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah, I think that we need to add so called ex post and ex ante point of view from economic perspective in order to evaluate the benefits that different projects and research in this sphere adds to the society, not only to the society, but economic performance of transport and energy as well. And their contribution to the economy and their contribution to the social aspect of sustainable development, for example, and not only social aspect, transport mobility as well as.

15:09 Speaker 1: Yes.

15:12 INTERVIEWEE: So I think these are very important points to evaluate ex ante and ex post the results of different projects and how exactly do they contribute to economic indicators, to social performance of transport.

15:31 Speaker 1: Yes, so you refer to thorough evaluations with a longitudinal perspective, where we really see the differences of interventions or research projects, etcetera? 

15:42 INTERVIEWEE: Absolutely, and to give an ex post evaluation, not only ex ante, not only impact assessment, and this plans for dissemination of results of interim project, both ex post evaluation of the contribution of different projects and the research on different topics to economic and social aspects of transport, yeah.

16:07 Speaker 1: Yes, very good point, thank you. And other marginalized or overlooked disciplines or theories or perspectives that you see that you would like to see more in the social science research on transport and mobility? 

16:25 INTERVIEWEE: Probably, psychology.

16:27 Speaker 1: Okay, yeah.

16:28 INTERVIEWEE: It is very interesting, I think. The raise... The number of projects related to the, for example, commuter psychology and so on and so on. Nowadays, we have more and more attention concentrated on this topic, but I think still we have a lot of research on this topic.

16:49 Speaker 1: Yes, very interesting. And it obviously would have a link to behavioral economics as well, right? And social practice, the practices of and cultures around transport and mobility.

17:00 INTERVIEWEE: Absolutely, yes. They'll be important things in order to contribute and to, how to say, to have a full picture of the level of sustainability and important topics related to mobility and transport.

17:20 Speaker 1: Yes. Good, then the next point is marginalized or overlooked geographies. So we are addressing here the question of, which areas should we include more in terms of research, which not only refers to countries, but only within countries, maybe the urban/rural divide or the global South whatever comes to your mind. So do you see marginalized geographies in the existing research? 

17:57 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah, I could say this. Actually, the attention when talking about transport geography is concentrated on the national, European and urban level, but we forgot to rural areas and very [18:14] ____ areas in different countries, I think that this is something about that is still missing in the picture. I think for the near future, we need to concentrate more attention on rural areas, on countrysides in order to evaluate the level of accessibility, for example, to transport in these rural areas, to evaluate the level of motorization, and the cases in which people rely on their motorization only and accessibility to transport as well.

19:00 Speaker 1: Yes.

19:01 INTERVIEWEE: So in order to compare and to suggest different transport schemes for different regions, which are very specific in different countries.

19:11 Speaker 1: Yes.

19:12 INTERVIEWEE: So this is another interesting topic, I think that should receive more attention in the European level.

19:21 Speaker 1: Yes, and then a final point of this part of the questionnaire is, how do you see the current relationship between policy makers or policy in general and research on transport and mobility? Because a lot of researchers also asking not only for multi-disciplinary, but even for trans-disciplinary research with practitioners, with maybe cities or with the government. We are interested in maybe examples of success stories, how policy and research collaboration went well. But maybe also failures or difficulties at this interface. How do you see the research policy collaborations on transport and mobility so far? 

20:12 INTERVIEWEE: On the European level when talking about European Union and European Commission, I think that providing Horizon 2020, there is a very good connection, very good link between the researchers and the results of scientific, purely scientific research with the European policy makers. But on the national and regional level, I think there are still many problems to solve, because especially in Eastern European countries, I think there are still big problems related to the links between the researchers, and their results, and their project, and policy maker.

21:01 Speaker 1: Yes.

21:01 INTERVIEWEE: Here we need to improve somehow connections not only as a conversation and discussions, but as a collaboration between policy makers and researchers. We still need to invite business as well, invite the business side as a point of view in different projects because it is very important. But we need a force probably to attract funding from the business side as well, in order to provide better decisions for both sides. So, I think that on the European level, there is very, very good collaboration and very good communication between researchers and policy makers, but on the lower level, national and regional level, we still need better relations. And there are probably many measures to be undertaken in order to improve these relations.

22:11 Speaker 1: Yeah. Okay. Excellent. Thanks a lot so far. I will just briefly explain you that the literature that you have send us, the references, we will compile all the contributions from all working group remembers in a so-called annotated bibliography, which will also be part of the report. Because the Commission is also interested, so to say, in a core set of relevant articles and scientific work. You already mentioned why you thought they are the relevant papers for you. You answered this question already. You confirmed in the beginning that you are fine with being named as one of the experts to the Commission in the acknowledgements. What we are now finally getting to is the question, if you would have other researchers in mind that you still could see becoming members of this working group? So we ask every member that already confirmed, because we still have, so to say, some open seats, particularly for Eastern and Southern Europe. So if you think about also Romania or Slovakia or the Czech Republic, I think we could still... We would be happy to get names there or affiliations, but that could also be provided in an email later, so it's not necessarily now. But if you have an idea, that would be fantastic, if you would share this.

23:48 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah, I have to think about, especially for those countries. Yeah, I have to think about some colleagues in... My first thought would... About a colleague in (anonymized)
24:04 Speaker 1: Yes.

24:05 INTERVIEWEE: Her name is (anonymized).

24:07 Speaker 1: Okay.

24:07 INTERVIEWEE: And I have to search for the contact details, you know, to provide you later on.

24:12 Speaker 1: Yes.

24:15 INTERVIEWEE: As far as I know, in the recent year she's concentrated on sustainable transport development as well, but from different perspectives.

24:21 Speaker 1: Okay. Yes.

24:22 INTERVIEWEE: So, I think that she could add something to the common [24:26] ____.

24:29 Speaker 1: Yes. Yes. No, that would be fantastic. If you just send me a short email with the affiliation of that person, we would be happy to contact her.

24:39 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah.

24:40 Speaker 1: Okay.

24:40 INTERVIEWEE: So I shall also think about other colleagues as well.

24:42 Speaker 1: Yes, that's fantastic. Then, first of all, do you want to add anything at the moment? Do you think we should have asked you something more than what we did so far? Anything else that you want to say in this context of social science and humanities research on transport and mobility? 

25:04 INTERVIEWEE: I think that we have discussed actually the most important issue, and I hope that we could contribute to the improvement of the environment for the research in these spheres.

25:20 Speaker 1: Yes. Excellent. Because then I will explain you how the procedure goes on from here. We are excellent in time. That's perfect. So, after compiling these interviews, we will get back to you probably in the second half of February.

25:41 INTERVIEWEE: Okay.

25:41 Speaker 1: I tend to... Probably at the end of February, you will get another email with a link to this online survey. And it's a very short survey. It's actually very few questions, but mostly open fields, and we will open text fields. And we will ask you to basically come up with roughly five or six relevant research questions for the future...

26:02 INTERVIEWEE: Okay.

26:04 Speaker 1: That you personally think are really relevant to address in the future of the field.

26:09 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah. You mean in the sphere of transport and mobility or...

26:13 Speaker 1: Yes.

26:14 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah, okay.

26:14 Speaker 1: No, transport and mobility.

26:15 INTERVIEWEE: Can we just focus on the transport and mobility? 

26:17 Speaker 1: Yes. Exactly. Exactly.

26:18 INTERVIEWEE: Okay, great.

26:20 Speaker 1: And then we will collect these research questions from all 30 experts.

26:26 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah.

26:27 Speaker 1: And then it's about us to... We start then clustering them in March and we start compiling them in a short, you could say, report or at least a list.

26:36 INTERVIEWEE: Okay.

26:37 Speaker 1: And this one will go back to you. And then there's a second round where we also send you a link again to an online survey that's probably in March or maybe beginning of April, and then we ask you to rank and prioritize the questions.

26:54 INTERVIEWEE: Okay.

26:55 Speaker 1: And finally, as a third step, then we will have an online webinar. So, an online meeting with all 30 people. That's also gonna be interesting.

27:03 INTERVIEWEE: Yes.

27:03 Speaker 1: Where all experts meet and where we finally discuss, so to say, the final set of questions, and where we can have a discussion and argumentation around the priorities on this list.

27:17 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah.

27:19 Speaker 1: And then we have the job to basically finalize this and write this up until June, and we'll provide you again with this list of questions, and it goes to the Commission then. That's in short, the procedure. So it's not that time intensive, and I'm very much looking forward to receiving your inputs then into the next rounds of the survey. And obviously, I'm very happy to share the results in between that we are having with you then.

27:48 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah. So it's interesting having this type of working groups in order to share your point of view and to try and to change a little bit of your point of view.

28:02 Speaker 1: Exactly, that would be fantastic if we can, so to say, challenge a bit our assumptions and get some new inputs. And for us, it's also interesting to learn and to see all these interesting research questions. In the end this is I think for everyone an interesting experience.

28:18 INTERVIEWEE: Yeah.

28:21 Speaker 1: Excellent. We are super in time, we are even below the 45 minutes, [chuckle] that's fantastic. I want to thank you for your inputs for your time and we will get back to you soon with follow up emails and the next steps.

28:35 INTERVIEWEE: Okay, thank you very much for the opportunity. I hope that I will contribute a little bit...

28:41 Speaker 1: Yes.

28:41 INTERVIEWEE: To your purposes. And yes, I will be looking for you to contact me for the further steps and all that.

28:50 Speaker 1: Wonderful. You contributed already in a very valuable way. Fantastic. And have a good day and we talk soon.

28:58 INTERVIEWEE: Thank you very much, Speaker 1.

29:00 Speaker 1: Yes. Bye-bye (anonymized).

29:01 INTERVIEWEE: Bye, bye.
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