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

12:05 S1: Okay. That's very interesting. We will then run into next bunch of questions that we have around the development of the field of transport and mobility studies. So this is a quite big question, but still you will be able to answer it, and of course, this will only be your account of the story, but could you tell us something about how social science and humanities, research, and transport and mobility has evolved over the last at least 30 years. According to you, it's your account, obviously, from your perspective. It's a quite big question. [chuckle] Do you have any reflections of that? 

[removed for anonymity]
14:12 S2: So then first about general trends, I think there is a rising interest towards ethical and ecological aspects of mobility. Ethics of mobility and moral dimension of mobility is a large topic to me definitely. That is also something I dealt with because my aim was about mobility of elderly people. This is a vulnerable social group, and I'm now finishing a publication on the assemblage of aging vehicles and aging bodies in Eastern Europe. So there's moral and ethical dimensions, let's say so. But of course, there is a huge wave of interest towards and I think connected to migration and multi-local living. I think recently there's lots talks of this multi-local living and I'm also now residing in a country of multi-locals, so to say.

[removed for anonymity]
19:45 S1: Alright like the topics you are mentioning like informal transport, the waiting, they all seem to be very connected to kind of the Eastern European context. In terms of the scholarly literature, is this right, or do you see any differences in terms of these topics become relevant in the EU countries versus the Soviet countries? 

20:09 S2: Well, waiting as empirical subject for mobility status was not developed in eastern Europe, I would say. I published on waiting twice, and all persons that I refered to, they actually originated from western context.

20:28 S1: Yes.

20:29 S2: That would be so, for example, Australian researcher who... Who introduced that topic widely to mobility status. And there was also... There were several feminist projects or feminist perspective on waiting as well and this was done by Western European or... Western researchers. Sounds a bit odd I understand.

21:01 S?: Yeah.

21:02 S2: But by researches I mean from eastern Europe or south eastern Europe. Yes, so... And the second topic you mentioned informal transit.

21:14 S1: Yeah, I took that if you observe any kind of big differences topical-wise in relation to the different kind of geographical areas in Europe, because you kind of have an overview over many different contexts, so that was kind of what I was getting at.

21:35 S2: Well maybe one thing that comes to my mind is that colleagues whom I heard, colleagues from Western Europe, they were very much interested in historical context and historical continuity. Technological history, for example, is not something very popular and... Of Soviet or of socialist countries, not to... Not that I know that now, to the best of my knowledge people are quite interested in what's socialist transitions and transformations, and there is a stronger accent on ethnographic evidences I would say... Also, even then, people from Western Europe could go to eastern Europe to do some research on mobility. They got ethnographic. I don't know for which reason, maybe because it's a bit exotic for them or maybe because there are those fundamental transformations going on now, specifically at the peripheries of Europe. So maybe this could be one of the differences that I'm thinking of, like more focus on what is going on now. Yes.

23:18 S1: If you got to field not only your own research, but do you see any moments where the research directions has changed like in pivotal moments or changes that have implicated the research in a way? 

23:40 Speaker 3: It can be with technology but also in other disciplines.

23:47 S2: I'm afraid I did not get the first part of the question. You were asking whether there are research directions that are.

23:57 S1: In your perspective, have you seen any changes in research directions in the field, not only in your own research, but if you look at the transport and mobility field as such or may be on the publication stuff.

24:22 S2: I would say... So it's, again, more or less a question about the trends, yeah, that one can see. So some of those hyped topics I was mentioning all with, but I think I can also think about that turn to the materiality... That material turn in mobility as well, is there are very interesting research projects I came across recently dedicated to parking, for example. Now so, some resources are interested in parking or I don't know, in repairing practices, like how do people repair the old movable stuff? Yeah so, that was one of the things, and of course, there is... As a reflection of a more general trend, there is this green perspective or ecological perspective for mobility, which I'm very much in favor of.

25:29 S2: But I just observed that people are talking about... That things more and more. I was thinking about energy topic, actually, whether it is present in research projects around me, I cannot say I can distinguish or see it as some distinguished topic, but it is somehow very close all the time. So people do talk about efficiency, a carbon food print, environmental impact more and more, and it stops to be separated ecological realm from the social realm of... Mobility history or mobility anthropology. Also in anthropology there is now this trend towards materiality, new ecological anthropology is crossing those borders between human and non-human material forms, assemblies theory is very popular. And that we looked more and more at how infrastructures and non-material forms and establishments can also create human communities. On how they infect... No, how they affect sociality. Yes.

27:13 S1: Yes, that's interesting. Do you also see that there are differences in terms of perspectives or disciplines or anthologies that you see across the whole transport and mobility fields? Perspectives more privileged or dominant compared to others? Compared to the other things like bloody economy? Other fields, not only anthropology.

27:55 S2: I would say there is a large difference in how applied different disciplines tends to be when we talk about mobility. And probably that's a more general thing about anthropology, that today's critical anthropology is very much problem-oriented, and it's only a growing trend, I would say. So when we talk with historians for example, and sometimes they research into very interesting perspective. But the demand for. Relevancy and public legitimacy of their topic is a different thing for historian than for anthropologist. I would say, in social science and anthropology and sociology, you are expected to explain why do you research this thing here and now. And your pure interest is not enough anymore to legitimate your topic. It's a bit different for those who, for example, research ethics of mobility, because it's a topic with the philosophical touch, and people can be quite general there. And they can come around with generalizations, and there is also a strong trend towards regionalization, I would say, if people tend to situate their knowledge in a very particular geographical context as well, in this sociological anthropological field.

30:02 S2: For economists then, from what I hear, I'm not economist and there is not much economic research on mobility that I read. But yeah, I think there is more... Well, a banal thing that is more quantitative stuff. Also economists, to my mind, they use the lands of some transnational formations, such as the EU or European economic space to look at the objects. And this is probably not something that anthropologist and sociologists often do. From my empirical field, it's surprising how similar can things be, despite you cross the border of the EU and still things remain quite similar. One more, thing was about urban planning, I think? Urban planning has very different traditions in Americas and in Europe, I would say, and this impacts a lot the way we look at the cities and at policies as well. The thing such as transit-oriented development, which is very... It's a buzz-word in American mobility.

31:45 S2: That is, I would say, is something met with huge dose of skepticism among my European colleagues, I would say. When you talk about planning generally, this planning paradigm is... It causes debates. Maybe because there is a kind of planning trauma among post-socialist citizens, whatever, where everything was supposed to be planned and go according to the plan, and then plans did not realize, and talk is shifted towards adaptation, slow transformation, and this assemblage paradigm very much responds to this demand. Because it's more about radial transformations. When you do not replace something that was there with something new, but you transform what you have. For example, reconfigure. And of course such an approach requires, or causes skepticism towards planning. So that's one thing about regional differences that I can think of. And it's also disciplinary difference because there are urban planners and they're planning. Or urban geographers, and they're also kind of planning, or looking from the bird view perspective, and then social scientists look more from user experience perspective.
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