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

08:25 S1: Great. Okay, so let's move on the next bunch of questions then. It's about development of the literature. So if you could tell me a little bit about the social science and Humanities research in the transport mobility area, how it's evolved over the last 20, 30 years. Easy question? 

08:56 S2: The short history of... [laughter] Well I guess to me it's probably in the 70s. We had the first kind of books maybe that had a more critical view on auto-mobility because we had air pollution, we had congested cities. We had transport systems that couldn't cope with the massive interest in private cars, and that led to analysis of the role of the car just in very basic transport terms. In terms of infrastructure needs, in terms of societal implications on the level of congestion and air pollution and so on. But that did not really change anything. As we know cars became cleaner, there were some successes in terms of reducing injury and accident rates, not recently though, but over the past 30 years, there has been a decline, and in general, raising awareness perhaps on problems faced by evolving transport systems. And then these problems over time became more pressing, I think, and people sought to discuss solutions. They tried to understand systems, and it only became perhaps relevant in the early 2000s when we had the works of Ari and others who put more emphasis on the question of how transport systems are not just evolving in terms of demand rather than how people are implicated in these systems and how very often there's not really a choice of how you want to use transport systems rather than a need to be implicated.

11:24 S2: Perhaps most evident in the age of social media now, we are very often in need movement in order to maintain social status or to generate social standing in these platforms. That is to me the major contribution made by the mobility studies, the whole field of understanding how people are implicated in transport systems and how these also replicate themselves through the social structures and social processes that are ongoing. Perhaps the most recent step is now that what I"m trying to push, the understanding of the role of psychology in this whole thing. How we not just should look at sociology as a discipline to understand transport behavior rather than also psychology and bring them together into something that can generate new insights and probably lower the barriers for system change because, I think, that is the big academic consensus, that we need system change irrespective of which aspect of the transport system you're looking into. And that can only, in my opinion, become a reality if we look into both sociology and psychology. So that is sort of how I see the development of the field and the splitting up of the field and the important things. Obviously you could look into sub-disciplines like the mode, transition, management, literature and the field of system change. You could look into ICT and transport change.

13:25 S2: In regard to apps and the websites and everything that has evolved on that side, you could look into sociology, as discussed in terms of how social media and smart phones have changed our behavior, there's very different importance really, but I think in very general terms, I see an evolution from transport Studies towards mobility and hopefully in the future towards... Well, however you want to frame that, some kind of psychology of transport studies.

14:04 S1: And do you see a lot of fragmentation, contestation or debate between different strands within this research field? 

14:15 S2: Well, yeah, there's fragmentation on different levels. When it comes to surface bound transport, you always need to see transport systems as an equilibrium. That is actually one important finding in those studies I might also have highlighted the Mogrich work on how public transportation and the car always evolve in terms of how well developed one is or which advantages one has over the other. Then we also have a split in terms of the approaches chosen, now that China comes very strongly into the picture of doing research, you would never see a Chinese scholar doing qualitative research, they always ever approach things through quantitative studies and that very often, in my opinion, simplifies context. It's very much the planning forward of, we are here, we want to go there, this is the statistic of basis, so we make changes here, here and here and here, and then we get from A to B. That's the linear thinking that I see coming out of Asia. Whilst, I think in Europe, we have this understanding of complexity and where we try to bring in much more dimensions into transport studies and bring them together rather than to separate them. So it's geographical in terms of its evolution, the field, but it's also very different ideas about what to consider when we discuss different disciplines and I see a big disconnect between economists and everybody else.

16:16 S2: Cause often economists have a very abstract take on the world. Obviously, they are trained to think in terms of economic growth and that to me, is also a problem with the European Union, where you see the different directorate generals working against each other because they can never see the viewpoint that the other one has. Environment is supposed to deal with environment and climate is supposed to deal with climate change and economy is supposed to support economic growth, and it never works that way in reality and you never get anywhere where you could find a real solution when there's this kind of disconnect between disciplines, I think. So I think I really want to outline economics as a problem, also because from looking outside, I can not always say that I'm understanding the logic that is applied. For instance if you look at aviation, there's a lot of arguments saying that we can't have a tax, for instance, on aviation, on carbon-dioxide because that would slow economic growth. On the other hand, most of what aviation does, at least in Norway, or Germany, or in Sweden is to actually export value, because so many people spend money as we have. So I never really understand the reasoning of economists often, because they seem to very much stuck in the volume growth logic that only ever means that things have to grow, but they never question the underlying assumptions.

18:16 S3: Yeah.

18:16 S3: Can I jump in just ask... You mentioned sociology and psychology that they need to come together, and do you see any reason why it hasn't or some problems with coming together, or how do you see the relationship between those two? 

18:33 S2: Well you could argue that sometimes there is interconnect, but it's rare to really find papers or even books or book chapters that bring them together and if, it's often more subconsciously, I don't really think they understand that situation that they are bringing together to fields. So I'm not really sure. I think usually we are trained to think within one discipline, and that makes it hard to look outside our own fields to take onboard what has been done elsewhere and to bring it together, but I see that changing too, we're moving towards complexity and fragmentation at the same time, you could argue, but at least there is people now bringing together different disciplinary backgrounds, so the day has changed. Yeah.

19:36 S1: So you talked about some geographical differences, mainly between Asia and Europe, do you also find fragmentation or different orientations within Europe? Or in terms of more marginalized or views on transport and mobility research? Is it different? For instance eastern...

20:03 S2: Not really, obviously you have clusters where people look into a specific topics. That is just the usual thing that you have, specific departments that specialize in certain areas. Or that universities that focused historically on certain topics. There's also a question of the size of the countries. Because we have huge differences there. No really, I think Europe is much more united, I think, in terms of viewpoints. I'm not saying at all that we have identical viewpoints. To the contrary, I'm sometimes getting crazy working with some people because they seem to think so differently. But it seems easier to argue than to bring together different viewpoints. When I review some of the papers coming out of China, for instance, it's very hard for me to even grasp their thinking and then to even suggest changes that could bring that paper to publication. You have to be careful not to just be in the general reject mode. But it's very hard for me to often see the meaningfulness of what they are suggesting, which is a European viewpoint, obviously and it's alright. But there's more of a disconnect there I think than what we have inside Europe. It's a different way of thinking, simply.

21:45 S3: Yeah, it's interesting to say that it's easier to argue. Yeah, I like that. I understand what you're saying. Which I don't think we've thought about it in this way.

22:00 S1: So, if you continue a bit more about dominant or marginalized perspectives or disciplines or ontologies within this field. You mentioned economy as, I guess, quite dominant, or at least it used to be quite dominant. Is there any other disciplines that you would claim is marginalized or less dominant in a way? 

22:32 S2: Just to very quickly start with economics. One problem I see with economics is also the focus. 
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4:48 S3: I'm kind of interested in this, maybe, how would you see aviation in relation to other transport and mobility fields in terms of public transport or cars? Do you feel like... How would you... Yeah, I'm just interested in how you would place maybe aviation in relation to other transport modes. Or do you see some differences between how much they are prioritized in research? 

25:17 S2: Well, obviously in terms of relevance, once we're talking about more than 1,000 kilometers of transport distance you will usually talk aviation. And also when there's varied connections and so on, transport involved then aviation becomes relevant. But still aviation could replace a large part of service bound transport, sorry, service bound public transport systems could replace a large share of aviation. We know a lot about aviation. I think what we don't really know anything about, and that it's not just aviation, it's all transport sectors, there's...

26:03 S2: With all the knowledge that we have, because this knowledge very clearly states that we need to go for a very significant change in transport systems and that this change has to be policy initiated, policy supported. Why do policy makers not engage in more significant action to actually change transport system? So the disconnect is really between what scientists do and what policy makers decide. There is the biggest gap probably between the theoretical and the application of what we know, of the knowledge that we have generated as scientist into policy making. And I think there is a lot of research for instance in terms of the role of lobbyism, how specific groups manage to prevent change or to plant notions of future solutions that are accepted by policy makers in terms of... Well we've done some research on this in terms of transport to boost the things you can do as policy makers, because they would kill your career. And the kind of research that would help us understand why we are not moving forward in spite of all the insights and all the knowledge that we have.

27:47 S1: That's interesting.

27:48 S3: Yeah.

27:50 S1: What's my next question? About... Sorry, I've just lost...

28:01 S3: No you mentioned... I could jump in. But you say the biggest gap is between policy and the kind of scholarly work, the theoretical work, but do you see any change in the funding landscape for research that maybe aims to bridge that gap? Is there...
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29:21 S1: I have remembered my question. It was about... Is there different silos of researchers? If you think in terms of modes of transport. So do you have separate groups of researchers that focus on transport, some focus on cars, some on public transportation, and walking and cycling? You're obviously not one of those, but what do you think? 

29:51 S2: Yeah, I think most colleagues have one focus, don't they? They look into one specific transport mode, yeah. I would say yes. You could point at the experts and sometimes they are looking into rural-urban transport systems a little bit more broadly than perhaps, but usually you will have people working with one system. Yeah. I'm not aware of too many, David Bannister for instance, has done lots of work on both cars and then also public transport, so there's a connect over different disciplines, but often I would say it's more narrowed down. Also because probably you want to be the expert in one field, it's hard to be the expert in different areas. I'm not sure. Maybe, this is just a hunch. I can't really say that I have looked into that.

31:03 S3: Okay, so I wanted to check the literatures you suggested maybe you could say something.

31:09 S1: I have them here.

31:10 S3: Oh, Yeah. I was trying to find them. You wrote a little bit in the mail. I saw why you chose the given literatures, but maybe you could say a few words. So you will start with.

31:24 S2: Obviously, there is many, many options to use. So I still think that one of the most significant works is probably Urry's and Sheller's work on The mobility turn.

31:41 S3: You mean Urry? 

31:43 S1: Yeah.

31:44 S2: Urry. John Urry. Yeah. When I send it, I looked at the citation on Google Scholar and it's approaching 5,000 citations, so other people obviously consider this as a key paper.

32:03 S1: It's been mentioned by many.

32:05 S3: Everyone, I think.

32:07 S1: Yeah.

32:07 S2: Yeah. But then there's different options for you, what you might put in there. At least I thought that thinking back, which of the papers that really have had an influence on me in terms of really making me think and widen my horizons. There's probably the next three have been quite central in that. The next three references and then the last one perhaps. It just... Yeah, probably you shouldn't mention your own work...

32:46 S3: No. Absolutely you should.

32:48 S1: That's fine.
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33:51 S3: You mentioned now, earlier, that you mentioned in the 2000s that Ari, is it Ari Deep? That came in the 2000... I thought, maybe I misunderstood. That there was some work that came in the early 2000s that changed...

34:07 S1: No, I think it's...

34:09 S3: It's Urry. Oh, okay, okay, okay, then I misunderstood.

34:13 S2: Yeah, it's interesting, I saw that of those I chose, most were actually published within a short period of time, within three years. So I guess that might also reflect on my waking up to specific issues. Or that might have been a period when we saw a major change in the understanding of transport systems. Could be...

34:39 S1: Could you explain a little bit more about each... The second, third and forth... Why you find them...

34:46 S2: Sure. The second was, what did I put down...

34:49 S3: Hall. Tourism: Rethinking the Social science. I think.

34:52 S2: Oh yeah, right. Michael Hall. That is coming from tourism studies. And, I think the brilliant thing, Michael Hall did was to bring together the whole importance of tourism which can be anything from a day trip to your annual holiday to a year as a gap worker. And to identify the different occupations and reasons for people to travel. All of that from a geographical viewpoint, ultimately. Even because of the social study of mobility, but it's really geography-based. And I think there's a lot of important concepts brought together there. And that's why I want to highlight the book. I think it's a brilliant text for anyone seeking to understand tourism as such, which is a luxury of transportation. As I said, he also covers a lot of topics like commuting and so forth. It's probably just the first chapter that is really, really intriguing for anyone. And it's a nice overview. So that was the reason for number two. Then, number three I think I put Bannister's, because, well he's done a lot of research on different topics. Inequality, externalities. So I want to credit him with bringing the whole issue of sustainability, towards the front.

36:39 S2: But then, obviously it's not just that Bannister wrote that stuff, it's also because it was coming out of the University of Oxford, as you know, the world's best university, that probably created a fair deal of attention. So, there's different things that came together here I think in terms of impact. And then the fourth, Linda Stakes work, Linda is also a very, very frequently cited colleague, because she brought in environmental psychology. And she's one of the, maybe even the most cited in environmental psychology. And unfortunately, she stopped working with transport, but her paper back then was very important because she used negative concept of instrumental effective and symbolic reasons, motivations for doing things and applied it to transportation, in the specific context of cars. That I think was, a game changer because it highlighted the importance of looking into the non-instrumental functions, because transport was always treated as getting one person from A to B and the car is so much more than that.
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