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00:01 Speaker 1: Yes, so if you could just start to say a little bit about yourself, your background, disciplinary background, your position? 

00:10 Speaker 2: Yeah. (cut)
01:15 S2: Today, (cut) at some point I realized it was very much an uphill struggle to get the social aspect into the transport research. And then I shifted towards XXXX because there was a bigger understanding or readiness to actually accept that transport is not just a technical thing, but it's also a social thing, and it's also a cultural thing, and that it's not something that we can only look at in the closed systems that transport research is often working in. So, that's the reason why I moved over towards more (cut)
02:36 S2: So today I'm a (cut)
03:23 S1: Can you also say a little bit about current research or recent research projects that you're involved in? 

03:31 S2: You could say that what I've been doing is, I have very much... I'm very engaged with practice. (cut)
05:13 S2: And the other project I'm in right now is (cut).
06:19 S2: So these are the projects I'm involved in right now. Before that, (cut)
06:50 S1: Good. Okay, well then I think we should move on to the next section about the development of the social sciences literatures. So could you tell me a little bit about the social science research in the transport mobility area and how it has evolved over the last 20, 30 years? 

[laughter]

07:19 S2: No problem.

[laughter]

07:20 S1: It's always... [chuckle]

07:22 S2: I would say, if I have to pick one thing, of course, I would say the mobilities paradigm made a big difference, but it didn't come from the transport research, it came from sociology and geography primarily. I think that made a big change in the way that we actually understand movement. (cut) …has a huge impact on understanding movement and transport from so many different angles that just is a pure technical thing that goes on. I think the first book John Urry wrote in 2000, Sociology Beyond Societies, it took me a while to realize why that was a provoking book for so many people because (cut). And what John basically suggested in that book is that we can't keep it in this closed container, we have to look at the different kind of movements, global, local movements that we're doing in order to actually understand how society evolves.

08:56 S2: So in that sense, that was a quite provocative book at that point. Today, 20 years later, I would say we're in a situation where this is not a new thing anymore. You still bump into people who thinks that this is the wrong approach to stuff but I would say I was actually surprised about how quickly it actually got that big of a stake in research and in way of thinking about society(cut) There are also more and more transport researchers who start using that, not maybe entirely in full, but actually opening up towards the idea that it's not something we can just keep in these closed systems. So I think in that sense, it actually has quite a lot of impact on the way we think about transport. You could also say that in the light of the climate change agenda that we are now, I think this is basically also one of these things that will get more strength. I noticed that a lot of places, they keep talking about how we need to know more about people's behavior, as its called within transport research. And basically what I'm thinking is we actually know quite a lot already, but we're just not using it. But I think this opens us towards actually understanding the broader perspective definitely comes, not comes, but the mobilities paradigm played a big role in getting that in there somehow.

10:38 S2: And then I would say one of the things you could say is actually that in many ways, not a lot of things happened in transport because they basically have systems and models that are determining a lot of ways of actually approaching the area. They did develop those models and there's no doubt that smart data and all the different kind of data we can get now are opening up these models. But there are still some overall ideas about what it has to answer that is actually determining what we can actually figure out with these kind of models. So I do think this whole... I think social science has had issues getting into transportation research. But I think transportation or mobilities within social science has made its way into urban planning and urban politics and a lot of other things that actually now are forcing transport research to actually also open up for this perspective. So I see it more as a movement from the outside than basically from the inside. They could have continued... Because it's such a strong research tradition that is done very much in the same way globally.

12:00 S1: Yeah, globally.

12:01 S2: So I think that what is happening now is that Social Science Research is actually getting connected in so many other fields that they now have to start opening up to towards it. So, of course, from my perfective (cut) But I definitely see it becoming more and more something that has to be taken into account.

12:32 S1: So that kind of old transport research paradigm, is that in the engineer? 

12:40 S2: Engineering? Yeah. Primarily the engineering and it's also been opening up... It's very much an engineering discipline and apart from (cut)  Although I also teach at XXX  Master in (cut) And when you look at the people,(cut).

13:14 S1: Okay.

13:15 S2: We basically stopped accepting a lot of them because they are so locked into this modeling way of understanding things. And doing sustainable mobilities in their eyes is basically just replacing the normal car with an e-car, which is, from my point of view, it's not doing it. It's just creating new kinds of problems. So we need to rethink it. And so I think this tradition of engineering where everything can be put into these tiny fitting boxes and we can replace one technology with another without thinking of the bigger consequences is, it's one of the big challenges we have now to... Because what they can do is when I look at the way policies are made, for instance, what they can do is they can produce these models and come up with these predictabilities about what is good for society.

14:08 S2: If you look at a place like XXXX, for instance, even if we have so much going on about sustainable mobility, we still have these models and in these models the car always comes out as the best alternative. It's never economically viable to make a new train connection because it doesn't come up from these models in a good way. And this is, of course, something about the way the models are constructed and what kind of elements that you put into the models that are defining the results that are coming out. And I think so far if... And let's see, now I'm getting a little bit... Let's see what happens with the new Climate Agenda, but so far you could say that it has proven not to be able to actually change the CO2 impacts from transport and the way we're using it. So I think this openness towards other ways of actually combining these models with something more than just what you can put into them and what you wanna have out of them could be the future. That is, whether or not the transport people want it or not.

15:21 S1: Okay, thanks for that. We also see changes in, you mentioned some changes in policy priorities, but they also say, see changes in funding landscapes? 

15:38 S2: I really don't know. It's a really difficult question. I would say (cut). So I think it's getting better, but I think it's still quite difficult, and I would say EU calls maybe have the wording, but when you go down and you look at what it is they actually wanna get out of the project, it is still this very technical solutions that are sought for.

16:49 S2: And I think that we are getting more and more to a place where, if we have to, if sustainable mobilities is something that we are basically taking seriously, it needs a way in the way we're using transport modes in our everyday life. And the role of the car and the truck, it needs to change. And I think that is still very difficult. But it depends on which day you're asking me. Some days I'm a little bit more optimistic. But I would say so far, getting money for these projects that are not within the traditional science way who owns that field is still complicated, I would say. Even if they say they wanna do it, it doesn't really happen. But in the wording, in the storytelling or in the way we talk about it, maybe it has changed but we still need to see it on the funding side as well to be taken seriously.

17:52 S1: Do you see that there is a dominant or marginalized disciplines within social sciences and humanities? Is there something...

18:03 S2: Yeah. I would say it's still actually one of these things that are still extremely interesting that there is so much talk of or a call for transdisciplinarity. But it is still extremely difficult, at least if you are... It's easier, for instance, (cut), it is so much easier if you are one of the mono disciplines like sociology, geography, engineering. It is just easier to get money because you fit into a certain group and when you get into these review boards, there are very few of these review boards that actually have trans-disciplinary people reviewing trans-disciplinary projects. So you get into a review board where you're doing a trans-disciplinary project, and then maybe it's reviewed by sociologists or geographers. They have a specific tradition for what you need to put into it that is still coming out of something then. So I would say this mono-disciplinarity is still very strong. Even if we talk about having more transdisciplinarity, it's still a mono-disciplinarity that is the strongest. And they also get to decide a lot on what is funded, I would say.

19:28 S2: And I've been in many situations where the taken for granted-ness of what is a good result of what needs to come out of it is very un-reflective. I remember (cut)  there was of course an economist and their taken for granted-ness of what is good to come out of a project, they don't even question that. Where you think very much within transdisciplinary projects, the whole idea is basically to question some of these things that we take for granted. "This is gonna be good. This is the right way to do it," but actually, "Okay, how can we actually combine these things in a new way?" And I think that is a challenge for a lot of people who are raised in a tradition where there is very much a right and a wrong for how to do things. And I had a conversation with one of my colleagues who is doing [20:23] (cut) 
[laughter]

20:34 S2: It's really interesting, but it's through a new digital technology to measure the thickness of the ice and where there's cracks in it. And we basically had, because it's also even if he has the physics background, he is also transdisciplinary within IT and communication and stuff like that. So we also have one of these put together educations, and we were basically talking about how it is so extremely difficult to get funding for something you don't know what it is yet. So you have to have funding for something where you basically already know the result. But this is funding for saying, "Okay, we need to think of something new. What happens if I take this one and put it together with this one? I'm not sure what the result is gonna be, but I have a very good feeling that this could actually be something really interesting." It could be that it didn't work, but now we're gonna try. These kind of funding opportunities are not there and this means that there is right now how the funding landscape looks and all the control there is, that we basically already need to know what we're getting out of it before we've done it means that finding new path and new inventive ways of doing things is up hill.

21:48 S2: And I think especially one of the biggest problems we have right now that we don't have with all the knowledge we sit with at the universities, we actually don't have the opportunity of saying, "Okay, let's try to think differently. Let's think out of the box. Let's try to combine something new and see what we can actually get from it." That's really really difficult. And when we talk about creating different futures, this is very difficult when we are kind of treading in the same tracks that we've been treading in for the last 100 years because somebody decided that was the right way to do it. So I think this is basically where it's a little bit uphill but people are trying and that's good I think. Yeah.

22:32 S1: Do you think it's versed within transport and mobility compared to other areas or other energy related areas or is this something general? 

22:44 S2: I think this is always extremely difficult to answer on... It's basically, like saying that this project that I'm doing is very complex because everybody would say that their problems are complex. But I do have a feeling that because of the engineering tradition that is so strong and because of it's basically also an old fight between positivism and relativism, it's an old fight between the quantitative and the qualitative and because it's been so strong, I think that fight has in many ways gotten better and also left somehow behind, but it is still this, "What is true knowledge? What is objective knowledge?" These ways of having the truth and the objective knowledge about stuff is still just stronger than having the causative in-depth impressions of what is actually going on. And even if somebody like me would say there is no such thing as objectivity because you always decide how a model should be constructed.

23:50 S2: You always decide what kind of answers can actually come out of the model, because the question you're asking to the model is what decides for the answers. But that's still, I wouldn't say marginalised because I'm not the only one who thinks like that, but it's still not the strongest position. The strongest position is that we do this, then we get this objective knowledge that we can use to measure how things are. And I think the more we are everywhere in this phase of controlling and I think EU is actually also one of these places where you shouldn't stop thinking about how much money is actually used on controlling EU knowledge. If they took all the knowledge they put into EU projects into the university, we could do a lot of interesting things but you probably shouldn't write that in your...

[laughter]

24:37 S2: (cut)And I think in that sense transport engineering is very much within that paradigm as who has been the dominant and the strong paradigm for the last 100 years. And even if we are pushing the boundaries for it, we're still not the ones with the most power.

25:15 S1: Yes. Thank you. Then we will move onto, if you look at the geographies then, is there any differences, more insights coming from certain parts of Europe or certain parts of the world as globalized? 

25:39 S2: Yeah. I think there is differences. There is a difference between the global South and the global North. There is a difference between having the opportunities and the systems of things that(cut) . I think the questions of inequality and the questions of power, I'm not saying they're not relevant in the global North because I really think they are, but we actually don't pick them up very much. Also the questions of gender, we do, but not as much as they actually do in the global South, because there inequalities are more open, or not open, more easy to see, whereas in our kind of states, they are more hidden under different layers of stuff. So I think there is a difference in the approach. I think there's also a big difference... It always, annoyed me, is the wrong word, but I remember a lot of the research I've been doing has basically been very focused on XXXX and xxxx European countries. And I have seen reviews and also heard it from people about my work saying, "Yeah, but why don't you do something? It would look different if you went to Brazil, or if you went to Uganda, or something like that." And I was like, "Yeah, that's true." But what I actually find interesting is also to pick up some of these things that are actually going on in our (cut)
27:38 S2: So if we can't change, how can we ever think that we could put out any kind of idea that somebody else should? So there is a tendency of all the things that are problematic, and all the things that are unequal, and all the things that are a little bit upbeat, we investigate that in countries that are not our own because we're actually doing quite well, we think. And I think that means that there is actually a lack of understanding the inequalities that's also going on in our parts of the world. And of course (cut)
28:58 S2: And I was really thinking, "Okay, this is really sad that I'm the one they can ask about this in XXXX." Because there's nobody who's actually taking these questions that are also problematic. So I think there is a difference, I have a PhD student right now who's finishing a PhD(cut). These [29:19] (cut) Why are they important? So of course, there are totally different things at stake. Also in relation to how much crime and how much poverty and all sorts of things. So yes, there is a difference between what is in focus in the different countries, where some places it's more about supporting infrastructure, whereas in other places, it's more about getting even more, and getting even more optimized and efficient, and there are still these ideas of time and money which is what make people make their decision. This is basically the idea within the transport research, that this is how they make decisions. Yeah. So yes, I think there's a difference. There's a difference in the research performed and there's also a difference in the questions asked.

30:19 Speaker 3: Can I just jump in and ask, I don't know, maybe you mentioned it, why you think this is the case? For example in XXXXX, that there's no gender in transport research? 

30:29 S2: I think it's because that (cut). And I think that women early got into the labor market. I think we were all taught that women can basically do whatever they want, they have the same opportunities as men. What is the reality is that women still get paid less. They still have many more difficulties getting the higher positions. They don't have the managing positions in different places. (cu) This is not an issue, because if we start taking it up, it opens up a whole box of things that are actually still going on. Even if we all agree that there is the same opportunities. And what you would see is mostly excuses, no not excuses, explanations, that is about how women prioritize differently, blah blah blah blah blah.

31:46 S2: So I think it's basically... I think she was quite right in this Kitchen Table Agenda thing. We sit around the table, we discuss things, we have all these agreements. If you look at maternity leave, for instance, in XXXX it's also very few(cut). But if you ask people who get kids, they would all say that they have an equal gender relations in their marriage and they take care of everything together, and blah blah blah blah blah. (cut) And I think that's very much producing a situation where we don't talk about it.

33:05 S1: Yeah.

33:05 S2: Yeah.

33:11 S3: I think we should ask more.

33:15 S1: Every sub-question was kind of weaved into this, so everything was, for me at least, given an answer to about that. Yeah, because the way you talk about the field is that both the kind of ontologies and the kind of questions asked, in for example, the transport research versus more social science usage, that it's very inter-weaved into each other, reproducing certain paradigms.

33:50 S1: Yeah. Yeah.

33:52 S3: Yeah.

33:54 S1: Can I ask about this, about the policy on the research communities. If you could say some more about that. How that changed during the last years, would you say? 

34:06 S2: Like what do you mean with the policies within the research communities in relations to? 

34:12 S1: I think policy national, and EU policy on transports.

34:15 S3: Yeah, I would say, for instance, the way policy makers use transport and abilities, research for instance, or how...

34:23 S2: Yeah.

34:25 S3: Do you have two policy makers, for instance? 

34:29 S2: I would say, I think that my experience is that on the local municipal level, they actually use it a lot. I think the higher up we get in the systems, the less they use it and I think that I... A couple of years ago, I did this project called [34:49] ____ M, (cut) So I think actually on a municipal level, a lot of planners and politicians on that level are very interested in getting this knowledge.

35:24 S2: But I also see that the more... In many ways, if you would be really rough, you would say that many of these guys, I'm sorry but most of them are, that are in these high political level, they live in these corridors of mobilities. That means that they get driven to places. They are in the business lounge at the airport. They fly first class. They live at the same kind of hotels all over the world. So they basically move in these corridors, and that's extremely convenient for them. It works really, really well because this is in many ways, the way they can get their working life to function. And I think for them all the other thing that goes on that they have...

36:13 S2: I remember then when Nixon... Where is he from? He's from the UK. He wrote somewhere that it's not strange that we have so many cars when the people who are deciding for more car transport are men in suits who use car in their every day life. And I think he basically has a point in that, because they have these lives in these corridors, whether they're men or women, then they probably have a partner somewhere who is taking care of all the domestic everyday things. And what I always said about changing transport habits is that what we need to remember is, when we ask people to change their transport habits, we ask them to re-organize their every day life.

36:53 S2: So it's not just what you do. It's re-organizing everything that you got to work in a specific way. And I think that the higher up on the policy level you get, the more you actually move in those corridors that are efficient and nicely cleaned. And they like that. So this is also that experience they bring with them on when they go to the table and discuss how transports should look in the future, whereas the people working municipalities, they have this... They have much more connection with the everyday life that's actually going on in the city they are creating and how what works and what doesn't work. And they have more connection with the cities as well who are saying, "Okay, not in a general abstract way, this doesn't work but this street down there, it doesn't work because blah, blah, blah, blah, blah, blah, blah." And I think, so the closer you get to the local context, the more impact I would say that the social science and humanities actually have on what's going on.

38:01 S3: Hmm. Interesting. So should we move on to the next? 

38:07 S1: Yeah, you sent us the five suggestions for literature, so thank you very much.

38:13 S2: I think that was really, really difficult. I had to pick five.

38:14 S1: Yes, yes. But maybe... What did you find difficult? That would be interesting.

38:19 S2: I think there is so much stuff that is interesting. And what I didn't do is that I didn't put in any of the geography stuff because of course, Tim Cresswell also did a lot of stuff, Peter Adey, Peter Merriman. There are the handbooks on urban mobility or on... (cut) So there is a lot of ways. There's the whole art perspective on mobilities, which I think is actually extremely important because it has been a new entry point into actually talking about these things using different ways of understanding it. Instead of rational text explanations they use art to actually make these small scale experiments or tactical urbanism or what you want that people can actually experience something different with these mobilities things and understand the larger perspective.

39:13 S2: Though I think in that sense, there's actually a lot of really cool things that are putting this whole perspective together in a new(cut) . And the reason why I took the two John Urry books and the Vincent Kaufmann book is basically because those are the ones that were some of the first ones that came out that was part of forming everything. And the Vincent Kaufmann book is basically very much on motility, this whole idea of the potential for mobility, how much it actually means. It's not only the movement itself, but it's basically also of the idea we have about moving that means a lot. So I think that's the reason why I took those three books and I took Mimi's book in because it's new and it's basically picking up on some of all these injustices that are, which I think is extremely important. Or what's the last one I put in? 

40:05 S1: Staging Mobilities.

40:07 S2: (cut)
40:33 S2: A lot of this knowledge about how transport is not only about moving or mobility is not only about moving, but it's also the spaces that you make when you're moving and how they have importance for your everyday life, how you can get... For many people that space while they're moving is the only time they have to themselves where they think about life and they argue with their wife or their husband or their boss. Or they argue or they talk to their kids about important stuff that they couldn't talk about when they were at home. So this whole movement as a social thing that has really big importance for people's lives, and how they feel and what they wanna do. And so there is actually a lot of literature that is showing all these things in different ways, showing all these things and the significance and how this is so much part of designing the life that we have, or the life that we wanna have, and the ideas and the dreams and the wishes and the hopes and all the stuff we have for our lives, which... I'll stop there. So...

41:38 S1: Yeah.

41:40 S2: But I think in this sense (cut) And what He also drew in mobilities is this thing that he shows the complexity of car transport is not just about car transport. It's about a whole industry of different businesses surrounding this technology that makes the good reason to why it's so difficult to get rid of now, because we have so much things depending on this car. It's not only about the car, it's not only about moving, it's also about so many service industries and other kinds of industries that are. And elections and politics that are put into that technology and all the things that it brings along.

42:25 S1: May I just ask, you said art perspective. Do you have may be a suggestion or two that I could put for an art perspective? 

42:34 S2: I think there was this book called Mobilities In Art. (cut)
43:29 S1: If you have a name, so so, that will be interesting. If you have names of authors or... You can send reference of their stuff afterwards. 'Cause we chose the kind of pieces of literature to try to narrow it down and really at end have 25 works that we'll include in this annotated bibliography. But we know that people repeat some of the same and it will be nice to also have some kind of a new different perspectives that are coming that maybe haven't had so much impact yet. (cut)
44:22 S2: But then I'm definitely gonna send you the title of those two books because both of them are anthologies, so that means that you get a lot more into the field, so you can see a lot of people.

44:32 S1: Thanks. Thanks. Yeah, that was kind of the last thing was that the next step is to form... (cut)
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