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0:00:00 Speaker 1: So, then we will just start. If you could start by telling us a little bit about your background, your current research position, disciplinary orientation, current research projects, this kind of things.

0:00:19 Speaker 2: Yeah, so I am not a mainstreamer sort of transport mobility researcher I think, but I see myself as educated during my PhD projects sort of on the boundary (cut). And transporter mobility have been many of my case studies, (cut)
0:02:10 S2: So my observation was, as with others, that in transport and mobility, understanding changes in transport and mobility, the main approaches in transport and mobility were more either economic approaches, understanding it from an economic perspective of investments, transport infrastructure, crisis or it was more a social, a physiological perspective of understanding the psychology of the traveller. And I think transition studies and transformation studies are trying to move beyond that dichotomy and seeking to understand it more from, yeah, more of an inter-disciplinary perspective which then also then includes the more the constructivist elements, I think in the mainstream transport and mobility, it's also quite positivistic, to use that term. And I have joined others to try and also include more the interpretative element into the analysis.

0:03:40 S2: MOB studies have been trying to do that but my personal flavour is that the constructivistic element in MOB studies is not strong enough, and so we need to find other approaches to that a stronger extent. And so my current research agenda is to develop the concept of social practices(cut). And of course, I am not the first and only on that, there's already a track on that, but I think that as I have observed, I don't know how others do that, but at some point more than the transition scholars and transition community has been talking to their shelf and others in the social practices field, but at some point, it moved out of each other again.

0:04:47 S2: And for me that's a missed opportunity because I think the MOB people are trying to incorporate practice elements into the MOB framework, which doesn't work very well. So I think there should be another framework next to MOB that puts practice as central stage and that is something which I haven't seen really yet and at the same time, I think some initial practices have been sort of talking about transformations, but at the same time not being very sharp and in terms of clear hypothesis or concise explanations of why particular transformation is a cure or not.

0:05:39 S1: Good. Yeah.

0:05:43 S2: I don't remember exactly which points I should now speak about, except my vision and my...

0:05:52 S1: I think we will come back to this a bit more later. This was just really nice to hear, as a start, and then if you could just explain a little bit about what kind of researchers do you collaborate with or have you collaborated with on these topics? 

0:06:12 S2: Yeah, yeah. So, yeah, quite a different mix of researchers, so our group here, it's just now calledXXXX, formerly known as XXXX, it's quite a mix of different types of people. (cut) analysis and things like that, but... And through him, I've been working on projects with engineers, with resource economists, but I feel comfortable working with both, sort of STS people, I'm working with STS people here in XXXX, but also with... Drafts board geographers, but also with innovation and transition researchers because I do find that, (cut) Yeah, so it is quite a mix of people I work with. So I'm trying to combine each different flavors in social science and humanity studies in collaborations.

0:08:09 S1: Yes. You have any for that one? 

0:08:16 Speaker 3: No.

0:08:17 S1: So then, just moving a little bit back to what you talked about previously, could you tell us a bit more about how social science and humanity research in the transport and mobility area have evolved, or your version of [chuckle] how this has evolved over the last... Well, 20, or 30 years or more recently? If that's... Yeah.

0:08:39 S2: Yeah. Yeah, so no, as I said, I'm a bit of an outsider, so it's an outsider perspective, but to me, I think it used to be relatively a positivistic take. On the one hand, more sort of the economics of transportation, also with a strong focus on infrastructures, at the cost of investments of that. Also, and strands more on a psychology of the traveler And then at some point, as I think the field itself calls it, the mobility turn, where many researchers started to see that talking about transport as such was a bit... Yeah, a bit too distant from the motivations of the travelers and the perspectives of the stakeholders. So they've been more... Yeah, less focusing about infrastructure and in relation to that, how people use that, but more putting the way people travel, the motivations of people and the perspectives of travellers and the stakeholders are more central stage. So that has been happening. And in the same time, this field of transition studies emerged, and also with applications to transitions in mobility, which we also... Yeah, felt were, well, more aligned with this mobility concept than with transport, I think. Yeah, so that's at least sort of conceptually how it has been evolving, in terms of... I think that's what you meant, that you mean in terms of topics? Yeah.

0:11:01 S1: Yes, that as well, that could be interesting, if you could say some more about that.

0:11:07 S2: Yeah, yeah. So again, (cut) , who've been editing this trans-forward geography journal, they sort of know the stages and the trends much better than me. But in terms of topics, I'm very biased by my own work because, as I said, mobility was more sort of the case studies that I used, so those have been(cut) . So I think that has been sort of an emerging field over the last, an emerging topic in the mobility and transports community over the last 10/15 years that I have been involved in. (cut) is another of my case studies that's also, I think, relatively a topic that's getting quite some attention. Yeah, so I know little about things (cut) A topic that I think is deserving much attention, but I've not seen very good work on that, is inter-modality. So that's much more the lifestyles that connect different types of mobility, and which sort of seem to have a lot of potential for sustainability at least, to offer good alternatives to sort of pure car mobility, which is still sort of the main lifestyle. But yeah, there are also some papers in that regard. Yeah, so probably I'm not doing justice to the field in this because as I said...

0:13:30 S3: No, no, we don't expect... [laughter]

0:13:32 S1: No, no. No, no. It is very interesting...

0:13:33 S3: Yes.

0:13:33 S1: To hear your... Even though if you feel more like an outsider, I think that's very important to have not only the insider perspectives.

0:13:45 S2: Right.

0:13:45 S1: We will also talk to XXXX on this...

0:13:48 S2: Oh yeah.

0:13:48 S1: Later this week, so we will have different people from different backgrounds working within this field. You said something about research fragmentations and contestation and debate, could you say a bit more about that? Do you see any conflict or debates or different research communities that have opposing ideas, and how has this evolved during the last years from your perspective? 

0:14:34 S2: Yeah, as I said, of course I know this fragmentation more in the domain of XXXX and around that more than sort of in the mainstream mobility fields. So not in that sense, not attending geography conferences or not attending your sort of mobility and transport conferences, but in terms of conceptual fragmentation or differences and debates within the Social Science and Humanities regarding transport and mobility, indeed, as I said, I think understanding transformations in mobility is very important also for Europe, with regard to oil sustainability pressures and challenges. So, in this respect, and I find this an interesting angle, but up to now, in understanding transformations, this transition, sustainability transition community has been giving most attention to MLP and TIS, which I think have not really understood also with regard to the recent agenda, and it was sort of proposed as the two concepts for us.

0:16:14 S2: I think, yeah, well, giving credit to the concept is fine, but it's also clear that they have big limitations and alternatives, ways to... Other ways are being suggested. So I think there's much room for other concepts on transformation and transitions to be developed and to fall in line, therefore also more and better understanding of how this can help to understand past changes in mobility and transport, but it also, therefore, supports thinking about policies for transformations and challenges in the future towards sustainability. So regarding the thinking about the future, I have to same with transition management, which also sort of seems still to be central stage in the transition agenda. Whereas, at least in many of these urban projects, it is quite problematic to speak about transitions as a concept and transformation because in many of the urban experiments that many projects are studying, that these changes are still, well, it's still to be seen whether these are more fundamental changes or more incremental changes.

0:17:45 S2: So somehow we need conceptual approaches that can better differentiate between more sustaining adaptations and incremental changes and more transformative or disruptive changes. And I don't see this... Well, I think it is surprising that that has not got much attention because it has been clear for 15 years that sort of the transition management concepts have put the desire and the need for a transition central stage. But it's sort of pushed into the case study, whereas many stakeholders may not share this vision. So somehow there is essential development necessary that starts more from the current and tries to understand the changes. Although, of course, visions play a role, but I think there should be more room for contested visions and not an assumption over a transition that is needed and that assumes that everybody finds that it is needed or at least everybody should find that this particular transition is needed. It also doesn't do justice to the range of possible directions in which this transformation may occur. So to offer this transition management perspective is still speaking about the transition as if the rest want to go, whereas there are as many transformations taking place at the same time. So yeah, so I think there's quite...

0:19:47 S2: It's a very interesting topic, but sort of conceptually there's quite a lot of work to do, and there is indeed some fragmentation of the transition community that seems to be still very much sort of attached to MLP, TIS Transition Management. And when... I think what happened is that, when alternatives were represented, like social practices, theories or approaches or perspectives, and transition researchers have been trying, at least the main proponents have been trying to put in elements of other concepts into their MLP instead of working out. And that's what we're trying to do with our students, simply compare what do you find when you would apply your MLP, and what do you find when you take a social practices approach or a SCOT approach, and then sort of the differences. I think that's much more fruitful than building all new attributes and things into this big MLP. Yeah, so yeah, we'll see how that goes. But I think there's much more room for fruitful collaboration in that respect, yeah.

0:21:14 S3: Do you have any opinions why they are so dominant? Is it that the alternative kind of scholars haven't been exploring all options or being kind of active? Or is it...

0:21:33 S2: Yeah. Of course, I have only to guess that here and I'm not sure, but I think there are a few things. There is simply the thing that somebody becomes, people become well known for their MLP, and so there's also sort of personal path dependence in this respect, that it's easier to sort of stick to that and refine it and improve it instead of the debates moving into another direction where your core expertise has not been. I think there's a sort of personal and after that also a sort of group... With TIS it's the same. If your group is well known for TIS, there is an incentive to further develop it. Get more attention from it. So, I think there's that. There's also the effect that they're relatively easy to apply. I think for Master students, it's much more easier to do your thesis with your MLP or TIS, than with social practices or SCOT, at least, to have to make the start. So, that's that. There's also personalities, (cut)
0:23:31 S2: And yeah, there are more people... XXXX is quite specific, quite a character in that respect. (cut)
[laughter]

0:25:21 S2: I think that was a very good observation. And it's very strange, but these personal personality things also play a role in how community develops, I think. On the other hand, so those are things about the transition community, I think for why more fruitful interactions and combinations of social practice theory and sort of transition community concepts have not developed yet. I think that what social practices theory can learn from... Now, let me first say another thing. I think apart from for students, it's easier, it's relatively easy to use MLP and TIS. It's also from the policymakers that they can easily understand this, or in fact, everybody can understand it in its own way, the concept have a lot of interpretative flexibility, which in interactions with policy makers is very nice. Because they feel they understand it or know they have their own version of it. And I mean broadly, it's fine, they see something new that is still small, current, which is still big and is stable. So the way of thinking is very good, relatively easy to communicate. And of course, to some of an extent, this is important and so it's useful that these concepts are there. At the same time, I think it shouldn't be, as an academic, it shouldn't be the reason why we stick to these concepts because policy makers understand them and social practices theory is too difficult for them to understand. That's not a reason to further develop and explore conceptually.

0:27:18 S2: But yeah, so that's I think the fourth reason why people have sticked to MLP and TIS, because they've noticed that if you work with policy makers, they like it. They can understand it, they can... But at the other side, that was what I was saying, I think what social practices theorists or researchers who work with that, should adopt more, and at least, that's what I see as my personal agenda trying to do that, is simplifying the explanation of transformation and transition, because of course, also when I speak to... When I teach this with the students, of course, this sort of simple one-liner of Frank [0:28:10] ____ on how a transition occurs with the landscape and developments putting pressure on the regime, and niches starting to develop an alternative to the regime. At some point, the pressure on the regime starts to give a ways of openings into the regime, and then at some points they can overthrow the regime. It's a very nice... It's a nice explanation of, well, why, at least how a transition can occur. And I think social practices approaches should try... Although, of course, there is a tension because it's an over-simplification, but still, in some way, maybe a little bit more abstract terms, try to give an explanation of why a transition may occur or not. And I think that's gonna help to make this practical usefulness of the concepts and to improve their practical usefulness, and therefore, it gets more position in the transition community. Yeah.

0:29:25 S1: Yeah. Interesting. We just have this discussion before the interview, actually. Yes. So could you relate how this area has evolved to places or geographies, or are some places more dominant than others, or are some nations, say... Or more marginalized, in a way? 

0:30:06 S2: Do you mean more geography in terms of where the researchers are or more where the case studies have been applied to? 

0:30:15 S1: Both, I think are... Both are important.

0:30:18 S2: Okay. Yeah, yeah. Now, also, of course, which I didn't mention yet, but another thing of the community of course has been that's what others have been saying, is that there's been, in terms of research, just more dominated by yeah, Western European researchers, and now also expanding in a sort of, I think, a broadening but at least originally it was a sort of a Northwestern European thing, there are many researchers who are in the Netherlands, UK, Germany, Scandinavia. So yes, I think that there have been attempts also to, rather there are... I think that people are in Australia and Southern America and North America working on it now. It really has to be seen how that also will affect the conceptual approaches. Yeah. So I've been... Also, I know  XXXX finds that the whole MLP and transition management is much more, is also much more useful in a European context than in other... Kind of like in Africa or up in the southern hemispheres, it's less relevant.

0:32:12 S2: I'm not sure about it, but at least it will be a good new test of it all because I think one of the other weaknesses we didn't mention yet about MLP is that often there is a sort of regime, which as a notion I think is useful, but it's very much sort of assumed that the existing situation is the regime. It's not sort of supported. It's not an argument that's being supported without the mentions at the start of the paper, but it's simply, it's the mainstream way in a sector or country, and therefore, it is the regime. Whereas, I think that's something you need to show in a case study, and then I think we will notice when we will do case studies in other parts of the world. And then actually in European cases, indeed, many sectors have different infrastructure, that is so sort of... So mono, so widespread that indeed, there is (…) quite a stability in it, which deserves the label regime.

0:33:28 S2: But in other parts of the world, in other types of practices, that may not be the case. So I think that at least, it will challenge the way that MLP has been applied. And I don't think, I know XXXX is even critical about the whole niche regime distinction, which I think is useful although not as a dichotomy, but as a continuum, and that's also something that has been too little operationalized, but... So that's one thing about geography. Well, the other thing of course, that is been already said by others, that at least initially, in transition studies... Well, I noticed, you can correct me if I speak too much about transition studies because you wanted to speak about mobility and transport, and I noticed that I'm speaking much about transition studies which may not be what you want to hear or is that fine? 

0:34:29 S1: I think that's fine. Yeah, I think it's...

0:34:31 S3: Yeah. And it's connected.

0:34:34 S1: I think it's good that you go into depth on some of this... Theories that is used within this area so...

0:34:47 S2: Yeah, I mean, there are also the concept which many mobility and transport scholars I think are using, or at least partly using, have been affected by... So okay, now so, what has been said by us also, that initially these studies, the transition field have much been sort of on a sector or a country and have not been very place specific and have sort of been relatively superficial on the less specific-ness of things. Which also relates to the criticism of it being too little constructivist, too little interpretative. Sort of too little starting to talk with the particular local people, but too much starting from the quantitative numbers and drawing conclusions from that. So I think that there's... And that's also, I think, a trend in the literature also regarding mobility and transport, to start understanding the urban developments more, looking more specific to the local mobility situation and... Yeah.

0:36:12 S2: Up to now I think that's also the sort of understanding the urban mobility transformations have. There's still a lot of room, I think, for improvement, and I think it's very important also for the future of European research and for European urban areas to work more on that. Of course, there's been a lot already on urban experiments and also urban mobility experiments. But in terms of sort of the conceptual understanding of mobility changes, there's still quite something to gain. Yeah. So myself, I'm very interested in sort of understanding (cut) I think there's a relatively, especially by policy makers, too simple idea of a mobility experiment that seems to be worthwhile, and the idea that you can roll it out over the city and it will simply change urban mobility. I mean if, in the last 20 years already, there has been a lot of attention for cycling and walking, we've seen relatively little changes in car mobility shares. Some degrees in Europe, but not really fundamental, so (cut…)
0:38:03 S2: And I think, in terms of conceptual understanding, it's useful to look to the past and provide good explanations for transformations, maybe in the '60s and '70s even, and to use that understanding to research the potential for, or change for the next 20 years. Yeah.

0:38:30 S1: Good. So have you see any changes in the relationship between policy and research communities over time? 

0:38:44 S2: Yeah, I do. And of course, that's also very much of a personal perspective. I don't know at all whether that accounts for the whole field. But we've been working with XXX, and I like their... They are sort of relatively new. To me they had a much more fresher approach than our XXX which of course... Well, of course, but I think it's still more dominated by disciplinary researchers who are looking for disciplinary excellence. And for people like me, sort of in the overlap of different fields, relatively difficult to get funding. And JPI Urban Europe sort of puts the topic, the societal challenge more central stage, and seeks to fund from that perspective. And they have been, I think, the first or at least in goals that we work with, they've been very much a sort of not just appreciating, but actually requiring urban governments as part of the consortium. That(cut) . I think have been very much more joint researcher and urban policy makers and other stakeholders to some extent are focused than, I think, mobility and transport studies 10 years ago.

0:40:37 S2: So I think there is a trend and a development in that direction, at least for some funders, which, from my opinion, is very much to be kind of very positive about that and I think it's very useful to do that. I also find it very interesting. I mean it's not always easy to keep your sort of conceptual sharpness into it because it becomes closer to the messiness of daily practice. But I think it does help to see the usefulness or so of your theoretic approach much more earlier than if you do just a distant study of that... So I'm (cut) do now sort of attend geography conferences and read these papers. But I do see a sort of difference in the... At least the traditional geographer. They sort of study the urban policy makers. And I've been (cut) they have a very difficult challenge on policy making in urban areas already. So they are doing their best, but of course, all sorts of urban issues are not in their hands and these problems occur. And then the urban geographers come in and they very critically analysed them, and again, they very sharply criticise that they're not doing it right, that it's too much capital focused and things like that. So I think this JPI project, they are much more joining forces with the urban policy makers and trying to organize experience, which are partly action research.

0:42:37 S2: So they are much more using their knowledge but also using the knowledge of the researcher, trying to learn in what direction which things work. So I think that it is a new approach in science which still needs a more academic maturing in terms of methodologies and concepts, because of course, action research, it shouldn't be like everything goes, you're just testing something and then you find something, and there should also be a clear conceptual understanding behind it or at least testing that, something like that and a clear method that others could do the same. But at the same time, there should be space for or less strict methods than traditional transport studies had, at least in my opinion.

0:43:45 S3: Yeah. I was wondering, to take a step back, so you entered your... (cut) So I'm kind of interested in why did you move into that field? And was it a personal motivation? Was it some changes in the field that opened up? Yeah. From your personal experience, how do you see this relationship? 

0:44:11 S2: Yeah. No, actually it happened quite randomly. It was not my... (cut) So, yeah. I do not have a sort of personal passion for mobility, also not in the past, so it's more sort of it happened that I turned out into this direction. Yeah. It could have been energy or in something else as well, I guess.

0:45:34 S3: Yeah, okay. (cut)
0:45:51 S2: Okay. Sorry, yeah.

0:45:52 S3: But also other publications that you find that are kind of benchmarking.

0:45:57 S2: Alright. I didn't understand that, yeah.

0:46:02 S3: But yeah, you can send them after, but also I just thought now, if you have any suggestions. You already mentioned... I don't know, you mentioned (cut)
0:46:19 S2: Yes, yeah, that's that one...

0:46:19 S3: And Shub you mentioned. So, yeah, if you have some...

0:46:24 S1: But I guess, it's also fine to include own work.

0:46:28 S3: Yeah, yeah, no.

0:46:28 S1: It would also be nice to hear, 'cause what we're looking for is your reasoning behind why these are the...

0:46:40 S2: Yeah. Yeah, what you find is the key message.

0:46:41 S1: Key pieces of literature. Why are this... So if you have...

0:46:45 S2: Okay, that's a good question. I will have to think about it. Yeah.

0:46:48 S3: But do you... Maybe if you have one or two or three or, I don't know, of the ones you suggested. Can you give us an explanation for why this is something, or what new is it in this article or book that you think, yeah, we should know about? What's the kind of new things that you see moving forward in the field, related to what you suggested. Do you have some kind of reflections around that? 

0:47:32 S2: Yeah. Yeah, I can just from the spot mention a few things, I didn't thought about it yet. I mean, probably, if I would now make the list again, I would include the historic transition study from Geels on either the transition from horse-drawn carriages to automobiles, or the ones on the sailing ships. (cut)
0:50:06 S1: So the sailing ship effect, how would you explain that in other words? 

0:50:12 S2: In other words, in simple terms, it would be that... So what happened in terms of the sailing ship, is that the historic, the simple, historic story of how new technologies come across, is that at some point, there is a better technology, and then everybody adopts the best technology and there it is. So that's sort of the technological determinism Whereas in practice also with a ship... So after a century, basically that's what we think, that first, these little bit more stupid people, they used sails and wind, and then the smarter guys found out the steam engine, and then the steamship gained force. But in fact, that's not how it goes and how it went because this new first version of the steam engine that had a few advantages for some applications and for some users of it, but for many, also it was not attractive yet. That's one thing. And the second thing is that when this new technology cropped, the ship builders at the time, they didn't sort of embrace this new technology because this was the future and now we go for this, but in fact, they reacted in the opposite way.

0:51:47 S2: They improved their sailing ships to some extent, and therefore, they... About 40 years, for most applications... About 40 or 50 years sailing ships remained the main way, at least, of shipping goods. I mean, for passengers, those were the first applications of steamships and that's the same thing we saw in car mobility, that although the electric vehicle had been shown in 1990, earlier also... But in 1990, it was shown at an American automotive show and regulators were convinced that this was the future, and they, at least in California, introduced regulation that was sort of triggering this and allowing this, but still the whole automotive manufacturing community, they did not start to shift their investments to electric mobility, but actually, they invested more in diesel and gasoline engines, and therefore, improved those a little bit. And that out-competed the electric car mobility for a while, at least 25 or 30 years, depending how you...

0:53:18 S2: And we sort of see the point that electric mobility is emerging already passed, or whether that's still happening, but... Yeah, so we've seen the diesel engine improving a lot in the second half of the '90s and in the first half of the 2000s, and therefore, also seeing the introduction of the pure electric vehicle as being a failure at first. The hybrid engine, so a combination, as relatively successful, but also not by itself becoming mainstream. But now, because of all the developments in the last few years, more potentially for electric mobility. (cut)
0:54:47 S1: Yeah.

0:54:48 S3: Yeah.

0:54:48 S1: Great. Do you have any more that you would like to mention now? It will be able to... From the talk that we had already...

0:54:57 S2: No, I think I will have to think about it. Yeah. Yeah, yeah. And... Yeah.

0:55:01 S1: Or maybe you could also send us a sentence or two why you think this is a key piece of literature or seminal publication.

0:55:15 S2: Yeah.

0:55:15 S1: So yeah. Good. We are getting towards the end, I think.

0:55:23 S3: The end, yes.

0:55:25 S1: So we are also now in the process of finding more working group members. We are doing (cut) 
0:58:19 S3: I'll send them to you.

0:58:20 S1: Send you the link if you want to go more into this.

0:58:22 S2: That's fine.

0:58:35 S3: Horizon scan.

0:58:36 S1: Horizon scan.

0:58:38 S2: Yeah. With the interviews, because as I understand you're doing a range of interviews and then you translate that into a sort of a report. Or not? 

0:58:47 S1: Yes.

(cut)
0:59:31 S1: And that's also why we do these interviews, to get more of a sense of how these 20, maybe... Or 25? Can't remember that.

0:59:44 S3: Yeah, 25.

0:59:45 S1: 25 publications, which is very few, will be mentioned in the bibliography. Why we came to this conclusion, in a way.

0:59:57 S3: So it's also to make it more approachable to policymakers and not to give them like a systemic review, but kind of give them small glimpses into some of the kind of important benchmarks.

1:00:14 S1: Yeah.

1:00:14 S2: Yeah.

1:00:14 S1: Yes? Yes? 

1:00:14 S3: Yeah. Okay.

1:00:15 S1: I think we have covered everything then, so if you don't have any more questions.

1:00:23 S2: Nope. I'm fine. Yeah.

1:00:25 S3: Okay, so I will send you the details, these... Yeah, these follow-ups.
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