Short Report Meeting December 4, 2001

NWO/Novem Stimuleringprogramma Energieonderzoek

Present were the following people:

· Biomass as a sustainable energy source

Lex Lemmens, Anneloes Meijners and Mark Prins

· Stimulating the adoption of energy efficient technologies

Greg Hunter, Mark Koetse, Andrea Ramirez and Arno van der Vlist

· AIRE: Accelerated implementation of renewable electricity supply in the Netherlands

Susanne Agterbosch, Martin Junginger, Erik Lysen and Han Slootweg

· Transition to sustainable use of fossil fuels

Martijn van Troost

· Biopush: Integrated strategies for identifying optimal bio-energy production and utilization systems

Veronika Dornburg, Ekko van Ierland (leaving early), Adriana Ignaciuk and Iris Lewandowski

· Program secretary

Alies ten Berg (NWO) and Ymkje de Boer (Novem, report writer)

· Steering committee

Floor van Nielen (Novem, chair person for the afternoon)

Welcome & getting to know each other

Floor van Nielen welcomes all present. It is requested to speak English today. We will do so. Also the short report of this afternoon will be in English. Van Nielen states that the main goal of this meeting is to get to know each other, all the different research programmes and projects. NWO and Novem hope that in this way the participating researches will cooperate in the future whenever this seems efficient, effective and possible. This aim of cooperation lies at the heart of the NWO/Novem Stimuleringsprogramma Energieonderzoek which aims to facilitate the interdisciplinary approach of beta and gamma researchers together to provide the knowledge that is needed to realize a transition to a sustainable energy structure. Van Nielen invites all present to state their names, institutes and projects. (See also the new version of the list of researchers that is enclosed.) Most groups did deliver a short paper on the two themes as was asked. We will use these papers as back ground information on our discussion concerning the two themes for today: knowledge sources & methodology and beta/gamma-cooperation.

Theme I: knowledge sources & methodology

In the discussion the following subjects turned up:

· Mark Prins asks which scenario analysis is used by AIRE. Martin Junginger answers that it is called Markal. The data go up to the year 2020. Details can be exchanged after the meeting.

· Anneloes Meijnders states that in AIRE Susanne Agterbosch has to study a lot of literature. How does she make a selection? Susanne answers that this is indeed a challenge.

· Mark Prins asks the AIRE group how they integrate their individual results. Martin Junginger answers that this will be done via case studies.

· Martin Junginger asks the other researchers how each others literature is used, since every researcher has his of her own disciplinary literature. Is the literature of one researcher also accessible to another? Arno van der Vlist answers that in their programme there are no ‘hard core’ technological researchers. They use papers on the meetings. But there are still sometimes some language problems and misunderstandings. They trying to create a mutual vocabulary. Anneloes asks if one researcher can read and understand the paper of another. Arno answers that this is indeed difficult, but you don’t need full understanding to be able to cooperate. But they do expect that everybody reads all the papers.

· Mark Prins asks the group of Arno what ‘meta analysis’ means. Arno answers that this is a method by which you can put the results of different studies together in a quantitative, statistic way to discover differences. This method is not just feasible for economics. It is almost primary research. Mark Koetse states that not all results are comparable, so meta analysis has a limited purpose.

· Iris Lewandowski states that her group is still in the phase that everybody is formulating his or her own research questions. But there will come a moment that they will need a database for the whole of the programme. How do other groups tackle this problem? Mark Prins answers that in Eindhoven they are working on a joint database for the whole of the biomass group (which is bigger than just the researchers for the projects that are financed by NWO and Novem, about 25 people). The biomass researchers have a monthly meeting. They all present their bibliographies that are made accessible via intranet. There is a coordinator who takes care of these things. Ekko van Ierland states that a website for the whole of the programme could be very useful. If you link all different groups to this website, you will have an overview of all important and relevant databases. Erik Lysen states that if people get to know each other they can also contact one another directly. A meeting like this is useful, because now we all know who is who. That is an effective way of communicating. Lex Lemmens states that this is also the view of the Eindhoven group. The monthly meeting always starts with a presentation of an AIO. To have a discussion on that is more effective than a website. The role of the coordinator should not be to collect information; he should just facilitate the process of information gathering by others. Erik Lysen states that a coordinator should start up things and see to it that processes go on without support. That is also the goal of a meeting like this one: now that we all know each other, the process of communicating can start.

· Lex Lemmens asks if there is any information that groups are missing. Anneloes replies that she has to orientate herself on the field of biomass (as a psychologist!). Erik Lysen states that Novem has a list of all biomass related research programmes. Have a look at www.biomasster.nl. Martin Junginger advises to contact Remco Ybema at ECN. Also important is the publication Marsroute by ECN and TNO. Ekko van Ierland suggests that on the NWO/Novem-website which will be made in the beginning of next year, a list of biomass websites can be presented. It should be an annotated list. Veronika Dornburg states that al those websites don’t give the information that she needs. Mark Prins also states that too much information doesn’t lead anywhere. For instance: CORDIS at the EU contains 250 projects. How can you make a selection? Erik Lysen advises to use the feedback groups (klankbordgroepen). The member sometimes know what is relevant and what is not.

· Mark Prins asks if there are any Reference Master database users. There are a few. But some researchers use other programmes.

· Mark Koetse states that on this moment we do not know who has which information. Personal contact is the best.

· Iris Lewandowksi asks how other groups will integrate the results in the end. In her experience individual researchers will keep their own data etcetera until the end, without integrating them. Arno van der Vlist replies that his group tried to create a joint database, but it became clear that there are not enough data available yet. There has to be something first before you can share it!

· Andrea Ramirez states that she has bad experience with the CBS. There are differences in what they publish on the internet and what they publish in their publications. Han Slootweg states that there is also the confidentiality of data that you sometimes have to put up with when you deal with private enterprises. Martin Junginger confirms this, especially for economical data.

Theme II: beta/gamma-cooperation

In the discussion on the theme the following subjects were put forward:

· Greg Hunter states that there have been communication problems in his group concerning the definition of the term ‘efficiency’. It became clear that economists mean something else than technicians. For instance, when economists ask themselves when a technology will be fit  for the public, technicians already know how it can be implemented. But we have to deal with a free market: why would enterprises bother to be energy efficient? We have to understand that. For instance: you don’t put your car of one year old away, because there is a newer and more energy efficient one now. It has to be profitable to make such a choice.

· Martin Junginger states that Han Slootweg, the beta researcher, has a lot of explaining to do in their group. This is also the case with Susanne Agterbosch who looks at decision making. There are different angles that you have to make explicit to one other all the time. We read different studies in a different way. It is important to know this. Han states that it all comes down to a certain attitude. You have to see it as an enrichment to get to know the other angles. Andrea Ramirez confirms that different ways of thinking and researching does give more results. It is important to want to understand each other and take advantage of each others presence. Mark Koetse stated that two different views do not necessarily exclude one another. Veronika Dornburg states that working with different views is always at hand in science. It is not just the case with beta and gamma cooperation. Iris Lewandowksi states that interdisciplinary cooperation seems easy if you are dealing with just desk research, but when you get into field studies it will become really difficult. Mark Prins confirms that there are also discussions going on in the beta field itself, as in the gamma field.

· Ymkje de Boer asks if these two fields really need each other. Anneloes Meijnders stated that this is indeed the case in the Eindhoven programme. They are going to do a survey on the attitude towards biomass energy. They have to make a selection in technologies, because they can’t do all technologies. She needs Mark Prins for that. Mark states that he needs the gamma input as well, because he has to take a look at the societal aspects of technology. Alies ten Berge asks in which order they do this. Mark replies that there is a problem, since the gamma research has not really started yet.

· Mark Koetse states that the researchers do not meet every day. This is not necessary. Veronika Dornburg states that making important choices has to be done jointly, because of the integration later on. Martin Junginger confirms that this is the case in his group (choice of APMC). The coordinator Erik Lysen gives the group advise.

· Erik Lysen states that there are still communication problems between beta and gamma, but all researchers are more aware of it and more open to it now.

· Lex Lemmens states that the real integration which was aimed for by NWO and Novem is very difficult. The university structures are not built for it. Real integration should have a scientific result that differs from individual approaches. As coordinator you will always find the professor against you in this. Arno van der Vlist stated that in his group the goals of different people are more the same. Anneloes Meijnders states that there is indeed a risk. AIO-projects have different goals than the overall goal of the programme. Scientific quality is usually reached by monodisciplinary work!

· Lex Lemmens states that in previous experiments the beta/gamma-cooperation did not work. So the NWO/Novem-programme is very important now. Perhaps if there are not enough AIO’s we should work with post docs or other researchers. Erik Lysen states that it will remain very difficult to ‘prove’ that beta/gamma-cooperation is successful, since you cannot compare the results with a situation in which there has not been any cooperation. How can we measure our achievements? Han Slootweg states that he is aware of gamma influence in his own project, but it is indeed hard to show it. Is has something to do with making choices. He will make this explicit in his thesis.

· Erik Lyses states that in the new research strategy of the Ministry of Economical Affairs (EOS) long term research is emphasized. Beta/gamma-cooperation will also play a role here.

· Susanne Agterbosch and Martin Junginger state that the integration can take place in the end by writing combined articles, for instance. It can not be done just on PhD-level.

· Han Slootweg states that the gamma influence has been very good for his personal development. Now he can do more than just talk with technicians. It is all a matter of individual attitude, but this has to be supported by your environment. In another department Han worked, it did not work out. Veronika Dornburg states that is it important to have a main goal in which the integration is yet present. Mark Prins states that the projects are designed to be integrated.

Last remarks

After a short summary of some important issues of this afternoon, the following last remarks are made:

· Alies ten Berge announces an evaluation on the beta/gamma-cooperation. Any input is very welcome at the secretariat. Furthermore there will be a letter on the financial and scientific report that has to be back on the first of March. The same goes for the deliverables. In the spring of 2002 there will be a new call for proposals fort a next round of programmes.

· Lex Lemmens emphasizes that we have to work on making the benefits of the cooperation more visible. It is very difficult to get interdisciplinary publications published in the existing magazines. He suggests that NWO and Novem stimulate the creation of a new international magazine. Or perhaps there can be a cooperation with the Integrated Assessment Journal of MERIT in Maastricht.

· Mark Prins asks how these kind of meetings will take place in the future. It is suggested that every group publishes its meetings of the feedback group, so that researchers can visit the meetings if they want to. Furthermore it is suggested to organise a conference in the fall of 2002.

Floor van Nielen thanks everybody for their useful input and invites everyone for a drink.

