
Epistemic communities, foresight and change 

in energy policy

A case for two scenario-design processes in Wallonia

Energizing Futures Conference, Tampere, Finland, 14th June 2018

Vincent CALAY & Jean-Luc GUYOT



IWEPS, 
FORESIGHT AND 

ENERGY

TWO PROJECTS 
FOR ONE 
PURPOSE

HOW COME IT 
FAILS? 

THE REFLEXIVE 
MOMENTUM

THE SOCIAL 
WORK OF 

FORESIGHT



IWEPS, 
FORESIGHT AND 

ENERGY

The story of a 
triangular 

relation

What IWEPS is
•A public research centre

•Funded by the local government

•Helping the government with various studies 
in its decision making process

•Providing the public with official statistics, 
policy evaluation and foresight studies

How we make foresight
•Middle to Long term research project

•Mix of expert and participatory research

•Focused on developping insights on 
topics and issues rather than being fully 
operational

•Scenario-design and modelling process 

How we deal with energy
•Evaluation of policies in the field of 

energy

•Statistics about energy

•Foresight projects

•With no technical background in the 
field



How do we manage to 
affect the decision making

process in energy transition 
with foresight research? 

The Issue



TWO PROJECTS 
FOR ONE 
PURPOSE

Advising policy
makers on the 

best way to follow
in energy
transition

Foresight Study « Energy
Transition » 

( Released in 2015)

• 4 exploratory scenarios & 1 
normative scenario

• Visions with no policy
recommandations

• Very large scope: « Energy
Transition »

• IWEPS as a single sponsor

• A critical change in the political
context: from a green and 
concerned minister to a non 
green and unconcerned minister

• A qualitative research with no 
quantitative modelling struggling
to reach the public of technical
experts of the field

• No participatory process

Which Energy Networks For 
Wallonia By 2030 & 2050? 

(Released in 2018)

• 4 contrasted scenarios

• Models of networks management 
with policy recommandations

• Focused and technical scope 
« Enery Networks »

• IWEPS associated with the local 
Energy Administration as co-
sponsors

• Change in the political context: 
from a non green and 
unconcerned minister to a non 
green and awared minister

• A qualitative research with a 
quantitative modelling of energy
cost evolution for each scenario

• A participatory process with
experts and stakeholders



TWO PROJECTS 
FOR ONE 
PURPOSE

Which Energy
Networks For 

Wallonia By 2030 
& 2050? 

(Released in 2018) SOCIAL EFFICIENCYECONOMIC EFFICIENCY

CENTRALIZED NETWORK

DECENTRALIZED NETWORK



WHY DID IT FAIL? 

UNDERSTANDING 
THE LIMITS OF A 

FORESIGHT 
RESEARCH AND 

HOW TO BECOME 
RELEVANT

The 2015 project on Energy Transition failed to gain a public 
in the policy making field, except for the local Green Party 

that makes it one of the pillars of its own program

FIVE KEY 
FACTORS

The rather decontextualized scenarios 
involved by the very large scope of the study

A non technical sponsor with no alliance with
key stakeholders

An unstable political context with no 
interest/expertise in the field

No quantitative modelling to convince the 
experts in the field

No stakeholders involvement in the process



THE REFLEXIVE 
MOMENTUM 

EPISTEMIC 
COMMUNITIES AND 
HOW IT MIGHT HELP 
TO DEAL WITH THE 

COGNITIVE/NORMAT
IVE INTERFACE

Finding out conceptual tools to grasp the 
cognitive/normative interface in the policy making process

MOBILIZING

Discarding others 
and ruling various 

fields
ALLIANCE BUILDING

The necessary support to 
discard and rule

SOCIAL ACCEPTANCE

The heterogeneous set of 
arguments and devices that 

master the spreading of 
innovation amongst various 

kinds of concerned publics 

AUTONOMIZATION/INSTIT
UTIONNALIZATION:

The institutionnalization of an 
innovation strongly relies on its 

internal coherence and its ability 
to fit a given environment

THE ACTOR-NETWORK THEORY FRAMEWORK



THE REFLEXIVE 
MOMENTUM 

EPISTEMIC 
COMMUNITIES AND 
HOW IT MIGHT HELP 
TO DEAL WITH THE 

COGNITIVE/NORMAT
IVE INTERFACE

THE DIFFUSION OF A POLICY 
INNOVATION

• Actively engaging in efforts at several 
political levels as well as in communities of 
experts using a range of communication 
channels 

THE POLICY SELECTION

• The capacity of the epistemic 
community to frame policies is far 
greatest when lacks policies and 
when influent stakeholders are 
quite unfamiliar with the issue 

THE POLICY PERSISTENCE

• The power of an epistemic community relies 
on its ability to define a collective meaning. A 
collective meaning supposes that there is a 
coherent and assumed definition of a reality 
and also that this definition is shared by a 
community that is widest than the original 
epistemic community 

Finding out conceptual tools to grasp the 
cognitive/normative interface in the policy making process

THE POLICY NETWORK FRAMEWORK AND THE EPISTEMIC COMMUNITY 
CONCEPT



THE SOCIAL WORK 
OF FORESIGHT 

ISSUES IN 
EMBEDDING 

FUTURE RESEARCH 
IN SOCIETY

How to link foresight research and future studies to an 
epistemic community?

What kind(s) of epistemic community should be built?

What means embedding?

Is scenario modelling still relevant in that perspective?

How to manage the qualitative/quantitative interface?


