U\NE ot
Bristol | &5

Q Method: an
engagement tool?

Dr A. Margarida Sardo

Science Communication Unit

Dr Danielle Sinnett

Centre for Sustainable Planning and Environments

@ SCU | science communication unit

17th December 2018




Public engagement is frequently used to
collect public input on policy decisions.

Members of the public may not have
the expertise to contribute or comment
on technical issues but are more than
qualified to reflect on the values
underlying public policy decisions.




Information collected from members of
the public can then be presented to

policymakers, who can work to address
these issues, or at least reflect on them.

In other words, public engagement has the
potential of bringing a new perspective to the
policymaking table.
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What did we want to find out?

How do those living in former metal mining landscapes
value them in terms of aesthetic appearance, role in
preserving cultural heritage, nature conservation and

tourism?

Local residents: what do you think about your local

mining heritage? What are your priorities?
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What did we do?

* Six workshops with 38 local residents
from across the communities with mining
heritage

« Randomly sampled 100-200 residents

from within 5 km of the town

- Invitations posted out with a reply slip

UWE |
Bristol | &5

Share your
views about the
mining heritage

in your area

Invitation to a workshop on

Thursday 28" September
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What is the Q Method?

— Systematic study of participant viewpoints

— Used to investigate the perspectives of participants who

represent different stances on an issue.

— Participants rank and sort a series of statements based
on the degree to which the statement represents their

perspective.

University




Q Method: what did we do?

- Statements covering a range of views
and opinions on the mining legacy and
its management

« Statements derived from academic and
policy literature, and local press

 Participants asked to rank statement
« Short questionnaire about their choices
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Example statements

Mine wastes should be reworrhe:
to extract more metals from

Mine Wastes should be left a5

they are, as authenti

L entic phys;j
€nvironments convey,'nz ;/ cal
Sense of place.
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o Children
QQ sort grid  swouieors
school
Least like how I think Most like how I think
< >
-4 -3 -2 -1 0 +1 +2 +3 +4
XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX
Abandoned XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX
mines are pink
and yellow
XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX
XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX Children
should go to
school
XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX
XXXXX XXXXX XXXXX
XXXXX
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Evaluation

On"ne Survey: eva|uate INSPIRE Q-sort method

the thoughts and views INSPIRE Q-sort method

of participants —

Short and qUiCk to Page 2: Section A: About the method

complete (encourage Wo wauld 6 You o roflecton yor experonce it 1 metho. There o htorwrong answer.
participation); mostly please be as honest as possible.

closed questions with a

list of options. B

a. Ifno, please give details about when you used the method and in which circumstances.

@D Was this your first experience of the Q-sort method? * Required

Four sections: the
method, the statements,
demographics and any
further comments.
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e 32 provided e 87.5%

an email return rate
address
(some
shared email
addresses)
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What did we find?

O Did not have any previous
O experience with the Q Method



How did they find it?

e : Easy/very
Difficult About right

* 47.6% « 28.6% e 23.8%
* n=10 e N=06 * N=5




What did they think of it?

It really makes you think.

Found it interesting, thought-provoking and
challenging.

The Q-sort method seemed quite effective,
it's certainly thought-provoking!
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Welsh

« Importance of adapting to a particular audience and be aware of
details such as different languages

Great to have them in Welsh - which I used throughout.

« Even participants that decided not to do the activity in Welsh were
pleasantly surprised by having the two languages available.
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Strengths

« My opinion is important: the Q method made the
participants feel that their opinion was being sought and
valued

 Allowed residents to express their views on mining
heritage in the context of their lives.

« Method was a good way for them to express their
opinions, concerns and priorities regarding local
mining heritage.
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Weaknesses

« Time consuming (researchers + participants)

« Demanding
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Worth 1t!



It was an interesting exercise in decision-
making.



Next steps
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Information Sheet

NSPIRE 1

Iaformaton

Leost like how 1 think
30 TH

> public should not be

22 The mining heritage
responsible for funding the

does

6. Mine wastes not generate significant

a | economic benefits
management of abandoned

always have
mines

negative impact on the
landscape.

5. Further exploitation of the
mine wastes should be

25. Community support for
development of mining
andscapes for heritage-led

tourism should not be taken

for granted

avoided to prese large areas increases the

e

b e negative impact of mine
i b unique qualii e

of the area quality waste on the landscape

T21. Those responsible for the
future of mine wastes should

31. Mine wastes should be left

as they are, as authentic

physical environments

conveying a sense of place.

prioritise nature conservation.
27,1t
o Itis essential that mine
(rastes that are importany o,
€ Cultural heritage of gpys
s
area are not destroyeq

23. Heritag

led tourism has
resulted in the loss of the
local identity.

The absence of greenery in

2 Mineral extraction is
acceptable compared with
her land uses

Interventions on mine
astes such as levelling off
tes and planting fast

owing greenery should be
(oided as they are not good

for nature conservation.

1. Mine wastes should be
reworked to extract more
metals from the waste.

28 To achieve a successful
restoration the mine waste
has to be remediated and the
greenery re-established

20. On site reprocessing of
the mine waste to remove

site.

16. It is essential that mine
wastes that are important for

nature conservation are not
destroyed.

10, The development of

greenery on mine wastes
should be left to natural
processes.

with planting greenery on the

their wastes

nflux of new people whicr
will be good for the

26, Prioritising nature
conservation is a barrier
can strangle economic
development.

11. Those responsible for the
| future o

ine wastes should
prioritise recreational
opportunities.

17, The remnants of the
former metal mining industry
are an important part of the
culture, history and identity of
this area

fu

the cultural her

ture of mine wastes she

oritise the

18, The creation of mining
attractions has increased
community pride in local
history

24, Plants that are native to
this area are the best option
for the greening of mine
wastes.

future of mine wastes should

appearance

T Mine waskes Should be

otected for the importart

p should take
they make 1o

abandone:

1S Those responsible for the

prionitise dleaning up
poliution

\andscapes

by experts

19, The conservation of
hertage features on mine
wastes should not
compromise water ualty

32 The preference of the

people living locally should be
asignificant part of the
process for decding the
future of the POSt-TINING
\andscape

29 The mining industey

are of

Ad be shaped

33 The futare of post-m
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Thank you.



