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INTRODUCTION:
This Attitudes and Awareness Report comments on some of the key findings from the following work undertaken by MacPherson Research (Dr Colin MacPherson) and Donald Macleod in 2006. 
· 
· Telephone-based Questionnaire of 350 members of the general public in Caithness and Sutherland

· Telephone-based questionnaire of 100 crofters and farmers in the area
· Interviews with office-bearers from all Community Council in Caithness and Sutherland
· Schools Survey – a survey of the 35 primary schools in Caithness and Sutherland
· Interviews with key opinion formers including politicians, people in the tourism, agriculture and forestry sectors
· Interviews with staff involved in the LIFE Peatlands Project.

The Report is the third in a series examining the issue of Attitudes towards and Awareness of the Peatlands. The previous two were produced in 1996 and 2002. 

The Report is an independent one and the conclusions arrived at are the interpretation of Donald Macleod and Dr Colin MacPherson. 
Dr Colin MacPherson

MacPherson Research

68 Suilven Way

Inverness

IV3 8PD
(01463) 236 354
cmacpherson@cali.co.uk
Donald Macleod

3 Caulfield Avenue

Inverness

IV2 5GA

(01463) 793 772

donald@macleod2409.freeserve.co.uk

SECTION 1: ATTITUDES & AWARENESS OF THE GENERAL PUBLIC IN CAITHNESS AND SUTHERLAND
1.1
This section provides the results from - and analysis of these results - a telephone survey of 350 members of the general public in Caithness and Sutherland. The purpose of the survey is to discover awareness of and attitudes towards the peatlands of Caithness and Sutherland. This is the third time we have conducted a telephone survey of  members of the public in Caithness and Sutherland (the previous 2 taking place in 1996 and 2002). We can therefore make comparisons over a 10 year period to see what changes if any have taken place in public attitudes. In the paragraphs which follow we highlight the main findings. 
Appendix 1 contains a summary of all the results from this survey. 
Importance of and Interest in the Peatlands

1.2
The percentage of people reporting that they were either very or reasonably interested in the Peatlands has significantly increased from 59% in 1996 to 67% in 2006. 

	Table 1: Interest in the Peatlands
Q) Would you describe yourself as:
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Very interested in the Peatlands
	15
	11
	14

	Reasonably interested
	44
	48
	53

	Not very interested
	41
	41
	33


Note that the percentage declaring that they are “not very interested” has dropped from 41% to 33%.
1.3
We asked those interviewed: How special or important do you feel the following local features are to you personally and to your enjoyment of living in the area? In turn they were asked about the scenery and the landscape; outdoor recreational opportunities; local wildlife; the people and culture of the area; and the peatlands. 

1.4
For two of the features – the scenery and landscape and the people and culture of the area - people have volunteered much the same opinions in each of the three surveys that have been conducted. In both cases these local features are rated highly by people as being personally important. 

· Scenery and landscape were considered either very important or quite important by 98% in 2006, 95% in 2002 and 96% in 1996
·  The people and culture of the area were considered either very or quite important by 97% in 2006, 94% in 2002 and 97% in 1996.
1.5
The results also showed in 2006 that there were two features in particular which are of increased personal importance or interest to respondents: 

· Outdoor recreational opportunities – 84% (77% in 1996) describe this as “very” or “quite important “with 16% (23% in 2003) saying that it was “not important”. 
· Local wildlife – 67% now describe this feature as being “very important” to them (compared with 57% in 1996) and only 3% now say that it “not important” (compared with 7% in 1996). 

1.6  
Yet at the same time the survey results revealed that the trend noticeable in 2002 that the percentage rating the peatlands as personally not important to them was growing had continued in 2006 – as Table 2 below demonstrates: 
	Table 2: Peatlands' importance to people personally 
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Very important
	42
	40
	39

	Quite important
	47
	39
	38

	Not important
	11
	20
	22


Note that this does not necessarily mean that those who elected for the “not important” option above regard the peatlands as unimportant in themselves but that they are not important to them personally and their enjoyment of the area. 
Use of the Peatlands

1.7
As far as the use which people are making of the Peatlands is concerned the most striking change is the major increase in bird watching which was engaged in by 39% either often or occasionally in 2006 – just over double the 19% in 1996. 

	Table 3: Percentage of People Using the Peatlands for Bird Watching
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Often
	5
	9
	13

	Occasionally
	14
	21
	26

	Never
	81
	70
	61


This table reveals a dramatic difference in usage levels and it is noticeable that since our last survey in 2002 the trend that had been identified then has continued to gather pace. 
1.8
Painting and photography are also pursuits which are attracting an increasing number to the Peatlands. In 2006 37% said they were either often or occasionally making use of the Peatlands in these ways – compared with 24% in 1996.
1.9
Meanwhile, the percentage of people saying they use the Peatlands for Sport (fishing, shooting primarily) is staying steady – 25% in 2006 compared with 23% in both 1996 and 2002.
1.10
In looking at table 3 we see a significant change in the relative popularity of the activities in which local people are engaged in the Peatlands with bird watching moving from 4th to 2nd position. Walking has been the leading activity in all 3 surveys.
Table 4: Popularity of Various Activities for People Using the Peatlands (Percentages show numbers of people using the Peatlands either often or occasionally for the activities specified)
	1996
	2002
	2006

	1. Walking (54%)
	1. Walking (59%)
	1. Walking (58%)

	2. Painting/

    Photography (24%)
	2. Painting/

    Photography (34%)
	2. Bird 

    watching (39%)

	3. Sport - fishing,    
    shooting etc (23%)
	3. Bird 

    watching (30%)
	3. Painting/

    Photography (37%)

	4. Bird 
    watching (19%)
	4. Sport - fishing,    

    shooting etc (23%)
	4. Sport - fishing,    

    shooting etc (25%)


Perception of the Usefulness of the Conservation of the Peatlands
1.11
Between 1996 and 2002 we witnessed a leap in the percentage of people who regarded the conservation of the Peatlands as helpful for the future of the area – rising from 55% to 71%. That figure has strengthened even further in 2006 to 75%.
1.12

Again between 1996 and 2002 there had been a significant rise – from 67% to 84% - in those saying  the plants and animals found in the Peatlands were features that made the Peatlands important. That figure remains high – in 2006 it is 85%.
Perception of Sympathies of Conservation Bodies to Local Issues
1.13
As with our 2002 survey, respondents in 2006 were asked questions regarding their perception of the degree of sympathy shown by the RSPB and SNH to local issues and needs. Tables 5 and 6 below record that there has been a slight decline in the percentages of those seeing RSPB and SNH as being either very or reasonably sympathetic to local matters. For RSPB the figure has declined from 63% to 56% and for SNH the decline is from 53% to 48%. The shift in both cases has been primarily into the “don’t know/no comment” camp with that rising in the RSPB’s case from 32% to 37% and in SNH’s case from 37% to 41%. There is not any significant increase in the numbers regarding either body as being “not very sympathetic”.
	Table 5: RSPB and Sympathies towards Local Issues Q) In promoting the conservation of the Peatlands would you describe the RSPB as…
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	Very sympathetic to local issues and needs
	27
	21

	Reasonably sympathetic
	36
	34

	Not very sympathetic
	5
	8

	Don’t know / no comment
	32
	37


	Table 6: SNH and Sympathies towards Local Issues 

Q) In promoting the conservation of the Peatlands would you describe SNH as…?
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	Very sympathetic to local issues and needs
	21
	15

	Reasonably sympathetic
	32
	33

	Not very sympathetic
	10
	10

	Don’t know / no comment
	37
	41


Forsinard Nature Reserve
1.14
Of the 77% who reported that they are aware of Forsinard Nature Reserve, a larger percentage said that they have visited the Reserve compared with 4 years ago. Some 30% in 2006 say they have visited it compared with 18% in 2002. This is a notable increase.  
In 2006 as in 2002 (but not in 1996) we asked those who had visited the Forsinard Nature Reserve to rate the experience. The response in 2006 is very similar to that of 2002 with the percentage of those rating it an impressive experience (i.e. 4-5 bracket) being 70% and 71% respectively with identical numbers in both surveys of 27% regarding it as a middling experience and 3% being unimpressed with it (see Table 7 below).
	Table 7: Impressiveness of Visit to Forsinard:

On a scale of 1 to 5 where 5 = very impressed and 1 = not at all impressed, how impressed were you with the Forsinard Reserve?
	% of respondents

	
	2002 (n=62)
	2006

(n=104)

	1
	0
	1

	2
	3
	2

	3
	27
	27

	4
	41
	38

	5
	30
	32


1.15
In 2006 we asked, for the first time, a question about respondents’ perception of the contribution being made by the Forsinard Reserve to raising awareness and appreciation of the Peatlands. A significant majority - 62% - said that the contribution being made was either “major” (28%) or “moderate” (34%). Only 8% rated the contribution made as “small” with a further 8% saying it was “making no particular contribution”.  Note that while some 22% replied that they either “couldn’t say or didn’t know” what contribution the Reserve was making, that figure is not surprising given that 23% of respondents had earlier reported they were not aware of the Reserve. 
Threats to the Peatlands

1.16
We asked people: “Q13) what do you think are the greatest threats, if any, to the Peatlands?” Respondents were not prompted about potential threats. They were left free to respond either by saying: “Don’t’ know” or “No threats” or if they identified threats they could describe as many or as few of these as they liked. 
1.17
As was the case in both of the previous two surveys, around 1 in 3 (32%) of the respondents in 2006 replied: “Don’t know”. A further 11% said that there were no threats – comparable to the 9% recorded in 2002 but significantly less than the 17% in 1996. This leaves 57% who identified at least one threat – a figure which has risen from 51% in 1996 and 55% in 2002.
1.18
There has been a huge increase in the percentage of people who volunteered wind farms or turbines as a threat to the Peatlands. In 1996 no-one mentioned wind farms as a threat and in 2002 only 2% said they were a threat but in 2006 the 23% describe wind farms or turbines as a threat – a figure which means this is now seen as the Peatlands’ greatest threat.
1.19
Indeed, this figure of 23% is more than double what is perceived as the second most important threat - commercial forestry and tree planting, which had 11% in 2006 rating it as a threat. This 11% figure is half the 22% recorded in 2002 (when it was the leading threat identified) indicating that this threat is regarded as having receded considerably.
1.20
Another noticeable trend is the increasing number of threats being mentioned by respondents. Taking as our threshold threats mentioned by at least 5% of respondents, we find:
· 3 threats were identified by at least 5% in 1996 
· 4 threats were identified by at least 5% in 2002

· 6 threats were identified by at least 5% in 2006
1.21 
In addition to the two threats mentioned above in paragraphs 1.13 and 1.14, the other threats mentioned by at least 5% of respondents in 2006 are as follows:
· 8% identify commercial peat extraction/over digging

· 8% identify development/ commercial use/ overuse
· 6% identify building/house building  
· 5% identify climate change
It is noticeable that climate change and house building are creeping up the agenda since in 1996 these perceived threats were identified by only 1% of respondents. Commercial use/ development/overuse has also increased as a concern – up from 3% in 2002 to 8% this year.
Appropriate Activities for the Peatlands
1.22
Turning to the question of appropriate activities in the Peatlands we asked respondents: “Question 14: Which of the following activities do you think should be encouraged and which discouraged? If you are unsure please say so.” 
1.23
Taking first of all the activities which people thought should be encouraged the results in 2006 – with the figures recorded in 1996 and 2002 also displayed - are found in Table 8 which follows:
	Table 8: Activities Respondents say should by Encouraged
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	60
	41
	41

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	65
	55
	52

	Walking
	91
	84
	87

	Small scale native woodlands
	78
	83
	80

	Large scale forestry
	21
	25
	16

	Conservation
	Na
	87
	89

	Commercial peat extraction
	20
	22
	18

	Domestic peat cutting
	90
	84
	81

	Wind farms
	29
	49
	23

	Nature based tourism
	86
	91
	94


Then we turn to activities people felt should be discouraged:
	Table 9: Activities Respondents say should be Discouraged
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	12
	24
	25

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	15
	17
	21

	Walking
	3
	5
	5

	Small scale native woodlands
	7
	5
	7

	Large scale forestry
	62
	62
	66

	Conservation
	NA
	2
	2

	Commercial peat extraction
	60
	60
	62

	Domestic peat cutting
	2
	2
	11

	Wind farms
	33
	33
	56

	Nature based tourism
	3
	3
	1


Finally, we report on those who answered: “don’t know”.
	Table 10: Activities Respondents say they “Don’t Know” whether they should Encouraged or  Discouraged 
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	28
	35
	34

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	19
	28
	26

	Walking
	6
	11
	8

	Small scale native woodlands
	15
	12
	13

	Large scale forestry
	18
	13
	18

	Conservation
	NA
	11
	8

	Commercial peat extraction
	19
	19
	20

	Domestic peat cutting
	9
	7
	8

	Wind farms
	38
	29
	21

	Nature based tourism
	11
	6
	5


1.24
In analysing these three tables together what stands out is the major shift in public opinion regarding wind farms. Whereas in 2002 49% were for encouraging wind farms and 33% were for discouraging them, in 2006 only 23% were for encouraging them and 56% said they ought to be discouraged. This is a huge turnaround in a 4 year span. Note that the 'don’t know' camp has declined in size from 38% in 1996 to 29% in 2002 to 21% in 2006.  People in Caithness and Sutherland are making up their minds in one direction or another on this subject.
1.25  
Large-scale forestry is now seen by 16% as an activity which ought to be encouraged – substantially down from 25% in 2002. It is also the activity which attracts the highest percentage of respondents – 66% or 2 in 3 - wishing to see it discouraged in the Peatlands.
1.26
Looking at the activities which attract the highest percentage of people saying that they ought to be encouraged we find that in 2006 the top three are:
· 94% would encourage nature based tourism (86% in 1996)
· 89% would encourage conservation (87% in 2002)

· 87% would encourage walking (91% in 1996)
Perceptions of Change in Attitudes & Awareness re the Peatlands
1.27
Respondents were asked 4 questions about their perceptions of change (if any) in awareness of and attitudes towards the Peatlands. They were asked initially: “Q15) Over the last 10 years do you think there has been any change in awareness of the peatland environment amongst local people?”  In their answers some 60% said there had been change – 13% described it as “major change” while 47% said there had been “some change”. Of the remainder, 37% said there had been “no change” and 3% gave no response. 
1.28
To probe further we asked: “Q16) Do you think local people place more, less or the same importance on the peatlands as 10 years ago?” The option receiving the highest response was “the same” – 41%. A sizeable number – 36% - said that “more importance” was placed on the peatlands now. However, some 19% (almost ½ the 36% figure) disagreed saying that they perceived local people placed “less importance” on the peatlands. 
1.29 
To assess perceptions about the conservation of the peatlands we asked: “Q17) Over the last 10 years do you think there has been any change in attitudes towards conservation of the peatlands amongst local people?” Some 70% said there had either been “major change” (15%) or “some change” (55%). For 25% the assessment was that there had been “no change”.
1.30
We were interested to know what direction any change might have taken place – since it could not be assumed that all thought it was favourable to conservation. So we asked: “Q18) has this change been towards or against conservation?” Some 63% of respondents said the change had been towards conservation with only 7% saying that in their perception the movement had been against conservation. (Note that as is revealed in paragraph 1.24, 25% said they had not been able to discern any change.) This finding illustrates that people locally regard the conservation of the Peatlands as the view in the ascendancy – whether they hold that view themselves or not.
Awareness of the LIFE Peatlands Project 

1.31
Finally, we were interested to know whether the general public in Caithness and Sutherland were aware of the LIFE Peatlands Project itself.  
	Table 11: Awareness of the LIFE Peatlands Project

Q19) Before this phone call, were you aware of the LIFE Peatlands Project?
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	No
	77
	66

	Yes
	23
	34


This illustrates that awareness of the Project had grown with 1 in 3 respondents saying that they had an awareness of the project in 2006 compared to less than 1 in 4 in 2002. 
SECTION 2: ATTITUDES & AWARENESS OF CROFTERS & FARMERS
2.1 
We conducted a telephone survey of 100 crofters and farmers regarding their attitudes towards and awareness of the peatlands. As with the survey of the general public, because this has been done twice previously in 1996 and 2002, we can draw comparisons with past results. In this section we highlight the main findings from the survey. Appendix 2 contains a summary of the results. 
Activities carried out in the Peatlands

2.2
Respondents were asked to comment on 4 different types of activities – grazing, domestic peat cutting, draining and forestry – as to whether the level at which these activities were taking place was seen as “too high” or “OK” or, if they preferred they could answer “don’t know”.
2.3 
Looking at the picture over the 10 years there are several trends observable. The most striking are as follows: 
· The percentage of respondents who regard the level of forestry activity as too high has doubled from 12% in 1996 to 24% in 2006 while the numbers who believe that it is at an OK level has fallen from 85% to 63%.

· The percentage of respondents who viewed the level of draining activity as OK in 1996 was 93% but by 2006 this had slumped to 58% and those who thought the activity level was too high had trebled from the admittedly low starting point of 5% in 1996 to 15% in 2002. In the intervening years there has been a big increase in the number of people who say they “don’t know” whether the level of activity is too high or OK – the 'don’t knows' having risen from 2% in 1996 to 27% in 2006.
· With grazing the change in perception noted in 2002 is confirmed in 2006 – namely that the percentage of respondents thinking that the level of activity was OK had fallen from an overwhelming 97% in 1996 to 72% in 2002 and 75% in 2006. For the most part opinion has switched to the “don’t know” option – that has increased from 3% in 1996 to 24% and 23% in 2002 and 2006 respectively.
· The views about the 4th activity - domestic peat cutting – are largely unchanged. In 1996 some 99% said that it was at an OK level – in 2006 the comparable was still a very high 95%.
Opinions re Conservation and the Development of the Peatlands
2.4
We then gave respondents 4 related statements with which they were invited to agree, disagree or say they didn’t know. The purpose of these questions was to see what they thought about the development of the Peatlands and how that development should relate to conservation matters.
2.5
The first statement (Table 12) has to do with the way in jobs and environmental protection matters inter-relate. The results from each of the 3 surveys conducted reveals a fluctuation in views with the only clear trend being the number of people disagreeing with the statement is, at 23% in 2006 more than double the 11% of 1996. (Though the 23% is down on the 27% of 2002 this is not a significant change given that the sample size is 100.)
	Table 12: Environmental Protection & Jobs

Statement 2a) Environmental protection and jobs are nearly always in conflict and probably always will be.
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Agree
	70
	53
	67

	Disagree
	11
	27
	23

	Don’t know
	19
	20
	10


2.6
As Table 13 shows, in 1996 when faced with the statement about local employment being the most important factor in development decisions, a resounding 94% agreed while a minute 2% disagreed. By 2006, the picture has clearly changed. Now 21% disagree with the statement though there are still more than 70% who say this factor is the one that is of prime importance.
	Table 13: Importance of Local Employment Factor in Development Decisions
Statement 2b) The most important factor in any development decision for the peatlands should be local employment.
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Agree
	94
	74
	72

	Disagree
	2
	16
	21

	Don’t know
	4
	10
	7


2.7 
The view that the peatlands should only be developed in an environmentally friendly way is one which is now held by the vast majority of crofters and farmers as Table 14 below shows. Disagreement with the statement made has remained remarkably constant at 10% in each of the 3 surveys. But increasing numbers of people have been making their mind up – leaving behind the “don’t know” option to boost the percentage agreeing with the statement to 84% (a figure which is well up on the already high 68% noted in 1996).
	Table 14: Environmentally Friendly Development

Statement 2c) The peatlands are a valuable local resource which should only be developed in an environmentally friendly manner
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Agree
	68
	79
	84

	Disagree
	10
	10
	10

	Don’t know
	22
	11
	6


2.8
In Table 15 below we can see that there is now a resounding confidence that it is possible to balance conservation and development interests re the creation of jobs. Whereas in 1996 just over 1 in 2 respondents believed that this proposition was correct, in 2006 some 4 out of 5 respondents agree with the statement. People have exited the “don’t know” group in droves and while most have exchanged that position for one agreeing with the statement, there are some others who have been moved to take up the option of disagreeing with the statement. Hence the percentage disagreeing rising from 6% to 11% over the 10 years. 
	Table 15: Balancing Conservation and Development

Statement 2d) It IS possible to balance conservation and development so that jobs are created without damaging the peatland environment
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Agree
	54
	76
	80

	Disagree
	6
	13
	11

	Don’t know
	40
	11
	9


2.9 
In looking at examples of the type of developments which they could be balanced with the conservation of the peatlands, tourism was cited by several who said that the peatlands were:
	· Good for eco-tourism & for a good living environment
· Conservation encourages wildlife & tourism 

	· Good for tourism, good for soaking up CO2, good for the environment 

	Others cited the value of the peatlands as an educational resource:
· A great place for children & adults to see wildlife & plants
· School groups are able to visit the area and be made aware of plant life etc
The sense of the uniqueness of the peatlands and the importance of its place as part of the heritage of the area surfaced several times: 
· It is a unique environment which should be preserved.

· It is good for our heritage to keep as it is.  Also good for birds & the environment 
· It is part of our heritage, a unique environment & people want to come and see it
· It is an important region in the world - a unique habitat 

· It is best left as it is. It is part of our landscape & heritage


2.10 For those who felt the balance had swung too far in favour of conservation the following were the principal arguments being advanced: 
	· There is too much conservation & not enough development at the moment.

· Too many people in offices making rules and regulations which are harmful to the countryside

	· There are too many restrictions on the peatlands and not enough money being put into the local communities



But it is noticeable here that the arguments are coming from a general philosophical position rather than a frustration caused by a blocking of specific developments which people want to champion. 
Conservation of the peatland area and agriculture
2.11
The trend – noted first in 2002 – has continued so that in the 2006 survey (table 16 below) the 48% who see conservation of the peatland area as “not at all” a threat now out number the 47% who see it as a threat (either definitely or only in some circumstances and cases). The change in opinion is even more pronounced if we look at the fact in 1996 those who viewed conservation of the peatlands as “definitely” a threat to agriculture were at 30% more numerous than those in any other category. In 2006 the situation has been markedly turned around to the extent that those who view conservation as no threat at all to agriculture outnumber by more than 5 to 1 (48% to 9%) those who continue to view it as “definitely” a threat. It is noticeable that those expressing themselves as not knowing or not sure have also fallen significantly in numbers. So while in 1996 just over 1 in 4 (28%) said conservation of the peatlands was seen by them as “not at all” a threat to agriculture, in 2006 this figure has risen to just under 1 in 2 (48%). 
	Table 16 : Conservation of the Peatland Area and Agriculture

Q4) In your opinion, does the conservation of the peatland areas represent a threat to traditional methods of agriculture in Caithness & Sutherland?
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Definitely
	30
	11
	9

	Only in some circumstances and cases
	26
	39
	38

	Not at all
	28
	39
	48

	Don’t know / not sure
	16
	11
	5


Perceived sympathy of conservation bodies to local issues &needs
2.12
As the two tables below show, there are intriguing changes in the views of crofters and farmers regarding their perception of the sympathy to local issues and needs of the RSPB and SNH in their conservation of the peatlands. 
2.13
Looking at the views expressed about the RSPB we can see firstly, that those who describe the RSPB as either “reasonably” or “very sympathetic” have increased from 40% to 49% - virtually 1 in 2. But at the same time the ranks of those assessing the RSPB as “not very sympathetic” have also swollen from 27% to 35%. What is happening? One explanation evident from the table below is that more people are making up their minds one way or another – the “don’t know/ no comment” group has more than halved from 33% to 16%.
	Table 17: RSPB & perceptions
Q5) In promoting the conservation of the Peatlands would you describe the RSPB as…
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	2002
	2006

	Very sympathetic to local issues and needs
	6
	9

	Reasonably sympathetic
	34
	40

	Not very sympathetic
	27
	35

	Don’t know / no comment
	33
	16


2.14
For perceptions of SNH a similar story emerges (see Table 18 below). The percentage of those seeing SNH as sympathetic to local issues and needs is near-identical to that recorded previously – 47% in 2006, 46% in 2002. But the percentage of those assessing SNH as “not very sympathetic” has risen to the same level as RSPB for this option – 35%. Meanwhile the “don’t know/ no comment” group has declined from 24% to 18%.
	Table 18: SNH & perception
Q6) In promoting the conservation of the Peatlands would you describe SNH as…
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	2002
	2006

	Very sympathetic to local issues and needs
	5
	7

	Reasonably sympathetic
	41
	40

	Not very sympathetic
	30
	35

	Don’t know / no comment
	24
	18


Forsinard Nature Reserve

2.15
We explored with crofters and farmers their level of awareness and attitudes towards Forsinard Nature Reserve. Results from the questions on the topic show:

· awareness of the Reserve remains high – at 83% compared with 82% in 2002
· those who though the Reserve was “very well regarded” had increased from 3% in 2002 to 6% in 2006 and those thinking that it was “fairly well regarded” had leapt up from 23% to 39% - a major increase. Meanwhile those who thought the Reserve was “not very well regarded” remained steady at 18% 
· intriguingly the improvement in the regard with which the Reserve is perceived to be held is not because there has been a massive upsurge in the numbers of crofters and farmers visiting the Reserve – in fact that number had only increased from 20% to 23%. Of the 23 who had visited the Reserve, 10 of them said they were positively impressed by the Reserve, 8 were neither impressed nor unimpressed and 5 were unimpressed. 

· awareness as to the fact that RSPB is the organisation  running the Reserve has increased significantly from 30% in 2002 to 49% in 2006.
2.16 
For the first time we asked the respondents who were aware of the Forsinard Reserve (i.e. 83% of the total) to rate the level of contribution that Reserve has made to raising awareness and appreciation of the peatland environment. The results revealed that:

· 65% (virtually 2 out of 3) of those who were aware of the Reserve rated it as making either a “major contribution” (26%) or a “moderate contribution” (39%)
· 13% said it had made “a small contribution” 
· 7% said it had made “no particular contribution” 
· 15% said either they didn’t know or couldn’t say what kind of contribution was being made.
Threats to the peatlands
2.17
Turning to the issue of threats, we asked those interviewed: what do you think are the greatest threats, if any, to the peatlands? Compared with 2002 when 52% of respondents identified threats this time the percentage identifying threats in 2006 had decreased to 40%. Those saying they didn’t know stayed almost constant at 22% compared with 20% while those who said that there were “no threats” had increased from 28% to 38%.
2.18
Of those threats which were identified only 3 were mentioned by 5% or more of respondents. These 3 were:
· commercial forestry/ tree planting (16%) 

· wind farms/ turbines (12%) 
· conservationists/ conservation bodies (7%)
Appropriate activities for the peatlands
2.19
Following the previous question we nominated some activities and asked the respondents which of them they felt ought to be encouraged and which ought to be discouraged. They replied as follows (see Tables 19, 20 and 21):
	Table 19: Activities to be encouraged in the peatlands
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	94
	62
	75

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	93
	84
	90

	Walking
	91
	84
	94

	Small scale native woodlands
	93
	91
	88

	Large scale forestry
	45
	14
	15

	Conservation
	n/a
	85
	87

	Commercial peat extraction
	52
	40
	21

	Domestic peat cutting
	98
	91
	84

	Agricultural improvements
	81
	51
	51

	Wind farms 
	54
	75
	35

	Nature based tourism
	91
	90
	92


	Table 20: Activities to be discouraged in the peatlands
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	2
	13
	14

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	5
	6
	8

	Walking
	5
	10
	5

	Small scale native woodlands
	4
	3
	6

	Large scale forestry
	55
	71
	82

	Conservation
	Na
	5
	7

	Commercial peat extraction
	40
	50
	72

	Domestic peat cutting
	0
	3
	9

	Agricultural improvements
	17
	36
	37

	Wind farms
	32
	14
	38

	Nature based tourism
	7
	4
	3


	Table 21: % of respondents replying they don’t know whether these activities should be encouraged or discouraged
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	4
	24
	11

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	2
	10
	2

	Walking
	4
	6
	1

	Small scale native woodlands
	3
	6
	6

	Large scale forestry
	0
	15
	3

	Conservation
	Na
	10
	6

	Commercial peat extraction
	8
	10
	7

	Domestic peat cutting
	2
	6
	7

	Agricultural improvements
	2
	13
	13

	Wind farms
	14
	11
	7

	Nature based tourism
	2
	6
	5


2.20
Analysing these three tables together, the following are the main shifts in opinion which have occurred in the 1996-2006 period:
· Large scale forestry is an activity which in 2006 a large majority – 82% - want to discourage with only 15% wanting to encourage it. This represents a considerable shift in the opinion of crofters and farmers considering that in 1996, 55% wanted to discourage it and 45% were for encouraging it. 
· Commercial peat extraction has also undergone a significant shift in opinion. Whereas in 1996 52% were for encouraging this activity and 40% were for discouraging it, the 2006 survey shows that those who would encourage it have fallen to 21% while those in favour of discouraging it have risen sharply to 72%. 
· Wind farms have swung backwards and forwards over the 3 surveys. In 1996 a majority, some 54% were in favour of encouraging them and this figure soared to 75% in 2002. But this most recent survey reveals a huge slump in the percentage of crofters and farmers who want to encourage this activity in the peatlands - down from that 75% to 35%. Meanwhile, many of those who seemed to have been persuaded between 1996 and 2002 that they should move from considering wind farms as something to be discouraged (that figure having fallen from 32% to 14% in the 6 year interval), have now re-thought their position and have returned to regarding it as one to be discouraged to the extent that this figure has in 2006 stood at 38%.
· Agricultural activities have also fallen in favour as an activity to be encouraged (81% to 51%) although a bare majority still favours that option.
Economic opportunities associated with conservation
2.21
The percentage of those who see economic opportunities in conservation rose markedly from 14% in 1996 to 44% in 2002 – at which latter figure it remains in 2006. There are still 41% in 2006 who are unsure or do not know whether there are any economic opportunities in conservation while 15% (down from 22% in 2002) say there are no such opportunities in conservation.

2.22
Respondents who said they did think there were economic opportunities associated with conservation were invited to say what they thought these opportunities were.  81% of these respondents (i.e. 34% of the total sample) said the opportunities lay in tourism or nature based tourism, creating local jobs in service industries and ranger services.  Four other opportunities were mentioned:
	· employment of local people to manage peatlands

	· Plants being harvested e.g. bog myrtle for medicinal use.

	· Shooting & stalking

	· to provide fuel


2.23
Those interviewed were asked for their views on the voluntary conservation schemes which reward crofters and farmers for managing peatlands in an environmentally friendly way. As Table 22 below shows, between 1996 and 2002 we saw a major shift in opinion with the numbers thinking this was a good idea rising from 38% to 70% and the numbers who saw it as a restriction of freedom falling from 42% to 13%. The 2002 findings have been confirmed in the 2006 survey with the percentage thinking it is a good idea remaining steady at 70% while those who see it as a restriction of freedom rose slightly to 17%.
	Table 22: Attitudes towards Voluntary Conservation Schemes in the Peatlands

Q16 Are voluntary conservation schemes which reward crofters and farmers for managing peatlands in an environmentally friendly way a good idea or a restriction of freedom?
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Good idea
	38
	70
	70

	Restriction of freedom
	42
	13
	17

	Don’t know / unsure
	20
	17
	13


Perceptions of Change
2.24
We were interested to know whether crofters and farmers had detected any changes in awareness of and attitudes towards the conservation of the peatlands amongst local people. Tables 23-26 record their responses to the questions posed:
	Table 23: Perception of Changes in Awareness about the Peatland Environment amongst Local People 
Q17) Over the last 10 years do you think there has been any change in awareness of the peatland environment amongst local people?
	% respondents (n=100)

	Major change
	9

	Some change
	52

	No change
	39


	Table 24: Comparison of the Importance Placed by Local People on the Peatlands

Q18) Do you think local people place more, less or the same importance on the peatlands as 10 years ago?
	% respondents (n=100)

	More
	27

	Same
	47

	Less
	26


	Table 25: Perception of Changes in Attitudes towards Conservation of the Peatlands Amongst Local People

Q19) Over the last 10 years do you think there has been any change in attitudes towards conservation of the peatlands amongst local people?
	% respondents (n=100)

	Major change
	8

	Some change
	60

	No change
	32


	Table 26: Perception of the Direction of any Perceived Change in Attitudes Towards Conservation 

Q20) Has this change been towards or against conservation?
	% respondents (n=100)

	Towards
	57

	Against
	11

	Don’t think there has been a change
	32


2.25
In interpreting the set of results in the 4 tables above, we can see that 61% (Table 23) say that there has at least been some change in awareness in the last 10 years but opinion is equally divided (see Table 24) as to whether this has led to more or less importance being placed on the peatlands. But when it comes to assessing changes in attitudes towards the conservation of the peatlands over the last 10 years, a much clearer picture emerges:

· 68% say there has been a change in the attitudes of local people towards conservation of the peatlands (Table 25)
· and 57% of the sample says that this change has been towards conservation with only 11% saying the change has been against conservation of the peatlands – the remaining 32% being of the opinion that there had been no shift in attitudes (Table 26).
Awareness of the LIFE Peatlands Project
2.26
Finally, we asked respondents of their awareness of the LIFE Peatlands Project. Their answers (Table 27) showed that awareness had grown slightly from 33% in 2002 to 39% in 2006.
	Table 27: Awareness of the LIFE Peatlands Project

Q21) Before this phone call, were you aware of the LIFE Peatlands Project?
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	2002
	2006

	No
	67
	61

	Yes
	33
	39


SECTION 3: COMMUNITY COUNCILS
Scope of the Survey of Community Councils

3.1
We contacted all the chairs of the community councils in Caithness and Sutherland to ask them about attitudes towards and awareness of the peatlands in their localities.
Issue of Geographical Identification with the Peatlands
3.2
It is important to remember at the outset that community councils, by definition, are primarily concerned with tight geographical areas. Therefore the need for any local identification with the peatlands in some areas of Caithness and Sutherland is something which still perplexes a number of people. Why? Because they do not see themselves as living in the area that they define as being, as one person described it, “the Peatlands proper”.  On that account some bowed out of the discussion at that early stage. For example: 

· “We are too far west to feel involved. It doesn’t really impinge on us. I have heard about one or two kids going to Forsinard, but that’s about the sum of it. We have an awful lot of mountain between us and the peatlands proper. There is a degree of recognition of its importance, but it’s miles away. You wouldn’t go there and back to Forsinard comfortably in a day.” West Sutherland
· “The Peatlands are not an issue for us, although some people do still dig the peats locally. The peaty land thereabouts is used for sporting estates and forestry.” East Sutherland
· “The Peatlands not really seen as an issue for us, although we’re aware of the issues. Peat extraction and wind farms are issues for Caithness, although locally for us the main issue is peat landslips.” East Sutherland
· “Not really in our area, it doesn’t affect us, although we have discussed it a bit.” Caithness
· “Of no interest to us at all.” Caithness
Interest Shown in the Peatlands
3.3
A number of people interviewed said that they had detected a growing awareness of the importance of the peatlands and this had been fuelled both by local exposure and a greater concern about environmental issues generally. There is a sense of the peatlands significance internationally as well as locally:
· I think people have become more aware of a lot of the things going on like global warming, wind turbines and the increasing awareness that the peatlands is a carbon sink. I think they understand better. They are probably more concerned about the peatlands now. Before it was something that you drove past or went into occasionally to cut the peats. Nowadays there’s more of interest (from people) on the animal and botanical side. I think people understand that it’s of international significance. Therefore they are maybe a bit more careful about what happens there, as one of the last wildernesses. I don’t think that anybody wants to see it totally destroyed, or not all of it anyway.  It’s one of the last wildernesses in the world. It’s unique. If only people were more switched on.” Caithness
· “I would say people are sitting up and taking more notice than they did five or ten years ago. They are concerned about what’s going to happen. I would say on the whole people are taking more notice.” Sutherland
· “People are more aware of the peatlands – at least I am. There’s been a big area of trees planted in a bog. They were uprooted and the drains removed and it’s been restored to what it was. The RSPB leave it to the birds which is better than planting.” Caithness

· “I think the local community is pretty well aware of the peatlands. I think there’s a growing sympathy for the peatlands.” Sutherland
3.5
Education about the environment was perceived as making a significant contribution to increased awareness of the peatlands by a number of those interviewed. There was also a belief stated that this programme of education needed to be continued because it would take generations to inculcate the needed level of environmental awareness amongst people:

· “In our own little environment we are very concerned about conservation. But the whole thing about environmental awareness that is a very big educational exercise, which will take a couple of generations to be effective. We’re very lucky to have a countryside ranger who fulfils an educational role. He works with the local children. It’s a great help.” Sutherland
· “The younger generation have probably got more of a grip of what they are about, having been educated. They are a bit more understanding.” Sutherland
3.6
However, there were a few interviewees who felt local interest in the peatlands was not at a high level. One person thought while there was a growing awareness of the environment amongst locally this was a in general interest and did not necessarily transfer into an interest in the peatlands themselves – though even he thought that some people had moved into the area specifically because they liked the peatlands environment. 

· “I do think people are more aware of the environment in general, but not necessarily the peatlands itself. I’m unaware of much interest locally in conservation issues, although I think one or two people may have moved into the area because they like the peatlands. I think local people are concerned about the wildlife, there’s more concern about that than the peatlands themselves. Awareness has come from various TV programmes about wildlife.” Sutherland.
Another said that while he was very much in favour of wildlife tourism in the peatlands, the general public in his Caithness locality “couldn’t care less” about them. 

In the experience of one crofter who had a daily involvement in the peatlands, the declining level of involvement by others had diminished the significance of the area for locals and his view was supported by another chair of a community council in Caithness: 

· “I live with the peatlands every day and that’s because I work on it. People still cut the peats but nowhere near what was cut 10-15 years ago. There are still some banks cut but on the whole they are not a significant part of people’s lives as they were in the past.” Sutherland
· “People don’t cut the peat any more. People pass by the bogs and that’s it. I don’t think people are more aware. Then locals know exactly where the peat and boglands are.” Caithness
Yet another person thought that while there had been a general increase in the level of awareness about the peatlands – citing the influence of articles in the local press – he felt locals were not really concerned about them. He said the degree of interest in the peatlands was greater amongst visitors. 
· “I’d say there is more awareness, through exposure in the local press. Visitors to the area are also probably more aware of the Peatlands than the locals who take little notice of what’s going on their own doorstep. I wouldn’t say that the locals are terribly concerned about the Peatlands.” Sutherland
In the eyes of another chairperson complacency had set in amongst locals because of the many initiatives that had taken place over the years in the peatlands:

· “There have been so many things over the years. Trees have been planted and taken out and other projects have come and gone. I think we are just a bit complacent now. It’s just another of the many things and nothing ever comes of it. We are all very blasé about it.” Sutherland
The peatlands and perceived potential beneficial developments
3.7
A number of respondents spoke of the benefits that might come from promoting the area to potential tourists. People saw an opportunity for linking the peatlands with other potential attractions as part of a package to promote the whole area. Encouraging people to visit the peatlands was seeing as conferring the additional benefit of encouraging, through increased awareness, the further protection of that environment:
· “I would be happy to see further efforts made to promote it. More jobs would be acceptable as traditional industries, crofting etc are going through hard times. It’s probably one of the most sustainable things we can do, helping to protect the environment and educate people. It wouldn’t create much permanent damage to the environment.” Caithness

· “I’m in favour of wildlife tourism. We’re always willing to look at some form of initiative that would make the area more attractive. Fishing and stalking and walking and golf are all areas that can be promoted. If you have lots of things you appeal to a greater audience and at different times of the year. There’s no reason why this part of the world should close down at the end of September. The climate is changing and has been for the last 10 years, we don’t get the depth of snow, although we do get high winds.” Sutherland
· “Everybody would be happy about wildlife tourism because everybody is making use of it – a far wider spectrum. Promotion of the area to tourists should be stepped up. I’m sure if you went to the south of England they wouldn’t know what you were talking about.” Caithness 
· “We have lots to appeal to walkers. Attempts should be made to make breaks of year-round appeal.” Sutherland
· “We have a lot of bird watchers and university students come to look at different plants. As long as it doesn’t interfere with our way of life I favour tourism.” Sutherland
· “We are very much a backwater now and anything that can be done about it is very welcome. The price of petrol makes people think twice about coming up here. Our community council would be in favour of bird watching holidays etc. There is already a lot of bird watching going on and they’ve constructed a hide. We hope it will bring tourism.” Sutherland

At least one of those interviewed was himself gearing up for what he hoped would be an increasing number of tourists – building what he described as high-quality chalets. He emphasised his own concern for the environment saying that he was currently constructing “- an eco-friendly house”.
Another interviewee, while indicating that people locally would welcome more tourists, was himself sceptical about whether additional promotion would work since those who were interested in nature were limited in number:
· “We would probably welcome more tourism. We have a problem here attracting visitors. On the whole tourism is supposed to be on the up and up, although in the far north they are having a problem. But I’m of the opinion that nature and archaeology holidays are of limited attraction and that folk who are interested in these will probably find them anyway.” Caithness
3.8
Improving access to the peatlands was a theme taken up by one respondent who saw a link between interest in the environment and the need for improved access to that environment. 
· “We have a big concentration of retired people. They are interested in the environment in general, but they want pathways created to access it.” Sutherland
3.9
Although it was noted that comparatively few people nowadays are cutting the peats, there was one confident prediction that this trend is about to be reversed owing to the high cost of fuel:
“A lot of people are now re-opening their peat banks due to the high cost of fuel. It doesn’t scar the landscape and when done properly, it encourages growth. I predict that 80 % of the peat banks will be back in full-time use within five years.” Sutherland
Jobs and Affordable Houses

3.10
Underlying much of what is said about the development of the peatlands area is a concern about the need for jobs and affordable houses to retain locals and to encourage young people to return once their training has been completed. 
· “Jobs are always welcome, to keep the people living here, but not jobs to bring people in, but to create jobs for people already living here. We understand that the youngsters do have to go away for training, but we try to encourage them to come back. Housing would be acceptable development, but at reasonable prices and cost. Housing is a big issue. The locals want to build houses for their families on the land they own, even if that person is not actually working the land. Lots of our houses were bought up by people who could afford to buy them.” Sutherland
· “Employment is the main issue here for families. Tourism is seen as the way forward for us. We want something for our young ones. We want them to come back from college and university”. Sutherland
· “From my point of view we have the same problems as Sweden, Norway, France, Ireland (i.e. predominantly rural countries). We have kids going away to cities for their education and never coming back. Even my generation, those of 50+, would have come back to live if there had been some way of sustaining a living.” Sutherland
Trees

3.11
In all the discussions about routes for additional development it was noticeable that no-one cited large-scale forestry as an area of potential. Mention of trees at all was limited. One person cited the fact that some locals felt that there had been a promise of long-term employment with the coming of large-scale forestry and that had not been realised:
· “Some people welcomed the forestry coming because they thought it would create sustainable jobs. But they just planted the trees and then took off.” Sutherland
3.12
Three respondents said there was concern locally about public money being used for both planting and extracting trees:
· “The concern is that public money has been spent on both occasions, planting the trees on the Flow Country and then taking them out.” Sutherland
· “Trees are still an issue locally, with the locals seeing money thrown into schemes to plant and then fell.” Sutherland
· “They are having a big problem with the trees that were planted, because they can’t get them out. It’s causing major problems around here at the moment. They got all the subsidies and now they are left with forestation that’s falling over, decomposing, and they don’t have the roads to get them out. The amount of things that have gone wrong because they have not been thought through and there are no tax incentives to put it right. Personally, I think that anything that helps to preserve is a good thing, but one of the comments that’s made is that they are preserving it back to what it should be – but it was man that made it like that. Naturally it had trees on it, birch, alder, oak and the locals think, ‘Just let them get on with it’.” Sutherland
Threats to the peatlands
3.13
The prospect of large-scale wind farms is occasioning much concern for many communities and these concerns are being expressed primarily in terms of their visual impact – but some are also raising issues more specifically to do with the peatlands:
· “The lesson for the peatlands is that the peat won’t stand the roads needed to install the turbines, which we did warn about in advance. Road access to them was built on peat and it was a local issue in as much that the peat was under it. We warned that the peat wouldn’t withstand the traffic which has proved to be the case.”  Sutherland
· “The wind farm applications in and around our area are quite frightening to local people. Our community council has supported Highland Council’s initiative on renewable energy which says no large wind farms. We are opposed to wind farms mainly because of the visual impact and the construction of them – the impact on the roads, which were never designed for this traffic. I feel that any revenue earned by the community will bring few benefits compared with the long-term effects. Wind farms are a very inefficient way to produce electricity. I’m planning to put a small wind turbine in my own garden and if everybody else did the same there would be no need for wind farms.” Sutherland
· “ We’ve concerns locally about the siting of a wind farm. I believe that already one of the wind turbines has been removed because of peat slippage.” Caithness
· “Wind farms are a pain. The mood is against them because we’ve been told it would be to supply power for the South East of England. What has the South East of England ever done for us? One or two wind turbines to provide power and back up for the local community wouldn’t be too unsightly. They’d be acceptable, but not 50 turbines all over the mountains. It’s been discussed and it’s been ongoing for some time, even the RSPB are against it because we have all these birds and divers etc in our area.” Sutherland
· “We’ve concerns about the intrusion of wind turbines visually and for the people living near them, the noise nuisance. We have been fighting them. You have to be very careful about doing anything on the peatlands. There was a peat slide in Ireland after a wind farm was sited on a hillside. It’s floating bog here. These roads going in destroy and alter the physical attributes of the land.” Caithness
· “There’s a lot of aggro with windmills, but it’s more about spoiling the view than destroying the peatlands. Nothing’s ever been voiced to me about destroying the peatlands. Some people would be worried a bout it, especially those who have lived in the area all their lives and know the ins and outs of the place.” Sutherland
3.14
Inappropriate recreational use of the peatlands was a concern expressed by some:
· “I would hope it will not be like the north of England where there has been some horrendous damage done to the environment by people wanting to use it for recreational activities. We’ve great concerns about the use of motor bikes and 4x4s on the land. They’ve the potential to permanently scar the landscape.” Sutherland
· “You would have permanent damage to the environment if people were using 4x4s and mountain bikes but to have people wandering about on the hill – I don’t think there’s that much of a problem.” Caithness
Conservation Agencies

3.15
One person contrasted what he saw as a flawed approach in the initial approaches to crofters in the conservation of the Peatlands to the approaches that are now being pursued: 
· “I and others like me were concerned about the heavy handed way that SNH got into the peatland. It left a bad taste in the mouth. SNH said ‘We are consulting,’ but you knew they were going to do it anyway. They are a lot more sympathetic now and have changed their ways. SNH realised they had to, to carry on.” Sutherland
3.16
Two people mentioned the RSPB - one favourably and the other unfavourably in the context of what that person saw as being inappropriate preservation of hawks:

· “I’m delighted the RSPB, of which I’m a member, is involved with the Forsinard Reserve.” Sutherland
· “I am not in favour of the RSPB. I love birds and love seeing them but I have noticed over the last five years a drop in the variety of birds. The preservation of certain birds is doing away with other birds. Other birds are suffering. People are not allowed to kill hawks but now other varieties are being killed because of the preservation of hawks. It’s upsetting the proper cycle of things. My neighbour is a keen bird watcher as well and she doesn’t seem to think it’s done a great deal of good. It’s ruining the whole structure of things. They do need to be kept at bay. I have ducks, they are more pets than anything else, but with the amount of hawks there are about, the amount of ducklings I lose, it’s just amazing.” Sutherland
SECTION 4: PRIMARY SCHOOLS IN CAITHNESS AND SUTHERLAND
4.1
We carried out a telephone survey of all 35 primary schools in Caithness and Sutherland. 
4.2
Staff in 15 schools could recall visits to Forsinard. We asked these staff members to comment on the impact of their visit to the Reserve on the pupils in two ways: firstly, what effect, if any, did the visit have on their knowledge of the peatlands; and secondly, what effect if any, did it have on stimulating greater concern for the peatlands. Then we proceeded to ask them about how well they rated the educational value of the programme provided by the RSPB at Forsinard (see Tables 28 & 29 below):

Table 28: Reported Knowledge of & Concern about the Peatlands of Pupils after Visiting Forsinard Reserve

Q1. As a result of visiting the Forsinard Reserve would you assess that the pupils involved have: 

(a) more knowledge about the peatlands?  
A lot more
 Some more    No - unchanged

	6
	8
	1


(b) greater concern for the peatlands? 



A lot more
 Some more     No - unchanged

	1
	5
	9


Table 29: Perceived Educational Value of the Forsinard Reserve’s Programme 

Q2 How would you rate the educational value of the programme provided by the RSPB at the Forsinard Reserve? Was it: 

     Excellent   Very Good      Satisfactory
     Poor
Very Poor

	4
	9
	1
	0
	0


4.3
It is useful to consider the results in both tables above together for these findings are intriguing. They illustrate that even though the educational value of the programme was rated highly (13 classifying it as being excellent or very good) and increased the knowledge of the pupils about the Peatlands, it did not, for the most part, in the judgement of the teachers, stimulate a lot more concern for the Peatlands. In several cases this was because the children were seen as being too young to express a concern. In other cases it was because the children already had a high level of concern. One teacher commented that most of the knowledge of, and respect for, the peatlands comes from the work in the classroom before they even get to Forsinard. Another teacher said that concern for the Peatlands does not come from the visit because the children see the outing as a fun trip – not something from which to learn to be concerned. This teacher argued that “the concern probably comes from the follow-up lessons back in school.”  So from this perspective, what the visit is accomplishing is a reinforcement of a concern that is being worked on in the classroom setting – either before or after the visit. As another teacher said: 

· “They have covered a lot of this in class before they get there and the visit reinforces what they have learnt.  It consolidates the learning.  The experience is not limited to the peatlands – it increases their environmental awareness in general. It gives them a better idea of their own backyard.”  
Impressions made on the children from their visit
4.4 
When teachers were then asked what had most impressed the children about their visit the following were the main replies:
· “When the guide explained that the flow country is as important to the world as the rain forests.  They became saucer-eyed and have quoted it in their post-visit work.  Having something which is important to the world within their own area really impressed them.” 
· “The whole package was excellent.  The walk, the exhibition, the craft stuff.  In the afternoon the teachers were banished and the centre staff took over.  This was very popular with the teachers.” 
· “The pond life.  Both the tank inside the centre and the pond outside just fascinated them.  Big slugs and snails impressed them.  The Sundews were another big hit – real horror movies stuff.   They were interested in the creatures caught in the traps, although some of them did not like the idea of trapping.”
· “Outdoors – actually seeing the plant and insect life. Indoors – the hands-on display and the artwork.”
· “The mini-beasts at close quarters.  Dragonflies, damsel flies etc. The artwork – Jackie is very creative and artistic.  The children like her.”
· “Hands-on experience.  The expertise of the staff.”
· “The train journey to get there.  For some of them it is the first time they have been on a train and the view from the train is totally different.”  
· 
· “The walk along the peatlands and the wildlife in the traps.”
“
· It made some of the children aware that hill land and the peatlands are far more interesting than they thought.  There is more out there than they had previously realised.” 
· “The wildness of it – completely outwith their experience. Also very impressed with the train.”
· 
4.5
Clearly the children appreciate the level of hands-on involvement which the informed and engaging Forsinard Reserve staff members facilitate. Getting close to mini-beasts, investigating what is in the tank and the pond stimulates their imagination – as do the sundews. A whole new vista is opened up for a number of children and it is apparent that for those who came by train, that journey also assists them to gain a new appreciation of their environment 

4.6
One set of comments from a teacher was particularly analytical. Her praise for the whole Forsinard Reserve experience was fulsome and she especially appreciated the enthusiastic, child-centred approach of the staff. Her comments about their visit begin with an outstanding overall rating:

· “ I’d rate it 9/10 as a day's visit – the only negative aspect is the long and winding drive to get there when so many of them needed the sick bags. The activities were excellent – artwork on birds; jigsaw linking birds to their food, and a walk to see the pond skaters and grasses.  The people there were enthusiastic and just made the visit for us.  As teachers we become used to visiting places where the people make no effort and it is left to the teacher to do it all.  At Forsinard the staff made the visit and helped a lot.  The activities were child-centred and they did not realise that they were being taught.  It was not that good a day's weather but this made no difference.  Curriculum development requires them to look at their own area and this visit was a culmination of our year's work. Caithness has no trees or mountain ranges but the children are now aware of how important the peatlands are to the ecology of the world.  They appreciate that they have some very special and important species – even if they are very small things like grasses.  The children I took are about age 7 ½ and are a very mixed group of ability.  For a very small number, they might only have understood a little, but for a good percentage it was a valuable experience.  As the Jesuits said "give me a child to the age of 7…" – well this can apply to concern for the natural environment as well.  Children of this age are prime targets for being taught the importance of their natural environment.  They are more likely to accept the importance of plant and wildlife than adults. From our visit most of the children definitely came away with an appreciation of the importance of preserving the peatlands.”

This teacher went on to say she believed the RSPB centre was not well enough known in schools.  She would not have thought of going if it had not been for a colleague who recommended it.  She said she understood that the RSPB hopes to have an out-reach worker which she thought was an excellent idea. She said she hoped that the outreach worker would encourage schools to visit the centre and not act as a replacement for a visit.  

Barriers to Access

4.7
For the schools which had not visited the Centre – or could not recall having done so – we asked them about the barriers to accessing the Reserve. Some 8 of the schools reported that the expense of the trip made it difficult for them to contemplate going. Hiring buses was proving to be increasingly expensive and the train left too early (at 6:30).  For a few of the teachers there is yet to be an appreciation of how the peatlands fit into the curriculum. But others who had not yet visited the Reserve with pupils do see the fit and want to take their pupils to the Centre.  

Changes in personnel

4.8
One interview showed how changes in personnel can have a dramatic impact on attitudes. This teacher reported that they have not yet been to Forsinard but have plans to make an annual trip from now on.  Three older staff members had recently retired and they had their own curriculum which they had not wanted to change.  Now that new teachers have been appointed they have discussed structuring Caithness into their curriculum and making an annual visit there for Primary 3/4.  She sees the peatlands as having a “major importance” to Scotland and they are “very lucky” to have this area, and the Forsinard centre, on their doorstep and she is very keen that the children should be made aware of this.  
SECTION 5. THE VIEWS OF KEY OPINION FORMERS
5.1
Interviews were conducted with a number of key opinions formers – local politicians, and those employed in areas such as tourism, journalism, forestry and farming. 
Appreciation of the value of the peatlands
5.2
From a number of opinion formers has come a view that although the peatlands are not a topic of daily conversation there is an appreciation of their value locally – and of their national importance:
· “The peatlands are apart of our beautiful countryside. It’s part of our landscape and our heritage and we recognise it. People coming from elsewhere may get more actual enjoyment out of the Peatlands because we see them all the time.”

· “There’s a general positive attitude towards the peatlands. Local people don’t change their views dramatically but there’s more awareness of the environment than there was. News about global warming is on our TV screens. People know that wildlife is affected by climate and by human habitation. Birds here are a tourist attraction in themselves and here you can get a good sight of them.”

· “For people local to Caithness and Sutherland and for key local opinion formers there’s a fairly good awareness now. It’s not a detailed awareness but it’s reasonable.” 
· “Local people are beginning to value the peatlands which they never did before. I think the extra payments people got helped. They got recompense for managing the land. Before they thought of conservation organisations as just interfering. There’s no question now that people are beginning to appreciate them and they’re appreciating the birds. Crofters’ attitudes have definitely changed.” 
· “Local people see that quite a few people come to Forsinard and they see that these people value it and that helps locals appreciate their environment more.”
· “Peatlands are not something that comes up in everyday conversation but a lot more people over the years would now know that they are unique. That’s changed.”

· “People are more aware of the national importance of the peatlands than they were. I attribute that to the RSPB and the publicity they’ve been doing in the area.”

5.3
There were some voices which did not wholly concur with what was said above. In assessing the attitudes and awareness of local people one person differentiated between those who were engaged with the countryside and “ordinary townspeople living in Wick and Thurso”. He said:
· “People who are involved in the countryside look on the peatlands as an asset. Ordinary townspeople wouldn’t have a clue about them unless they’re into walking, fishing or shooting. Some of the young lads I know from the towns haven’t got a clue about them.”
An hotelier, contrasting the enthusiasm of visitors for the peatland environment, commented bluntly:

· “Local people don’t realise what they’ve got!”
· 5.4
A number of other opinion formers said that they had seen little evidence of any significant change in the level of awareness of the peatlands amongst local people in the past four years - i.e. since the last attitudes and awareness survey was conducted in 2002. From this perspective the principal changes in awareness had come between 1996 and 2002. 

· 
Awareness of the peatlands of those living outside Caithness and Sutherland 

5.5
Key opinion formers interviewed said that awareness about the peatlands is at a low level amongst people living outside Caithness and Sutherland and external to the main public agencies charged with having an interest in the area. One commented:
· “I am amazed when I talk with politicians and opinion formers from other parts of Scotland at their lack of awareness of the environmental importance of the peatlands. They might have a general notion that it is nice place with some odd plants but they don’t understand the complexity of the peatlands. At a time when we’re looking at carbon they don’t understand its importance on a world scale as a carbon sink.”
Tourism and the peatlands
5.6
Part of the growing appreciation of the peatlands has come from those actively involved in tourist industry. The following comments are made by three different hoteliers and a person letting a holiday cottage:
· “They’re very important to us – the bird life, the flora and the fauna. We have fishermen and shooters coming and they love the environment. They love the natural beauty of it and the open landscape and being able to see so far. There are plenty of walks up here too and it’s easy walking because it’s so flat.”
· “We get quite a few walkers and they’re amazed by its diversity and the wildlife that’s on it. People who come here love the tranquillity. It seems a completely different world to them.”
· “It’s important to my business because the reason a lot of people come here is because of the environment.”
· “I find the people who come to our holiday cottage are really interested in the peatlands. They can hardly believe the vastness and what is in front of them. Some of them think it’s heaven on earth.”
A person who is just moving into tourism said he was going to be emphasising the peatlands in his publicity:
· “I’m going to be promoting the environmental benefits of the peatlands area as a special feature.”

5.7
An experienced hotelier said:

· “There has been a growing understanding over the last 5-6 years within the tourist industry of the potential of the peatlands as part of the package that can be marketed for this area. But we’re not yet clear as to how we can develop this potential without damaging what we have. If we sent every tourist who came along into the peatlands we’d soon damage what we’ve got. The issue is how best we can make use of this as a tourist destination. I don’t believe we have provided the ease of access to it that’s needed if we’re to make best use of it. As yet apart from specialist environmental tourist, other tourists don’t think of the area as the peatlands so there’s zero awareness of it beyond the specialists.”
5.8
Illustrating the dilemma that he sees as facing those such as himself who are interested in considering the promotion of the peatlands, he went on to say:

· “Potentially the biggest problem for the peatlands would be too many tourists. It’s not a problem as yet – far from it – but it could become a major problem if we over-developed it.”
5.9
This was a view echoed by others with extensive knowledge and involvement in the tourist business:

· “If we suddenly have thousands of tourists going into the heart of the peatlands it would defeat the object of the exercise. I think it would be best to have things on the periphery of the peatlands for tourist to be informed about the peatlands rather than in the centre. The best thing for the peatlands is for them to be left alone.”

· “The wrong type of advertising would not be good. We don’t want it becoming too commercialised for that would destroy what people come here for – the peace and quiet. What we want is niche marketing for those who would appreciate and care for it. It would be good to keep it as a best kept secret type of thing.” 

· “You could probably do more to market the peatlands but you’d want it to be niche marketing where you target people who respect the environment. 
5.10
This was the most intriguing element of the interviews with those involved in tourism. While some said “there can never be enough promotion” and lamented that the peatlands were so little known outside the area, others were urging caution saying while they favoured promotion there was a need to think through very carefully how the peatlands were to be promoted. One person summed it up this way:

· “They’re very much an asset to us and I’m in favour of some more publicity as long as the peatlands are not overrun by people. We don’t want that to happen.”
Forestry
5.11
Turning to forestry we find the opinion being expressed that over the 10 year period (1996-2006) much has changed in attitudes towards large-scale forestry in the peatlands. One person within the forestry sector commented:
· “The peatlands are becoming less and less relevant for forestry because we have less and less engagement with the area. Over the last 10 years attitudes have changed and these have been taken on board and things have been re-structured so now there are lots of areas which are outside our scope.”
5.12
The extent to which the heat has gone out of the debate around large-scale forestry in the peatlands was emphasised by one opinion former:

· “It’s surprising but they even a lot of people locally say they weren’t aware there was a controversy in the 1980s!”
5.13
Forestry interests might still feel that the way tree felling is taking place is not what they would have done – but even there the comments made were muted:
· “We might still have the view that it is illogical what’s been done with the tree felling but we recognise that at the end of the day it’s market forces which are driving this and if the RSPB offers money to woodland owners and they take it they can fell these trees if they like. We’d have thought they should have waited for the end of the crop rotation and then done it.”
· “There’s a wee bit of controversy re the felling of the trees. That’s become a bit more controversial locally in that it’s a resource left lying and wasted. People say ‘let’s take them off and use the trees’. The RSPB seem to have money to fell them but not to take them off and see them used. A wee bit more money would help. But to be fair to them they’re taking this on board now.”
Threats to the peatlands

5.14
While some opinion formers said they could not think of any threats to the peatlands – “not as long as we have the SSIs in place” said one - there were a number of others who identified threats. One commentator remarked: “ignorance is the biggest danger to the peatlands.” He went on:

· “If, for example, ministers are not fully aware of the ecological importance of the peatlands then they may make decisions which have unintended consequences for the peatlands. If you haven’t got the facts it’s very difficult to make a sensible decision.”
Wind Farms

5.15
A number of people interviewed identified wind farms as the prime threat to the Peatlands. The following remarks emphasise this: 

· “Locals see wind farms as a threat to the Peatlands. They see them as bringing a loss of visual amenity as well as being destructive to the Peatlands. Highland Council’s policy on renewable energy has taken out any reference to large-scale wind farms in Caithness. They recognise the value of the wild countryside.” 
· “Wind farms are alien to the landscape. I’m totally opposed to them. I’m all for sustainability but this is old hat technology. Concrete is a toxic substance and you’ve got the damage done in putting in the turbines and then in removing them.” 
· “I see wind farms as a threat. It’s a combination of everything. There’s the destruction of the landscape plus it’s not really efficient. It’s the most inefficient type of renewable around.”
· “There was a wind farm proposed for a place a few miles from here and no-one locally supported it. Everyone was against it and it didn’t get the go ahead. It was the visual impact of the turbines. Caithness is so flat that you can see them for miles around.”
· “With wind farms you need to examine what happens to the peatbog with the roads that go in as well as the towers themselves. Recovery of the peatbog may take many years. It’s a worry that a lot of people have.”
· “If people really knew about the value of the bogs then no-one would allow wind turbines on them. If you site them on a bog you’ll do immense damage. The trouble is if you raise these issues people put you down as being anti-renewable. I’m not anti-renewable it’s just a case of saying don’t put them there!” 
5.16
Some though, did not fear the wind farms because they said there were “enough controls in place already” to prevent the peatlands being damaged. Others commented that the main issue was not to do with the peatlands but with the visual pollution – the peatlands they saw being used as an ancillary argument to bolster the case of those opposed to the presence of wind farms. There was also, in fact, one person who endorsed wind farms seeing them as a valuable source of renewable energy.
Deer Numbers

5.17
A person with a keen interest in the land management of the area said that deer numbers could be a problem for the peatlands in the future:

· “Deer numbers need to be monitored and controlled. A lot of sheep and cattle have gone but deer numbers are increasing. I think we need a balance of stock.”
Climate change

5.18
Climate change figured in people’s thoughts about potential threats being mentioned broadly – though they were not quite certain as to what precise impact it would have on the peatlands:
· “Climate change, the warming of the earth might be a threat. The winters have definitely changed around here in the last 20 years.” 

· “I think global warming is a threat. But then again some extra rain might help the peatlands. But if it then got drier it wouldn’t help them.”
Impact of conservation agencies
5.19
As time goes by some of the fears that a number of key opinion formers had about the potential impact of conservation agencies are being allayed. One person commented:

· “It gladdens me to see my worst fears about over-regulation have not come to pass. SNH seems to be taking a light touch, a pragmatic approach which is well considered.”

5.20
As was the case in 2002, the interviews we conduct can cause people to reflect on their own Forsinard Reserve experience – or sometimes lack of experience. As one person said

· “Unfortunately I have to say I haven’t been to Forsinard yet but I must go and see it myself.”

This, in itself, illustrates that the Centre is more than just an accepted or even valued part of the landscape – it is in fact a place which opinion formers feel that they ought to have an appreciation of born from personal experience.
5.21
Those who have had experience of the Reserve commend it for the work that it is engaged in: 
· “What they’ve done in the Visitor Centre and the Reserve has raised the awareness of the peatlands so that it has national recognition for example for the carbon retention factor. And there’s even talk of it being proposed as a World Heritage site.” 
· “They’re doing a good job there. The general feeling locally is that the Reserve is good. A number of locals take their children up to the Reserve for a day out.”
· “I think the Forsinard Reserve is absolutely beneficial. You get a chance to see on the walk amazing plants and animals. It’s lonely and wild and wonderful.”
· “I very happy to see the work they’re doing conserving the peatlands.”

Another said simply: 

· “Forsinard is very well done”.

5.22 
While praising Forsinard, one person was keen to emphasise that there are a number of other organisations and individuals involved in promoting the conservation of the Peatlands – including outdoor groups and the local rangers:
· “We have a lot of outdoor groups and they and the local rangers are playing an important part in publicising the value of the peatlands.”
Peatlands Management Strategy

5.23
There were some welcoming comments about the Peatlands Management Strategy:
· “I was very grateful to see one species included in it – homo-sapiens. For we are very arrogant and we exclude man as though he is not part of the planet. To exclude man in nature would be foolhardy. The Peatland Management Strategy is very good. It’s not rushing at anything. We’re a terrible race for doing something now! Sometimes if we look to repair all the evils of the past we do some evils today. I’ve learned that if we are to develop well we should do nothing in a hurry.”
5.24
Another person agreed that the Strategy proposals enabled intensive, thoughtful discussions:

· “If we’re going to be moving to environmental and land management contracts we need to give a lot of thought to it and discuss it properly so that everyone would be supportive of these moves and understand them well.”
5.25
One commentator commented on the way the Strategy handled commercial forestry:
· “Commercial woodland has been squeezed to the side really within the Strategy. The preference is for the expansion of small-scale native woodlands with community involvement. Roads would be a problem for getting commercial crops out. So there’s not much of a focus on the forestry side of things.”
Developing people’s appreciation of the peatlands



5.26
There were several opinion formers who argued that yet more needs to be done in developing people’s appreciation of the Peatlands. One local politician said:  

· “I don’t think the peatlands are as valued as they might be. The peatlands are a valuable carbon sink.”
For some that appreciation needs to grow through the provision of easier access to the peatlands:
· “We need to let visitors see what’s there to make it easier for them to appreciate it.” 
5.27
Aside from the earlier comments made about the perceived tourist potential of the area (and the promotional issues identified there) there were local politicians who saw the benefits of linking the promotion of peatlands to prospective visitors with the promotion of archaeology:
· “There could be mutual benefits if we linked the education about and promotion of the Flow Country with the development and promotion of the archaeology of the area.”

5.28
One person interviewed outlined the type of campaign that would be required if the peatlands were to get the attention of key opinion formers elsewhere in Scotland and the UK:

· “If it is decided that it’s important to increase the awareness of opinion formers outside the area, there would need to be a sharp campaign which would put things into sound-bite size. You need provocative, punchy statements that make people go “what!” For example, statements about how much carbon there is in the peatlands comparing it with the rainforests. Once you’ve grabbed people’s attention then a 1-2 page bullet-point briefing will back up what you’re saying. Key people have got so many competing claims on their time that you need something that’s short and snappy – a 78-page report will just go into the pile of things to read on a rainy day.”
SECTION 6: THE VIEWS OF STAFF IN CONSERVATION AGENCIES ENGAGED IN THE LIFE PEATLANDS PROJECT
6.1
Several members of staff were interviewed to ascertain their views about the changes that have taken place over the 1996-2006 period in the attitudes towards and awareness of the peatlands amongst the general public and amongst key stakeholders and opinion formers.
General Public

6.2
In 1996 there was uncertainty and mistrust and “a hint of hostility” amongst the general public as to what was going to be done in the peatlands, in 2006 the situation is markedly different. Conservation of the peatlands is sees as an activity which is much more mainstream. The following quotes describe what has happened:
· “There’s been a significant swing in public opinion over the last 10 years in my experience. In 1996 there was mistrust with a hint of hostility. We tiptoed around in the early stages knowing just how sensitive things were. But slowly over the years we’ve noticed a change in attitudes.”

· “The general public are more interested now. There was a lot of suspicion and hostility initially. It was a philosophical argument. They saw it as a waste of money putting trees in and now pulling them out. We don’t have to defend RSPB now in the same way we had to 5-8 years ago.  We’ve been there 10 years and we’ve created local employment and the staff members have all integrated into the local community.”
· “There’s more awareness of the bogs now amongst the general public. It’s a more accepted part of the cultural landscape. Over the 10 years the conservation of the peatlands has become much more mainstream.” 
Key Opinion Formers

6.3
A similar story emerges when our discussion with staff moved on to considering the attitudes and awareness of key opinion formers:

· “There was a lot of suspicion initially as to what we were going to do amongst key opinion formers. But there’s been a marked change in their attitude over the ten years. We have a lot of discussions with the Scottish Executive. They would never have engaged before. Now they are engaged and positively so. Forestry Commission and Forestry Enterprise were partners in the second phase of the LIFE Project and they’ve both engaged in what we’re doing. That’s a huge change. The Highland Council has been quite supportive too.”
· “There’s more togetherness. There’s less of a ‘them and us’ situation on all sides whether forestry, agriculture or conservation.  Everybody is more aware of what everyone else is trying to achieve and that it is not that dissimilar. There is a greater understanding and commonality.”
· “We’re well past the uncertainties as to what we were about. People are more focused on the policy implications of what we we’re doing and therefore whether it fits with their interests – rather than a basic mistrust of what we’re doing. The only negative press we’ve had recently was about bio-fuels where we were accused of ignoring the Wick Bio-fuel plan. But we weren’t. We were chasing them.”

6.4
As an indication of change, one person said:

· “The second Peatlands Conference in 2006 was not about legitimising what we’re doing because there was already a great deal of understanding about the importance of this work. There was awareness, for example, of the peatlands as a carbon sink – it wasn’t boffins who were talking about this but key opinion formers.”
6.5
One of the reasons given for this sea change is the great care taken with media relations:

· “There’s been a wise use of the media over the last 10 years. In the old days the media were against us. It was open season on us. But over the years we’ve found key media helping us.”

Crofters and Farmers

6.6
Amongst crofters and farmers there is also the belief that attitudes have changed. What, in the opinion of staff was the reason why so many have changed their attitudes? Much is attributed to the sensitive way in which staff came alongside crofters and explained what they were aiming to do. The emphasis on engaging with local communities from a local base and not doing the work from a remote set of offices played a major part in changing perceptions. The willingness to work with crofters on joint schemes assisted considerably as did the key fact that RSPB staff moved into the area to live and became embedded in the community:
· “We had to be very sensitive from the start. We volunteered to chat with people. We explained what we intended to do and over the first 2 to 3 years we progressed to where people said: ‘OK, we understand it.’ Crofters told us they appreciated us coming along and telling then what we were doing and inviting them to have a look at our work. They said to us: ‘This is a new approach. As conservationists you’re coming with a fresh attitude saying you are willing to work with us.’ And after 10 years people are saying to us: ‘You walk the talk. You’ve stayed here. You’ve created jobs. You’ve worked with us. You’ve delivered.’ Every time we have committed to the work by putting people in. We’d learned the lesson of not doing things from a remote base.”
6.7
It also helped that people could make money out of adopting a conservationist approach in the management of the land under their care:
· “More people now know that they can make money out of the peatlands through the Peatland Management Scheme. “
Removal of trees
6.8
The staff is fully aware that the removal of trees is occasioning some concern but it tends to be a concern which is quite localised and specialised rather than a controversy with which many people are involved:  

· “There’s some concern about the scale of removal. What we are removing is small compared with the hectares of forestry in the peatlands and in Caithness and Sutherland but it does have a big impact on the Forsinard area.”
· “Most are supportive of the removal of tress. But the scale of the forestry removal is kicking in. There’s a slight backlash going on but it is a very specific sectoral interest. It is those who are interested in woodland management – not necessarily even the forestry sector. “
Research Interest
6.9
As news of the conservation work in the peatlands has spread research institutes, universities and interested bodies have been showing an increasing interest in becoming involved in analysing different aspects of the peatlands.
· “There’s more interest in researching the peatlands. We get a lot more visits from groups from abroad. The Environmental Research Institute in Thurso is employing someone for peatlands-themed research. A lot more people approach us from universities especially because of the restoration work we’ve been doing. There’s a lot of interest in the carbon in the bogs and how the bogs interact with the atmosphere.”
· “There are never going to be a huge number of researchers but there will be a benefit. It can mean that there will be a lot more visits from people with these backgrounds. And study groups from universities raise the awareness of the students who come. That has knock-on effects with more people coming to the area. It improves the whole profile of the area.”
6.10
The research has yet to impact on the general public because:

· “There have not been enough visible outputs from the research yet to get to the general public.”
Peatlands Management Strategy
6.11
The staff knows the work in the peatlands is far from over. With the Peatlands Management Strategy (PMS) now in place, the feeling is there’s much yet to be done. There is a sense of wonder as to the way in which so many people came together to sign up to the Strategy and its presence has infused the conservation bodies with even more confidence:
· “In many ways from the Peatlands Management Strategy point of view we see that there’s a lot more work to do. We’ve a lot more confidence in our work now for after 10 years we’re there with many people signed up to the Strategy. We are very similar to agriculture – we want the same thing – and we’re very similar to tourism.  It’s amazing how positive the agricultural and tourist sectors were in the development of the Strategy. They were keen to be signed up to it. Some sensitivities remain with the forestry industry. The Forestry Commission has its agenda and while ours won’t be identical, we have come much closer than before.” 

· “The PMS has been well received. There’s been little negative comment. I’ve had an estate owner locally singing its praises. From crofters and farmers there has been little feedback from them and certainly none of it has been negative feedback.”
· “The PMS has been a helpful exercise. It has brought different groups into the debate in what was before a more exclusive group. This brought a whole range of stakeholders into this helpful process. The person who led on it was very good at doing this.”

6.12
If there was any criticism of the PMS it came from those in a rush to see more accomplished sooner. One person said:
· “It could have been much stronger. But I’m quite pleased with it. I refer to it often in my work.” 

One person in acknowledging the criticism responded:
· “Some have criticised the Strategy for being too aspirational and not being specific enough. But my response is this is the first step in the right direction and we will need to take several more steps in that direction over the years. You cannot expect the Strategy to be a LIFE document with everyone signed up to conservation work. It’s unbelievable we’ve got what we have and with all signed up.”
Wind farms 
6.13
As wind farms have come to prominence locally there has been some spin-off benefits from that debate in raising awareness of the peatlands
· “The seeming huge hostility locally against wind farms is helping to raise awareness of the Peatlands again as people align themselves with it as part of the reason why wind farms should be stopped. There’s no danger of wind farms going into protected areas but that doesn’t stop people getting concerned about it.”
Moving forward

6.14
What of the future? Clearly the PMS is a key document and there is much yet which staff wants to see accomplished in the conservation work. There is a consciousness of the need to boost the economy of the area. Tourism stands out in that regard:
· “Looking forward there is the prospect of growing economic benefits. There is tourism potential in Forsinard. A lot depends on creating a recognisable, respected brand which hasn’t happened yet in the peatlands. It is still a fledgling area but there’s also quite an opportunity in the emergence of biomass as theme.”
· “In tourism there is more awareness of the peatlands – and that we should market them. The RSPB is seen as very positive in terms of visitor attractions. They chase us hard to attend visitor attraction events – e.g. when Prince Charles was launching the North Highland Marketing Strategy. That is very encouraging.” 
· “It is absolutely beneficial to get people up here to enjoy the peatlands. National press articles make the biggest difference to our visitor numbers at Forsinard as well as articles in the RSPB magazine. We are playing our part and helping the local economy by brining increased revenue into the area through visitors to the Centre. We hope to upgrade our Visitor Centre now that it’s become a National Nature Reserve. We also want to offer a longer distance trail (4-5 mile walk) to enhance what we have on offer. Visitors in the past have said it would be nice to have a longer walk so this should do that well when it’s ready in March 2007.”
6.15
Providing managed access to the peatlands at more points is seen as crucial:
· “People ask: ‘Where can I see this and that?’ There are few places where they can see specific species that I can point them to. Yes they can go to Forsinard but there is little else. Managed access is the key so people don’t have a bad experience. At the moment we don’t have sufficient infrastructure to support people wanting to do painting or photography and so on.”
Bio fuel and sustainable forestry
6.16
The Wick Bio-fuel plant means that this issue is up the agenda:

· “How the Wick Bio-fuel plant is going to be to be maintained in the future is the question if the timber is extracted and no re-planting can take place in deep peat. Forestry in sustainable places will be the matter that has to be addressed. That is where Habitat Networks will come in.” 

Global warming and the peatlands as a carbon sink

6.17
With the growing concern about the impact of climate change and global warming, the peatlands are coming in for renewed attention and the knowledge of their importance needs to grow. There’s also an acknowledged need to gain the scientific knowledge of what is actually happening within the bogs:
· “Concern about global warming has taken off in the last few years and that’s to the benefit of the peatlands. Over the next 5 to 10 years we have a challenge to get across the message about the peatlands as an intact carbon sink. And we have to look at the methane emitted and what to do with it. Everyone’s worried about climate change and global warming and once we have a handle on what’s going on in the bogs, people will be interested.”

SECTION 7: CONCLUSION
Decisive changes towards the conservation of the peatlands evident in the analysis of the attitudes and awareness of all sections of the communities of Caithness and Sutherland
7.1
Looking over the period 2006 to 1996 the evidence presented in this present survey is convincing that there have been significant changes in the attitudes towards and awareness of the peatlands of Caithness and Sutherland. These changes be seen in all sections of the communities of Caithness and Sutherland – in the general public, key opinions formers and crofters and farmers to the. And these changes are clearly in the direction of favouring the conservation of the peatlands. This does not mean that every single indicator points in exactly the same direction but the overwhelming majority of them do. Even if an indicator or two are Most of the changes took place in the 1996-2002 period and what has happened since then represents for the most part a consolidation of trends noted in the 2002 Attitudes and Awareness Survey. 
Evidence of Change from the Survey of the General Public
7.2
Rather than discuss again every indicator in this concluding section we will highlight a number of the indicators which provide evidence that that there has been a significant change towards favouring the conservation of the peatlands amongst the general public. The evidence from the sample of 350 members interviewed is:
· The percentage of people reporting that they were either very or reasonably interested in the Peatlands has significantly increased from 59% in 1996 to 67% in 2006.
· Between 1996 and 2002 we witnessed a leap in the percentage of people who regarded the conservation of the Peatlands as helpful for the future of the area – rising from 55% to 71%. That figure has strengthened even further in 2006 to 75% (or 3 in 4).
· Some 63% of respondents in 2006 said that the change in attitude towards the peatlands that they had detected had been towards conservation with only 7% saying that in their perception the movement had been against conservation. (This finding illustrates that people locally regard the conservation of the Peatlands as the view in the ascendancy even if they do not hold to it personally.)
· Some 66% ( or 2 in 3) in 2006 wish to see large-scale forestry discouraged in the Peatlands with only 16% seeing it as an activity which ought to be encouraged – substantially down from 25% in 2002. 
· There has been major increase in bird watching over the 10 years. It is engaged in by 39% either often or occasionally in 2006 – just over double the 19% in 1996. 
· A significant majority - 62% - in 2006 said that the contribution being made by the Forsinard Reserve to raising awareness and appreciation of the Peatlands was either “major” (28%) or “moderate” (34%).
Evidence from the survey of crofters and farmers
7.3
Again we will look at the principal evidence which supports the conclusion that the trend is towards conservation. This is not to say that all the indicators from the sample of crofters and farmers are favourable (see Section 2) but it does mean that the balance is definitely in favour. For example: 
· 84% in 2006 (up from 68% noted in 1996) agreed with the statement that “the peatlands should only be developed in an environmentally friendly way “
· 4 out of 5 respondents in 2006 agreed with the statement that “it is possible to balance conservation and development interests re the creation of jobs” (compared with just over 1 in 2 in 1996). 
· 48% in 2006 see conservation of the peatland area as “not at all” a threat to traditional agricultural practices – this now being a percentage point higher than the 47% who still see it as a threat. In 1996 those who viewed conservation of the peatlands as “definitely” a threat to agriculture were at 30% more numerous than those in any other category. In 2006 those who view conservation as no threat at all to agriculture outnumber by more than 5 to 1 (48% to 9%) those who view it as “definitely” a threat. 
· Large scale forestry is an activity which in 2006 a large majority – 82% - want to discourage with only 15% wanting to encourage it. This represents a considerable shift in the opinion of crofters and farmers considering that in 1996, 55% wanted to discourage it and 45% were for encouraging it. 
· 68% say there has been a change in the attitudes of local people towards conservation of the peatlands and 57% of the sample say that this change has been towards conservation with only 11% saying the change has been against conservation of the peatlands 
· Re commercial peat extraction those in favour of discouraging it have risen sharply to 72% in 2006 (40% in 1996) and those who would encourage it have fallen to 21% (52% in 1996). 
· those who see economic opportunities in conservation rose markedly from 14% in 1996 to 44% in 2002 – at which latter figure it remains in 2006. 
· Between 1996 and 2002 we saw a rise from 38% to 70% in the numbers thinking it is a good idea to have voluntary conservation schemes which reward crofters and farmers for managing peatlands in an environmentally friendly way. The numbers who saw it as a restriction of freedom fell from 42% to 13%. The 2002 findings have been confirmed in the 2006 survey.
· 65% (2 out of 3) of those aware of Forsinard Reserve rated it as making either a “major contribution” (26%) or a “moderate contribution” (39%) to peatlands’ conservation.
Community Councils

7.3
The prevailing view within the Community Councils is that there is more regard for the peatlands now as this comment illustrates:

· 
· I think people have become more aware of a lot of the things going on like global warming, wind turbines and the increasing awareness that the peatlands is a carbon sink … Before it was something that you drove past or went into occasionally to cut the peats… I think people understand that it’s of international significance. Therefore they are maybe a bit more careful about what happens there, as one of the last wildernesses in the world... It’s unique. If only people were more switched on.”

7.4
The prospect of large-scale wind farms is occasioning much concern for many communities and these concerns are being expressed primarily in terms of their visual impact – but some are also raising issues more specifically to do with the peatlands:

· “The lesson for the peatlands is that the peat won’t stand the roads needed to install the turbines, which we did warn about in advance.”

7.5
In all the discussions about routes for additional development it was noticeable that no-one cited large-scale forestry as an area of potential. 
7.6
Quality employment for people to come back to the area when they’ve finished their training and affordable housing for local people are issues which are concerns for community councils. Hence they look to the potential of tourism as an area of potential development for the peatlands.

Primary Schools and Visits to Forsinard
7.7
The educational value of the programme at Forsinard Reserve was rated highly by teachers who said it increased the knowledge of the pupils about the Peatlands. However, it was not seen, for the most part, in the judgement of the teachers, to stimulate a lot more concern for the Peatlands. In several cases this was because the children were seen as being too young to express a concern. In other cases it was because the children already had a high level of concern. One teacher argued that “the concern probably comes from the follow-up lessons back in school.”  So from this perspective, what the visit is accomplishing is a reinforcement of a concern that is being worked on in the classroom setting – either before or after the visit.
7.8
It was argued that the Centre was not well enough known in schools.  One teacher said she would not have thought of going if it had not been for a colleague who recommended it.  She said she understood that the RSPB planned to have an out-reach worker which she thought was an excellent idea. She said she hoped that the outreach worker would encourage schools to visit the centre and not act as a replacement for a visit.  
Opinion Formers – point of balance shifts towards conservation

7.9
One person spoke of the need for a “balanced view”. The sense is that where the point of balance lies – both for him and for others locally – is much more towards the conservationist end than it would have been 10 years ago. He said:

“As long as this balance is struck then I am convinced that what is being done is for the long-term benefit of the common weal.” 
7.10
The consensus from key opinion formers was that the peatlands were, in the estimation of local people, increasing in value. And their attitudes towards conservation agencies were also seen to be changing:
· “Local people are beginning to value the peatlands which they never did before. I think the extra payments people got helped. They got recompense for managing the land. Before they thought of conservation organisations as just interfering. There’s no question now that people are beginning to appreciate them and they’re appreciating the birds. Crofters’ attitudes have definitely changed.” 

· “There’s a general positive attitude towards the peatlands. Local people don’t change their views dramatically but there’s more awareness of the environment than there was. News about global warming is on our TV screens. People know that wildlife is affected by climate and by human habitation.”

7.11
For those involved in the tourism sector the importance of the peatlands to them was becoming clearer year on year. What is proving something of a dilemma though is how to promote it without destroying the very qualities which set apart as being unique (and therefore as a potential attraction for tourist). The following is representative of what was being said by hoteliers:

· “There has been a growing understanding over the last 5-6 years within the tourist industry of the potential of the peatlands as part of the package that can be marketed for this area. But we’re not yet clear as to how we can develop this potential without damaging what we have. If we sent every tourist who came along into the peatlands we’d soon damage what we’ve got. The issue is how best we can make use of this as a tourist destination. I don’t believe we have provided the ease of access to it that’s needed if we’re to make best use of it.”
7.12 
Illustrating the dilemma that he sees as facing those such as himself who are interested in considering the promotion of the peatlands, he went on to say:

· “Potentially the biggest problem for the peatlands would be too many tourists. It’s not a problem as yet – far from it – but it could become a major problem if we over-developed it.”
7.13
Turning to forestry we find the opinion being expressed that over the 10 year period (1996-2006) much has changed in attitudes towards large-scale forestry in the peatlands. One person within the forestry sector commented:

· “The peatlands are becoming less and less relevant for forestry because we have less and less engagement with the area. Over the last 10 years attitudes have changed and these have been taken on board and things have been re-structured so now there are lots of areas which are outside our scope.”

7.14
As time goes by some of the fears that a number of key opinion formers had about the potential impact of conservation agencies are being allayed. One person commented:

· “It gladdens me to see my worst fears about over-regulation have not come to pass. SNH seems to be taking a light touch, a pragmatic approach which is well considered.”

7.15
The value of the Forsinard Reserve and the people working there was also commented on:
· “What they’ve done in the Visitor Centre and the Reserve has raised the awareness of the peatlands so that it has national recognition for example for the carbon retention factor. And there’s even talk of it being proposed as a World Heritage site.” 

Staff involved in the LIFE Peatland Project also detecting major shifts in attitudes
7.16
Those involved in the LIFE peatlands project are themselves very conscious of the changes that have taken place. In 1996 there was uncertainty and mistrust and “a hint of hostility” amongst the general public as to what was going to be done in the peatlands, in 2006 the situation is markedly different. Conservation of the peatlands is now seen as an activity which is much more mainstream. The following quotes describe what has happened:

· “There’s been a significant swing in public opinion over the last 10 years in my experience. In 1996 there was mistrust with a hint of hostility. We tiptoed around in the early stages knowing just how sensitive things were. But slowly over the years we’ve noticed a change in attitudes.”

· “The general public are more interested now. There was a lot of suspicion and hostility initially. It was a philosophical argument. They saw it as a waste of money putting trees in and now pulling them out. We don’t have to defend RSPB now in the same way we had to 5-8 years ago.  We’ve been there 10 years and we’ve created local employment and the staff has all integrated into the local community.”

7.17
Concepts such as the peatlands being a carbon sink of international significance are moving from the scientific domain to key opinion formers and even some members of the general public.
· “The second Peatlands Conference in 2006 was not about legitimising what we’re doing because there was already a great deal of understanding about the importance of this work. There was awareness, for example, of the peatlands as a carbon sink – it wasn’t boffins who were talking about this but key opinion formers.”

7.18
Much of the change in attitudes amongst crofters and farmers crofters and farmers is attributed to the sensitive way in which staff engaged with local communities from a local base. The willingness to work with crofters on joint schemes assisted considerably as did the key fact that RSPB staff moved into the area to live and became embedded in the community
7.19
There is awareness there are some people who are not happy with the removal of trees that is taking place but even there the criticism is not a widespread one – rather it tends to be limited to specific sectoral interests.
· “Most are supportive of the removal of tress. But the scale of the forestry removal is kicking in. There’s a slight backlash going on but it is a very specific sectoral interest. It is those who are interested in woodland management – not necessarily even the forestry sector. “
7.20
While much has been accomplished much remains to be done and that is perhaps best revealed by The Peatlands Management Strategy. It stands out as a document which illustrates how far the approach to the conservation of the Peatlands has won hearts and minds amongst a range of sectoral interests. It also provides a road map for the future indicating that there is more work to be done. From tiptoeing around in 1996, the staff in 2006 walk forward confident that they have the support and active engagement of a whole range of local partners. The following comment sums up much of what has happened:
· “In many ways from the Peatlands Management Strategy point of view we see that there’s a lot more work to do. We’ve a lot more confidence in our work now for after 10 years we’re there with many people signed up to the Strategy. We are very similar to agriculture – we want the same thing – and we’re very similar to tourism.  It’s amazing how positive the agricultural and tourist sectors were in the development of the Strategy. They were keen to be signed up to it. Some sensitivities remain with the forestry industry. The Forestry Commission has its agenda and while ours won’t be identical, we have come much closer than before… It’s unbelievable we’ve got what we have and with all signed up.” 
7.21
There is a consciousness of the need to boost the economy of the area. Tourism stands out in that regard:
· “Looking forward there is the prospect of growing economic benefits. There is tourism potential in Forsinard. A lot depends on creating a recognisable, respected brand which hasn’t happened yet in the peatlands. It is still a fledgling area but there’s also quite an opportunity in the emergence of biomass as theme.”

7.22
But if anything is likely to capture the public imagination in Caithness and Sutherland and further afield it will be as greater understanding is gained about the global importance of the peatlands re climate change agenda. The challenges facing the staff are clear to them:

· “Concern about global warming has taken off in the last few years and that’s to the benefit of the peatlands. Over the next 5 to 10 years we have a challenge to get across the message about the peatlands as an intact carbon sink. And we have to look at the methane emitted and what to do with it. Everyone’s worried about climate change and global warming and once we have a handle on what’s going on in the bogs, people will be interested.”
7.23
In the years to come therefore, awareness of the peatlands should continue to grow and attitudes towards them should take on ever more of a conservationist hue.





	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	

	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	


	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	





	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	



PEATLANDS AWARENESS & ATTITUDES

SUMMARY SURVEY RESULTS – 2006
Question 1 - INTEREST IN THE PEATLANDS

	Q1) Would you describe yourself as:
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Very interested in the Peatlands
	15
	11
	14

	Reasonably interested
	44
	48
	53

	Not very interested
	41
	41
	33


Question 2 - IMPORTANCE OF VARIOUS FACTORS TO YOU PERSONALLY

How special or important do you feel each of the following local features is to you personally and to your enjoyment of living in the area?

	Q2a) The scenery and the landscape
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Very important
	73
	69
	76

	Quite important
	23
	26
	22

	Not important
	4
	4
	3


	Q2b) Outdoor recreational opportunities
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Very important
	37
	47
	48

	Quite important
	40
	36
	36

	Not important
	23
	17
	16


	Q2c) Local wildlife
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Very important
	57
	63
	67

	Quite important
	35
	30
	29

	Not important
	7
	7
	3


	Q2d) The people and culture of the area
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Very important
	76
	64
	67

	Quite important
	21
	30
	29

	Not important
	3
	6
	3


	Q2e) The Peatlands


	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Very important
	42
	40
	39

	Quite important
	47
	39
	38

	Not important
	11
	20
	22


Question 3 – USE OF THE PEATLANDS

How often do you use the peatlands for the following recreational activities?

	Q3a) Walking
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Often
	19
	18
	21

	Occasionally
	35
	41
	37

	Never
	46
	41
	43


	Q3b) Bird watching
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Often
	5
	9
	13

	Occasionally
	14
	21
	26

	Never
	81
	70
	61


	Q3c) Sport (fishing, shooting, etc)
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Often
	11
	7
	7

	Occasionally
	12
	16
	18

	Never
	75
	77
	75


	Q3d) Painting / photography
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Often
	9
	9
	10

	Occasionally
	15
	25
	27

	Never
	76
	66
	64


Question 4 – ATTITUDE TO CONSERVATION

	Q4) Would you describe the conservation of the Peatlands as…
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Helpful for the future of the area
	55
	71
	75

	Unhelpful for the future of the area
	5
	1
	4

	Don’t know
	41
	28
	21


Question 5 - FEATURES THAT MAKE THE PEATLANDS IMPORTANT

I am going to list some features and ask you if you think each one makes the Caithness and Sutherland Peatlands particularly important or not.  If you are not sure or don’t know please say so.
	Q5a) The total area covered by the Peatlands
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Yes
	47
	60
	55

	No
	17
	13
	8

	Don’t know
	35
	37
	37


	Q5b) The type of peat found there
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Yes
	49
	37
	45

	No
	13
	19
	8

	Don’t know
	39
	44
	47


	Q5c) The plants and animals found there
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Yes
	67
	84
	85

	No
	8
	6
	3

	Don’t know
	25
	11
	12


Questions 6 & 7 – THE CONSERVATION BODIES 

	Q6) In promoting the conservation of the Peatlands would you describe the RSPB as…
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	Very sympathetic to local issues and needs
	27
	21

	Reasonably sympathetic
	36
	34

	Not very sympathetic
	5
	8

	Don’t know / no comment
	32
	37


	Q7) In promoting the conservation of the Peatlands would you describe SNH as…
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	Very sympathetic to local issues and needs
	21
	15

	Reasonably sympathetic
	32
	33

	Not very sympathetic
	10
	10

	Don’t know / no comment
	37
	41


Questions 8 to 12 - FORSINARD NATURE RESERVE

	Q8) Are you aware of the Forsinard Nature Reserve?
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	No
	23
	23

	Yes
	77
	77


	Q9) Have you visited the Forsinard Nature Reserve?
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	Not aware of it
	23
	23

	Aware but haven’t visited
	59
	47

	Aware and visited
	18
	30


	Q10) On a scale of 1 to 5 where 5 = very impressed and 1 = not at all impressed, how impressed were you with the Forsinard Reserve?
	% of respondents

	
	2002 (n=62)
	2006

(n=104)

	1
	0
	1

	2
	3
	2

	3
	27
	27

	4
	41
	38

	5
	30
	32


	Q11) Do you know which organisation manages the reserve?
	% of respondents

	
	2002 (n=79)
	2006

(n=104)

	Don’t know
	39
	38

	RSPB
	56
	57

	SNH
	3
	4

	Other
	1
	1


	Q12) In terms of raising awareness and appreciation of the peatland environment, would you say the Forsinard Reserve has made…
	% respondents (n=270)

	A major contribution
	28

	A moderate contribution
	34

	A small contribution
	8

	No particular contribution
	8

	Don’t know / can’t say
	22


Question 13 - THREATS

What do you think are the greatest threats, if any, to the Peatlands?

	Q13) THREATS
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Don’t know
	32
	36
	32

	No threats
	17
	9
	11

	THREATS MENTIONED
	
	
	

	    Wind farms / turbines
	0
	2
	23

	    Commercial forestry / tree planting
	20
	22
	11

	    Commercial peat extraction / over digging
	11
	11
	8

	    Development / commercial use / overuse
	5
	3
	8

	    Building / building houses
	1
	5
	6

	    Climate change
	1
	3
	5

	    Draining
	3
	2
	4

	    Human encroachment / humans
	2
	6
	3

	    Pollution
	1
	1
	2

	    Walking on it / not using trails
	1
	2
	1

	    Conservationists / conservation bodies
	1
	1
	1

	    Roads
	0
	1
	1

	    Agriculture / croft diversification / farms
	1
	1
	1

	    Tourists
	1
	1
	1

	    Apathy / lack of interest
	1
	1
	1

	    Acid rain
	1
	1
	0

	    Hunting / shooting
	0
	1
	0

	    OTHER
	5
	3
	4


Question 14 – APPROPRIATE ACTIVITES FOR THE PEATLANDS

Which of the following activities do you think should be encouraged and which discouraged on the peatlands.  If you are unsure please say so.

	ENCOURAGE
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	60
	41
	41

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	65
	55
	52

	Walking
	91
	84
	87

	Small scale native woodlands
	78
	83
	80

	Large scale forestry
	21
	25
	16

	Conservation
	Na
	87
	89

	Commercial peat extraction
	20
	22
	18

	Domestic peat cutting
	90
	84
	81

	Wind farms
	29
	49
	23

	Nature based tourism
	86
	91
	94


	DISCOURAGE
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	12
	24
	25

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	15
	17
	21

	Walking
	3
	5
	5

	Small scale native woodlands
	7
	5
	7

	Large scale forestry
	62
	62
	66

	Conservation
	NA
	2
	2

	Commercial peat extraction
	60
	60
	62

	Domestic peat cutting
	2
	2
	11

	Wind farms
	33
	33
	56

	Nature based tourism
	3
	3
	1


	DON’T KNOW
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	28
	35
	34

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	19
	28
	26

	Walking
	6
	11
	8

	Small scale native woodlands
	15
	12
	13

	Large scale forestry
	18
	13
	18

	Conservation
	NA
	11
	8

	Commercial peat extraction
	19
	19
	20

	Domestic peat cutting
	9
	7
	8

	Wind farms
	38
	29
	21

	Nature based tourism
	11
	6
	5


Questions 15 to 18 – PERCEPTIONS OF CHANGE

	Q15) Over the last 10 years do you think there has been any change in awareness of the peatland environment amongst local people?
	% respondents (n=350)

	Major change
	13

	Some change
	47

	No change
	37

	No response
	3


	Q16) Do you think local people place more, less or the same importance on the peatlands as 10 years ago?
	% respondents (n=350)

	More
	36

	Same
	41

	Less
	19

	Don’t know
	4


	Q17) Over the last 10 years do you think there has been any change in attitudes towards conservation of the peatlands amongst local people?
	% respondents (n=350)

	Major change
	15

	Some change
	55

	No change
	25

	Don’t know
	5


	Q18) Has this change been towards or against conservation?
	% respondents (n=350)

	Towards
	63

	Against
	7

	Don’t know
	5

	Don’t think there has been a change
	25


Questions 19 – AWARENESS OF LIFE PEATLANDS PROJECT

	Q19) Before this phone call, were you aware of the LIFE Peatlands Project?
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	No
	77
	66

	Yes
	23
	34


Are you aware of anything the project has done? 

Transcription of responses:

	Blocked the ditches to raise the water table and taken out trees

	Cutting down trees. Plantations

	Given funds. Publicity to give more money to help conservation.

	Going to get rid of trees growing on peatlands

	Have heard things but nothing specific

	Have seen leaflets

	In farming magazine and involvement with school children

	Information about proposals was sent by Royal Mail around our locality.

	It has created employment locally.

	Nothing specific but remember seeing something in local press with regard to Forsinard.

	Ongoing drainage

	Packs of postcards with wildlife. Programmes on TV. Fauna & flora grown there

	Preserved peatland, birds & animals

	Read article in newspaper about the peatlands

	Restoration of various peatland areas

	RSPB linked to life peatlands project

	Stop peat extraction

	The rangers give talks to WRI etc and raise awareness of the area

	They get £2.3million a year from European money to cut down trees & bring back the moss to what it was.

	They have removed a lot of trees and made lochs for the birds

	Tree cutting, drainage, blocking hill drains



PEATLANDS AWARENESS & ATTITUDES

SUMMARY SURVEY RESULTS – Crofters & Farmers

Question 1 – I am going to list some activities carried out on the peatlands and ask you if you think the current level of each activity is too high for the conservation of the peatlands or if they are OK at the current level.

	Q1a) Grazing
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Too high
	0
	4
	2

	OK
	97
	72
	75

	Don’t know
	3
	24
	23


	Q1b) Domestic Peat cutting
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Too high
	1
	1
	0

	OK
	99
	93
	95

	Don’t know
	0
	6
	5


	Q1c) Draining
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Too high
	5
	10
	15

	OK
	93
	68
	58

	Don’t know
	2
	22
	27


	Q1d) Forestry
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Too high
	12
	15
	24

	OK
	85
	76
	63

	Don’t know
	3
	9
	13


Question 2 – OPINIONS

Can you say whether you agree or disagree with the following statements?
	Q2a) Environmental protection and jobs are nearly always in conflict and probably always will be.
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Agree
	70
	53
	67

	Disagree
	11
	27
	23

	Don’t know
	19
	20
	10


	Q2b) The most important factor in any development decision for the peatlands should be local employment.
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Agree
	94
	74
	72

	Disagree
	2
	16
	21

	Don’t know
	4
	10
	7


	Q2c) The peatlands are a valuable local resource which should only be developed in an environmentally friendly manner
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Agree
	68
	79
	84

	Disagree
	10
	10
	10

	Don’t know
	22
	11
	6


	Q2d) It IS possible to balance conservation and development so that jobs are created without damaging the peatland environment
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Agree
	54
	76
	80

	Disagree
	6
	13
	11

	Don’t know
	40
	11
	9


Question 3 – ATTITUDE TO CONSERVATION

	Q3) Would you describe the conservation of the Peatlands as…
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Helpful for the future of the area
	31
	42
	50

	Unhelpful for the future of the area
	28
	19
	15

	Don’t know
	41
	39
	35


Reasons for “YES” response:
	A great place for children & adults to see wildlife & plants

	Largest blanket bog in Europe - important for the environment.

	Good for tourism. good for soaking up CO2, good for the environment

	It would encourage tourism & visitors

	Yes, if done properly and not to be left neglected

	More employment can be available for locals

	More tourism - more jobs

	More tourists come to see flow country

	It will keep the environment stable

	It is good to grow trees & cut peats, if economical

	It is part of our heritage, a unique environment & people want to come and see it

	No need to destroy it, keep it for the next generation

	If you don't, there will be nothing left, it is a unique environment

	I just think more could be made of it - for visitors

	If done sensibly so as not to ruin the landscape

	If looked after it may be of interest to tourists

	It's got to be maintained as it is a unique environment

	Have a happy medium - some conservation, but stop windmills

	It is resilient vegetation and a productive resource which can grow back again; therefore there is room for conservation. We are too cautious at the moment.

	It is a unique environment which should be preserved.

	It is an important region in the world - a unique habitat

	Good for tourism & for preserving wildlife

	Good for our heritage to keep as it is.  Also good for birds & the environment

	Good for tourism

	Helpful for tourism

	A major tourist attraction

	Brings tourism

	Best left as it is. It is part of our landscape & heritage

	Helps tourist industry

	Good for tourism

	The management of the peatlands has benefited tourism in the area

	We do shooting and photography so it helps us to continue that diversity

	Work opportunities created by tourism

	Conservation encourages wildlife & tourism

	Create jobs in tourism & keep wind farms off

	Good for eco-tourism & for a good living environment

	The conservation of the peatlands will encourage more tourists to the north

	Cut more peats for fuel

	Encourage tourists to the north

	Peatlands has the potential for more local employment

	People can be made aware of the heritage of the area

	School groups are able to visit area and be made aware of plant life etc

	Should be helpful in attracting tourists


Reasons for “NO” response:
	Cannot see what benefit conservation would be for the area and for the economy. 

	From own experience, discovered heather should be burnt as it always has been

	Any developments would spoil the scenic beauty 

	It stops any possibility of development of any kind - even near the peatlands.

	Too many people in offices making rules and regulations which are harmful to the countryside

	The ground is so poor, not a lot can be done with it. It is ok for grazing

	It will not make too much difference - too huge an area

	There are too many restrictions on the peatlands and not enough money being put into the local communities

	There is too much conservation & not enough development at the moment.

	RSPB employers would not help local economy & local people would not get jobs

	Nothing is done with the peatlands

	Not good for employment in the area

	Not enough employment in rural areas

	My own experience is I get no compensation now. I did for 4 or 5 years when SNH took over some of our land.


Reasons for “UNSURE” response:
	There should be some conservation & some development. i.e. a balance

	There is too much emphasis on what outsiders feel, as opposed to local opinions.

	There are such diverse ways in conservation - I find the peatland, which I have, takes care of its self

	Conservation would not make a lot of difference

	It is difficult to know if it would work

	Do not know enough about it

	Depends on the political & economic situation at the time

	Do not know enough about it

	Do not know enough about it

	Do not know enough about them

	Do not know what difference conservation would make to the area. It is best left as it is.

	Do not know what the future is going to bring - things are always changing

	Peatlands covers such a vast area - part could be put to better use, and part could be conserved

	Younger people are moving away and incomers do not know enough, or are not interested enough in them.


Question 4 – Does Conservation represent a threat to agriculture?

	Q4) In your opinion, does the conservation of the peatland areas represent a threat to traditional methods of agriculture in Caithness & Sutherland?
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Definitely
	30
	11
	9

	Only in some circumstances and cases
	26
	39
	38

	Not at all
	28
	39
	48

	Don’t know / not sure
	16
	11
	5


Questions 5 & 6 – THE CONSERVATION BODIES 

	Q5) In promoting the conservation of the Peatlands would you describe the RSPB as…
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	2002
	2006

	Very sympathetic to local issues and needs
	6
	9

	Reasonably sympathetic
	34
	40

	Not very sympathetic
	27
	35

	Don’t know / no comment
	33
	16


	Q6) In promoting the conservation of the Peatlands would you describe SNH as…
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	2002
	2006

	Very sympathetic to local issues and needs
	5
	7

	Reasonably sympathetic
	41
	40

	Not very sympathetic
	30
	35

	Don’t know / no comment
	24
	18


Questions 7 to 12 - FORSINARD NATURE RESERVE

	Q7) Are you aware of the Forsinard Nature Reserve?
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	2002
	2006

	No
	18
	17

	Yes
	82
	83


	Q8) How do you think the reserve is regarded within the community?
	% of respondents aware of reserve

	
	2002
	2006

	Very well regarded
	3
	6

	Fairly well regarded
	23
	39

	Not very well regarded
	18
	18

	Don’t know
	58
	37


	Q9) Have you visited the Forsinard Nature Reserve?
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	2002
	2006

	Not aware of it
	18
	17

	No
	62
	60

	Yes
	20
	23


	Q10) On a scale of 1 to 5 where 5 = very impressed and 1 = not at all impressed, how impressed were you with the Forsinard Reserve?
	% of respondents

	
	2002 (n=20)
	2006

(n=23)

	1
	10
	17

	2
	10
	4

	3
	45
	33

	4
	25
	25

	5
	10
	21


	Q11) Do you know which organisation manages the reserve?
	% of respondents

	
	2002 (n=100)
	2006

(n=100)

	Not aware of reserve
	18
	17

	Don’t know
	47
	33

	RSPB
	30
	49

	Other
	5
	1


	Q12) In terms of raising awareness and appreciation of the peatland environment, would you say the Forsinard Reserve has made…
	% respondents (n=83)

	A major contribution
	26

	A moderate contribution
	39

	A small contribution
	13

	No particular contribution
	7

	Don’t know / can’t say
	15


Question 12 - THREATS

What do you think are the greatest threats, if any, to the Peatlands?

	Q13) THREATS
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Don’t know
	
	20
	22

	No threats
	
	28
	38

	Threats mentioned (see below)
	
	52
	40


	Q13) THREATS MENTIONED
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	    Commercial forestry / tree planting
	
	
	16

	    Wind farms / turbines
	
	
	12

	    Conservationists / conservation bodies etc
	
	
	7

	    Commercial peat extraction / over digging
	
	
	3

	    Draining
	
	
	2

	    Humans interfering with/disturbing nature
	
	
	2

	    Climate change
	
	
	1

	    Foxes & Buzzards
	
	
	1

	    Red deer
	
	
	1

	    Walking on it / not using trails
	
	
	1

	    Development / commercial use / overuse
	
	
	1

	    The right to roam
	
	
	1

	    Agriculture / croft diversification / farms
	
	
	1

	    Lack of funding for conservation
	
	
	1


Interesting responses relating to conservation:

· Being too well preserved i.e. normal drainage should be maintained, if there is no sheep, some agriculture has to be done otherwise it will go back to bulrushes

· Lack of co-ordinated thinking among groups such as RSPB & SNH

· People who see conservation as the be all and end-all, and not taking the locals into consideration
· Conservationists - their targets are too narrow
· Possibly mismanagement - they need to listen to the locals

· Complete lack of development is just as bad
Question 14 – APPROPRIATE ACTIVITES FOR THE PEATLANDS

Which of the following activities do you think sh0uld be encouraged and which discouraged on the peatlands.  If you are unsure please say so.

	ENCOURAGE
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	94
	62
	75

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	93
	84
	90

	Walking
	91
	84
	94

	Small scale native woodlands
	93
	91
	88

	Large scale forestry
	45
	14
	15

	Conservation
	n/a
	85
	87

	Commercial peat extraction
	52
	40
	21

	Domestic peat cutting
	98
	91
	84

	Agricultural improvements
	81
	51
	25

	Wind farms 
	54
	75
	35

	Nature based tourism
	91
	90
	92


	DISCOURAGE
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	2
	13
	14

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	5
	6
	8

	Walking
	5
	10
	5

	Small scale native woodlands
	4
	3
	6

	Large scale forestry
	55
	71
	82

	Conservation
	Na
	5
	7

	Commercial peat extraction
	40
	50
	72

	Domestic peat cutting
	0
	3
	9

	Agricultural improvements
	17
	36
	37

	Wind farms
	32
	14
	38

	Nature based tourism
	7
	4
	3


	DON’T KNOW
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Sheep grazing
	4
	24
	11

	Shooting / stalking / fishing
	2
	10
	2

	Walking
	4
	6
	1

	Small scale native woodlands
	3
	6
	6

	Large scale forestry
	0
	15
	3

	Conservation
	Na
	10
	6

	Commercial peat extraction
	8
	10
	7

	Domestic peat cutting
	2
	6
	7

	Agricultural improvements
	2
	13
	13

	Wind farms
	14
	11
	7

	Nature based tourism
	2
	6
	5


	Q15 Do you think there are economic opportunities associated with conservation?
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Yes
	14
	44
	44

	No 
	21
	22
	15

	Don’t know / unsure
	65
	34
	41



Respondents who said they did think there were economic opportunities associated with conservation were invited to say what they thought these opportunities were.  81% of these respondents said the opportunities lay in tourism or nature based tourism, creating local jobs in service industries, ranger services and so on.  Four other opportunities were mentioned:

	· employment of local people to manage peatlands

	· Plants being harvested e.g. bog myrtle for medicinal use.

	· Shooting & stalking

	· to provide fuel


	Q16 Are voluntary conservation schemes which reward crofters and farmers for managing peatlands in an environmentally friendly way a good idea or a restriction of freedom?
	% of respondents (n=100)

	
	1996
	2002
	2006

	Good idea
	38
	70
	70

	Restriction of freedom
	42
	13
	17

	Don’t know / unsure
	20
	17
	13


Questions 17 to 19 – PERCEPTIONS OF CHANGE

	Q17) Over the last 10 years do you think there has been any change in awareness of the peatland environment amongst local people?
	% respondents (n=100)

	Major change
	9

	Some change
	52

	No change
	39


	Q18) Do you think local people place more, less or the same importance on the peatlands as 10 years ago?
	% respondents (n=100)

	More
	27

	Same
	47

	Less
	26


	Q19) Over the last 10 years do you think there has been any change in attitudes towards conservation of the peatlands amongst local people?
	% respondents (n=100)

	Major change
	8

	Some change
	60

	No change
	32


	Q20) Has this change been towards or against conservation?
	% respondents (n=350)

	Towards
	57

	Against
	11

	Don’t think there has been a change
	32


Questions 21 – AWARENESS OF LIFE PEATLANDS PROJECT

	Q21) Before this phone call, were you aware of the LIFE Peatlands Project?
	% of respondents (n=350)

	
	2002
	2006

	No
	67
	61

	Yes
	33
	39


Questions 21 – AWARENESS OF ANYTHING THE PROJECT HAS DONE
Q21) Are you aware of anything the project has done? 

Transcription of responses:

	Tree felling & drain blocking

	Not sure, but there has been a lot of conservation going on

	More compensation between crofters and RSPB

	Magazine - SNH or leaflet

	Forsinard, forestry

	Deforestation of the flow country
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