DESCRIPTION OF METHODOLOGY

1. Focus Groups 
Three focus groups were undertaken, facilitated by the PI, CI and RA, plus a researcher from Sheffield University. Individuals were recruited from the Sheffield area via adverts in the local media and on institutional email lists. The groups were made up of people who had no direct experience of natural burial grounds. Participants were classified into three groups, according to generational location: young (20-25), middle aged (40-45) and post retirement (65+).

One to one interviews with focus group participants were carried out prior to the group work in order to establish information about their previous experiences of death, dying and disposal that would put their focus group data into context

Timetable

11.30-2.00 pm: Group visit to a natural burial ground local to Sheffield

2.30-3.30 pm: One-hour focus group session which allowed reflection on the visit, and comparison with discussions in session one. Key issues explored included responses to: the (absence of) material culture at the site and its implications for the ‘sacred’ status of the site; the natural environment; and ownership and security of the site, including its capacity to ‘contain’ the body, materially and/or symbolically. 

2. Site Visits
10% (n. 20) of UK natural burial grounds were visited. Material collected included site plans and digital images, and an interview with the manager/owner of each site to identify how the burial ground had been designed, how it evolved, changes in management, and demand.
3. Four Ethnographic Case Studies 

The case studies explored the aspirations and experiences of users, comparing their accounts of other forms of disposal with discussion of natural burial. Since natural burial is an innovative practice located within a potentially dynamic landscape, a longitudinal perspective was incorporated. This comprised a 12-month programme of ethnographic fieldwork (including observation, informal interviewing and focus group work) at one site in the vicinity of Sheffield, in parallel with a sequence of ethnographic interviewing and observation at an additional 3 sites. These were selected to represent different interpretations of natural burial (woodland; meadowland; existing woodland); different types of ownership (local authority; charitable trust; private company), different regions and contexts. Each site had been open for over five years, ensuring sufficient disposals, an established landscape, and user experience of different seasons.

To elicit personal narratives and reflections, at each site10 bereaved people were interviewed about their experiences of other forms of disposal; their initial perceptions of natural burial, and their sources; their first impressions of the site; processes of negotiation among family, friends or professionals; how site developments, such as the growth of vegetation and informal/permanent memorialisation might have influenced their subsequent emotional and social transitions. Two funeral directors and two celebrants were also interviewed at each site, focusing on their awareness of the site, perceptions of its status as ‘sacred’, the degree to which it constitutes an amenity, and interest in becoming a user. Drawing on methods devised by Francis et al (2005), observational visits were timed to include key calendrical celebrations (for all faith groups represented at the sites) and involved informal interviewing at grave sides.
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