KCL interview schedule T2
Intro: Thank participant for taking part, reiterate aims/purpose of the interview, confidentiality, anonymity and right to withdraw. Participant does not have to answer any questions he does not want to. Remind participant about consent forms/info sheet and that interview is being recorded and will be transcribed as part of data collection.
Three parts:
·       Collaboration
·       User-led orgs and Ostrom’s principles
·       Wrapping up
  
Collaboration
1. Can you share your reflections on the discussions at the recent Joint Interpretive Forum (JIF) meeting? How do you feel now about the relationship between King’s College London (KCL) and Shaping Our Lives?
Prompt: How are (are?) they influencing each other? If so in what way/s? Would you describe it as a supportive and mutually beneficial relationship?

2. In your view, what is the purpose of the KCL working group? What was the rationale for establishing this group during the project? Is it fulfilling this purpose?
Prompt: e.g., if the purpose of the IIM working group is to deliver on the National Lottery funded aims in the design of a new service, what is the aim of the KCL group? Can you describe this to me?

3. As indicated in the ESRC funding bid, there are two aspects to the collaboration between KCL/SOL/IIM:
a) The participatory methods aspect i.e., strengthening partnerships between academic and user-led orgs and an exploration of whether Ostrom’s principles might be useful to draw on for these purposes.
b) An exploration of whether Ostrom might also be useful in aiding the design and development of the two services that the IIM group are working on.
Focusing on a) the participatory methods aspect, can you say a bit about how you view Ostrom as potentially useful?
Do you feel that there is a difference in how this aspect – the participatory methodology aspect and Ostrom’s role in it – is perceived by different collaborators?
Looking now at b) whether Ostrom might be useful to the IIM group and the design of the services specifically, is this proving useful to the group in your view? If so how, if not why?

4. Do you think the IIM group have a good (working) understanding of Ostrom’s principles?
Prompt: How important is it that they have a good understanding? Does this enable a consideration of how the principles might shape the development of the services or might it be the case that the group do not need to explicitly understand the ways in which their practices might relate to Ostrom? (in which case, can the project be considered truly collaborative/participatory?)

5. Do you feel it is important that you are explicit about your own understanding of Ostrom’s principles to enable the IIM group to consider how they might be useful?
Prompt: Is it adequate (preferable even?) for the IIM group to interpret Ostrom in their own way?

6. Do you personally think the principles would be useful for the group? If so, in what ways?
Prompt: can you see ways in which the principles are directly applicable/relevant, or might they need adapting, if so how?  

7. Do you think the IIM group are working well towards achieving their aims in a) delivering the services and b) working in partnership with King’s?
Prompt: is there anything the group should be doing more/less of do you think?

User-led orgs and Ostrom’s principles
8. Can you say a little bit about your understanding of what user-led means?

9. Do you think that there might be different models and approaches to user-led working?

10. Do you see any obvious differences between Ostrom’s principles and a user-led approach to working?
Prompt: In what ways similar/different etc., what might be the limitations to Ostrom’s principles? 

11. Having experienced some of the ways in which the IIM group operate as user-led, is there anything you think Ostrom might have missed in the principles?

12. Do you think that Ostrom’s principles are applicable to this user-led, health-care project-based context?
Prompt: How responsive are the principles to different contexts? Do you think they adaptable in all cases?
 
Wrapping up
13. How do you think the final Joint Interpretive Forums (JIFs) should be organised? What should they aim to do? 

14.This project was funded by the ESRC as an exploration of a methodological innovation. What have we learnt so far in terms of this? Has the project been innovative in your view?

15. Is there anything else that we have not covered that you feel it is important to mention?
 
Thank participant for taking part, inform of next steps i.e., next interview dates and jointly reflecting on all interviews in future JIFs with other members of working group and Shaping our Lives etc.
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