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How do Timbre workshop participants see the usefulness and
applicability of the project’s tools and technologies?
The method applied
Questionnaires distributed at Timbre workshops following the
presentation of Timbre tools and technologies
Descriptive & preliminary insights into stakeholder perceptions on
the usefulness of tools in general & on the Timbre tools in particular.
Convenience sample, no representativeness ensured.
Aim is to grasp both the overall picture and the fine-grained
differences.
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The questions asked
Questions allowing for both closed & open-ended answers
Ten main questions used to assess:
 Daily use of tools
 Familiarity with & perceived helpfulness of Timbre tools (2-6 tools)
 Required conditions for applying the Timbre tools
 Interest in learning about & probability of using the tools.

Answers were analyzed using the Statistical Package for Social Sciences
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The big picture
58% say they do not use decisionsupport tools or technologies in their
daily work.
47% of the respondents are
undecided when asked how likely they
are to use the tools.
Only 41% of respondents say that all
conditions are in place for them to use
the tools or technologies
Only 36% of respondents consider
themselves familiar with the Timbre
tools or have applied them already
Site neighbors, local community
groups & public interest groups
somewhat underrepresented.

The finer differences

78% say that at least one of the Timbre
tools or technologies is interesting to
use.

Differences in problem-solving
perception of tools

78% are also interested in learning more
about the Timbre tools or technologies.

Even greater differences for
technologies

75% prefer expert-guided workshops for
learning about the tools, what Timbre did
with its 22 events (2011-14).
78% of those who are little to relative
familiar with the Timbre tools are
interested in using them.
Broad range of stakeholders, including
25% belonging to multiple stakeholder
groups (see pie chart below)

Differences in the perception of
barriers (necessary conditions) for
applying the technologies and tools
What kinds of information do actors
need?
National and regional differences

19% of respondents “solve the most important
problems” using integrated site manag., 26%
using priorit. & 29% using the info. system.
Range from 0% of respondents who can “solve
the most important problems” by soil washing to
58% for groundwater sampling.
42% of respondents point to informational
barriers, 17% to other barriers & only 11% to
legal barriers.
Information to avoid cost overruns, to judge the
accuracy of the methods, to interpret the results
and to assess the uncertainties of parameters.
The interest for using the tools/technologies is
lower in Romania than in Poland and Germany.
It is also lower in towns vs. larger cities.

Conclusions & ways forward
The Timbre goal of delivering tailored approaches, technologies and tools
has generally been achieved. Even those who do not use them in their
daily work are interested in such tools.
As suggested by the open-ended answers, the Timbre workshops have
sensitized various stakeholders to the potential usefulness of tools.
Overcoming further barriers would require the gradual diffusion of tool use
as routine activity through continued exchanges between Western and
Eastern European stakeholders and between those in larger vs. smaller
communities.
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