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TYREBAGGER 2001 VISITOR SURVEY

1. INTRODUCTION

A standard Forestry Commission VISIOF SUrvey was carried out in the car park of Tyrebupger
Wood near Aberdeen in 27.7. — 6.8.2001. The survey wark was divided into two slots, namely
27, — 30.7. (Monday (o Friday) and 3. 6.8, {Monday lo Triday). Al each of these days, six hours
of surveying was carricd out between 12pm and 7pm. The method used was direct face-to-face
interviews based on a standard questionnairc., aiming to interview cvery group of geperal public
encountered during the survey hours, The questionnaire comsisted maibly of closed-end
queslions, and the emphasis of the guestwnnaire was in finding out forest uscrs” perceptions
about the sculpiures in Tyrehagger Wood.

2. FINDINGS
2 1 GENERAL DATA

In totaf, 164 imerviews were completed. G4 Juring the slot 1 and 70 during, the siot 2 {Table 1. In
average, 3.4 inlerviews were completed per hout: however there was quite signiticant difference
hetween the twa slots. During the slot 1 the average was as high as 3.9 interviews per hour, whilc
the average for slot 2 was only 2.9. This ditference was probably due to weather conditions,
which were much better during the slor L.

The groups interviewed consisted of 432 individuals; 219 (515} of these were males and 213
{40%) females. Most respondents (51%) were adults aged between 25 and 39 years, semioy
citizens (over 60 years) formed 16% of the individuals involved, young adults (16-24 ycars) 4%,
and 29% of the greup members were children (Table 7). A great majority of the respondents
(9% ) were predominantly white: only 1% were of Asign ongin {Table 3).

The site was popular amongst dog walkers; 60 (40%%:) aut of the 164 groups were accempanicd by
a dog or dogs; m total 88 canines were included in the groups cncountered. However, cychists
were nol commonly encountered in Tyrehagger: only three groups had mcycle(s), and the total
number of bicycles encountered totalled only four,

22 QUESTIONNAIRE DATA -- THE BACKGROUND

Great majority (93%) of the respondents had travelled to Tyrebagger from home (Table 4). Ouwt
of the 7% that had not. mosi {35%} had stayed with friends or relatives, while 36% woere camping
OF Staying in 2 caravan and 9% had staved in hotel {Table 5],

In average, the distance travelled to get o the site was relatively shor; 616 of the Tespondents
were locals (travelled up to 5 miles) and 35¢% had travelled 0-15 miles. Only 2% had trave led
16-25 miles. 1% had travelled 26-50 mules and another 1% more than 5O miles (Table 63 An
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overwhelming majority (985} of the respondents had used 4 car or 4 van e get 1o Tyrehagger,
only 1% travelled in a nunibus or coach, and 17 on fout {Tuble 7).

Most respendents (849%:) had been 10 Twrebagger betore, while only 16% were firsl-ume visilors
{Table 8). Out of those who had been belore, many were frequent o fairly frequent visilors: 8%
said they visit most days, 26% visit [-3 times a week and 297 visit 1-3 times a month. A total of
314 said they wisit -3 tunes a year, while only 6% claimed to visit less ofien (Table 9). In
average, the respondents stayed m the site far 1.5 hours, and walking was by far the most
commen reason for the visit: 37% stated “other walking™ as their main purpose for visiting, and
for o further 32% the main purpuse was dug walking. Fresh air or excrcise was the pnotity for
15% of the respondents, while 7% came mainly to rclax or picnic, 5% to pick berries and 1%
came hecause of a special event. Only 4% of the respondents had come 1o Tyiehagger
specifically to look at the sculpiures (Table 10}

However, many respondents had incorporated the seulptures with other actvities in the forest: as
many as 66% of the respondents had Inoked at the sculptures on the day they were interviewed
{Table 11}, and out of the 34% who had not, as many as 87% had seen them before (Table 12).

2.3 QUESTIONNAIRE: DATA - THE SCULFTURES

Most respondents had a positive attitude towards the sculptures; 215 and 48% found them very
interesting or inleresting respechively. One guarter (25%) of the respondents thuught the
sculptures were OK. Only 3% thought the sculptures were unimteresting and another 3% found
them very uninterestmg {Table 13}

Almosi a quarter (23%) ol the respondents had found out about the sculptures because they lived
Jocally and had always known aboul them. Road signs had puided 19% to the site, and 14% had
heard about the sculptures from a friend or a relation. 1.eafiet was the source of informaucn for
7% of the respondents, and 8% had heard about the sculptures through newspaper, TV or radio.
Only 1% of the respondents had onginally found the site using a local guidebook or a map (Table
14). As many as Z8% of the respondents tated “Other reason” for this question, and oul of those
a great majority (93%) had simply came across the sculptures while walking in the forest.

Most people seemed (o think the sculptures were easy (o find once they had arrived w the site;
62% thought all were easy, and a further 23% thought some of them were easy to find' {Tahle
15). Cnly 15% thought the sculptures were difficult to find, and a few respondents in this group
added that they thought that was a good thing.

The Bison was the most popular of the sculptures; $2% of e respondents liked 1 most.
Segmented Sitka, Cloud Chamber and Deacon were generally well liked as well; 19%, 14%: and
10% of the respondents stated them as their favourites, respectively. Grid point gathered 3% of
the votes, Vong Phacphanit’s wooden poles 2%. and Modern Nature 4%. The Seaung and the
Bridge both got |% of the votes, while 3% of the respondents stated they didn’t hike any oof the
sculptures (Table 16). Generally, many respondenix added that they like those seuiptures that use

! Several respondents of the [atter proup speafically mentioned hoving had difficulties finding the Bison.




patural materials and blend in 1o the forest well, but dislike the oncs that obs jipusly stand oul frem
the natural landscape.

The text beside the sculpiures was considered interesting by 63% of the respondents. while 1%
thought it was very interesting. Only Re: found the text unimieresting and a further 5% very
uninteresting. Several respondents (14%) said they hadn't read the text at all, and snother 8% had
no opimion on the text (Table 17).

Mast respondents (74%) thought there should not be any interpretation of the sculpiures {Table
18). Ow of the 26% who were In favour of interpretation, 70% wanied to sec an interpretaiive
pancl, 3% would opt for audi, 25% preferred a leallet available mn car purk and u further 3%
would like 10 see leaflets beside the sculptures themselves {Table 19}. Out of those who thought
there should not he mterpretation, 49% thought it was preferabie for each mdividual to make up
their own mind. 30% thought the sculptures with existing panels were OK as they are, 3% guid
the sculpiures speak for themselves and 79 stuted there was no need for interpretation {Table
0.

When asked whether they would like to see more sculptures at this site, only a shght majonty
(59%) answered “yes™, while 41% of the tespondents thought there was enough sculptures in
Tyrebagger already (Table 21) A greal majonty of people (904) were nol intercsied in the
prospect of becoming involved with the Sculpture projeet; out of the 10% who were interested.
most respondents (64%) wanted 1o be sent general information, and 2}% wanted a newsletter
circulated to them (Table 22).

For most respundents, walking and the forest itsell was the main thing although sculpturcs may
2dd interest 1o the walk: 46% said they would not come specifically to sec the sculptures again.
However, 44F- of respondents said they would do so, while 10% ststed they rmught come 1o sce
the sculptures again (Table 23

2.4 QUESTIONNAIRE DATA - IMPROVEMENTS

Finally. asked which would be the one single thing they would improve at the site, 33% of the
respondents thought the place was finc as it is. The most sought after improsement (1% of the
respondents) was the provision of facilities, namely toilets. Clearer waymarking was a priority
for 9% of the respondents and improvement of the footpaths ganed the vote of a further 9%.
Provision of litter bins was sought after by 7% of the respondents and 5% wamed the dog louling
solved; 4% said they would like lo see the forest tidied up alter the felling of trees, and 2%
wanted the road al the car purk impruved (Table 24). A varicty of other suggestions were made;
in Table 25, those supgestions made by just onc OF Two respondents are included m "other”
category (299%), and a full list of these suggestions can be secn in Appendix 1. Additional
comments that some respondents made during or alter the interviews are hsted in Appendix 2.



CONCLUSIONS

Tyrebagger Wood 15 manly enjuyed by repular walkers and dog walkors whio have travelled
relatively shorl distances 1o get there, and the overall atiitude towards the sculptures 13 positive.
Although most people perceive walking and the forest itself as the most impartant reason for
visiting the site. many do thnk that sculptures add intercst, especially fur chuildren. However, the
minority that is against the sculptures does feel very strongly dboul it.

Thus, given that only a very slight majority of respondents wanted to see more sculplures &l
Tyrehagger. miroducing new sculptures to this site mught be & potentially very controversial
issue, According to this survey. the sculptures that universally please the forest visitors best are
those that blcnd into the forest and use natural matcrials. For cxample, the prospect of sculptures
that “fil (o the forest”, such as animal figures, seem 10 be generally accepted even amongst sume
of those who are not overly keen on the Sculpture project. Accordingly, large ubscure sculplurcs
that stand out from the environment and are visible from @ considerable distance arc ofien

frowned upon even by people who in general have a very posilive attilude towards the sculptures.

In conclusion, it is suggested that main recrcation management emphasis of Tyrebagger Wood
should be in maintaining and improving the fucilities for walkers rather that developing the sie
further. Any future additions w the Sculptures should he designed to be wf low impact and low
profile with minimuem effect 0 the natura! landscape.



TABLES

Table 1. Completed interviews.

TYREBAGGER 2001
SLOT 1 27 -30.7.
Mo ol inleniews Woathgr Awerage no. inlarvigws/halr
Friday 27 Good 45
Saturday 16 Good 2.7
Sunday 31 Vary good 5.2
WMonday 20 Good 3.3
Subtotal i : 39
SLoT 2 3 -68
!F:iuay 11 Meoxderale 1.8
Saturday 26 Modarate 4.3
Sunday 22 Poor 3.7
Monday 1 Moderate 18
Subiotaf 70 2.9
TOTAL 164 3.4

Table 2. Age proups of intervicwed individuals,

AGE GROUPS Mumber |Percant
MALES  Senior cilizens (E0+) 38 g%
Oiher adults (25-58) 100 23%
¥oung adull {16-24) 10 2%
Children {Under 16} 71 16%
Subicial 219 519
[FEMALES Sanior glizens (B0+) 3z 7%
Other adults {25-59) 119| 28%
Young adutt {16-24) Fi 2%
Children {Undar 18] 95 13%
Subtoial 213 4954
TOTAL 432 1005
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Table 3. Fthnicity of interviewed individuals.

ETHRNICIT Mumber  jParoent

¥

MALES White 215 50%
Aslan 3 1%
Afro-Caribbean 1 0%
Subiatal 219 5%

FEMALES Whila 212 497
Asian 1 0
Alro-Caribbean 0 0%
Subtotal 213 49%
TOTAL 432 100%:

Table 4. Have you travelled from home?

Question 1. Have you travelled from home?

Mo. of respondants

5% ol raspondents

Yes 15 83%
No 11 7%
|ITOTAL 164 1008
Tabie 5. Type of accommodation.

Question 18, What type of accommadation did you stay in last riight?

MNo. of respondents % ol respondants

BE/Guest house 0 0%
Hotel 1 O%
1Gamping"|:arauan 4 36%
Friendsfralatives g 55%
Youth hostel 0 0%
Sell cateting 0 %
Oither o 0%
TOTAL 11 100%




Tahle 6. The disiance travelled.

Cuestion 2. How far have you travelled to gai
hare?
Mo, of respondents % ol respondenls

Up 1o 5 miles 100 B1%
5-15 mites 57 5%
16-25 rmiles 4 2%
26-50 miles 2 1%
|Over 50 miles 1 1%
TOTAL 164 100%

Tahble 7. Type of trunsport.

Question 3. What was tha main type of transport you used to get here?

No. of respondants o of respondents
Carfvan 181 08%
Minibsfonach 1 1%
Public iransport ol 0%
Bicydda 0 0%
On foot 2 1%
Other o 0
TOTAL 164 100546
Tablke 8. Have you been here before?
Question 4. Have you been here befora?

Mo, of raspondents % of respondents
Yes 137 84%
MNo 27 16%
TOTAL 164 100%




Table 9. Frequency of visits.

Guestlon 4a. How often do you come here?

No. of respendents

%5 of respondents

Most days 11 8%
1-3 tmes & week 36 26%
1-3 times & modth 40 29%
1-3 times a year 42 3%
Less often B B%
TOTAL 137 100%
Table 10. The purpose of visit,
Question 5. What i the main purpose of your visit today?

No. of respondents % of respondents
Sculptures 6 4%,
Dog walking 52 2%
Other walking 60 37
Fresh airfexercise 25 15%
Walch wildide/birds . 0%
Relax/pecnic 11 7%,
Special event 1 1%
Oiher H %
TOTAL 164 100%
Cuestion 8a. If other, specity.

No. ot responoents % of respondents
Berry pecking 100%,
TOTAL N 100%
Table 11. Did vou look at the sculptures today?
Question 7. Did you look at the sculptures during your visit today?

Mo, of respondents %% of respondents
Yes 108 H6%%
Mo 56 349
TOTAL 164 10050




Table 12. Have you looked at the sculptures before?

|ﬂueﬂi-an 7a. (If "ne” to previous question) Have you logkad at them

Na. of respondents

%o of respondants

Yas 48 BT %
|No Fi 13%
TOTAL 55 100%
Table 13. Attitude towands the sculptures.

Question 8. What Is your opinlon of the sculptures?

MNo. of respondents % of respondants

Wary inleresting 32 21%
Interesting 75 48%
rﬂK 39 25%
Uninteresting 4 3%
Yary uninteresting 5 3%
TOTAL 155 100%
Table 14. How did you find out about the sculplures?

Question 8. How did you find cut about the sculpturea?

Mo, of respondants % of Tespondents

Always knowniflive locally 36 23%
Friend/relation 22 14%
Road signs 30 15%

aallet 11 7%

| guidsbookimap 1 1%

Tourist informalion centre o 0%
Mewspapen/TV/Radio 12 A%
Wabsite o 0%
Other 44 28%
TOTAL 156 100%;
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Quastion 9a. If other, spacify.

Mo, ol respondents

= of respondents

Came across 41 93%
e cived with Iha sculpture project 2 5%
Sogn from other hills 1 2%
TOTAL 44 1005
Table 15. Easy or difficult to find?

Question 10. Were they easy to find once you arvived at the sita?

Mo. of respondents % of respandents

Yes o5 62%
Mo 23 15%
Some were, others ware not 35 23%
TOTAL 154 1000%
Table 16. Which sculpture did you like most?

{Omﬁua 11. Which sculpture did you like

most?

MNa. al respondants % of respondants

Bizon g2 A2%

Beacon 15 105

Cloud chamber 21 14%5

Fallen Angel 0 %
Grid point 5 3%
Segmented silka 28 19%
Bridge 1 1%
John Aiken - black & white granite ) 0%
Yong Phaaphanit - wooden poles 3 2%
Seating 1 1%
iMn{l-acm natura & 4%
Didn't like any 5 3%
TOTAL 147 100%




Table 17. Attitude lowards the text beside the sculplures.
Guestion 12. What did you think of the text besids the sculptures?
Mo, of respondents % of raspondenls

Vary interasting 2 1%
interasting o8 63%
Mo opiman 13 8%
Unimteresting 13 B%
Wery umnieresling & 5%
Didn't read fext 21 14%
TOTAL 1455 100%

Table 18. Attitude towards interpretation.

Questicn 13. Do you think there should be Interpretation of tha
sculptures?

M. of respondents % of respondents
Yes a9 26%
No 113 74%
TOTAL 152 100%
Tahle 19. Preferred style of interpretation.
Question 14. What style of Interpretation would you like to see?

No. of respondents % ol respondents
Interpretative panel bl 0%
Autio 1 2%
Tax! 0 0%
|Leaflet available in car park 1( 25%
Leallet beside sculplures 1 3%
Othesr Y 0%
TOTAL 40 100%




Table 20. Why not interpretation?

Queation 15. Why do you not think thera should be any intarpretation?

Mo. of respondents

%% o respondents

Make up own mind 55 4%%
OK asitis 34 0%
Sculptures speak lor thomaalvas 3 3%,
MNo need 8 P
Would be too much 1 1%
Text should be made easier to understand instead i 1%,
Don't ke reading long text 1 1%
Like it short & sweet 1 1%
Mo opinion 9 B%
TOTAL 113 10055

Tuble 21. More sculptures?

iQuestion 16. Would you like to see mcie sculptures af this alte?

MNo. of respondents

%%, of rospondents

Yes a5 59%
No 59 1%
TOTAL 144 100%
Table 22. Involved with the project?

Question 17. Would you like to become more involved with the Sculpture project?

Mo. of respondents % of respondents

Yos 14 105
No 145 D%
TOTAL 160 100%

fQuestion 17a. H 80, how would you llke 1¢ be involved?

No. of respondents

% of respondants

Circulaled a newslettar K 21%
Sen general information EE 64%
Altend meelings 1 7%
Other 1 T
TOTAL 14 100%




Tahle 23. See sculptures again?

Ng. of respondents

Queation 18. Will you come specifically to see the sculptures again?

% of respondeants

Yas 72 oa
No 76 46%
Parhaps 16 109
TOTAL 164 1007%)

Table 24. What would you like lo improve?

Mo, ol respondents

Question 19. If thers was one thing you could improve hede, whal would that ba?

% of respondants

Finsasitis 37 25%
Clearar waymarking 14 &%
Improve Iootpaths 15 )
Tidy up after felling troas 7] 4%
Provide loilsls 17 1%
Provide liter bins 11 Y%
Soive dog fouling/Pravide dog bins B 5%
|improve ths road at car park 3 2%
Other 45 20%
TOTAL 158 100%




APPENDIX 1

Other suggestions for improvements:

SUGGESTION __
Clearer signs for sculptures
Provide more benches
:Provide picnic tables at car park
Prowvide wheslchair access
_Get nd of the sculptures
BoHer advertising [or sculptures
Bafler maps
Provide leaflets on site
Provide waler point
More walking paths
‘Deceass tree felling
Solve liar dumping
Sort out vandalism
Stop falling rees
‘Bigger car park
‘Separate car park for dog owners
Frovida more picnic tables
-Provide picnic tables in the forest
IProvide picnic tables on Elrick Hill

iMmre picnic table from the bridge half way up the

[l

'More cydle tracks
‘Ban bicycles

More deciducus Irees

More security for cars 8.9 A visilar cantre

Take away the Modarn Nature
IMore sculptures

IMore animal Sculptures, less obscure figures
‘Make gure sculptures can't be seen from tha road
‘#ore things dasigned for children, 2.g. Ranger led

iathvities

.Bracken cleared in the hill
.Clear up namow paths
:Provide maps 1o lake along
‘Memarial 1o Highlanders
iTake away the new paths

!Dont chum up paths when clearslling

_Dont overdevelop the forest
Signs to forest on the main road

No. of times mentioned ;
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APPENDIX 2

Other comments made:

- Doasn like those sculplures that de nel il in to the forest, e.g, Vang Phogphanil
- Arnoyed because couldn’t find the sculpturés
- Would like the picnic 1ables being marked on the maps
- Very massy where the frees have been cutt
- Would like bicycles and walkers on separale routes
- Would like move sculptures bui such that are easy 1o find
- Paths tend to get muddy at wintertime
- Think Ihe sculptures are terrible, real eyesorg and wasle of money
- Should take more care when harvesting, the place is a mess slter Jast year's falling & the short walk is
ruined because of it
- Thinks tha sculptures are out ol place
- Would liks 10 s8e move sculptures up in the moor
- Think the bison is difficult to find
- Wouid rather have something intéraciive than sculplures; walk is the main Lhing but look at sculplures
since thay are there
- Sculpturas not natural; prefer to sea the forest as il is
- Like 1o come here because of easy walking: nice 1o have semething to look at, esp. If kids, gives Ihem
something to do
- Forest is the main thing but sculptures “added bonus’; more gculptures OK provided they fil in t¢ the
natural environment; would like lo see soma walar fealuras
- Mainly come lor 1he walk but nice exira to have the sculptures
- Would iike the paths being linked up with other routes
- Likes some sculptures but thinks olhers are wasla of time; more sculptures OK but only i practical
ones such as the bridge
- Tne walk i= the main thing but sculptures add interest
- Would iike to be abie to buy & drink for the kids
- Thinks Lha waymarking is nat vary clear
- The path between car parks gets muddy in the winter
- Liter bins by picnic tables should be covered
- Likes sculptures but the walk itsalf is the main thing
- Walk is the man thing!
-Walk & the nature itseff are the main things
- Don'l like the new path surfaces; thinks the plenic table at Ihe bridge is in a wrong placs, should
be up the hill
- Erdosion on the path in the hill; comes in because of tha foresl, nol the sculplures!
- Sculptures OK as a pan of tha walk but forest the main thing
- Paths get muddy in the winter: the unevan path surtace diflicull for disabled. esp. When it's wet
- New palh surface very hard for the limbs
- Fresh airfwalk the main thing but sculptures add inlerest, esp. Fot kids
- Walk is the main thing but sculptures make it a bit different
- Nice to have the combination of walk & sculptures
- Wouldn't like io sea sculptures in other loresls, one is Nteresting but ancugh
- Walk is the main thing!
- Thinks way too much money being spent on sculplures; old ones OK but dogsn like the new ones
- Thinks the steps are too ditficull wilh a buggy; walk & Iresh air main thing but sculptures acd interest
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- Walking the dog the main thing but iike the sculpiures as an added bonus

- Likes the natural sculplures but nol the others

- Doasn’l mind the sculpiures bul comes here because of the forast, to walk; new scuipturas ok if
they blend in to the natural environment

- Interpratation should be in Braille for unsighled people; a few new sculplures fine bul small ones
designad for childran

- Walk is the main thing. not the sculptures; thinks the path gets muddy at times

- Signposts for sculplures would help finding them

. Doesn' like Vang Phoephanil or Modern nalure; comes herg mainly for tha walk

- Likes the natural looking sculptures

- Wallg is the main thing

- YWalk is the main reason fod coming héra

- Would also like to sgo wheelchair access

- Walk is the main thing

- Walk is the mam thing

- Thinks dogs bins should be provided at lhe site as well

- Walk is the main thing but thinks that sculptures add interest

- Walk is the main thing but thinks that sculptures add inlerest

- Walk is the main thing

- Sculptures total waste of money; also thinks that paths get a bit muddy esp. In wanter

- Walk is the main thing

- Also thinks thal dog bins should ba provided

- Likes Ihe sculptures but walking tha dog is the main thing

- 'Walk and the wood are interesting, that's the main reascn lor coming here

- Apart irom the bison thinks the sculplures are awlul, wasts of time and money; 9sp. Vang Phoephanit
an

- Walk is the main reason for coming here

_ Likes the natural looking litta palhs, not the new ones; also thinks should Lidy up branches irom
tha woods after falling

- Walk is the main thing

_ Would like to see some adivities lac childran; also thinks overhanging branchas of the irees should
be cleared

- Likes those sculplures that blend in to the forest bul not thase that slick out e.g. Tha ones on tha kil
- Prefer tha forest Lo stay a natural place; would like interaclive sculptures that kids can gat involved
with; the less signs efc. in the forest the better
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