Summary of Methodology. Video Survey on Attitudes towards Regional Autonomy in Spain: the case of Lorca, Region of Murcia.  
Students are invited to read this summary, analyse and critically discuss the 17 video responses in the online discussion rooms. 
Existing studies and literature on the question:

There are numerous academic sources and well-known socio-political surveys, such as the Observatorio de Política Autonómica, for which the so-called “historic regions” are the primary focus when analysing attitudes towards political decentralisation in Spain. 

However, there are not enough studies focusing on “non-historic regions” such as Murcia, Castilla-La Mancha, Madrid or La Rioja. In popular and political discourses, these regions are sometimes considered as artificially formed political communities. Their political autonomy stems from the centralist imposition of a uniformly decentralised political system for the whole of Spain for the sake of national homogeneity. 

In academic and political sources and in popular discourses these “non-historic regions” appear not to have any claims for developing their autonomy other than comparative grievance with the so-called “historic regions”. Expressions such as “domino-effect” or “coffee all around” are used to explain why these Spanish provinces gained and developed their autonomy in the second half of the 1970’s and beginning of the 1980’s, closely in parallel to the “historic regions”.

Aims of the video survey: 

There are at least three good reasons why a video survey such as this and any subsequent studies that may follow will be of interest to students, academics and the wider community:

A) From the late 1970s to present, debates on how much autonomy the “historic regions” can be granted and on the future of an increasingly federal Spain have distracted the attention from the fact that political decentralisation in Spain has been embedding its roots even in places such as the Region of Murcia, where there was not a strong desire for autonomy amongst their population throughout the 1970’s and 1980’s.  Political regional feelings in certain parts of Spain are simply taken for granted or ignored by many and a better understanding of this question is needed. 

b) Interestingly, as it will be appreciated in the survey, the population of the “non-historic regions” such as Murcia may have developed during the last 30 years a primarily civic, as opposed to ethnic, cultural or historic, sense of political self-awareness. The study of this hypothesis and the analysis of this phenomenon may contribute to the better understanding of the past, present and future processes of region, nation or community-building in Europe and beyond.

c) Certain myths about the complete lack of political self-awareness in the Spanish “provincias”, whose current territorial boundaries were set almost two centuries ago, in 1833, may also be dispelled in further studies on the history of Spanish political decentralisation that may well follow this survey.    

Objectives of the survey:
The objective of this survey is to show students of Spanish Politics, academics working in the field and the wider community a meaningful sample of primary arguments that make up popular discourses on the issue of regional autonomy amongst Spanish nationals in the city of Lorca (Region of Murcia). This is a qualitative study which identifies key components of these popular discourses, but not a quantitative study, given, amongst other, the reduced size of the sample. Other studies from the outcome of this survey may follow.
The sample: 

17 respondents. Spanish nationals. Permanent residents in Lorca. In most cases, the respondents were born and grew up within an area of two square kilometres, in the centre of the city of Lorca. Only two of them were not from the city, although they were Spanish nationals, had been born in neighbouring regions, have lived in the city of Lorca for several years and identified themselves as locals. 
In relation to the timing, the interviews were carried out within 24 hours, from approximately 10.00 am of the 7th of July to approximately 11.30 am of the 8th of July, to minimise interference from varying political events in the news that could distort the sample. 

The question:

The initial question for all the participants was exactly the same, although sometimes there would be slightly variations in the wording which would not affect the content or tone of the answer: “How would you feel if the regional parliament and the regional government of the Autonomous Community of Murcia were to disappear tomorrow and all the decisions taken at regional level were to be taken instead at national level? Why?”.

The question was deliberately open and hypothetical in order to explore the nature of any immediate responses and even the gut reactions displayed by people when confronted with the loss of the political autonomy of their region. This methodology aims at minimising any interference of other political or social considerations, such as respondents’ views on radical nationalism, on inter-regional conflicts or the government of the day, which could condition the responses.

In two cases, respondents carried on giving answers to the question after the stop bottom was pressed, so the interviewer decided to continue the interview and take another shot few seconds after. From respondent three onwards, the interviewer started to introduce the question “Anything else?” or “Why?” whenever he felt that the respondent wanted to say something else.

In order to fulfil the aim of the survey, all the interviews were conducted following these rules: 

1) When choosing respondents, the interviewer approached two types of people: people that he knew personally and total strangers chosen randomly in two public spaces (two local libraries) who volunteered to be interviewed. When it came to deciding what individuals known by the interviewer would be approached, there was a conscious attempt to keep a balance in terms of the general political preferences of the respondents throughout the two days during which the interviews were carried out. 

2) In any case, the interviewer ensured that it was be impossible or very unlikely for people who had been interviewed to confer with other potential respondents. So, for instance, in the case of two friends or two members of the same family they would be interviewed one after another in a separate room. Also, in absolutely all the interviews the interviewee was asked not to talk to anyone else at all about the interview for the next 24 hours, as this could undermine the chances of other people who they knew to appear on this project of video series, which had to be made up exclusively of absolutely spontaneous responses.

3) Respondents were approached with camera in hand ready to shoot. They were explained very briefly, in about 30 seconds, that the interviewer was shooting some videos for UK students in which the respondents would have to answer sincerely and spontaneously one question on the spot. The video would be part of a series called “Spontaneous Spain” and that is why no time would be given for preparation of answers at all. They were also told that only if the respondent was happy with the answer given after the recording and gave his or her consent, the interviewer would put the video up in an open educational resources website for UK students which could also be accessed by the general public worldwide. Most respondents who accepted to be interview agreed for the responses to be published. In case of people not being happy with their responses or not wanting to be online after the video was shot, the file was deleted in front of them.

4) Respondents were said that the answer would have to be relatively brief and were given one minute as an indication, but were told they could answer in few seconds or few minutes if they wished so.

