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2. The meaning and politica of place
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3. The study site : Alberta's industrial Hearland
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Fig. 1. Map of the study arca. The dotted line demarcates the proposed AIH boundary, located approximately 35km northeast of Edmonton, AB,
Canada. It encompasses an area of over 190km® and spans four municipalities. Small towns adjacent to the study area are listed as are two rural
subdivisions indicated by the black houses.

4. Methods
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5. Results
Table 1 - interview repondents
Table 2 - Result: categories and themes
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Table 1
Interview respondents

Round one Round two Group interview Sex Age Occupation Length of residence
interviews (n = 33) interview (rn=T)

and pseudonym (n=14)

Richard . . M 42 Farmer 10+
Soren . M T Farmer 5-10
Fred M 7 Retired subdivision resident 10+
Greg . . M 50 Farmer 50
Jackie® . F - Homemaker -
Gerry . . M 58 Farmer 10+
Beth* . F - Farmer 10+
Nick M 82 Retired farmer 78
Joseph M - Non-resident landowner -
George M - Farmer -
Berniece® F Farmer -
Karl M - Farmer

Sam M 61 I'rades/farmer 45
Leah . F T Homemaker, acreage owner 13
Chuck . . M - Farmer -
Corinna F 53 Non-resident landowner 53
Carel F 69 Farmer 69
Erik . M 74 Retired acreage owner 43
Janet . F 61 Retired acreage owner 6
Michael M 55 Business owner 45
Rachel . F 43 Subdivision resident 18
Kevin M 44 Newspaper representative 34
Dana . F 42 Municipal civil servant N/A
Cory M 24 Elected official N/A
Darryl M 7 Municipal civil servant N/A
Brenda . F 55 Municipal civil servant N/A
Gus M 61 Elected official 61
Elmer . M 59 Elected official N/A
Brent . M 07 Elected official 7
Ben M 61 Farmer elected official N/A
Jeremy . M 43 Industry representative N/A
Bob . . M 49 Indusirial planner N/A
Wilma F 45 Municipal civil servant N/A

*Husband and wife interviews—complete demographic information was not cellected for the second respondent.

Table 2

Results: categories and themes

Category Theme* No. of interviews (n = 30)° No. of mentions®

Agricultural transformation Farm consclidation 8 11
Pelitical influence 7 13

Population change Country residential in-migration 22 66
Farmer—country resident tensions 24 7

Energy sector development Employment opportunities 20 55
Environmental risks 26 145

“Themes from the hierarchical coding tree for interviews, based on inductive analysis techniques.

"How often the topic was talked about, represented by the number of interviews in which the theme was coded.

“The prominence of the topic, represented by the total number of mentions of the theme across all interviews. This number will always be equal to or
higher than column 2 as respondents may talk about a particular theme multiple times.



6. Discussion
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Farmers “Agricultural Heartland” A/B/D
Country Residents “Natural Heartland” A/C/D
Local Governments “Industrial Heartland” B/C/D
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7. Conclusion
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