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This is the second of the datasets collected as part of a research project called Inclusive Public Space: Law, Universality and Difference in the Accessibility of Streets (Inclusive Public Space or IPS project) – http://InclusivePublicSpace.Leeds.ac.uk
 This was a European Research Council Advanced Grant Project which ran from 2019 to 2025. It aimed to deepen understanding of what disabled, older and other pedestrians experienced as inaccessible or exclusionary; to deepen understanding of the nature and effectiveness of law’s engagement with this type of inaccessibility and exclusion; and to raise awareness of relevant types of problem and the importance of heightened legal and political action.
This dataset concerns the insights of three broad and overlapping categories of national stakeholder in each of the five countries – lawyers, campaigners or activists, and policymakers or planners. 
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CONTENTS
(a) Transcripts
 This folder contains transcripts of semi-structured interviews (some one-to-one and some small groups) with stakeholders in India, Kenya, the Netherlands, the UK and the USA. All interviews in India, Kenya, the UK and the US were carried out in English. In the Netherlands, they were carried out in Dutch. Dutch transcripts were translated into English and only English versions of the transcripts are provided here.
In file names, the following key is used:
PMP – Planner/policy maker participant
CP – campaigner participant
LP – lawyer participant
IN – India
KE – Kenya
NL – Netherlands
UK – United Kingdom
US – United States

Example: CP_KE004 for Kenyan campaigner stakeholder participant 004 or LP_US004_US005 for an interview with two US lawyer stakeholder participants, 004 and 005.

(b) Participant Characteristics
This folder contains Information provided by the stakeholder participants about themselves - such as the nature of their work.

(c) Data Collection Documentation
This folder contains documentation used in the process of data collection, such as participant information sheets, consent forms. These are available only in English.

(d) Data Analysis Documentation
This folder contains information about our data analysis. Initial thematic analysis was carried out via Atlas.ti software (Version 25), using the codes set out in the excel sheets included. Codes varied slightly from country to country to take account of variation in local circumstances. 

Main codes table:
	#
	India codes CP
	India codes LP_PMP
	Kenya codes
	US codes
	Netherlands Codes
	UK codes

	1
	Barriers to legal action
	Barriers to legal action
	Barriers
	Barriers
	Barriers

	Barriers

	2
	Barriers
	Barriers

	Barriers to legal action
	Barriers to legal action
	Campaigning

	Campaigning political engagement

	3
	Campaigning
	Campaigning

	Campaigning
	Campaigning
	Comparative
	Comparative

	4
	Comparative
	Comparative

	Comparative
	Comparative

	Consultation

	Consultation

	5
	Consultation
	Consultation
	Consultation
	Consultation
	Enforcement
	Enforcement

	6
	Effective law policy
	Effectiveness of law
	Enforcement

	Effective proactive law
	Impact

	Impact

	7
	Impact
	Enforcement
	Impact
	Enforcement
	Legal action
	Information

	8
	Legal action
	Impact
	Legal action
	Impact
	Legal policy reforms
	Legal action

	9
	Legislation
	Legal action
	Legal policy

	Information
	Legislation
	Legislation

	10
	Monitoring
	Legal reforms
	Legislation

	Legal action
	Other road users
	Policy issues

	11
	Policy
	Legislation
	Other road users
	Legal policy reforms
	Policy
	Political prioritisation

	12
	Political engagement
	Monitoring
	Policy

	Legislation
	Political engagement
	PSED

	13
	Political prioritisation
	Policy
	
	Monitoring
	Political Prioritisation
	Shared space

	14
	Reforms
	Political engagement
	Political prioritisation
	Policy
	Reporting
	Solidarity

	15
	Reporting
	Political prioritisation
	Reporting

	Political engagement
	Solidarity
	Stakeholder role

	16
	Solidarity
	Reporting
	Solidarity

	Political prioritisation
	Stakeholder role
	Training expertise

	17
	Stakeholder role
	Solidarity
	Stakeholder role
	Reporting
	Training expertise
	

	18
	Training sensitisation
	Stakeholder role
	Training expertise

	Shared space
	Urban planning
	

	19
	
	Training and sensitisation
	Urban planning
	Solidarity
	
	

	20
	
	
	
	Stakeholder role
	
	

	21
	
	
	
	Training expertise
	
	




METHODS
This dataset is based on semi-structured interviews carried out online or by phone between 2021 and 2024. The original aim was to arrange small group interviews, comprising stakeholders of the same category (ie either all lawyers, all policymakers and planners, or all campaigners and activists). However, a number of participants expressed a preference to be interviewed by themselves and, for several others, it was not possible to arrange a time that was mutually convenient for a group. Accordingly, we held a mixture of one-to-one interviews and small group interviews. Two interviewers took part in most of them. Topic guides were adjusted in advance of each interview, in light of the particular background and expertise of the stakeholder/s to be interviewed. Interviews of UK stakeholder participants were carried out by Maria Orchard, Ieva Eskyte, Anna Lawson and Morgan Campbell; interviews of participants in India by Garima Singh, Ishwari Pendse, Maria Orchard and Ieva Eskyte; interviews of participants in Kenya by Maria Orchard, Ieva Eskyte, Agnes Meroka-Mutua and Lawrence Mute; interviews of US participants by Maria Orchard, Ieva Eskyte, Morgan Campbell and Anna Lawson; and interviews of Netherlands participants (in Dutch) by Dick Houtzager and Edwin de Vos.
The recruitment and selection of stakeholder participants in non-UK countries was supported and facilitated by dedicated country-specific experts (in India, Sanjay Jain; in Kenya, Lawrence Mute and Agnes Meroka-Mutua; in the Netherlands, Dick Houtzager and Alice Schippers; and, in the US, Barry Whaley and Peter Blanck).
To conduct the analysis, we used Atlas.ti (Version 25).
 

