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Abstract

This dissertation describes investigativeease study, conducted within a large Wiltshire village
at the request of an ecumenical working groegtablished by the Anglican and Methodist
churches in the village

Its objective was tainderstand how thesharedunited activities of the churches were perceived
by both churchgoers and nemembers. This will, it is hopeldelplead to more effectivduture
ministry and missioywithin this particular community and beyond@hework thus brings
togetherrural ministry, ecumenism and church/community interactisithin a congregational
case study.

The investigation was undertaken by means of a questionnsineported by documentary

evidencefrom church recordsFocus groups were used, first to compile tist bf activities to be

includedin the questionnairgeand then to assist with purposive samplinghree types of

question wereused. One set established the demographic parameters of the respondeadts

their religious affiliations and involvemeniT hesecondcategoryprovided an assessment of the

levels of awareness and approvalufitedchurchr OG A A G A Sa 6 3INRdzLISR Fa a 02
LIS2LJ S¢ X a3INRdzLIA | YR O2 dzNE S,a& SectibryofopesesdedNB KA LI | Y R
questions added a more glitative aspect to theesponses

Responses were obtained from 10% of the adult population of the vi(legge respondents)
Recurrent topics of interest included:

1 Acting as a focus for community cohesion;

1 Expressinghristian valueghrough pastoralcare and concern;

1 Building up faith in ways that are widely accessible and meanifigitildinga range of

worship styles)

T Support and nurture of families and children within a Christian ethical context;

9 Outreach and witness to the Gospel.
Areas of conern included examples of poor communication between churches and community,
exemplified bysomeapparentmismatclesbetween their respective priorities.

Some conclusions are drawnsing the metaphor of the Body of Chriss, to how thesenatters
might beaddressedn order topromote and celebratenity within diversity.

[314 words]
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Chapter 1 Introduction

The project describethere arose directly fromguestiors posedby church members seeking to
understand and fulfil their shared ministry in a particular contekhe parish in question is one in
which | am currently serving as Assistant Curate, and the case study reporteddoetpsises the

next step in the process aftogether¢ seeking some answers.

1.1 The setting

The & (i dzReitifighis arural Wiltshire villagewhere a Local Covenant has been in place since
1991, seeChapter 2 In 2007 the Methodist and AnglicarChurch Councils appointed a joint
Working Group (now known as the ACCORD Group) specifically to explore ways of expanding their
united worship. The Groubelievesthat sharedworshipneeds to be rooted within a sense of
sharedcommunity and is seeking ays to promote this As a first stepreliable information is
neededon how thewider community perceivesthe presence role, missionand witness of the
Churchesto providea basisfor reflection on and(hopefully)insight into the underlying needs

andthe future potential.

It was considered that aomprehensival & Y | LJélkeg dckoss the communitgf current
perceptionsof shared church activities aridture possibilities wouldbe a helpfuktarting-point.

The project described in this dissertation aito providethat information.

1.2 The wider background

The work may alsgield a knowledge resource for other communities wishing to undertake
similar enquiries and/or collaborationSince thesigning of theAndicanMethodist Covenant in

2003, many local arrangements have come into beMfile considerable material is available in



the literature on rural ministry and on more formal Local Ecumenical Partnershoipgaratively
little detailed information is avitable on howlessformal local covenantal arrangemenastually
work in practice, particularly in rural context3he background reading for the projettierefore
comprisesa synthesis of material on rural ministrgpngregational studiesecumenism and

church/community relations (see Secti@ril and Chapter 3.

1.3 Methodology

As outlined in Chapter 4,0oductingan investigativecase study seead the most appropriate
course to follow(Gilham, 2000; Yin, 20Q3However practical cost and time constraints militate
against a purely qualitative approach such as, say, participant observation. The investigation
therefore usel an appropriate synthesi@escribed in detail irChapter 4 of carefully targeéd
gquantitative and qualitative methods of data collectioAccordingly, focus grougssupported by
documentary evidencérom church recordg, were used both to helpo formulate, and then to

distribute and collegta questionnairecontaining both closed and opeanded questions.

1.4 Results

The results are anased inChapter 5 The demographic information obtained about the
respondents is compared with the 2001 census figures for the vijliEgewithnationalchurch
attendance and membershipends. Next, theawarenessand approval of théull range of
ecumenical church activities are tabulated and asses3$&e@. importance ascribed to tharious
activities by, respectively, the respondents and the focus groups are compared. Finally,
comments made in responde the opentended questionsre analysed and the main topics of
interest are highlighted(The information has also been carefully archived so that further
analyses can be undertakemiécessaryn the future at this stagea satisfactory balance has

been achievedetween whatwas possible and whatas appropriate and feasible.



Reflecting on this informatiofseeChapter § has madeit possible both to anake andto assess

the effectiveness of current programmes in the above areas, and will facilitate future planning
(see Chapter 7. The findings will also, it is hoped, have relevance for other communities facing
similar challengesand should thus haveboth immediate practical implications,nd potential
longterm usdulness. The conclusions drawn have also given rise to a reflective praoesisg,

for instance, the metaphor of the Body of Chgghat aims to ground these practical outcomes in

a better understanding of the underlying theolo@gain, se€hapter §.

1.5 Theological context

The project thus falls squarely within the field afLINJ O i A O, fwherébi Beblbgica & £
reflectoy’ 2y -6@NB IREE  LINI O liahd) Belieks card @dféri SaNud enhance our
understanding of inherited scriptures and tradition in a tway conversation that can serve the

mission and ministry of the KingdorThisunderstandingg ¥ (1 KS LINRP OS& & a@stF G R2 A\
as a strong motivationo find ways ofinvestigaingg as herec SEF Ol f &8 g KIF G GKS LIN
GKSNBE Ay GKS NBIf ¢2NI Ré-Oll Ot &Rt fa@ LISNB yaAyYi KE2K S
from the assumed or hypothetical understanding-@d f f SR & S a LJ2 deas&nétteri KS 2 £ 2
of exploring how people understand or perceive their beliefs and practices, anéaitfieand

values that underlie them, with the aim of provoking reflection anidopefully ¢ better practice

andunderstanding

Graham (2005, p. 10)identifies three major practical tasks that theological reflection should
serve and which are of clear relevance to this study

1 the introduction and nurture of members;

T building and sustaining the community of faith;

I communicating the faith to a wider ture.



John Readef1994)a A YAt F NI & GlFf1a 2F aOKdz2NOK yR 02YYdzyA
GKS2ft238¢ GKIG OFly GARSYGATe gl eéa 2F NBEFGAyYy3
the experiences &R ARSI a 2F X 20GKSNJ INBdzZLIa¢E Ay al  WaaAi

(NI RALIAR $)& o

In this way,theology of the head, heart and hands can operate as an integrated whole
Accordingly, weiowO2 Y A A RSNJ G KS @& Odzt ( dzBet invéiving lBofholrrentK A OK
perceptionsof rural ministry generallyand the particular village within which the survey was

conducted.



Chapter 2 The project6 O AT 1 Osktgn@ AT A

2.1 The context: r ural ministry and mission

In terms of providing annderlyingunderstanding of the rural setting fahis study of ecumenical

activities, the seminal report-aith in the Countrysidérhe Archbishops' Commission on Rural

Areas, 199Q)whichtriggered a renewed interest in rural ministrym@ mission provided a useful
startingpoint. In some instancesyral ecumenism has been driven by necessity as membership

has dropped and ministerial resources have become scarcer, but the picture is far more complex

than that. Faith in the Countrysidgbid.,p. 22)a LJSI 14 2F | aiGKS2f238 2F 02
communities may look very different from the traditional picture, but where community links are
nonetheless strong. (This is certainly the case in the village in question; there is astaatpni

plethora of clubs and organisations, and community spirit is vibrant.) The report also speaks
(ibid,LJ® ondd 2F Gty AYUGSNIINBOGFIGAZ2Y 2F LISNB2Y KA
a Christian view of corporate interdependence and dctivé ¢ ® ¢tKA&d A& AY RANBO
of Heelas and Woodhea@005)on theoverridingLINE @ £ Sy OS 2 F I ;iddéedzNy G 2
the community studied here provides an interesting mix of individualism Gamdmunity spirit.

The recommendations of the Repoibifl., p. p. 313 ff.) focus heavily on statutory/governmental

and diocesan actions to be taken, but there is also a strong emphasis on greater involvement of

the laity, and sharing of resourcesbetween parishes, between dioceses and between church

and secular organisations, in promoting community and wellbeing in rural areas.

¢CKAA KAIKEAIKGA | LI NI dtiexditie IChLECR is thereyfol dvéryoreyaad O K | NJ
not just for the benefit & A G0& I RKSNByGao®d Ly |y Fylfeara 2
responses to the Foot and Mouth crisis, Bur{@03)shows a difference whereby the Anglican
clergy generally felt both a responsibility and a tigh minister to anyone who was affected,

whereas the Methodist ministers were much more hesitant to approachmembers, and much



of the pastoral ministry came about through personal contacts by lay members. (It could be
argued, of course, that lay info@SYSy G Aa I (G&LAOLih bre ofdreS G K2 RA
fundamental differences highlightedbelow. Nevertheless, it demonstradea deepseated

l'y3tAO0OLY FGGAGAZRS 2F 06SAYy3 aOKILIXIFAya (2 GKS vy

this is borneout by the results reported i€hapter 5

Francig1996) in a text written at about the same time &sith in theCountrysideand expanding
the categorisation used by Rusgdl886) distinguishes between seven types of rural community
which, he claimshave identifiable differencesHe reports a set of observations of rural cbines
(ibid., pp. 17, ff.)andflags up four pertinent errors to which such studies could give itse ,(pp.
238, ff.). Nevertheless, he claims validity for his conclusiémkich are also reflected in our
findings),namely, that:
1 the associational ks are weakening, except among the older members, and that the
GFraadaz20AlGAz2ytfté Gad a3IF GKSNBRéE RAAGAYOUGAZ2Y
1 small rural churches are decreasingly able to attract new members because of diminishing
resources,
1 this is exacerbated bye historical denominational distinctions, and

1 patterns of services are frequently unhelpful.

More positively, he considers that increased lay ministry offers hope for the future. He leaves
open the question of whether urban/suburban parishes shoulgpssubsidising faltering rural

churches, or should consider them as missional opportunities; the main hope for the futyre lies
he saysjn ecumenical mission and ministry. Fifteen years on, the pitfalls remain valid; it is a

moot point whether the prognsis is as gloomy as perhapssuggests.

Conversely, van der Wey¢t991)a LIS 1 & 2F Ylyeé @AffF3aISNE a4 KIQ
gKIFIG KS OFrffa Fy ahftR ¢Saidl Y SytueébHfbeloiging o daRS (2  (
community, one participates in rural festivals such as harvest. Twenty years later, this may be on

6



the wane(although the work of Barlef2006a)would suggest nof)but it is interesting to see just
how grong this attitude actually is in our village. (Again, we refer to the work of Heelas and
Woodhead(2005)¢ is it just that rural areas are lagging behind the market town environment of

their study, or is there a futamental difference?)

The workof Martineau et al. (2004) builds on theearlier texts. The authors suggest that a
Trinitarian faith must inherently lead to life in community particular, Smith (2004) sedése
church community Koinonig as adding to social capital in the countryside, by providing
leadership and a focus for spirituality. They listdesirable characteristicsb{d., pp. 37, ff.) as
being:

 incarnational,

1 unifying,

1 fuzzyedged or operdoored,

1 celebratory, and

f af AdKG 2y aiNHzOGdz2NB&é d
¢tKSe adaA3sSad GKFG odAftRAy3Ia aKz2dzZ R 0S | YSIya
YR ANRgGKE gAff IAGS NRAS (2 GALANRGAZ ffe& 3INP

to speak vith a prophetic voice, and can respond to challenges.

The chapter by Smit(R004)makes a strong case for empirical studies of rural churagh@®ing
the more general plea made by Guestal. (2005) referred toin the next chapter He refers to
W2 Kyadzy (290R)suweydiSocial@apital in Britain, which was the basis for a study in

the Diocese of Lichfield, on the contribution @furch members to social capital; this concluded

z

GKFG ao0St2y3aay3a G2 | OKdzZNOK Aa aaz2O0AriSR oAl

Q)¢

NEB&dA G Ay LINFIOGAOFE OFNAY3I FyR O2YYdzyShihg Ay @2

2004, p. 210Q)



Lings (2007a) O G SI2NRA&Sa aGiGKS FIENYAYy3a O2YYdzyAdeéeé:x

G

AYyO2YSNBE D IS y2i3Sa GKFG RSALIAGS &y dpitoatteNI I 2 2

loss of unrealistic expectations of a rural idyll by turning to collaborative ministry (see also
(Greenwood, 1997) He applauds a move away from artificial groupitms focus onlocd
church, and identifies ge-thinking on team ministries and muipiarish benefices, where he sees
increasing lay leadership and involvement as crucial, as is the promotion of better use of church

buildings.

Finally, Belkt al. (2009)return to the theme of the rural church as participant in thessio Dei

They usefully broaden the categorisation of rural dwellers to include:

NBaARSY(&aéx

(0p))
¢

T aSaidlofAaak
1 a02YYdzi SNARE€ =

f GLINRA G O aSS{SNHEZ

T GONRLKBGKSNBE X

1 at ATSaitetsS aKATGSNREREZ

1 aNdzAYS RoStf SNRES

1 GKS aYAA&aAY3I @dzf ySNI 0t Sé FyR GKS &aF NNAGAYS

1 aGNI @Sttt SNBR |yR 3I@LAASaéES
T aloasSyid FTNASyRa¢ olfaz OFfttSR aSEGSYRSR
f al2dzNAada YR GAAAG2NEE S
f AaYAINI yiandndlly SNA £
f ¢a0KS INBIG . NAGAAK Lzt AO¢ @
They dstinguish betweer{inwardlooking)bonding (outward-looking)bridging andlinking social
capital, and highlight the role of the church in bringing about social cohesion and the breaking

down of barriers. Additionally, they consider the issue of rural poverty (not only financial, but



also in terms of access to transport and servicesl soOl £ t SR ay Si g2 N] L2 JSNI

lack of contact and support).

Like Smith (2000)ktS& KA 3IKf AIKG GKS AYLERNIIYyOS 2F GKS &;
involved in maintaining good and diverse patterns of worgshignd even of keeping bidings

21LSYy 2dz2iaARS aSNWAOS GAYSa G2 2FFSNI ljdAaSd &Ll
GASNDAOS 2F 20KSNEE | NBee Oactiord.d). Yhere & caddderaaeNA y 3
material on issues of effective and collaborative leadership that is appropriate to the context, and
GKFG ONBIFRSya (GKS LISNOSLIAZ2Y 2F a@20FGA2yé (2
(Sanders 2009) giving full recognition to the role of the laifRichards & Cox, 20Q9\hich is

perhaps ofparticular importancen multi-church benefices and circuits such as those of interest

here.

Sometimeshowever,rural YA YA &G NE A& RAALI N} IAy3Ifte asSSy I &
QYA EAA 2 Y(2009a)netednbESOt F AYa (KFG GD22R YiddfgoSy I y O3S
322R YAAAA2YEOD w S & 2 drodJodbises endp@tiig florihe Artius Ravik G S N |

Centre fittp://www.arthurrankcentre.org.uk) help to provide ongoing support and information.

Thus we see that ministry and mission are (and, indeed, must be) inextricédtiwined with
community, and that this is particularly evident in a rural context. We turn now to a more explicit

consideration of thearticularvillagecommunitywithin which this project is set

2.2 The setting : Aldbourne village in Wiltshire

The villge of Aldbourne (population 1782 at the 2001 census) itiea fold of the Wiltshire
Downs, almost equidistant from Swindon, Marlborough and Hungerford. sBuses run to all
three towns;the nearestrail links run through Swindon and Hungerford. RnssefD &986)

categorization (see abovgpevillageg 2 dzt R NI} GS a4 af | NBHS¢ @


http://www.arthurrankcentre.org.uk/

The area is predominantly rural, though many people commute further afield. There is a mix of

types of housing and family incomiacluding twoformer council estates. In terms of types of

inhabitant, |1 would suggest that one would find most of the categories suggested bgt Bell

(2009) listed above, althoughourism tends to be incidentadnd there are notably few migrant

workers or foreign immigrants Unusually, perhaps, for a village with such a sense of rooted

identity, however, incomers are made welcome and are gladly assimilated if they wigh it

although one is very aware ofthesffdd Of F AY (2 o0Sf2y3AAy3a FStd o0& a

village).

It is a very communityninded village, with many clubs and activities, both Chiraked and
20KSNBAAS O6GKS da/ KdZNOKSa ¢23SOKSNE 2Sf02YS t
astonishing number of clubs and societies for the populas@®. Traditions such the annual

Carnival and Feast are held dear; the Parish Bounds are ceremoniously walked each year, with

beribboned medallions for the participants.

The community is serveldy a CEAided Primary School of about 125 children, a Preschool and
day-care faciltesatand hdziT 2F { OK22ft [/ fdzoé¢ FyR I 5IF& bdz2NES!
convenience store, two garages, a hairdresser, a small library, two pubs and a sdxialThe

Memoarial Hall, Old School Room and Chapel Hall provide venues for various activities ranging

from a thriving amateur dramatic society to ballet classes, Pilates and/th&he parish church is

the largest building in the village and is regularged for concerts and occasionally for drama.

Sports facilities include a football pitch, rugby field, tennigirts and BMX track; a recent

innovation is an awargvinning internet café, established by theébrant Youth Council. At the

otherend ofthe @S & LISOUNHWRKSB8aS8Ef aYyRYIl bdz2NRAY3I | 2YS 3
catering for the elderly. A bimonthly magazine, thé®abchick greatly adds to community

cohesion as doestie villagewebsite, http://aldbourne.net/. Further demographic details can be

found in Sectiorb.3.

10
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Currently, only two denominatia¢ Methodists and Anglicans have premises and services in
the village though othergqincluding Baptists and the Salvation Arrhgyve operated there in the

past.

2.2.1 The Methodist Church

The history of Dissent in the village goes back a long wa}/669 about 300 Dissenters used to

meet in the open to hear sermongater,d 6 2 dzi 2y S (K2dzAl yR LIS2LX S¢ | i
Methodist meeting in 182%ilby, 1986) There was considerable oppositimcaly to such

evangelisation of the aredutthe Primitive Methodist Chapel was built in 1840, and the

Wesleyan Chapel in 184¢ee & Shuttleworth, 2000)

Following the connexional union in 1932, united services were, Ibelithe two congregations
did not really merge completely until constrained to do so by the physical collapse of the
Wesleyan building in 1969. The second site thiar used for a flourishing youth centre until
eventually money was raised for a single Chapéflall, meeting rooms and a kitchen, all

concentrated on one site and opened in 1986.

These facilities are currently well used by the village organisations and foeclpareh activities

FTNRBY (GKS 22YSyQa CSftft26aKAL) (e2of eldéri singlétddsiin £ dzy OK S :
the village, as well as for services. Chapel membership continues to decline in numbers and

increase in age, although there is a nucleus of energetic and committed members. Numbers are

now low enough (under 30) for the entirmembership to constitute the Church Council; this

together with the evetincreasing load on the Circuit Minisgar has perhaps served to reinforce

GKS aO2yaINBIFGA2YyIfé SGK2a 2See(BeBbBgdl0MNF.YA (A TS -

49, ff).

In 2008 Aldbourne movedrom the Newbury &Hungerford Circuito join the Marlborough

Circuit four ministers andl7 Chapels); there is still generally a weeRlyndaymorning service,
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supported by the ministerand lay preachers of the Circuit; Holyn@ounion is celebrated

monthly.

2.2.2 The Anglican Church

The Parish of Aldbourne St Michael is one of the five parishes (six churches) that make up the
Whitton Team Benefice, situated at the Northern tip of the Diocese of Salisbury. Aldbourne is one

of the two larger churches in the benefice, with an Electoral Roll of 101, and a committed
O2yaANBILGA2YyT LXdza | adzomadlydAalf ydOha@eNd 2F aF

illustrate this very clearly.

Parts of the current church date back to thé™@ S y (i dzZNEB & ¢CKS LI NRAK gl a 2,
the Civil War, so the considerable unhappy history in relationships with Dissenters predates the

rise of Methodism. A major restoration and rebuilding, both physical and spiritealcurred

around 1867. A toilet and kitchenette have recently been installed at the back of the church,
funded by a charitable Trust set up to care for the fabric of the building; therenisiderable

support for this Trust among nechurchgoers.

The Whitton Team was constitutexbout thirty years ago. A neWweamRector was appointed in
April 2010; he is supported by a n&tipendiary Curate (the researcher for this study), two retired
clegy and two Licensed Lay Ministers. A -iatie TeamVicar will also be joining the ministry
team in June 2011, acting as Deanery Mission Officer for the other 50%. There wsibdimie

two Anglican ministers living in the village, after a rjmar gg@ with none (the previous
incumbents were a married coupleho lived in the next village) However, bothVicar and Curate
will actuallybe licensed to the Team, and crd3sanery working (four benefices) is also envisaged
as expanding in future. Cre$sam coordination and lay empowerment are being encouraged

within the five parishes that comprise the benefice.
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The churchmanship of the parigh3 Sy SNJ f £ @ & dzLJLJISNJ SYR 2F YARRf S¢ 3
G./t 2N y2idKAyYy 3¢ Y SYOo &ishEaticalyaiclingédfas & villdge ohGrch,YSE NE  OK
aAOKIF St Qa OF (S N& incuging edtensigzais® &f Coninifh OMbrskiifz Yere are
normally at least six services each monttse ofhymn andservice bookisheetsis the norm,
except at the monthly Family Services, where PowerPoint previsiladdition,ad L Y ¥ 2 NI f ¢ Kk ¢ I |

serviceshave recentlye-commencel after a threeyear hiatus.

Despite the unhappwgarlier history, the two Churches hachore recentlyworked and

worshipped togetheharmoniously even before the signing of a formal Local Covenant in 1991,

although the varying level of clergy commitment was generally a strong determihaime

degree of collaboration United services (abosix a year) and joint efforts such as the village fete

SNB 2NHIYyAaSR o0& (KS a!fRo2d2NYyS / KdzNOKSa ¢23Si

operation, but to a lesser degree, elsewhere in the Benefice.

One focus of shared activity has been in the areaark with children and families. The earlier

glory days of extensive churaponsored youth work in the village are, sadly, long goneWsxk

by Thompson, Briggs, & Turn@007, p. 39jor a wider view), andi KS aYIl f t = y2YAy Ll f
Sunday Club collapsed in 2007. So in January 2008 a weekday toddler service was initiated in the
ySs OKAfRNBYyQa O2NYySNI G GKS FTNRBYyG 2F (GKS OKdzNJ
Holiday Clubgenerateda nuclais of committed parents and enthusiastic children, and the

{ dzy Rl & [/ f dzo 0 Gstaies in Ssptgndbér 200& IARer adbit two years this became
unsustainabléecause of the loss of key personrielvas replaced by an aftexchool club and

(moreSOSy (Gt &uv o0& a&asS avibare, 2006AMBKis curierBiyi o ApRoffié

provision for teenagers.
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The churches also send out biannual joint newsletters in vilageR S G RNR LJA £ X | YR | R¢
together in the village mgazine and website. A fuller list of activities appears in our
guestionnaire; these would seem to cover the full spectrum suggested by {1298, pp. 73, ff:)

1. United church activities for the congregatiofiscluding services, Lent Groups, etc.),

2. Direct services (singles lunches, Messy Church, etc.),

3. Indirect services (e.g., a toddler group in the Chapel Hall),

4. Partnerships (e.g. the aftexchool club), and

5. Passive involvement (simply providing facilities,instance, for concerts or meetings).

t FNODAOALI GA2Y AY Ylye |OGABAGASE 0adzOK & | 2Y¢
WSYSYONI yOS {dzyRIeéxX /KNRAaGAYy3IEtS 2N G4KS o0FIFANI @
0 f A ¢fRdicipants babng to either congregation or none, and some activities draw on a far

GARSNI NIy3aS 2F LINIAOALIYGa GKIFY {K®ayBondsg K2 YA:

2000; McLaren, 2004)

The Methodist Minister and the Rector are keen to collaborate, but both are coping with huge
workloads that sometimes makigison difficult; the organisation of united services is now co

ordinated by the Clergy, Wardens and Stewards.

LY Hnanc 2ydzANGF20WY FEINRPadzLIE &G NISR O2yaARSNAyYy3 yS
could jointly serve the village and disseminate the Gospel message more widely. As a result, the

two Church Councils appointed a joint WorkPartyto explore ways of expanding andiahing

united worship. The Working Partyjow renamed the ACCORD growyth four members from

each churchworks well as a unit, bringing together a range of skills and insidg®tations are

occasionally complicated by the need to refer back toRI@C for ratification, whereas the four

Methodist members are empowered to take decisions on behalf of their congregation. This is

GKSNB (KS RAALINARGE 06Si6SSy (GKS Y2NB aO02yaINBII
style of governance and the mort&rgctured, hierarchical style of the Anglicans can make for
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difficulties. Matters are further complicated by the need tearalinate with the rest of the
Methodist Circuit (17 chapels) and with the Anglican Team (six churches) and Deanery (four

benefices); a logistical nightmare!

A recurrent request to the ACCORD Group articulates a desire for a clergy presence that belongs
to both congregationsCole et a(2009)report the benefits and pitfalls of one such arrangent.

Thus, there may still be further work to be done on setting boundaries, both for responsibility and
for power, between clergy and laity, and among the latter alge hear echoes here of some of

the concerns raised in the references cited earlighia chapter

The Groupsoonconcludedthat sharedworshipwould need tobe grounded ira sense of shared
community¢ that a desire for united worship would grow best within a sense of a diverse yet
united embodiment of the Christian faith, engendered fejlowship and shared objectives, so

that work and worship @uld together provide powerful witness.

It was found that sharing worship could actually be divigipeople have preferred ways of
worshipping (especially, for instanaegardingHoly Communion, hymns, legadf formality or

the use oftsetditurgies), they would need tovant to worship together if prejudices (sometimes
deeply held) were to be overconfseee thereferences below to thevork of Welch & Winfield
(2004 [1995]). (Incontrast Coleet al. (2009, p. 45¥uggest that the united worship is what leads
to a sense of communitgthough they concede the difficulties caused by church poéigarding
worship) The irony is that in many ways the spread of preferences is mirrored dmtiss

congregations; see alg®@abraham, 1995, p. 89)

However, Church members are very happwurk together (as evidenced by the lostanding
joint fete and the Christmas Fayre, as well as annual Christian Aid collections, Hunger Lunches,
etc., as well as more recentcharitable Harvesfppeal, making a joint approach to tiheéhole

village for suppoit Additionally, the churchesspireto speak with one voice in matters such as
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the need forocalsheltered housing for the elderly. The hope is that the village community
(including church members) will increasintiiink ofa single Christian commupwithat happens

to have two (overlapping branches

2.2.4 Looking to the future

The vision of the ACCORD Grbuagtherefore broadenedrom focusngon worshipinto a desire

G2 yYdzNIdzNBE F aSNBAy3Is gAldySaarydas ¢2NEKALLRK
' f Ro2dzNYy ST OSt SoNIGAY3A 020K . AUNIppedd@SInta fuli @ | Yy R
visionstatement, including Biblical referencethe groupaimsto balance longi SNY & of dzS & A

thinking with practical projects thgiromote theseobjectives.)

However, he Group needs better information on how thecommunity considers that the
Churches could; together ¢ best serve the village as a Christian presence and witness. This
should include:
1 feedback on the perceived relevance and/or effectivenessurrent shared activities in
the areas of worship, outreach and community servicel a
I suggested changes or innovations that could improve their Christian service and witness,
providing opportunities for reflection on and insight into the underlyingeds and future

possibilities.

TheGrouptherefore wishedto undertake arenquirythat wouldbe as broadly based as possible.
Thebrief for the studydescribedherewasthusto capture, categoge and analge the views of a
representative sample ofillagers to assess how effectively the churches are representing the

united Body of Christ ithis place atthistime.

The researchvasundertaken during 2012011 As mentioned above, | athe Non-Stipendiary
Assistant Curatéhaving livedn the paishfor a number of years, and having also been a member

of the ACCORD Group since its inceptionijhe study focusl on describing and anaing
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perceptions, by adults across the whole village (not just churchgoers), of the full range of current
and propcted joint activities of the churches, including worship/prayer, work with families &

children, churckbased groups, and communitglated activities.

The next chapter describes some of the background material available in the literature, providing
a fuler understanding of congregational studies within the linked fields of ecumenism and
church/community interactiorwithin the broader contexwof rural ministry and missiodescribed

above
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Chapter 3 Background material and survey of the literature

This projectbridges across a number of different fieldsothe relevant areas of the literature

(Hart, 2006 [1998]yary in source, discipline and style.

3.1 Introduction and background

| had previously undertakeh ¢ a2 RSNY / K daflid on dMethddiseh Niristrylagad
Missiore (see Appendix B) Coming from an Anglican background, | #efieed to have a clearer
understanding of the history and ethos of Methodism, particularly in the setting in which | would
be workingg not only during the research investigation described here, but also in the longer
term. The extensivéibliographc material used for this earlier studyas helped provide a basis

for the reading described here.

| have subsequently expanded my reading in fields sisch
9 congregational studies
and the related areas of
1 ecumenical theory, practice and theology;
9 rural ministry and missiofas described in the previous chapteshd

1 church/community interaction.

Clearly, there is sometimes considerable ovedap ¢ as already seen in the discussion of rural
ministry and missiom the categorisation is not always tidy, but this list indicatee scope of the

relevant material.

3.2 Congregational studies

Despite extensive library and Internet searchesoundlittl e researchbased informatioron the

combination of areas addressed by this projedthe closest match isnaunpublished research
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report (2009) commissioned by thdoint Implementation Commission (JEB) received by the
second meeting of the JIC2 This involved apilot research project into Deanef@ircuit
partnerships(rather than a single parish, as herejsing a grounded theory approach, based
mainly on documentssemistructured interviewsand questionnairegCole.et al, 2009), with the
objective of discerning what enables or inhibits effective covenant partnergbigh, (o. 3). The
project described here, comprising a case study on a micro scale, should complement that study.
| have been uable to identify any other work addressing the specific type of situation considered

here, as confirmed by Colet al. (ibid., p. 4) whose worlwill be extensively referenced below.

Guestet al. (2004)attribute the general dearth of congregational studies in the UK, particularly as
O2YLI NBR gAUGK GKS ! {!'>X LINLGfe G2 GKSANI ISYySNIf
for the sake of understanding them as sobld f A I A 2 dz&  ibik $.yx®)Y & vabains o
SEGNRAYy&aArAO atGdzRASE GKFEG aNBEFGS adzOK dzy RSNRGI yR
Iy R | 3 $id Rl xé) éWodilheadet al. (2004)also contrast etrinsic studieswith intrinsic

ones thoughl would suggest that wehouldbe wary of treating these descriptions as mutually

exclusive.

Funding for such studies thus comes mainly from academic squtissiffectstheir topics and
scope(Guestet al, 2004, p. xv) My study is a case in pointAs stated in the Introduction,
broader implications may arise, but its primary purpose isitderstandthe particular instance
also,the need for it has arisen in a practical context, Batacademic impetus has provided the

resources to undertake it.

However, Martin Stringe2004) suggests ways of bridging between academically interesting
studies and congregationally useful onefhis has clear implications forelstudy described here

¢ for instance, if the fidings are used later as the basis for future action research.
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The second reason advantby Gueset al. (ibid., p. xiii) for the paucity of such studies in the UK
fASazr (GKSe& OflAYZI Ay GKS alaazoraldarzylte 2N
churches that operate within a parochial systétclestone, 1988yvhich also implies (their third

reason) the limited autonomy that comes from being part of a much larger denomination, unlike

the many autonomous (and frequéym numerically competitive) individual churches in the US.

w»

Additionally,d & dzZOO0S&daé¢ Aa AYyONBI a4 ustimembeérshif piumbessThie N2 | RSN
FGGAGAZRS A& LISNKFLA 02NYyS 2dzi o0& (GKS OdzZNNBy G i
instance,(Warren, 1994; Campbell, 2000; Richardson, 1996; Worsley, 20@#)pther similar

texts, & well assome of the references cited in the final section of this chapter.

The current materiaP Yy G CNB &K O9ELINBaarAzya 2F [/ KdzNOKé | faz
focusing onthe unchurched, andefforts to make the experience of church relevant and
meaningful for those who already atter{@Nelstrop & Percy, 2008)Nonetheless,unless there

remains a critical mass of core membership to sustain and subsidise denominational activities,
wider outreach and service could eventually becoimgpossible Here we see a tradeff

between efforts to understand the preseifdr its own sakeand a focus on sustaininginistry

and mission in the futuréhat is relevant for this enquiry

The more general literature on congregational studj@®vides insights into previous studies and
the methods employed. Ballard and Pritchd&D06) for instance provide helpful pointers to
relevant questions to be asked in congregational surveys suttiisasind work byBarley(2006a;
2006b; 2007Yyives useful overviews of trendsd good practiceas well as statistics derived from

a wide range of sources

Campbel(2000)3d dz33Saia dzaAy3d aacdadsSvya OKAyYGrdegwdad, G2 aid

1997, pp. 96, ff)) he provides useful routes to identifying underlying assumptions that may give

! Seefor instancework by Pattisor(2007) Camerorn(2010) Cameroret al.(2005; 2010)Woodward &
Pattison(2000)and Guest2005)
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rise to unconscious patterns of behaviour that nadfect how the work, worship and attitudes of

the church are perceived from outside. The work of Gfaryg(2002) describing perceptions of

G OK dzNDK ¢ -Befiel/elRs, ialso of i2lgvance here, where we are interested in perceptions

across the wider village canmunity. She speaks of @3+ LJ AY dzy RSNAUGI YRAY 3¢ 06

'yR GK2A&S a htiatindaylaRgslyresiit imddei{uies of communication

In similar vein, Francis and Richi{@007)identify fifteen categorie of reasons for giving up

church membershigsee the further discussion in Sectibry.3. Relevantly the highly rgarded

study of spirituality in Kendal by Heelas and Woodh&a@805) postulates a 2% century

Gadz0 2SOGABS GdzaNy¢ GKFG fSFRa LIS2LXS (2 asSS|y Ay
than through establishedeligions; these authors appear to regard spirituality as only marginally
overlapping with institutionalised religious expression. (This seems in contrast with their earlier

work (Woodhead & Heelas, 20Q3which describesboth modern secularizationbut also
sacralisationtheir later work seems heavily biased in favour of the secularizétieory. | would

contend, however, that religion (certainly, the Christian religion) claims that true fulfilment for the

individual isto be found through, and not despite, religious belief and practid¢&oth views

appear inthe responses described @hapter 5)

3.3 Ecumenical theory, practice and t heology

Richter(2004)highlights the paucity of studies of denominational cultures; he attributes this to a

loss ofdenominational loyaltiesis Christian identity increasinglyecomesa O 2 dz) dz8 fdlzNJ ¢ Ay
secular ge. This tallies with anecdotal evidence in the village studied here, where reasons for
attending one of the two churches seem multifarious, and not necessarily dependent on previous
denominational affiliations. Richter usefully distinguishes betweerctlitire, the ethos and the

identity of denominations ibid., pp. 173, ff.), and reports a study into perceptions of

denominational identity that has relevance for our case study.
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Daymond (2000) studied groups of comparable congregations, one in a Local Ecumenical
Partnership (now part of the same Methodist Circuit as the village studied here) and some in a
singledenominational setting; she discovered that her original hypothesis that membeutdwo

be more denominationally aware in the former than in latter was completely overturned by her
findings. She suggests that there is a danger in ecumenical situations that the distinctiveness of
SIOK RSy2YAYylLUGA2y OlFy 0S5 f ¥azi i nprposes aleIgaly 3 | G
Y2RSf 2F 4GNBO2yOAf SR RAOSNEA(GEES Ayasakett®dK RATT

way forward.

Allen (2004) considers interactions between Methodist and Anglicamssik rural villages, and

finds that these flourish best in an atmosphere of supportive collaborative leadership, a readiness

to allow churches to act independently without feeling threaed andg tellingly ¢ an absence of

G LI GNR I NOKI t beaysTohit drecd@sd évitlehce that Khé tpe of leadership (or lack
thereof) is critical, and that a relatively small number of committed and collaborative ecumenists

can make a surprising amount of differencemaintainingthe momentum. This is certainlyhe

case in the village in questionWilliam Robertso2002)does identify a sense of denominational

loyalty ¢ to the localchurch,however,rather than to the overarching denominatiqeee also Cole

et al. (2009, p. 52) This finding echoes those of Daymof@900, p. 7Q) among reasons for

belonging to a particular Methodist church (where more than one could be selected)teke ci

nmk: RdzS G2 aFlFYAte O2yySOlAzyaés nm: RdzS G2 LINI
GFNASYRte FiY2EALKSNBES YR 2yfteée nwop: SELX AOAGC
there issurprisinglittle denominational bias concernindngice of church. | would suggest that

in the case of an Anglican parish church, the figures might well be very sipaitticularly in rural

environments where the choice of denominations is limited, as is the lvase

Other recent texts includén the Spirit of the Covenalitrustees for Methodist Church Purposes,

2005) the interim report of the Joint Implementation Commission under the Covenant signed
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between the Methodist and Anglican churches in 2Q0Be Archbishops' Council and the Trustees
for Methodist Church Purposes, 20@1) | SNBXX ¢S TFAYR &l 3IdzA RS
discussion of the issues that still militate against full unity. These primarily included{tmado
f20rf KAAG2NAROFE dol 33K 3Se0Y

9 the theology and practical administration of the Eucharist;

1 the issue of presidency at the Eucharist and

1 the related topics of ministerial ordination and Episcopal authority.

Pickard(2009) however,suggests that the divisions with regard to issues of leadership and

2

authority are not insurmountable; hasefullyR A & ( A Yy 3 dzA & K §am dapiScopé, avidege LI O @ ¢

the former can be seen aa particular formal implementation ofthe latter, which embodiesa
visionof leadership that is common to both denominatiorBurton (2005)neverthelessdentifies

¢ among clergy, large differencesn the understanding of thenature of priesthoodthe threefold
order of ministry, episcopacy and confessiand lessedifferences onthe Methodist doctrines of
Arminianism, assurance ar@hristianperfection | would suspect that the latter topics would be

unlikely to feature exjititly in the thinking of most lay people.

Certainly, past experience in our village has shown shared Eucharistic worship to be a deterrent

rather than a joy; this is an area that will repay deeper investigadimhcareful thought, indeed,

as is suggestd by Welch & Winfield2004 [1995]) In a seminal text on setting up Local
Ecumenical Partnerships, they discuss the advantages and challengdist ditdd., pp. 69, ff.)
some questionsd be asked when revigeing progress. Many of the issuedated tosetting up an
LEPremain relevantthroughout its life, ranging from practical issues such as single chalice or
many cups, or the type of wine, to ovarching matters such as leadership, team working and
decison-making reflecting the concerns raised by the JIC aboVhesdactorswill be seen to be

of relevance in the analysis given @Ghapter 5 John Coleg2007) working in the context of

Deanery/Circuit partnerships, likewise offers useful pointers as to issues that also need addressing
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on the smaller scale being considered heitgoth Parish and Chapel are, after all, membarthe

larger groupings.

b dzy ¥ Q @his @MY Unity1995)is of similar vintage to the first issue of WelcR & y FA St RQ&
work, and similarly contains much practical wisdom, though some of it has perhaps been
overtaken by events.Called to be OnéChurches Together in England, 2Q08)an expanded

reprint of the 1996 edition, lays out many quiesis that need to asked by those seeking to meet

in unity, as doegogether in ChristCatholic Bishops' Conference of England and Wales, .2009)
These texts act as a warning, too, thaiity is an ongoing process that regusreconstant

affirmation ¢ as exemplified in the motivation for this study.

Paul Avig2010b, p.32Y' {1 Sa GKS AYLERNIFyd LRAYy(G GKIG aGKS
RAGAAAZ2YES | YR Y IORMYMWaA 2K B KRaA Ry ®SA G KS  dzf A
should aim to live in relationship, following the model of the TrifRyis, 2004)and Communion

is the epitome of this. He, too, speaks of offering differenseaajift, given and received with
NBaLSOGd {2 S9Sy (K2daK GKS IANBIG adNBS 2F Sy
seem to have waned, we appear to be arriving at meand perhaps more sustainabtemodels.

This ties in with Brian McLar@ng2004, p. 28R STFAYAGA 2y 2F a3ISYSNRdza 2 NI
AAYLX S YSNHAY3IS YAEAY3I 2N O2yFtlGAay3a 2F (o2 &

Christians actively to draw dd I O K  &tieRghdNI &

There is also always, of course, a danger in joining two unwilling groups, of ending up witlg three
the combined forces, plus disaffected wing3aymond, 2000, p. 70ndeed, Bainbridgé2004, p.
68)32S4 &2 FINI Ia G2 &adza3asSad GKIFG Y2NB ¥t SEAOf

OKdzZNOK Aa y2i STAYAGADSt e SAGKSNI GaAyé 2NJ a2 dz

2F g2NJAYy3IEOD
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| Ay  @har@iag Chehes: Building Bridges in Local Miss{gtinton, 2002) written in the
context of the Association of Building Bridges Chur¢@es9) LJA O1 & dzLJ | y2 G KSNJ 2 F !
that unity andmission go hand in han@Avis, 20103)see alsqCameron, 2010) This has clear

implications for united Christian witness in a village context such as ours.

I I NRAY Lt 2 fak®NBpiNtlakdcifnedisiaKasper, 2006)usefully highlights the
underpinning spirituality that is needed for right praxis to have a firm groundirag useful
reminder not to let the sociology overwhelm the theologiPerhapssimply working together is

FA&ASNI 2LIW0A2Y S | YR ¢S toyrbvide spdced $ which spiritddl { S K I

(p))

iKS
meetings carhappen this has certainly been the case herkooking further back, the collection
of essays edited by Pickerifit961)helps to provide a perspective on how far we have travelled:

in some ways, a fair distance; in others, perhaps not as far as might be wished.

Experience to date would suggest thdietissue of ministerial and supesery authorityis less

contentious in the context under examinatidhan Eucharistic practice as evidenced by the
RSAANBE 6AGKAY 2dzNJ @A We heBdStodEtiagudsh tbetwieen Kriatheds khat LI & (0 2 |
largely trouble only the denominational hierarchies, and those that are of real concern to local

congregations.

Dean(2007) however,i I f 1a 6A 0K O2y OSNJY 2 % pdstthat@adsto® i A 35
emphasis on style rather than substance in a-denominational world; he maintains that it is

only by knowing the past that we can tackle present problémsseful dder materialgermane to
thisincludesReflections: How Churcheégew their Life and MissigiThe InterChurch Process: Not
Strangers But Pilgrims, 1986)hich provides a useful overview of the basic beliefs of many
churches, and/iews from the PewiThe InterChurch Process, Not Strangers But Pilgrims, 1986)

which summarises a natiemide ecumenical consultation at local level.

’See alsd¢Percy, 2010; Percy, 2009b; Chapman, 2006; Bartlett, 20@{SheirJones, 2005; Tabraham,
1995; WatkinrJones, 1946; Wells, 1994, Klaiber, 198@analyses of, respectively, Anglican and Methodist
theology and identity.
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¢CKdzAX Ay CEf2N} 2AYyTASEt RQa (S ivowy ae aridvhat Wk 2 NE & ¢
believe if our ecumenical efforts are tesemble a lavish banquet of many flavoursome dishes,

rather than an amorphous porridgy gloop!

We turn now to a more explicit consideration of the relationship between Church and community.

3.4 Church and community

| have already mentionedn Sectior2.1, some of the ways in which the churches can pronsue
Ol t fsdsi® capith in a village setting The work of Barley(2007, pp. 7, ff.)Js useful and

relevantheretooT 4 KS SEGSYyRa (KS. ARSI (2 aFFAGKTFdzAZ OF LI

Morise Qa @2PIRNJ2004; 2009)s also particularly relevant her earlier work speaks of
G02YYdzyAlled YAYAaluNRE YR K2g Al byQuniyhg @maticalza SR G
social responsibility and active Christian mission across denominational boundardsirraying

Out (2004, p. Chapter ¥) a4 KS RSFAySa &a20ALf OFLAGEE & o0SAy
gAfttAy3aySaa G2 ONRa&aa oididzy RIENN /AR RSBBEONIY S& G NI-KyST
3 NJ O $ éan follsw from increased levels of social capit8he offers practical pointersb{d,

/| KFLXISN) o G2 gle&a 2F FLOAEAGFIGAYI OKdzZNOK 02Y!
YAYAaildNE ¢ Goid thiough ser@inglddninunities and individu@ee the reference above

G2 [/ 2t &005)forvazsimiar idea) Finally, irBothered and Bewildere@009)she explores

how these themes can be extended tbe & R& & (i 2 LJA of yhe poatrivo8einé twentyfirst

century. The work of Readefl1994; 2005) referred to in the introductory chapter, presents a

further study of how church/community interaction can pidg a basis for both practical mission

YR (KS2t23A0Ft NBFEtSOlA2y G(KIG OFy #bdend YSS

RSALAASNE 2F NBE{ATA2YE D

Gibson(2010) howeverwould claim that the crucial factas to see the Church as a Eucharistic

community that values community for its own sake as a reflection of Trinitarian umeitg; ¢ritical
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of the notion of social capitatlaiming that this is predicated on enlightened $etérest and
therefore not eallyoChristiarg at all. | would venture to suggest, however, that while the
Eucharistic basis fdcclesias fundamentalsee the work of Col@005)and Avig2010a)in
particular), there are many faithful Christians (particularly, perhaps, in rural settings) for whom
the Eucharist is not necessarily their primary sourcgpifitualsustenance; | am thinking of those
who faithfully attend Matins or Family Services, for imst@sc or the new congregations at Taizé
services or Messy Churoh, indeed, most Methodists This seems to be a classic case of

& S & LJ2 dz& S R(CamirSriztial?2 ZD&0Joverriding the theology that actually motivates what
Aa GF1Ay3 LAl O0KS@iRrRIeddWISNILY g2dzf R adz33asSad GKI G
as purely selinterested is perhaps disingenuous; a desire for community is what drives many
people to relocate to the countryside, but many then make a contribution that godsefand

the bounds of even the most enlightened skelferest. People may not speak explicitly of

@20 GA2yEé 2NJ GYAYAAGNBES o6dzi 020K FNB Of Sk NI @

Theview of social capital taken bylartineauet al. (2004) referred to in the discussion of the

rural context in Sectio.1, seems wideranging and thus morasefut certainly | would suggest

that Morisy, Reader ancbse of the authors referred to below would take this wider view

/| SNIi Ayt eé&s DAOAZ2YyQa @GAaAzy 2F (GKS NBfFOGA2Y I yI

with themes raised by these writers.

Burton (2007) revisits a participant observation study of rural churches in the 1970saésul

reflects on the provision of social capital. Hientifies various types of networks within the
communities, and he concludes that church members can cross the boundariagl$ tbese

networks, giving rise to both bonding and bridging social capitkéwise van der Weye(1991)

usefullyA RSy G A F A0SJ2A f (RA\NIIR BNE dzLJa ¢ ashwe shdlbizddhé chidch Y dzy A (O A

viewed as a important such group in our village. Similaklyard (1996, pp. 73, ff.)ists possible
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types of community activity by churchek givelocal examples in Sectio2.2.3 of each of his

categories

Drawing on the work of othersyardl f 42 KA IKf AIKGA | L2aarotS RAadl
62N ¢ YR &/ 2YYdzyAide 22NJ] ¢ &dzOK-cdliiR G6Safl (ySINRR NEa
GRAAAYUSNBaAaGSRe aSNWAOS ONBTESOGSRT F2NJ Ayadl y
He analyses the community involvement of ministerfor instance, as school governogsand
02y Of dzZRSa G KI G &l R2 udd woyldheld thefmylidzy dhirches]aedyaid a N@w f
¢SadlkyYSyd LISNRLISOGAGS a ¢Sttt | a YlbdAip/8). 4§ KSANJ
Hisconstructiverecommendations include:

1 Affirmation of the value of each individual,

1 Combating thdabelling of communities and a sense of stigma,

1 Servant/enabling leadership,

1 Empowering individuals, both within and outside the Church,

1 Dealing with real issues,

1 Awareness of context, including the community profile,

1 DAGAY3I @2A0S (2 2ND2Yadim2 AWEREEF FNI AR

T Sharing these tasks, and not just assuming they are only for the clergy.

2 NRQa ¢2N] o a dzy RSNI I | @907)dtudiedHiye rudaNdbrimanitiasS G G A y 3
and found clear evidence of thenvolvement of church members in both voluntary and
community activities; he concluded that while their level of explicit Christian motivation varied,

their contribution was huge. This has particular resonance now, when the Government of the day

is placingd NS I (i atheNSyf 8 O B § (odithe roleyoRfaith communities in helping bring

this about.
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3.5 Conclusion

Bringing together the background material on congregaiorstudies ecumenism and
community, within the rural context we find constantly ecurring themes of community,
membership, faith, belief and servicéhese aspects of church lifare explored in the local

contextin the chapters that follow

Went (2004, p. 227y 1 Sa ( KS LJ8is gréat siiekidthiin sach & csefishominational

“

O2YYdzyAidle 2F [/ KNRadAlIya aSNBAy3a GKS ySSRa 27
GUKS YAYAAOGNE 2F GKS gK2f S LiSdydtbferSof all the sDahde s ® I S
Perhapsthei A1t S 2 F D NADY)susiRad dpPracfisthd Community: The Task of
the Local Churckt Sy i NBFSNAB (2 (K §ThdArdbliishopsyCotNikili20)F YA aa A
1 To proclam the good news of the kingdom;
I To teach, baptize and nurture new believers;
i To respond to human needs by loving service;

1 To seek to transform unjust structures of society;

1 To strive to safeguard the integrity of creation and sustain and renew the lifedafarth.

These, surely, are the ultimate benchmarks for the activitieg this case study islesignedto
assess. In the following chaptémprovide details of the methiplogy and methods used moing

SO.
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Chapter 4 Methodology, methods and ethical considerations

4.1 Introduction

The methodsemployed for this project were selected as appropriate for gneposed practical
theology case studywhich draws together social action theory of the sociologists and

opportunities for longterm theological reflecon.

Working in a subjectivist/interpretivist paradigiiCameron,et al, 2005, p. 22}hat seeks to

understand the world as perceived by those within(8winton & Mowat, 2006, pp. 35, ff.;

Marshall & Rossman, 1999, p. 6@)y intention wasto undertake a case studiBlaxter,et al,

2001, pp. 71, ff.; Robson, 2002, pp. 178, tfigt would OOdzNJ 1 Sf &8 RS&EAONRAR OGS a4k
Ay 0 NA ©Oénranthd, @07, p. 45)f local perceptions of the shared ministry of the churches,
understood in the broadest possible terms. This accords well with the tasks of Practical Theology

as described by Swinton & Mowg006, pp. 25, ff:)

1 To seek truth, and to develop and maintain faithful and transformative practices;

1 To mediate the relation between the Christian tradition and specific contemporary
challenges;

I To examine underlying theories and assumptions, and t@lig and reshape new ones;

1 Tointerpret, clarify, formulate and construct new insights in light of fresh questions and
situations;

f ¢2 aqaidle Otz2aS8S G2 SELISNARSyOS:T

1 To work missiologically, not only by understanding the world, but also by changing it

through a process of critical discernment.

| wasthus seeking to move beyond objectivity and explanation as in the natural sciences, in a

a S I NDrdearingaNd acdeepeunderstanding2 ¥ & A (i (Sabiriioh & Mawat, 2006p. 37)
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¢KdzaA AY FRRAGAZY (G2 NBLXAOFOEST FLtaAaFTFAlLotS |y
to find explicit correlations between variableb,soughtii KS & A RS2 ANJ LIKA Oé¢ 1Yy 2¢
discoverable in unique, nereplicable experiencesnd in which subjectivity is valug8winton &

Mowat, 2006, pp. 41, ff.) Additionally, rather than attempting to prove or disprove some specific
hypothesis,| wasstarting with a questiod &1 2 ¢ R2 @& i 2hé Gllagg KeRceive th@
OdZNNBy & SOdzySyAOkt FOUABAGASE YR FdzidzNE NRE S
Hypotheses(in both the short and longer termghight, however,emerge from the answers

(Swinton & Mowat, 2006, pp. 53, ff.)

My hope was that the proposed mix of methodsould yield material amenable to theological
heuristic interpretation that coulghromote a better use of resources and a clearer understanding

of the ministry of thechurch in this particular community at this particular time. To that extent,
the work can perhaps be thought of as a first stage in a loteyan Action Research project
(Denscombe, 2007, pp. 122, ff.; Blaxtetral., 2001, pp. 67, ff.; Cameroeat al, 2010) where the
effects of any changes could be assessed over a period of time. However, for the time being the

i A

work has beent A YA U

7

R 2 | dayllLladakKz2dG¢é 2F GKS Odz2NNBy i

order to staywithin achievable bounds.

It was also hoped that any conclusions drawvould have implications for other churches
operating in similar contexts. This work is being undertaken concurrently with a larger national
project on a related topi€¢Cole,et al., 2009) it is possible that the resdts obtainedhere may
assistthe heuristic development od deeper understanding acumenical relations (almost as the
0SAAYYAYyIa 2F | a3 MBndegribs, ROOT, K S8 E Rowedre eflrthalA 2
down the road(Swinton & Mowat, 2006, pp. 46, ff.; Denscombe, 2007, pp. 42, ff.; Maxwell, 2005,
pp. 70, 115, ff.; Robson, 2002, xvi) the objective of the current case studyfirst and foremost

to understand the prevailing situation in a very specific instance.
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4.2 Methods

The methods adoptedvere selected to maximise the opportunities for obtaining the required

informationin the local setting, within the selected methodolo@winton & Mowat, 2006, p. 74)

The sometimes perceived incompatibility between qualitative and quantitative methods of data

02t f SOUA2ersd a BREERSBIASET YAV 4 S(Bevistombey DATRA. 2483 K S NS
Robson, 2002, pp. 4, ff.Certainly, the conceptual chasm between nomothetic and ideographic
knowledge seems to be being widebbandoned in favour of something more akin to a
continuum, where the most appropriate methods are selected for any given enffsivinton &

Mowat, 2006, pp. 44, ff.; Blaxteet al., 2001, pp. 65, 85) (See, however, the contrast drawn in

(Silverman, 2006, p. 35S 6 SSy | qaz2Fik Tt SEAO0f SkadwoaSOiABSk
aGdRe yR I &K NReefhypbtBelisi @@ 3 & @A & §FROY fodedi NI Ol ¢ &

My intention was to employ a multilevel mixedpproach that sught to capitalise on the
strengths of complementary methods of datallection(Denscombe, 2007, pp. 107, ff.; Marshall
& Rossman, 1999, p. 13Robson, 2002, pp. 370, ff.and to minimise the effects of their
shortcomings by providing opportunities for triangulati@@wnton & Mowat, 2006, pp. 50, ff.;

Silverman, 2006, pp. 48, 291, ff.; Denscombe, 2007, pp. 118, 134, ff.; Maxwell, 2005, p. 93)

| therefore plamedto work flexibly, within the following overall framework:

1. Documentary research (census records, PCC tesnuetc.), to establish the
demographics,and to confirm exactly what hé taken place gpecifically,over the
previousfive years) in thigarticulararea of activity;

2. Wider reading and a literature survey to explore related work elsewhere, as cues to
future possibilities, for inclusion in the focus group discussions and questionnaires;

3. Interviews with small focus groups, drawn from those already involved in delivering

and/or promoting joint activities, to establish whatas already taking place, to gain

32



insight into what else might be planned or possible, and to pilot questionnaires for use in
the project;

4. Distribution and collection of questionnaires (to respondents including Anglicans,
Methodists, nondenominational attendees, the indifferent, the antagsetic, and those
positive but uninvolved; also covering as wide an age range as possible, and both
genders);

5. Semistructured interviews with a limited number of respondenifsappropriate;

6. An ongoing personal journal.

Each of these topics is exploredgireater depth below.

4.3 Documentary research and literature survey

While it is possible to read documentary sources purely for factual information, and to regard
GKSY a SELXAOFGAY3A a6KFG | OGdz t f(Slvermané 2006 NI G K SN
pp. 153, ff.) my plan was to uséocuments for both these purposesiccordinglycensus and

other demographic recordéBlaxter, Hughes, & Tight, 2001, p. 18&re consultedin order to

KSt LI LINPGARS | GGKAO]l RSaONM thisadp)ing mahbdused S OA f f
were adequately representative (see the more detailed discussioBections4.5.1 and 5.3).

Documents such as PCC minutes proglidecords of actual activities undertaken (for instance,

the shared worship services); s@@amerongt al,, 2005, p. 22; Robson, 2002)

The latter type of source alsoa@S a42YS AYRAOI A2y 2F (GKSANI Sada
Background readingas referenced in the literature survayave further pointers This all helpd
to provide a suitable startingoint for focus group discussioasdthe selection of suitable group

membess.
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That saidno detailedqualitative analyses of any of the textas undertaken The main thrust of
the investigationlay in the focus groug andthe questionnaires the documentary material as

used simply to underpin and validate those.

4.4 Focusgroups

The use of interviews is surely a classic technique for pursuing qualitative research in this type of
context; the format can rangom the complete operendedness of participant observation such
as that undertaken in ethnographic enquiries, right through to highly structured interviews that

closdy resemblethe (surrogate) fillingn of questionnaire¢Denscombe, 2007, pp. 173,.ff)

Clearly, the more opernded the format, the more compleand timecostlyare the information-
gathering,codification and analysiBell, 2005, p. 187)However, interviews do provide a means

of accessin@poth broader and deeper data than is generally available if total reliance is placed on
questionnaires. The use of either structured or setniictured interviews offers the potential to
achieve a reasonable compromise, particularly if some of the moaggbtforward information is

obtained by means of questionnairéSilverman, 2006)

Focus groups provide a means of obtainisgch information from a number of subjects
simultaneously; additionallythey can vyield deeper oricher information than individual
interviews. Also, it has been suggested that (provided that the interviewer acts as a facilitator
rather than a participant) interviewer bias is less likely to affect focus groups, which are less prone

G2 &0 NE thé idtentidivég than art individual might be.

| therefore decided to use focus grougBenscombe, 2007, pp. 178, ff.; Bell, 2005, p. Hb2he

start of the project, to ensure that the subsequent stages of the investigat&e grounded on a

range of inpts, both as to what héibeen orwas taking place, ands towhat might be desirable

Ay GKS T dzi dzNB o ¢KS OF LI OAle 2F F20dza 3INR dzLia
cumulatively vasnotablyrelevant here; seevork by Robsorf2002, pp. 282 284)and Marshall &
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Rossmar{1999, pp. 114 115)for a more detailed analysis of the advantages and disadvantages.
The use of these groupdso assigtd in avoiding some of the dangers of interviewer bidshave

been involved in many of the programmes being discussed, and while | believe that this gives me
considerable insight into the people and processes involved (in some sense operating as a
participant observer; se¢he work by Swinton & Mowaf2006, p. 137) Iwasaware of the need

to stand back from the discussiomsarderto obtain true reflections of the perceptior(sognitive

and affective)of the participants(Denscombe, 2007, p. 184My background knowledge of the

village circumvergdthedrawback2 ¥ 6 SAy 3 RSLISYRSyild 2y az2yvyS2yS Sf

- W

Involvement of the focus groupalso helped promoi S & 6 dz&8 Ay € & YSYodSNa
communities, and plaad a crucialrole in sample selection (see below). These groups will also

provide a mechanism for feeding back the findings of the case study after the end of the project.

A number of groups ithe village had already demonstratedcommitment to and an interest in
ecumenical workingthese provided the basis fdocus group membership. Group members
already kew one another andvere accustomed to working together (which hetpto ensure
that arange of opinionsvasoffered). Thegroupswere:

1 The ACCORD Grouwt (whose request this investigatiomasundertaken three Anglicans,

four Methodists,plus the researchédr

1 Six members othe PCC (joint sponsors, with the Methodist Council, of ACCORD);

1 Four members oftte Methodist Council;

1 Members of twoecumenical Bible Study Gramiffive members eachyvith a proven

commitment to outread.

Each group met with the researcher for an opsmded discussion that aimed to identify (and to
some extenttorank  dzd A YAd A€ W2 HIlKS &aKFNBR | OGAGAGASE 2F (K
audio recordings, photographically and by means of fiaténg. The ACCORD Group was

additionallyused to help piloand honean initial version othe questiomaire.
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Thesediscussionyieldedimportant information at various levelsnot only in terms of accurately
reported factual content, but also as a basis for reflection on the implicit theology, and the
associated implications for future ecumenical practice. Better wstdading and greater trust

and openness willlsq it is hoped, lead to better relationships.

4.5 Questionnaires

The use of questionnaires is usually regarded as falling at the quantitative end of the enquiry
spectrum; it is certainly possible to structureetigjuestions in such a way as to provide carefully
sampled material, obtained from a wide range of respondents, that will give data that is amenable
to highly structured coding, and detailed statistical analysis and quantificationDssescombe,
2007, pp. 153, ff.) This can be seen to satisfy a need for replicable, verifiable studies that confirm

or disprove already existing theoriesina@d f f SR ¢ aOASYGAFAOE YI Yy SN

However, it is alspossible to use questionnaires as a method of obtaimjing a cost and time

efficient manner¢ information in support of a broadly qualitative investigation. The use of
carefully chosen questions, including opeimded ones that allow a wider range @sponses, fits

well with the ethos of interpretive investigations, and provides a supplementary source of
information that can help verify and validate data obtained from more obviously qualitative
techniques such as interviews ol t £ SR & (i NJCleaflyg dzf sboih A2weé gendralise or
OFiS3a2NAAS Fye ljdatAdFiGABS FAYRAy3Iazr S@Sy I a
gquantitative measures in some sense, so it is likely #&mgtpractical theology enquiry will need to

use quantification to tleast some extent, appropriate to the requirements of the project.)

The questionnaires use@ee AppendixX) were carefully formulated on the basis of information
gained from the initial focus group warlA numbered front page contained a clear explao@atof

the context, purpose and scope of the project, and a promise of anonymity for respondants.
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variety of types of question asused(Denscombe, 2007, pp. 165, ftp avoid respondents either
Ao 2NRYXyBdzi 2 LIAf 2 G ¢ -gRddd wihalBedpghdeeeie Being DBty R

1 Yes/no answersas gmple agree/disagree statements;

1 / K2A0S FNBY I fAad 2F 2LXiA2ya 060a2YSGAYSa 4A

the scope as widely as possible);

1 Rankngs

f OpenSYRSR ljdzSadArzya IyR aLl OS F2NJ alye 0O2YYSy
ltems also comprisé a mix of factual and affective statements (the -called affective

differential).

The questionnaires were structured as so to elicit three main types of data.

1 The first waglemographic information about the respondents, designed to give a basis on
which to evaluate both the breadth of the sampling, and the actual responses. Following
advice on best practice, this was actually placed at the end of the questionnaire. It
included questions on age, gender, number (and ages) in household, religious affiliation
and attendance at worship.

1 The second type comprised lists of churehated activities, selected and ordered on the
basis of the rankings given by the focus groups. &oh activity, respondents were
asked to rate their awareness of the activity, its contribution to the life of the village, and
the effectivenesswith which it was carried ouytwvith space for other comments.

1 Finally, a set of four opeanded questions gav&pace for suggestions, criticisms and
other remarks. Interviewing would have been impracticable for this number of

respondentswith the resources available, so this provided a compromise solution.

45.1 Sampling
In terms of selecting the sample for distributiofh the questionnaire, Wwasanxious not to limit

the sample to church members, but to reflect the wider demographics of the villaggly
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RAAGNRAOdzAAY 3 F2N¥a (2 SOSNE K2dzaS Ay (GKS QAff
originally been envigged when the idea of running a survey of some sort was initially mooted)

was unlikely to elicit responses from a significant number of -ne@mbers in a costand time

efficient manner. A recent survey undertaken on behalf of the Parish Council, aimed at
formulating a Parish Plan for the village, elicited a 30% response, but | would suspect that figures

for a church survey would be lower, probably introducing an inherent bias in favour of committed
church membergDensombe, 2007, p. 23)(This thinking waglso partlybehind the move from

the initially envisaged guditative survey to a broader case study as described here.

| thus consideredhat purposive samplin¢Silverman, 2006, p. 306; Denscombe, 2007, pp. 17, ff.)

was likely to be more productiveparticularly if respondents were directly approached by
someone known to themas they would be more liketo respond to this personalised type of
approach than to a general request for helpTherefore,d ay 2 60 I £ £ (MarshallL& Ay 3 €
Rossman, 1999, p. 78)as used spreading outwarddrom the members of the focus gups
(Maxwell, 2005, p. 88; Robson, 2002, pp. 2@66) Group membersvere asked to try as far as

possibleto tap into the full range of ages and church affiliations (or not), acrods $exes.

The sampling methodsedis thus indicative rather than fully statistically valid as a larger survey

might need to be, but I believe it to be appropriate. It certainly atemore promise than so

OFft SR a02y@dSYyASyOS thereshdhdentsind Arenidt 2aSili acéedghld dza S &
(Robson, 2002, p. 26%) as might have been the case if we had simply targeted core church
members The initial target was to collect at least 100 responses; 150M&s3 F NRSR & I«

OF aS¢ G NBS of thé @dzraupndiged NI ™ /2

Group membersvere given, on average, eight forms each and asked to try to collect at least five
or six completed forms, from a range of respondents, over a period of about a mdémtbrder to

avoid duplication, respondents were specifically asked NOT to complete more than one form.
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To allow anonymity, each form was numbered so that the batches could be tracked, but the
collectors were asked to retain their own lists of who hadickhform, without divulging the
names/numbers to the researcher. This wedkvell; only one form was returned in a way that

pointedly bypassed the collector, and four were returned without the numbered sheet.

Additionally, an unnumbered PDF versiontbé form wasuploadedon the village website.
Collection boxes were placed in the local Post Office, and in both churches. Forms were also
available in the Anglican Church, which is open during the day, and the survey was publicized in

the weekly pewsheets in both churches.

However, following receipt of an indignatanonymousy 2 4 S | 62 dzi GKS &dzllll2as|
nature of the survey, the distribution methods were immediately broadened even further.

Posters were put up at strategic points in the g#aasking for responses and indicating that (in

addition to the website) hard copies of the form were also available in the Library, Post Office and

churches. The deadline was extended by a month.

With hindsight, it is clear that this should have beemédrom the start as a matter of principle
to ensure a perception of openness and accessibility. In the event, however, the number of
additional responses gained was minimlaké than3% of the total received). This confirms the

original assumptions alu the most effective means of dissemination.

4.5.2 Analysis

The coding system for the repliesagdesigned simultaneously with the questionnaire, to ensure
that the responsesauld be accurately categorisg@laxwell, 2005, pp. 98, ff.; Bell, 2005, pp. 150,
214, ff.; Robson, 2002)The level of analysis required, and the search for overall thema®g w
amenable to the use of straightforward spreadsheets and a vpoodessing packagefs with the
documentaryanalysisthere was no need fodedicatedanalyticalsoftwareat this stage, although

more complex analysegsuch asdetailed comparisors of responses between, sayegular
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churchgers and the uninvolved gender differences, or age groypsould be feasite in the

future, if appropriate(Blaxter, Hughes, & Tight, 2001, pp. 196, ff.; Robson, 2002, pp. 391, ff.)

The responses to the opeended questions, plus any other comments reventered in one table
against the questionnaire number (s8ection5.7). The rest of the responses were coded into an
Excel table, again with the questionnairember so that they could be crossferencedas

necessary

Thus, to some extentl did not makeuse of the full analytical potential of survey material;
however, | consider that thee procedures achieveal a satisfactory balance between whetas
possible ad whatwas appropriate and feasible, in terms of reliability and valid@yverman,
2006, pp. 282, ff.; Marshall & Beman, 1999, pp. 150, ff., 192; Maxwell, 2005, p. 108; Bell J. ,
2005, p. 117) Some of the findingsare presentedyraphicallyin the next chapter, together with a

discussion of the results

4.6 Interviews

Followingthe questionnairedistribution, my initial intention had been to seleatlimited number
of respondents for followingip with semistructured interviews (including seOF £ £t SR a St A |
Ay (S NID@M&rghally&Rossman, 1999, p. 1183 interviews can include bothmainstream

NBaLRZyasSa FyR Ay (irbay® distegafddd by pudziy statisticalagalyses |

However,after discussions with the sponsoring grougecided that providing anonymity for the
respondents was likely to improve botesponse rates and veracitylhiswould heavily outweigh

the advantages to be gained by adding interviews to an already complex inforrggtibaring
structure. The inclusion of opeanded questions in the questionnaires (see below and Appendix

O helped compensateor this omission.
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4.7 Journalling

A journal of the projectprovided a means of tradkg progress and noting any noessary
modifications or amendments to the proceduress described abovéSilverman, 2006, p. 45;

Maxwell, 2005; Bell J. , 2005, pp. 180, ff.; Robson, 2002,#). 1

Alsg because vasworking in the parish throughout, was operating as a type of participant
observer. The resulting sensitivity to nuaraidedthe ongoing process of theological reflection

throughout the projectSwinton & Mowat, 2006, pp. 59, ff.)

4.8 Ethical conside rations

This projectwas undertaken in response to an expressed need within the churches; clergy and
church councilsvere informed in advanceand were fully supportivethroughout Before work
started, the whole process and its intentiomgere outlined indetail to the PCC and the Chapel
Council (representing the key stakeholdersvith an opportunity to raise objections or ask

questions as appropriateAll necessary permissiongere in place before work staztl.

The intentions, terms of referenceand progcted uses of thénformation were made clear at
every focus group meeting and on the questionnairesee Appendix G. In terms of
confidentiality, neoneisidentifiable by name irither the raw data othe presented results. No

confidential information wasinvolved.

The requirements of the Data Protection Actne adhered to. Neone under the age of 16 as
I LILINBF OKSR gAGK2dzi GKSANI LI NBYyGaQ LISN¥YwWag aAz2y s

adhered to.

Both my Training Incumbent (our Team Regtand the Diocesan Director of Ordinandere
aware of and supportedhis proposal. Our churches are committetb this type of ecumenical
activity; the existing level of eoperation is unusual outside formal Local Ecumenical
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Partnershipsandis also an area in which | am already known in the village to have an interest.
Thistalliesg A G K { ¢ A Yy (i 22006p. 38RI& ANFaLIG A2y 2F (GKS Ay i SNLIN
as a distant observer, but as active participantand @ NB I G2 NJ 2 F (G KS Ay (G SNLINE
Being aware of possible issues of power, vulnerability and role boundaries in conducting
interviews, | took careto avoid problems, not least becausarh continuing to live and work in

the village after the project endSwinton & Mowat, 2006, pp. 64, ff.; Silverman, 2006, pp., 315

ff.; Marshall & Rossman, 1999, pp. 79, ff.; Maxwell, 2005, pp. 8%5dt)als¢Blaxter,et al, 2001,

p. 21)

4.9 Conclusion

| believe that the mixture of methods selected brings together the strengths of both quantitative

and qualitative enquiry, it NRSNJ 2 LINPOGARS |y I 0O0daNI GS aayl L
relevantecumenicalactivity in the village in questionlnterestingly, the methods independently

chosen by Coleet al. (2009, pp. 8, 16 ff) illustrate very similar thinkingstarting with

documentary evidencethey moved on to semistructured interviews (paralleling our focus

groups) and questionnaires The detailed implementations differ, but the principles converge

and they afirm the validity of the methods used

| also believe that the sampling methodad sample sizeshosen make best use of the chosen
enquiry techniques, within the constraints of time and resourcBst instance, the commitment

of focus group memberéther than the ACCORD Group itseff)olvedattendance at one group
meeting of less than 90 minutes, plus distribution and collection of, on average, eight
questionnairesg a commitment that wasusuallyreadily and generously givefsee Sectiorb.2

and Appendix D This contrasts with the experience of Cad¢ al. (ibid., pp. 89), who
encountered some resistance occasionally bordering on antagonism. | sugg#sit the

difference lies between an externally generated enquiry, and one that had emenggahically
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from within the community itselt Y R 6+ & (Kdza AYRSLISYRSHi§mag ¥ f 2Ol

have major implications for future studi€ibid., pp. 1619).

My next chapter outlines the results of the survey.
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Chapter 5 Results and data

5.1 Nature of the data

General demographiénformation for this study has been obtained from the 2001 Census

statistics fittp://www.statistics.gov.uk/census2001/census2001.asmd other Internet sources,

including http://www.upmystreet.com/local/sn8.htm| www.neigbourhoodstatistics.gov.uland

www.auditcommission.gov.uk The minutes of the Parochial Church Council and the Chapel

Council yielded information on shared worship and other joint activises Appeadix C fora full

tfAadouzr a KFrgS GKS y23Sa 2F YSSGAay3aa 27F a! R
SOdzySy A Ol ¢ Ghdzi N6 OK DNRdzLE 06020K y2¢ &dz2LJISNBES
O2y (iNROdzi SR (2 ((&rtzaldmfivenabor, asivieiNgs pddvidiagyasasis for

the comparisons between overall village demographics and our survey sample.

The questionnaires (see Append)elicited three main types of data
1 Demographic informationincludingage, geder, number (and aggroups) in household,
religious affiliation and attendance at worship
T wkidAy3da 2F OKdzZNOK | Ol A @heil dordributidnyo the BeNdviie 2 F (0 K
village and the effectiveness with which they were carried oot a

1 Openended questions.

5.2 Response rates

At the 2001 census, the area covered by the parish boundaries had a total population of 1782 (see

http://www.statistics.gov.uk/census2001/census2001.x9his number is unlikely to have

changed significant)yalthough the 2011 Census figures will clearly be of inter&dtthe total

population, 380 are listed in the census figures as dependent ehildnder 18, giving an adult
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population of 1402. The initial target was to collect at least 100 responses (7%) to give an

I RSljdzr 6 St & NBLINBaASYGlGASS al YLX ST wmpn ¢l & NBAII

Eventually, 218 forms were given out giamup members, plus additional, unallocated forms at
the collection points and on the website. Inevitably, the commitment of the various focus group
members to the project varied. Some requestadre, and 16 of the 26 collectors met or
exceeded their taget of at least five completed forms. Six focus group members did not
participate in distribution and collection; however, the return rate from the twenty active

collectors was 130 forms out of 177, or just over 73%ppendixD shows the response rates.

A pleasing total of 140 completed forms were received; three of these had clearly been filled in by
G2 2NJ Y2NB LIS2L) Sz a2 (GKS FAYylFf ydzyoSNI 2F NBal

OFLas¢ GFNBSIH®

5.3 Demographics

Of the total population of 1782tdahe 2001 census, 348 are listed as agedl®. Our sample of

144 respondentsthus represents precisely 10% of the population of the village and surrounding
hamlets (1434pver 16 The age distribution for the respondent age rangeompared with tht
given in the census iRrigurel. Clearly, thoselder than60 areheavilyoverrepresented, while

theundern p Q& | NB Ndepfesebtedt t & dzy RS NJ

TN
37% 37% \
%0 29%
\ —o— Respondents

110 \ Census figures
5% 5% %

16 to 20 21to 44 45 to 60 Over 60 Unspecified

Percentage

Figurel: Age distribution- census figures compared with survey respondents
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The male/female split in the census figufes these age groupis approximately 50:50 (873:909).

However, female respondents to our survey outhumbered men by just B:1; sed-igure2.

30%

5%

65%

Women
(65%)

E Men (30%)

Unspecified
(5%)

Figure2: Respondents, gender distribution

Both these disproportions can be assumed to arise partly from the age and gender profiles of the

focus groups (6 men and 20 women, generally aged 50+), which vigrand large

representative of the congregations as a whdmle et al. (2009, p. 53jound similar profiles in

their samples Although collectors were asked to seek a wide spread of respondents, it seems

probable that they would approach people they knew well, who migéil fit the same patterns

This also mirrors wider Church of England findings ligge//www.churchofengland.org/about

us/factsstats.aspxthat the average age of worshippers in 2008 was 61 (indeed, even as high as

65 in some rural areas), with a larger proportion of women thaan in the congregations. It is

also possible, however, that, of the potential respondents approached, the ekedipr retired

(and, possibly, wome®) might have more time and/or motivation to complete the forms (as was

seen in responseo a villagewide survey carried out on behalf of the Parish Council a year

earlier).

Thus, only 78 of the 393 under  Q a

%

0KS @Attt 3s

I OO02 NRA Y 3

surveyed (22% of the 352 family members includadly two thirds of the familiesurveyedhave

no children at all (seEBigure4 andFigure5). These age and gender profiles will have a definite

bearing on the responses, as | shall show below.
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m One (14%) = None (67%)

= Two (43%) = One (7%)

17% " = Three (14%)
m Four (17%)

43% Five (5%)

= Two (17%)

Three (3%)

67%

Four (1%)

More than five Unspecified
(1%) (5%)
Figure3: RespondentsNumber in household Figure4: Respondents no of children in household
8% = Adults (78%)

m Preschoolers (4%

Primary School Age (10%

Secondary School/College (8¢

Figure5: Respondents adults and children in families surveyed

5.4 Religious affiliations

The 2001 census offeragdspondents O K2 A OS 06S06SSy a/ KNRAalGAFIYyés @I

y2 NBtAIA2YVE O

Voas(2003)F RRNB&aasSa aGoKFaG Al YStya (2 OF@®$SR WBEHK:

(p))

I aONR 0 SR | F ¥ ipértichlafiy\i2yy ¢ G KYSF 8020y SEG 2F a0St ASGAyY 3
describedin Davie€ @994)seminal work These ideakad a direct bearing on the formulation of

the surveyquestions in which respondentgere asked to describe thieown religious affiliations.

Additional categories werthereforeA y 4t N2 RdzOSRY a! y3ft A0l yés aaSiKz2R.
RSY2YAYlFGA2Yy ¢ | yR a/{ThAnddChriddart faitlds dui incfuded asMBifighe 3 A 2 dza ¢

category, although respondents were asked to specify which one (as they were for other
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denominations). The results were complicated by the extent to which respondents chose a mix of

categories rather than just one, but this haglad to the richness of the da{@eeFigure6).

In fact, a thirdg the largest single groupg SNBE O2y G Sy G 6A0GK aAAYLI & &/ KNJ
OCc k0 ALKNBMTMSRK Ea/6AGKAY GKSANI YAE ZdmbibdtiahS 32 NA S
AyOfdzZRAY3d daSGiK2RAAGET ! yItAOFyé 2N a2GKSNJ RS\

fSFad 2yS 2F GKS /KNRAGAIY AyRAYE GRNEGKBS mOSY & dea

All affiliations, raw numbers (total 144: 100%
47

23

16

f cas a ca ¢ cm m cmd ms cd d ¢ s sd sz z u

Key: a = Anglican, ¢ = Christian, d = Another denomination, f = another faith, m
Methodist,
s = Spiritual but not religious, u = Unspecified (no response given), z = No religic

Figure6: All affiliations, raw numbers (total 144)

hiKSNJ RSy2YAylrGA2ya ftA&a0GSR 01 NBaLRyRSydaov 02Yl

O2y F2NX¥A&GEST YR 2yYS YSY0 SN SSodefg of Friendd. HtSvas/ K dzNJO K

(s}
QX
(s}

AYUiUSNBadAay3a GKIG Y2NB LIS2LX S RSAONROSR (KSYaSt(
aSIK2RAAG¢éX NI GKSNI 0KFy & kohedight speulaie thatthik S RSy 2 Y
reflects a growing move away from narrow aeninationalism apparently confirming claims

made ¢ among others; by Avig2010b)and McLarer{2004)
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One might wonder whether the results would have been any differeatd / 9ZF 0 SSy 2 ¥ FSNE

N} GKSNI 0KFy ! yataOlryés odzi Ay tA3IKEG 2F GKS NB:

In contrast to the above, 6% said they had no religion (compared with 13% at the census), and

there was neone of another faith (less than 1% in the census)

¢ KS OF G§S32NE & { LIA NX seeats to havelnifered 2 iddeBrouhdatd 2 dza ¢ O da3

7 z

F3y2adA08 GKIG O2dAd R | O02dzyd F2NJ GKS YAZ&AY3I Yy
GNAGOGSY 2y GKS FT2N¥Xa AYRAOIpASBSRAAKBSE aBNILINFYERA:I
G/ KNRAGAFY FyYR {LANRGdZ t ¢ Cappeartddctio shddisiinktdny OK2 & S
080638y GALANRGIZ t AGeé | YR & NB (20@edeyred told2 & G dzf | {

earlier in the literature surveyA total of 6% did not complete this section (close to the 8% of the

census).

The percentages for religious affiliatititus correspond well to the census figures; Seablel.

See Appendikfor additional tables of affiliation groupings.

Tablel: Affiliations, comparing the census figures with number of respondents

Affiliation 2001 census Surveyrespondents
Christian 78% 77%

Of another faith 1% 0%

Of no religion 13% 9%

Spiritual but not religious 8%

No response 8% 6%

Barley(2006a, p. 5tites figures obtainefbr the BBC in 2000, in which nearly a third (31%) of

iK2aS adzZNWS8SR RSaAaONAOGSR (GKSyYasStogSa | G &LIAND

Q)¢

Gy2d | ALANRGdZ f LISNE2YyEéd b2ilofes G(KS TFTAIdNS:
wereclosa: 27% and 21%¢ KS Yy dzY 6 SNA F 2 adddl IO2ad M yO@B)R MbmEHS A & |

LISNKF LJA 6SFNI O2YLI NRa2ys NBaLSOGASStes (2 2dNI «
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NB f A 3 A Bafley alsadelaimsithat spiritual awareness is incregsimg cites a figure of 76%
FRYAGOAY 3T (G2 KIFIGAy3d KFER aF NBf AIA 2 dza(bi@ Ng. & LIA NR {
6 ff.)with Heelas and Woodhead thaeople aey 2 4 Y dzOK Y2 NB LINBLInNBR (2
selecting their own vehicles foxpressinghe spirituality theyare increasingly prepared to

acknowledge Whatall this does indicate iterms ofour figures, however, is thahe belief

systemo@ 2 YS2yS RSAONAOAY3 daKfalMady®Herd Sithin & Huge dahgé,NA & G A |

andthrSA NJ O2 yy SOl A dagbeditréniely @rOdusizN K ¢

5.5 Attendance at services
| SNBZ NBALRYRSyiGa oSNBE 2FFSNBR I OK2A0S 2F FAOD!
G2NEKALI St aS6KSNBE Ay (KS GAffl3ISeés BIJRAKBNI / KI

Theywere asked to rate the frequency and types of services attended at each.

5.5.1 Frequency

¢t KS GCNBIljdSyOeé¢ OFGSI2NER Ay Of dzR BdRpurpases 83 dzf | NI & £ 3
analysis, the first two were considered together (fégure70 = KAt S (GKS abSOASNE N
counted together with the large number of blanks (see the complemeriagyre8), as it was

assumed that in the main, any level of attendance would have been noted. The figures indicate

that the survey net had indeed been cast wigithe lowy dzY 6 S NE T athhdandd®a dzf | NE
onormak Sunday services are well below thguivalentattendance atboth Church47)and

Chapel24), indicating a large number of respondents from outside the main church communities,

as requested. Seven respondents did not completegbidion. The national figure in 2005 was

just over30% of the populatioh 0 6§ SYRAY 3 G € SIad 2yS ay2N¥IFt { dz
year(Barley, 2006b, p. 1T) & NB 3 dzf | NE owlwidely Botdpted/a® iy ak I&astyhonthly

(ibid).
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m Regularly ~ Occasionally

= Other faiths (3%}8%6 l
S Other Christian (29% 22%
E United elsewhere in the village (459 | 33|/o |
g Chapel (42%) I35% : :
a Church (88%) , , , 69% | ,
E T T T T T T T T T
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
United .
Church (88%)| Chapel (42%) | elsewhere in the Othe(rzggr)lstlan Other faiths (3%)
village (45%) 0
m Regularly 19% 6% 12% 7% 0%
Occasionally 69% 35% 33% 22% 3%
Number attending
Figure7: Attendance at worship
m Never m Unspecified
= Other faiths (97%) - 51%
s Other Christian (71% 40%
E United elsewhere in the village (559 33%
9 Chapel (58%) 19%
&s Church (12%) %
0% 20% 40% 60% 80%  100% 120%
United elsewhere - .
Church (12%)| Chapel (58%) | in the village | Oler Christian) — Other faiths
(55%) (71%) (97%)
H Never 5% 27% 22% 31% 46%
Unspecifieg 7% 31% 33% 40% 51%

Number attending

Figure8: Non-attendance at worship

The figures of 88% attending the Anglican Church at some point during the year tallies with the

nationalfigure of 85%littp://www.churchofengland.org/abouius/factsstats.aspy it is

encouraging that nearly half the respondents attend united worship in the village, such as the

annual sevicesfor Remembrancethe village fete and the Carnival.
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¢KS FTAIAINBEA F2NJ GhGKSNI / KNRAAGAFYE g2dAf R £ a2 Ay
LX  0Sax SELXFAYyAy3d (KS NBflIGA@GSte KAIK FAIdNBa
givenunderéAT TAEf Al GA2ya¢ d CKA& ¢g2dAf R O20SNJ K2f ARI &4:

well as Deanery, Diocesan and Circuit events.

l'GGSYRIFYOS i ¢2NBRKAL) a27F | gtReiekéRiNgd ©lbeisanieé A a a2
confusion in at least one ohe responses as to whether Roman Catholicism is another

denomination or another faith!

h¥ GKS Moy NB&LRyaSas &aAE om:0 | yasRaBdy dbSJISNI
however, as many respondents merely ticked the actual venues attendedhdeine rest blank.
¢KS YIEAYdZY 4bSOSNI I yesKSNBE ydzYoSNI Oy ySOSNI

including seven respondents who did not complete this section.

5.5.2 Type of worship

CKS dac¢ellS 2F 62NEKALI FGGSYRSRE {OdaiBlA@ NASND RA S di ¢
1}

ol taé o/ KNRAAGYF &S 9 &

SGO0d¢E YR ahiGKSNI aLISOAlIE aSNWAOSaé¢ 6a4dzOK | a wS
Figures for attendance at the Chapet remarkably consistent, ranging frad@%to 28% across
Fff FASS OF(iS3I2NASad t S2LX S K2 AyOfdzZRSR Y2NB

R GKNBS aw

O«
(0p))

G! yAUSRE @ ¢CKS F2dzNJ LIS2LX S K2 GAO]

although none of them ticked types of servigisewhee thanthe Chapel.

¢CKS KAIK FAIdzNBa F2NI aCSaiuAaAgdrfté IyR ahOOFaAz2yl f
expected, and are in line with register entries, particularly for Christmas (including the Carol
service, which is regarded as a village ocegsas are Christingle and tladairly newg Crib

service); see the attendance figures of festivals giveiiable2. Large weddings and funerals
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tend to be held irthe Church, which is bigger than the Chapel. B4#696a, p. 15¢ites the ORB
2000 figures for those who consider it important to hold a religious service to mark birth,

marriage and death at, respectivel\3%, 69% and 79%.

m Chapel (60 respondents: 429
O Church (127 respondents: 889
m United elsewhere in the village (65 respondents: 4t
@ Other denominations (42 respondents: 29¢
m Other faiths (5 respondents: 3%
100 - 88
_ 81
2 80 - T
8 58
c
3 28
e 20 1 20 26
I 8 1 I 8 > 6 3
Normal Sunday United services Festivals Weddings Baptisms Special services
worship etc
Figure9: Attendance patterns (126 respondents out of 144)
Table2: Anglican Church attendance at festivals in 2010
Mothering | Easter | Harvest | Christingle| Carols by | Crib Christmas | Christmas
Sunday Day (8 | Service Candlelight | service | Eve Day (8 &
& (Midnight) | 11am)
1lam)
55 101 48 105 152 161 103 184
lff 0K2&aS GGSYRAY3 a!' yAGSR 62NBRKALI St aS6KSNB

Chapel or Church, and only one person rateglr worship at such services as more frequent than
their attendance at a dedicated place of worship. Clearly, these services are not drawing in the

unchurched.

'3 AYTE GKS FAIAZNBAEA F2N ahGKSNI/ KNRAGAleye ¢2dZ R

places.
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h¥ GKS FAGBS LIS2LX S 6K2 GAO1SR G22NREKALI 2F Fy2afl
2yfte a{LISOAIfT aSNWPBAOS&: YR (KS FTATG@ aSSYSR {i:
annotationwasadded. It certainly seems very cletinat interfaith interactions are just not

happening here, even though there are strong minority ethnic communities less than ten miles

away in Swindon.

5.6 Evaluation of united activities

The lists of united activities obtained from the focus groups were isplitfour categories:
T Community (19 in all),
1 Young peoplé6),
1 Groups and courses (8),

1 Worship and prayer (20).

5.6.1 Participation and awareness
Respondents were asked to rate their participation in and awareness of each activity, ranging
FTNRY GLYDRNP&EBRKAGEZGISYRSR 2N 06SYSTFAGSR FNRYE |y

fSTO oftlyl 6SNB dadzYySR 3ASYySNrfte G2 NBLNBaSyi

One respondent added a thoughtful rider to his responses:
L KFE@S F2dzyR (GKS al GGSYRSRk@oansB8eFA 1SR FNRYE
My spouse is a very active church attender and therefore | am aware of many
things about church life that the average nratiender would not. If my wife
has been involved in something have | also benefited by its effect? If | take
her and naterials to a function, am | really taking an active part? | have tried
to make my answers realistic for you.

Nevertheless, the responses generalfypearcoherent; if someone was confused, the

default ploy seemed to be to leave the line blank.

FigurelO¢ Figurel3show the responses for éhfour groups of activities, each ranked in
descending order of awareness (the total of the first three categories). The line that indicates this
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7 A

Ad GKFd 0SG6SSy GKS 3INBSY 0d!YRyNIS &K SH yaRO 28YSrtdey2hdl
activities, his figue rangesfrom 98% awareness for the annual village fete run by the churches,

02 > F2NJ GWwARS YR {NARS¢ o6l fdK2dAK Ad aKz2dz |
not generally recognise thatnameOf S| NI & A f f dza  NH MR gmBén). &% R y 3 S NJ

median and mean for each category are shown in the captions.

Ly GKS &/ 2YYdzyAlieé FOUAQGAGASAE OFGS3I2NBE S@Syla
the fete and the carnival, or contributions to the popular village magazineD#izhick clearly

tend to score high. There is a noticeable step down in involvement and attendance for activities

aSSy Ia GFNBSGAY3 EALISOATAO INRAZIE o646/ 2FFSS Y2NJ

newcomers, or school governors, for instance.

mInvolved m Benefited/attended m Aware Unaware m No response

Churches Together Fet
Carnival float

Dabchick contributions

Crib by the pond
Easter/Christmas leaflet:
Carol singing by the poni
Christian presence in the villag
Providing venues/resource
Coffee Mornings

Foundation School Governor
Welcome packs

Singles lunches

Concern with local social issue
Shared pastoral care

Church barbecues

dhyS 2 2 NElBnches
Street stewards

Church outreach groug
GwARS 3

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Number of responses

Figurel0: Awareness Community Activitiegmedian 74%, mean 65%)
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Activitiesfor young peopléFigurell) showfarles@ ¥ | A LINBIF RT (KS aAy @2t @S|
numbers are very low as might be expected, given the age profile of the respondents. It seems

likely that manywere remembering times when their own children were involggl w2 O1 { 2f AR
ceased abouttwoyearsago,y R G KS a9flAaGAO0 . FyRé S@OSYy FdzNI KSN
2yfte 2yS GaSaae / KdzZNOKé aSaarzy KFR 0SSy KSERT
Nevertheless, just over half the respondents seem to be aware of what is goingroight be

interesting to run a similar questionnaire specifically among parehchildren at the local

school, and compare the results.

mInvolved m Benefited/attended m Aware Unaware mNo response

Sparklers preschoolers group ;34 |
Messy church 39 |
Sunday Club/Zone 41 |
Elastic Band/Rock Soli |
|

Holiday Club
All Stars afteischool club

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Number of responses

Figurell: Awareness activities for young people(median 57%, mean 56%)

mInvolved m Benefited/attended m Aware Unaware m No response

' 56
54

22yvyS8yQa C
Spring Harvest

| | |

Talks : 64 : :

Lent Courses : 67 | |

Home Groups : 73 | |
Away Weekends 8|1 | |
EfM study groups 8§ | |
ACT/ACCORD Grot 89 )

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Number of responses

Figurel2: Awareness Groups and course@nedian 41%, mean 40%)
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Involvement in groups and coursdsdurel?) is also extremely low;grhaps expectedly, as they
do mostly involve committed (rather than fringe) church members. What is both disappointing
and noteworthy, however, is the low level of awarenesdearly, the message is not getting out

as to what is on offer.

mInvolved m Benefited/attended m Aware Unaware m No response

Remembrance Sunda

Carol Services + Festival che
Christingle

Fete Services

Carnival Service!

Palm Sunday Processic

Crib service

Good Friday by the Pon
Community Services
Education Sunday

United News Sheet:

Prayer Week for Christian Unit
Prayer chain

Seder/Maundy Thursday
Covenant Service:
22YS8SyQa 22NIR
lllumin8 or Taizé service
Other united services

Prayer meetings for special neec
Posada

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Number of responses

Figurel3: Awareness Worship and Prayefmedian 48%, mean 56%)

CAylrfttezr Ay (GKS a2 2RNJurkB)Lthe patdin isinilardo3hstiofFigute i S 3 2 NB
10, though the median awareness (48%) is substantially lower. Again, | suppose this might have

been expected; by definition, worship activities are more likely to involve the committed, and

the services that have become part of the pattern of community life (such as Remembrance

Sunday and the services at Christmagyefore score highest.This perhaps bears out van der
WeyeNI1891)02 y Of dza A 2y & N@BIGiorNREY IY ERE Ky 2 Bayd £ OK dzND
(2006a)picks up a similar themen the Colchester area, an average of 11% of the rural
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population attended church over the Christmas 24 hoib&l(, p. 23); our figures are not directly

comparable, but show a similar peak.

However, a worrying swathe of yellow spreads across the grapigafel3c yet again, people
do not seem to be aware of what services are available, and this should provide serious food for
thought; | shall refer to this again in the final section of this chapt@ne respondent noted:

My responses are based on the fact that | am unaware of many of the
activities listed.Possibly many of the activities are highlighted in the Church
magazines, which are not readily available to tadtenders.

5.6.2 Approval rating 7z &alue added to village life 6

Respondents were asked simply to tick if they felt that an activity added to the life of the village,
to put a cross if not, and to leave the line blank if unsurbese assessments tie into the whole
notion ofthe provisionof social capital, as considered Bgll et al.(2009) Martineau et al.

(2004) Morisy(1997; 2004; 2009Readef2005)and others, as discussed in Secti@rsand3.4.

ThefirstNE A LR Y RSY (G 1jdz20SR 1 0602@0S 646K2 RSAONAOSR KAYa
the Church for occasional offices and special services) had agaimiveegserious thought to his
responses:

G/ KAdzNORK éa @A € € 3Sé¢ || NB ALISOATFAOFIffE& aSLI NFXaGs
of these being publicised for neshurch attendees to take part, so while they

YIed 0SYSTAG GKS OKdIzZNODK:E L OFyQd are GKS& o
LI NI AOALN GAYy3IT &hdvdour@ Khdagdd Ko a¥ B ¥ndadder Q 0

village life.

Ny

Here, surely, he has put his finger on the nub of the matter.

Figurel4 Figurel7 show the numbers, again ordered according to positive responses; the
critical line agaitiesbetween green and yellowThe number ofdefinitely negative responsds
tiny (34, across all 53 activities); it is hard to supp&ssvever that this implies universal
approvall The implication would seem to be that that positivenegativeresponses were given

onlywheresomeone felt strongly Otherwise, either a laak knowledge or apathy (or perhaps
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0KS NBalLRyRSyi(iaQ LRftAGSYySaa 2NJ NBBa®eNIBSO YSIFyd i
(2007, p. 1INB L2 NIia | yFGA2ylf FAIdz2NBE 2F pradkeourINBSA y 3
YSAIKOo2dzZNK22Ra | o0SGUSNI LX FOS (2 tA@Sé€s yR T1H

(KS €20t O2YYdzyAiae o

c

Yes = Undecided mNo

Churches Together Fet

Carnival float

Crib by the pond

Carol singing by the poni

Dabchick contributions

Easter/Christmas leaflet:

Christian presence in the villag

Providing venues/resource

Welcome packs

Coffee Mornings

Foundation School Governor

Singles lunches

Shared pastoral care

Concern with local social issue

Church barbecues

Street stewards

ahy$S 2 2NElBnctes 2
Church outreach groug 23

GWARS 9 |=i3 —

| 13 |
I124 :
21 |
21 |
113
104ll :
99 | |
97 | |
Sis | /
————
7
100
99
05
|108
116
123
128

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Number of responses

Figurel4: Approval rates: Adding to Village LiteCommunity activities (median 58%, mean 52%)

For that reason, however, actively negative responses warrant careful consideration. It is

interesting (in light of some of the comments that follow in the last section of this chapter) that

the highest disapproval for a community activilly &/ 2 Y O3 BY f T & Rdere Seemsd & dzS & ¢
to be adisjunctionbetween the widespread desire for pastoral care and support and the feeling

here that the church ought to keep out of involvement in social issues.
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Yes = Undecided mNo

Sparklers preschoolers group ' 0 ' ' ' ' 4 ' '
Messy church l 9 l /l,/ l l 5 l l

Sunday Club/Zone l 5 l Vi l l 8 l l

Holiday Club l 52 l l l l 92 l l

All Stars aftesschool club l 51I . l l 93I l l
Elastic Band/Rock Soli ! 49 ! ! / ! ! ! | ! !

95

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Number of responses

Figurel5: Approval rates: Adding to Village Life; activitiesfor young people(median 53%, mean 38%)

{AYAf NI &z K SFighrkls)fark seBnybynanly abautidbdoudds iaddiSggto thie life of
the villageg and yet in the replies to the opeended questions in the final section of this chapter,
the need for work among children asconstant preoccupation. Perhaps the very low rating in the
next section on how effectively the activities are run, has a bearing o thig/hich case, it is a

criticism that needs to be taken on board.

Yes = Undecided mNo

22y8yQa C 136 i/ i i i 1108 i i i
Spring Harvest 2 N i | | 1(#)8 | | |
Home Groups 2 % | | | ]]11 | | |

Talks 2 115
Lent Courses 2 // : : : : 111% : : :
Away Weekends 22 T | | | 121| i i |
EfM study groups 21 vz | | | | 122| i i i
ACT/ACCORD Grot 18 | , , { . 126 { { {

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%  100%

Number of responses

Figurel6: Approvalrates: Adding to Village LifeGroups and Coursgsnedian 26%, mean 18%)

Otherwise, no activity hemore than twonegative rating. Community activities tend to have
higher ratings than those for other categorjeglding weight to th@rguments of Barle{2007)

Morisy (1997)and other proponents of the value of social capital
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Yes = Undecided mNo
Remembrance Sunda i i i 11%1 i i i ] i 31i
Carol Services + Festival cht 11 3
Fete Services : : 8{1 | : /‘ll/l/ 6(%) |
Christingle ! ! 81I | v i 6% i
Carnival Service! 78 65
Crib service l 5 l . 8 l l
Palm Sunday Processic l 5 l /) l l 9 l l
Community Services l 48 - l l 96 l l
Good Friday by the Pon l 46 l L/ l l l 97 l l l
United News Sheet:s l 42 l L l l l 102 l l l
Prayer chain I34 L l l 10 l l l
Education Sunday 1 J,/ l l l 111 l l l
Prayer Week for Christian Unit 2 l l l 116 l l l
Covenant Service! 2 A l l l 118 l l l
Other united services 2 /] l l l 12 l l l
Prayer meetings for special neec 21 - l l l 12 l l l
22Y8yQa 22NIR 21' - ' ' ' 122 ' ' '
Seder/Maundy Thursday 20 VA l l l 123I l l l
lllumin8 or Taizé service 18 }// : : : : 124 : : : :
Posada (=14 I I I I I 129 I I I I
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Number of responses

Figurel?: Approval rates: Adding to Village LifeWorship and praye(median 38%, mean 32%)

5.6.3 Approvalrating 7O %ELZAAOEOAT U Al 1 Aod

Respondents were asked to consider the previous 12 months and to tick, cross or leave blank as in
the previous section to indicate whether they considered that the various activities were being
effectively run. The results are givenRigurel8to Figure21l. Ratings here are much lower

ticks tend to occur next to activities that respondents have actually been involyaddithere

seems to be a general reluctance to comment either positigelyegatively. One typical
NB&LR2YRSY (G Unhaware Begaise RoYa régular churchgaqeiifficult to rate if not

involvedb Some of the highest negative scores, understandably, relate to activities that did not
take place in the past year (notalilye carnival float, church barbecues, the Sunday Club, Elastic

Band/Rock Solid and Away weekends).
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Yes 1 Undecided mNo
Churches Together Fet ' ' lg7 ' ' ' 47
Crib by the pond : : 81: : : //:/ : 6?1| :
Dabchick contributions 80 yan | 64| |
Easter/Christmas leaflet: l l 76 l l | 68
Carol singing by the pon : ig : :I/‘l/ : 8+ : :
Carnival float 9 76
Providing venues/resource l 44 1 l l 98 l l l
Christian presence in the villag l 42 l / l l l 98 l l l
Coffee Mornings I34 > l l 09 l l l
Welcome packs I34 l /l l l l 106 l l l
Foundation School Governor 1 l l l l 13 l l l
Singles lunches 1 I l l l i}lz l l |
Shared pastoral care¢ =14 l l l 128 l l l
Street stewards =13 [ l l l l 129 l l l l
Concern with local social issue (=12 /] l l l l 130 l l l l
Church barbecues =14 L l l l 27 l l l l
ahy$S 2 2 NElBnches 8/| ' ' ' 34 ' ' | |
Church outreach groug 4// : : : : 39 : : : :
GwARS 33 | , , , 138 | | | |
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Number of responses

Figurel8: Approval RatestéEffectivelydone¢ - Community Activitiegmedian 31, mean 25%)

Yes = Undecided mNo

Messy church 23
Sparklers preschoolers group 18/|/

All Stars aftesschool club =4 (] 132 :
Sunday Club/Zone 11/ 27

Holiday Club 6| : 133 :

Elastic Band/Rock Soli 6 T 131 i

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Number of responses

Figurel9: Approval Rates: "Effectivelgone” - Activities for Young Peoplémedian 8%, mean 6%)

Nevertheless, there are some important pointers to activities that could be better run (and/or

Lldzo f AOAASROU® ¢KS f29 a02NBa FellelawidespieRINSY Q& | Oi
understanding that more needs to be provided for children and families (but may also reflect the
NBALRYRSYyGaQ 38 LINRTAL{SOT K26SOSNE (GKS SOSy f:

that a lot more effort needs to be appli inimproving, expanding anplublicisingthis area also.
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Yes = Undecided mNo

22Y8y Q& C |—i5— ' ' ' L 127 ' ' '
Spring Harves! =13 / l l l l 129 | | | |
Home Groups 12//I l l l I128 l | | |

EfM study groups (=9 l l l l l 134 l l | |
ACT/ACCORD Grot =8 - | | | |135 | | | |
Lent Courses =7 /| l l l 33 l l l |

Talks % /| I I I 5 I I I

Away Weekends {3 ! ! ! ! 136 ! ! ! !

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Number of responses

Figure20: Approval Rates: "Effectively done"'Groups and Coursgsnedian 6%, mean 4%)

Yes 1 Undecided mNo
Remembrance Sunda i '63 i i/ i i 181 i i
Carol Services + Festival che %8 46
Christingle a8 —_ ' 105 ' '
Fete Services I36 l // l l l I108 l l l
Carnival Service! %1 /}, l l l I13 l l l
Crib service 23 l l l 12 l l l
Good Friday by the Poni 23| | l l l 12 l l l
United News Sheet: 23I | l l l 12 l l l
Palm Sunday Processic 22I - l l l 12 l l l
Prayer chain 21 l // l l l l 12% l l l
Community Services 18 l Y l l l l 125 l l l
Education Sunday 15/|r l l l l 128 l l l l
Covenant Service! =12 l l l l 131 l l l l
Seder/Maundy Thursday =41 // l l l l I131 l l l l
22ySy0a 22NIR -8 ' ' ' ' |136 ' ' | |
Prayer Week for Christian Unit =8 L l l l 34 l l l l
Other united services =6 /. l l l 38 l l l l
Posada -6 | | I I I 36 I I I
Prayer meetings for special neec 5/ l l l l 39 l l l l
lllumin8 or Taizé service 5| ! ! ! ! 1!36 ! ! ! !
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Number of responses

Figure21: Approval Rates: "Effectiveldone" - Worship and Praye(median 7%, mean 14%)

The scores for Worship and prayer activities show a similar trend to the Community activities; the
Churches Together Fete and Remembrance Suadagunaway winners in all three ratings, for
instance.
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5.6.4 Correlatio ns

In fact, there is a notable correlation between awareness and the two approval ratingsi¢gsee

22 - Figure25). In each case, the red line indicates itnerseof the ranking for recognition. (So

a score of 19 indicates the best recognised Community activity and 1 the least, readingfrom to

left to bottom right. Similarlya rating of6 shows the highest fa¥ 2 dzy 3 LJS2 LJ)83aa | Ol A @
groups and 20 foworship/prayer.) The green and yellow lines (indicating the two approval

ratings, rankedimilarly) closely track the red one. The blue line, in each case, shows the order

given in the questionnaire, which wesughlyderived from the emphasis given to the various

activities in the discussions of the focus groups.

= Questionnaire Awareness Add to life Effectively done
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Figure22: Awareness/approval rates Community activitieg19 in all)

The discrepancies in the two smaller groupings are inevitably smaller, but the rankiiguiie22,

in particular, shows a serious mismatch between the prominence given to various activities by the
GAY 3IANRdAzLE | ¥ R, canfrmiig khe dofk ofiGRalnig200R SThismay have

important implications for future targets for particular effort and information dissemination,

particularly in light of the findings discussed in the next section.
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= Questionnaire

6
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— 3 3
2 2
1/70 \1
\

Sparklers pre Messy church Sunday Club/Zone Elastic Band/Rock Holiday Club All Stars after
schoolers group Solid school club

Awareness == Add to life Effectively done

6
-

Figure23: Awareness/approval rateg; activities for young people(total 61)

e Questionnaire Awareness == Add to life Effectively done

8 8

2 2 Y §y 8pring Harvest  Talks Lent CoursesHome Groups  Away EfM study ACT/ACCORD
Fellowship Weekends groups Group

Figure24. Awareness/approval rates Groups and coursefotal 8)
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Awareness == Add to life Effectively done
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Figure25: Awareness/approval rates Worship and praye(total 20)
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5.7 Open-ended questions
Finally, perhaps the most interesting information from the survey came from the-epded
questions. Only 83 of the 144 responde(88%filled in this page, a few fairly superficially, but a
substantial number of people had clearly thought carefullgwiheir answers, and some useful
insights emerged. The questions covered:
1 6KS OKdzZNOKS&EaQ aKFINBR NR{S 6AF lyeKo Ay (GKS
1 current activities that would be better done separately, and

9 suggestions as to additional activities that could/should be utzden.

5.7.1 The shared role (if any) of the churches in the village

Those who replied to this questiofif i.e., 47%all answered in the affirmative, though there

was a spectrum of opiniogfrom those who felt that the presence of the churches was a

necessi @ 3 G2 (K2aS ¢oK2 SYiSNBR (GKS OF@SIaG aF2N (K:
implication that for most people it was an irrelevance). Nevertheless, evertimarthgoers

seemed positive that the churches had aroleto piydne2 yS | y & ¢ S NiBiyhthe/ 2 y S ¢ @
argued that those who are actively antagonistic would not have responded to requests to

complete questionnairesbut the collectors were specifically asked to approach such people if

possible, and it was my hope that they might take the oppaitiuto make their views felt. (This

was one othe prime reasons for ensuring anonymity.)

Thereis considerable emphasis, among the responses, on the neducfasiveness and

openness to alld . | Ndg@valéntnational figure is 69%.5ome respodents laid stress on life

according to Christian principles and care for neighbour, rather than church attendance, as a
benchmark. Thisechoestrends elsewhere: Barley quotég006a, p. 15§ & ®dd LI NI A OA LI G
church life is not seen as crucial for the practice of Christianity, and it is the practice of Christianity

GKEFEG . NRGAEGK LIS2LX S GKAY] AYLRNIIYd® C¢KAZ A&
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The role/purposds seemainly as falling within the following broad categories (although there is,

clearly, considerable overlap).

1. The churchesre seen agocal poinsT 2 NJ O2YYdzyAdie O2KSaiazy oGKS
G3f dzS¢ Oeduedtlys Rl ¥R (0 KS Y NJ ksge3 pai af thé fabficS Qa YA
and backdrop to a traditional village I y Relp$ with thaking the village special and
looking out for each othér ® hyS NBalLRyR8yiga 4881 s&kKKAa DE &N
in the community and join in, to look outwardsite&k S NJ (i K | ¢perhapss | NR & €
dzy 02y aOA2dzaf e SOK2Ay3d (KS2f23Alya ¢K2 NBYAY
and our task is to join in thilissio Dei
The provision of supporsocial cohesion and social wellbeisdrequently emphasised
Clea resonancedn the work of Greenwoo@1997) Morisy (1997) Farnel(2007)and
Reader(1994;2005)are noticeable.One way of doing this could be to break down the
LISNODSAPGSR RAGARS 0S06SSy (GKS GNBtAIA2dzae |y

2. Specificallythisis related tothe expression of community in pastoral c¥re vdite for
practical compassian |86 Rhristians we are ONE in Christ. The Church (thechitsdy
people) should be there for all to minister to&lagain, the work oMorisy (1997)

FKSNBO6&e RAAOALI SAKALI Aa iSreladnthihs SoRnedtich & @Sy (i dz

3. Thirdly, thereis an emphasisonayNE KA LJX 0 dzAf RAYy 3 dzLd FlL AGKSE |y
meditation and quiet Thereis a predictable divergence of views as to whether traditional
service patternsife., that are notplain embarrassirgyd a K2 dzZ R 6S YIF Ay al Ay
GKSUKSNI (§KS OK dzdfferikh&aaingfulfsie] wakshp tal aN#&ho at2né ¢
with an implication that changes are neede@eed SO@SNI f 2F GKS GNBIl az2y:
suggested by Francis & Rich(@007)and the plea by Ling2007b)f 2 NJ ¢ RA OSNBR A G& |
dzyAleé Ay adGeftsSa 2F 62 NBKAL)TbeFuidareaini KAY I YR
GKAOK GaLANR(G@REAOEA &EHNBaASSY2Wa AA o6 RI KA3
NEO2YyOAfAYy3d 2ySQa 26y AYKSNAGSR GNYRAGAZ2Y |
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G2NEKALILISNE ¢K2 YI& 0SS a&adil Npiacejtht afldlBldandd S NE R
types of religon or spirituality could prospér as requested by one responder{tn a
wider context, & those surveyed for the British Social Attitudes survey of 1998 cited by
Barley, 66% said that they praye®8% of them every month, and a quarter every week
¢ sothere is clearly both avidespreachunger for and reliance on spiritual resources
YSOSNIKSt Saasx alrea . FNISey aLS2LIXS R2y Qi a2
AaK26Y )K2p¢ @

4. Ethical/moral concernare emphasisedparticularly related to the yangY It is important
to have a Christian ethos across the whole community; a presence to be seeid by all.
survey conducted for Tearfund and the Church of &rjin 2005Barley, 2006a, p. 1,7)
half of all un@r-25s were found to have no experience of church or Sunday School. We
are fortunate to have a church primary schélwht brings the children into church, but
very few of them feature among the regular congregations.

5. Finally, theréd | & 0 I (i SrRexpyeSs®rirof f&ith ahb shéring tHBood News ¢
and for outreactand witnes® @ G2 FRENE V24  20S G2 (GKS 02YYd:
helpgé I Y R LIN@ediodehfof @orking with differenée Ay | dzy AG SR / KNAR
LINS &Sy OSo 8 Ki & bidipdf 5@ & the world; see the work of Avi010b)

and Welch & Winfield2004 [1995])

5.7.2 Current activities that might be better done separately

There were 32 responsegte (22%) 19 of them(13%)simplysaida yhg¢ 2 NJ Gy 20 & dzNB € @
areas of concern highlighteate mainly concerned with dogma, services or logistitte

overwhelming impression is that there is no general desire to retreat from increasing co

operationY together we are strongér was a typical commentPerhaps in an increasingly Ron
RSY2YAYyLFGA2Y I &2 NImRySee eéddrgehi&al adtidnyas prokl@matic yvdieteBsS €

it is a nonissuefor the wider community, who may not carry the same accumulated historical
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baggagdAvis, 2010b; McLaren, 2064) hyf & 2y S NBalLRyRSyd @2A0SR |

YAIKG F Oldzk £ f& YSligonkalsihgle SuygeSidtkthat serweds shoidhals

1SLIG aSLI NI GSo CKAA A& AYOiSNBadAay3az 3IA@Sy GKS

GKSANI FSSG¢ Ay LINI OGAOS:T 2FaGSy LI NByidte NBAII
anecdotalperception that the congregations are happier winidgctogether thanworshiging

together on a regular basisThis appears to bear out the findingstbé Joint Implementation

Commissioron hindrances to unity; se€lhe Archbishop£ouncil and the Trustees for Methodist

Church Purposes, 200dand the comments in Sectid3on the work of Pickar¢2009)

5.7.3 Suggestions for future activities and/or new approaches

Thesecomments(from 60 respondents in alh2% range from the very general to the highly
specific; one recurringthem& G KI G GKAa Aa + @GAff13S Ay 6KAOK
of the Church are being undertaken by the wider community (clearly, invatuiog not

exclusively; church membersthereby echoing the findings of Burt¢2007)and the various

other comments on the provision obsial capital referred to earlie). This echoes the emphasis

on community and pastoral aspects highlighted in the perceived role/purpose of the churches.

{2YS LIS2LX S aSSY G2 FAYR Al KFENR (2 LAY R2gy 2
regard; there are some very blurred lines herglan{ YA GK ounnn LI» mdpyo OAGS
conclusions from the British Social Attitudes Surveys:

G¢KS YlLaa 2F yS¢ RIFEGF aK2¢a GKFEG OKdzZNOK3I2 SN

attitudes and behaviour ... there are brogdtterns of Christian beliefs,

teleology and altruism which distinguish churchgoers as a whole fiam

churchgoers. ..They are, foexample, more likely than others to be involved
Ay @2ftdzyil NBE aSNIAOS d¢

Nevertheless, Gi(lL999, p. 197¢oncludes that:

dNone of these differences is absolut€he values, virtues, moral attitudes
and behaiour of churchgoers are shared by other people as well. The
RAaAUGAYOUADOSYySaa 2F OKdIzZNOKI2SNER Aa NBFE 0dz
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So perhaps we need to work a lot harder at promoting a far more holistic understanding (both
GAGKAY YR 2dziaARS (i Kddwhat@alpneaksdi 2 A 3 OR YDz ¥d & &
| KNA aThdrdarg alsd echoesainl G G A G dzRS 2 F & & LIA NN\(iéfdeledtd G &8 322 R

above)in some of the comments, especially in the context of the remarks in the previous section.

Manyrespondents were surprised at th@umberof current activities; an immediate implication is

the need for better communication that reachbsyondii K S & K 2 f, ahd &k deBidanhcs &f

jargon and exclusive vocabulargven service listings amtice boardsnay be incomprehensible

to the uninitiated (Barley, 2007, p. 46)(Thisa SESYLX A TA SR atebikeridedzZ3 3 Sa i A 2
around the local churches was very géadhisactivityia | Ol dzl f £ @ 2 W R K $ NRRSBE |

which hadclearlymeant notling to the respondent.)

It is evidentthat the churchesare neither informing the wider community adequately of what is

going on and what is available, nor explainiogniaybe understanding?) what being a Christia

really implies.Onemightcounter thischargeg A G K I OOdzal GA2ya 2F aaStSOGA
clearly work to be done on improving communicatiofisconceptions abound, but some

practical suggestions were offered as to how communication niigtimprovedc by better use

of the Dabchick'the village magazine) and the village website, for exam{ilais bears out the

conclusions drawn by Gra$ing(2002) and reinforces her call for further investigationgoithe

whole issue of communicationJhe disparity between the priorities given to the various

activities by the focus groups and the respondgsese Sectio) illustrate the need alloo

graphically.

Conversely, its suggested that a tighter focus on doing fewer things well is better than too
RAGSNBAATASR Ly | LINRIFOK® oLYyGSNBaldAy3Ites (KAA
(Warren, 1994)but it represents a classic dilemma for a rural church trying to serve a very diverse
community. Perhaps this is where having two venues and different stylescarmallybe a

positive benefit)
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Thereare some specific comments about vebiip and services, with a perhaps predictable divide

between those who cling to tradition and those with a desirefiiradth andinclusiveness.

The concern with young people (particularly older teenagers) and fansligslespread; again,
some suggestins¢ of varying practicabilitg are made. Therare several requests for the

Holiday Club to be revived, for instance.

Understandably, given themphasis laieén the role of the churches as a focus for community,

there are many suggestions abowtdening the use of the buildings and the provision of social
FOGABAGASAT LI NIGAOdzZ I NI @ (K2 & SpelNtBefdbois & (1 2 Y dza A (
shared suppers, cinema nights, sleepovers in the church for youth groups to raise money for

charitté X ¢  Etiyities whith bring people together without a service as the main fogus

echdng some of the suggestions made by Martineaal. (2004)and Lingg2007a)on similar

themes. Thisrepeatsi KS OF ff FT2NJ aFdzl 1 & o62dzy R NASaéx o6 dz
adventurous thinking is needed, even if this requires uncomfortable deciaimhs willingnesto

accommodate changegn layout or furnishingdor instance(Redfern, 2004) Do pews qualify as

Goloeé¢ 2NJ aol Kgl G§SNEK

Thereare alsorequests for a return to Alpha Courses, Away Weekends, Interfaith talks, a

Churches Together float in the village Carnigat/or an adultNativity Play.

Likewise, in the context of the emphasis on the pastoral care in the perceived role of the
churches, many suggestions (nearly 2@ made in the area alsdpractisingmore of what Christ

taught and... making a difference to the poor and nelgs.

9SSy Ay &a2YS 2F GKS LRaAGAGS 0O02YYSylaz K26S@S|
cited by Francis and Richt¢2007) who identify fifteen categories of reasons for giving up church
membership, ranging NBY dal GGSNR 2F o06StASF FyR dzyoSt AST:

GNryaArAdGAz2ya YR fAFTS OKFy3aSaészs a!ftadSNylr4aa@sS €
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atetSaés abz2i o0S8St2y3aAy3a IyR y2i TFAGIGAYA Ayés
OKdzNOKé S d. SAy3a S R26y o0& (G(KS OKdIzZNOKE I KNP d:
leaded KA LIk O2 y & S NIJ | seeladsdresiilts @ited by Barl¥y4(ZD06b, p. 6).

The full tableof comments is available but is not included hetee reflection in the next chapter

attempts to draw them together.
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Chapter 6 Reflection : Building up the Body of Christ

Certainly, the churches do seem to tygeratingtogether within all the categories of networks
(worship, leadership, kinship, friendship and rigurhood) envisaged by Burt@¢@007)in
promoting social capital. These aespectivelyexemplified, for instance, by united services such
as the Community Service and Remembrance Day, taking the lead in pastbemicial care,

family worship such as Messy Church, social events and groups, and the Street Stewards.

This all serves as an affirmationtbé ACCORD GroQgsion statemen(see Appendi®d),
building on the metaphor so memorably coined by St Paul:

Foras in one body we have many members, and not all the members have the
same function, so we, who are many, are one body in Christ, and individually we
are members, one of another. | Cor. 12:12

Avi) @010b)celebration of diversityas contrasted with division$ relevant hereas is
5FeY2@RMAE2 RSt 2F AaNBO2yOAf SR RADGSNEAGEREIT AY GKA

2 0 K.SNE

What is very cleathowever s a fairly wide perceptioriby both members and those on the

outside)d KI &G ao0SAy3a I OK dedy i beih$ 9gen $hPpartiQuiybaildicg bria
Sundaymorning Again, the work of Heelas and Woodhe@)05)comes to mind; & NBf s3I A 2 ¥ £
frequentlyseenas 6 I NJ ( 2 .BarleyR00Bailpizl40, K Jiigyésts, indeed, that

churches need to be seen a®respiritualand less preoccupied with ordend organisation.

Perhapghis definition arises fromtoo narrowaperceptionofd 4 KS . 2 R@ beimgd K KNR a { ¢
S R 3 SaMRereasn this village settinghere arecertainlysome very fuzzipoundaries. Both
Bainbridgg(2004) ascited in Sectior8.3, and Smith(2004)¢ see Sectior2.1¢ would seea lack of

hard edgesaslaudable
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Thus,if the churchasl NB {2 0 Sof thekc@nmirfityS s Wi kespondengsigaest, there is

a need to build up the servicesd activitieghat act as focal points for the community. This

includes accepting that many Wi @S | & F(Rah fer Weper, A DM pribigs then to

church for Harvest and Christmas, and for major rites of passage like wedding and fusesrals

the earlier comments othe perceived importance dhed 2 OO aA 2yl f 2FFAOSa¢ | &
work of Barley(2006a; 2006b; 2007)The recent introduction of a shared, villagiéde, Harvest

Appeal in aid of the Swindon Food Bankpunhting at a Community Serviee which many clubs

and organisations brought contributiongrovidesan example of hows® | f f SR aF2f 1 NBf A

community spirit cantogether, be focused on achieving really positive Christian objectives.

Celebratinga shared aterprisealso gvesgood reason for people tavant to worship together
anddownplaydifferences Barley(2006a, pp. 50, fffurther suggests foclisg on so-called

GFF YAt &;shendhdsds twehd focal points (including Mothering Sunday, Harvest and

ChristmaZ o0dzi | fa2 GKS adGFINI 2F GKS yS¢ &@SIFENIAYy Wk
{SLWGSYOSNE YR awSYSYod NI y O Ske aldosughetsEri@sINE | Y2 Y :
celebrak special events as a waygrbviding openings for worshijib{d., pp. 26, ff.).Making the

gARSAalG LRaaAoftS dzasS 2F GKS OKdzZNOKSaQ odzAif RAy3a
preoccupations alsbelps to overcome a reluctance to cross the thrddhand could lead to an

increased perception that this is a sanctuary that is available to all

The sharedharvestappealalso addresseanother factorthat keepsappearing in the
questionnaire answers: the perception that for churches to be sedrate a roleand purpose,
they also need to be seen to Ibed S NIZKAS/ ALJ2 2 NJ -y iBokiyg SuSvRrdsérather than
A Y & I &R Koice for practical compassién inmister to alf. In an era where ordained
clergy are increasingcarce pastoral cag (for those both near and farjustbe seen ashe
sharedresponsibility of all Christiand'he role of the churches then is poovide supportand

encourage (andometimedo organise) as appropriate In acommunitymindedvillage such as
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this one,it is still possible to be very lonefwhat Bellet al. (2009)refertoasd y S ¢ 2 NJ ; LJ2 @S NI
shared lay pastoral workeend/2 NJ & & (i NB SnightinéreéasingNddodridge such gaps.
The body needs not only a healthbbgating heart, but also a sound cardiascular system that

nourishes and oxygenatesvery part.

This concernfor pastoral caras also reflected in widespreadanxietythat the young are
inadequatelysupported by thechurches Thelocalchurches arectivelyaware of this, and steps
are being taken to addredke problem It is, howevera downward spiral that iardto reverse;
the comments above about the age profile of our respondents illustrate the probleaooall
graphically Nevertheless,he church body needs t&tay young at heart despite its venerable

age!

The work with families and children illustrates another dilemma. At present tQigasy properly

¢ supported (and subsidised) by the church@helS T2 NB>X (KS o62Ré ySSRa | &l
& (i NHz@hatdznBupportthe musclesas theydevelop;without that firm core the outreach will

falter. So while this work is intended primarily to build up disciple@mijgl needs to be wary of

the trap of focusin@ y & 0 dzY a , thaf ultitn&dlyinéedsuo find ways of feeding back into

the system if theserving andhe witnessing ardo continue. | suspecthat this is partly an issue
of26 Yy SNAKALIT G§KSNB A& | ySSR-pidkag th @fmrhiiméedsimdmit S G2
beingd 3 dzS & hieéokingd B 2 §damearonet al, 2010) from consumingo ministry. Given

the age profiles of the congregations, focus group members and respondents, the claim by Mark
Griffiths(2009)( K+ & GKS OKd2NDK Aa a2yS ISYSNIGA2Yy FTNRY

here.

The challenge, thetbecomes one ofeconciingopenness and flexibility with maintaining the
AyGSaNrRGe 2F 2ySQa FrAGKOD ¢CKAA Aa 2F LI NIAOdZ |
/| KdZNOKE | yR 20K §aht tBeNiBedl £ findl wayd\abhelpirg Bothihose fringe
congregation@nd the more traditional groupings feel that they are part of the same body.
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Thereby the interrelatedness of limbs and organs can be understood and celebktesl, we
need tostrengthenthe tendons and ligaments fulfilling their connective role, s that the body

acts as a single organism and not a disconneb#dhof parts(see Ephesians 4:16)

The three aspects mentioned abogeommunity, pastoral care arfekresh Expressiomgsare all

NBfFGSR G2 aYSSiAy 3andisigidtdfing to thenSagBopriathFasQ NBE | § ¢
exemplifies the classic conundrum faced by rural churchégdresing the needs of a population

that is very diverse in terms of maturity, status, expectations, needs and priarisesially,

intellectuallyand spiritually.Here, the existence of two churches can actually be seen as a:bonus
operatingin a complementary wagnight help with the classic ral problemof over-complicated

service scheduleBarley, 2006b, p. 37 The tradeoff here is to providéreadth without

RAAAALI GAYy3 G22 YdzOK Sy S Nd@e (Wafren) I0BAREBapsitte 6 S G | f
analogy here is atfiessdrive thatbuilds up muscle where it is nded and loses the excefiab

that comes(as one respondent remarketfpm too muchdsitting complacentlyaround and navel

gazing...

This implies a neebloth to know what is requiredand ¢ conversely good information provision

It is clear from the survey that there is a widespread lack of comprehen$iwhat discipleship

6Fra RA&AGAY3IdzA AaKSRX LIS Bripliekbit aldo MK of WSMNEiond YS Y 0 S NA f
about what isactuallyon offer, in terms of activitiegsee Setion5.6.1). The churchegxistto

build up and sustain faith but they alsoneedto listen to the needs and concesnf the

community. Thus) KS 0 2 R & QétenynSeddA@ fdaction adequatetgrryinginformation

out to every componentbut alsoregistering the messagesmingfrom all the sensoryreceptors.

Finally, of course, none of these systems is of anywsgsoeverif the body ceases breathing!
One danger of this sort ainalyticalexercise might be eesultingoverreliance on human

resources We need to remember that this bodyike each of us individuallyis (or ought to be)
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involved incarryingoud 2 RA&A a A 2y Ay GKS 62NIRZ YR ¢A0K?2dzi

(ruach), that willjust not happen.

Bringingall these thoughts togetherhe final chapter draws some conclusions and attempts to

point the way forward.
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Chapter 7 Conclusions

This dissertation pnddessome useful information that will enable the churches and the village to
find constructive ways of moving forward, and may also be of use to other communities wrestling
with similar problems.The biases introduced by the age and gender balances Imeustken into
account, but | am satisfied that the cressction of affiliations and commitment provide a sound

basis for drawing useful conclusions.

The responses to the survey generally indicate a positive attitude towards the presence and
activitiesof the churches; perhaps this should act as an encouragement that prevents Christians
from being apologetic (in the sedfieprecatory sense) about their presence and their beliefs. This
village is almost certainly not representative of Britain as a whdlés culturally and ethnically

far too homogeneous but both the numbers and the comments generated by this survey
indicate a general consensus that the contribution of the churches is seen as constructive.
Antagonism does not appear to be a major devh ¢ although indifference or apathy may well

bel

There is also no suggestion that the increasingperation between the churches is regarded as
Fy@OiKAY3 20KSNI GKIy &l arefemedargelKth sfyes abworskigkéhd T S ¢
this beas out the anecdotal evidence (and, indeed, the findings of the work on rural ministry

cited earlief). | suggest that here, agaicpmmunicationis the keyto tolerance andhe

avoidance of misunderstandingee(Cole, Fice, & Rolph, 2009, p. 29)

Within the contextof Spiritled ministry and missiqrthe results and reflectiongivenabove imply
that the churches need to be cleayed about how well they are seen to be living out their

Christian missional vocation of being the Body of Christ in the village.

® See, for instance, therork of Allen(2004) Barley (2006b), Bedt al.(2009), Francis (1996), Gaze (2006),
Martineauet al.(2004), Russell (1996) and tRaith in the Countrysideeport(The Archbishops'
Commission on Rural Areas, 1990)
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The areas of concern to members of the commu(sge Sectio®.7.1) can be summarised as

1. Working at the heart of the communitp F 2 G SNJ I aSyaS 2 Finano St 2y 3A
inclusive and welcoming mann¢iormally, through services, but algogeneraissharing
of talents and resourcés

2. Expressing thisense ofChristian community and ministry in service and pastoral care for
others, particularly those in especial need;

3. Providingmeaningfulchannels foispirituality that cater for a wide range of needs and
methods of expression, that are nevertheless understood as being part of an
interdependentkoinonig andthat relate back to a core structure that is faithful to its
roots;

4. Providing appropriate careuglance and nurture for the young and their families.

5. Building upg within all age groups faith andbelief, together witha truer understanding
of ministry, discipleshipand Christian ethics and commitmethat goes beyond mere

church attendance

Thesed NA Yy 3 dza FdzZ f OANDES oF O]l (2 (GKS FTADSS adal N) &
document:é‘ell, Teach, Tend, Transfoand Treasuré (The Archbishops' Council, 2004; Gaze,

2006) The key taneetingall theseneeds however Jies in communicatiog ¢ G St & & SF YR ¢

seem toimply communication outwardsut we will neitherfulfil those task®ffectively, nor

G 0 SoydRG NB I withdivd dnless we listefirstt to God, and to other peopléColeet al.,

2009, p. 36)Only thencanl £ £ G KSaS | OGA2ya ¢ 2bddhoulsavasind KSNJ G 2

our surroundings as we seek to be an incarnational church serving an incarnational God

So we may need to challenge both our own perceptions of who weaareell as th
preconceptionf others dist as the early Christians were challenged by St Paul to embrace
those who came t&hristianfaith from other cultures, we may need to recognise andfoont

any hidderfear of outsiders and our own sgifotectiveness.Nevertheless, | believe, rising to
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these challenges may be truly transformatiue seeking texpresgheir faith in ways that are
relevant to those around them, Christians may actually fivat it becomesmore relevant in their

own lives also.

7.1 Looking to the future
Qurrent andplannedactivitieswill therefore need to be carefully assessed:
1 Are they part of what the churchesightto be doing or are there other things thahey
should befocusing orinstead?
1 Secondly, is it practicable (within resource constraints) to do tietif
1 To what extentare they actually being done alred@ly
1 Are there ways ofdoing them bette€?

1 Is it possible to make people better aware of what is actually available?

The esults given here have already been discussed with the ACCORD Group, and will be taken in
summary form to the Anglican PCC and the Methodist CouAgiarishd 6 @ ¢6SS{1 Sy Ré 010 2
which both Methodists and members from ahchurches in the benefice are invited) is to be

held later in the year, and the survey via# available tdelpwith future planning.

In addition, & already mentioned, it would be possible to build on $ieveyresults, either by

expanding the sampl@or instance to include younger age groupsd/or parens of children) or

by subjecting thexistingresponse4o more detailed analysis andasscorrelationusing,

perhaps, software such as NVivo 8, as was done in the JIC §0olegt al, 2009) Consulting

the Local Strategic Partnership and undertaking a skills é0dalke, 20063 NJ a1 S| f 6§ K& / KdzN
assessmenfWarren, 1994)night also help provide supplementary informatioffhe Chuch

UrbanFund also provides atoolki 2 NJ  adS&aaAiAy3 | OKdzZNOKQa O2y (NG

(http://www.cuf.org.uk/act/resourcesprojects/communityvaluetoolkit); there seems no reason

why these toolscould not be used jointlpy both churches
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In many ways, however, the underlying questions are not really about ecumenisntdheail are

really concerned with dealing with differenc@erhaps the comment of omespondent, that the

OKdzZNOKSa aK2dzZ R 06S LINPGARAY3I a4l NRBfS Y2RSt T2NJ

(e

LINBEaSyoOS KFd OFy ao6S / KNARatuQa 02Ré& 2(Fod 29SS (2

et al, 2009, pp. 30, 31)We thus returnbetter informed, toaddresshe task withwhich we
sarted¢namely G KS ! / / hw5 DNRndgsiidad GAaAz2y

To nurture a serving, witnessing, worshipping and transforming Christian community
in Aldbourne, celebrating both our diversity and our unitgmnist.

Ly GKAa ¢gle& ¢S OFy Fdzf FAE / KNR&aGQa O2YYAaaizyy

G!&a @2dzZ CFEGKSNE | NB AY YS IthfaRtheymdyyY Ay &2 dz
become completely one, so that the world may know that you have sent me and have
f20SR GKSY S@Sy +a &2dz KI gSIohnZABEIR3 YS dé

It isthus my hope tht the work describedhere will hep in some small wain reaching the
objectives ofpractical theology referred to at the start of this documé@raham, 1996, p. 10)

Then unified diversityAvis, 2010bgan be true cause for celebration.

Thus it is perhaps fitig to end this study of ecumenical action with the words of a Roman
Catholic poefpriest:

GLORY be to God for dappled things

For skies of coupleolour as a brinded cow;

For rosemoles all in stipple upon trout that swim;
Freshfirecoal chestnuffalls; T A Yy OKSa Q gAy3IaT
Landscape plotted and piecedold, fallow, and plough;
And all trades, their gear and tackle and trim.

All things counter, original, spare, strange;

Whatever is fickle, freckled (who knows how?)

With swift, slow; sweet, sour; adazzlendi

He fathersforth whose beauty is past change:

Praise him.

Gerard Manley Hopkins
(Hopkins, 1953)

[21,839words]
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Appendix A: ACCORD Group Vision Statement December 2009

G!a @2dzx CFGKSNE NS AY YS YR L Y Ay @&2dz
become completely one, so that the world may know that you have sent me and
KFIoS t20SR GKSY S@Sy | a e2bnkn2833 t 2SR YSdé

oFor as in one body we have manymieers, and not all the members have the
same function, so we, who are many, are one body in Christ, and individually we
are members, one of anothér. | Cor. 12:12

Our Vision:

1 To nurture a serving, witnessing, worshipping and transforming Christiamunity in

Aldbourne, celebrating both our diversity and our unity in Christ.

Our Objectives:

T ¢2 SELX2NB yS6 ARSIHAE yR (2 SyO02dz2N»y 38 4ot dzS
9 To identify and facilitate or implement actions and projects that will allow both the present
congregations and others to share more widely in Christian worship and ministry;

T¢2 SELX2NB GKS LRaaroAftAle 2F KIQGAy3a | ad2YYy
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Appendix B: Methodism, Ministry and Mission

In this study for a College portfolip | attempted to trace the interrelationship between
Anglicanism and Methodisnboth in a historical context and in my local setting. | also considered
my own faith history and churchmanship in light of these findings, and endeastda discover

how | might be able to play a part in healing the wounds in the body of Christ caused by divisions
between different groups of his followers in my home village. This Appendix contains a summary

of my findings.

Brian McLarerfMcLaren, 2004pp. 242243)talks of one of the strengths of Methodism as lying
AY GKSANI NBtAFYyOS 2y Of2aSteée (yAd aOfraaSaés .
is always someone one step higher to give a hand, and someone one step below, neealirty a h
up too, on the journey on which they are all engaged. Perhaps, he says, we needidooner
this ethos of emphasising the value of
GoddayYlff INRdAzLIAT ALIANRGAZ £ FNASYREA 6K2 gACf
addzLILJ2 NI ddd Al ¢ Ad, fealizhy thit dapidin Mselfl i D kindlJ&F 2 LJ
ordination to ministry and the purpose of discipleship is to train and deploy everyday
apostles... it will see discipleship as the process of reaching ahead with one hand to
find the hand of a mentor a few gbs up the hill, while reaching back with the other
to help the next brother or sister in line who is also on the upward path of

RA & OA LOAcBasiek, RAOK, pp. 24BA7)

He(ibid., p. 234 ff.)sees the strength of Anglicanism as lying in the constanthdar a balanced

view (theviamediad > Ay fA3IKEG 2F GKS F2dzNJ GLIATEF NBE 2F
with a resulting capacity to live with dynamic tension and compromise/tolerance (what Alan

Bartlett (2007)OF t £ & & LI & .aSbraeffdcénSconirdvdrsiey raag seém to give the lie

to this; nevertheless, one of the glories of the Anglican Church is the richness of its diversity. As

we have seen above, Wesley too, as an Anglican himself, gave due respect to all four of the pillars
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(Tabraham, 1995, pp. 16, ff30 a shared process of discernment should enrich us all. McLaren
also mentions the value that Anglicans place on liturgy (of whatever churchmanship), so this is
perhaps something that they have to contribute to any sharearship ¢ without, of course,

assuming that they have all the answers.

| believe that there are actually very few doctrinal issues that could cause problems in the local
context (whatever may be the case in the larger irdenominational negotiations). €hltheology

of the Episcopate (with implications for ordained ministry generally) seems to be the main
stickingpoint in current negotiations The practical realities of types and styles of worship are far

more likely to be points of difficulty.

Avis(2004,p.5)F a1 ayY dal 2¢ OlFy 6S o0SIFN NHzS gAlySaa G2
dzyt Saa ¢S OlFy | OOSI1096,5y238) KiyiSYKBEK {2 QRWB YA RS |y
have to abandon adversariality for convergence. We have to be ready both tgehand to

respect others as they are. We have to see that we may have been wrong and acknowledge that
others have been right. We have to trust one another and take risks with our own ecclesial
ARSYUGAGASa® 2S YI @& KI @Somptidg, whigh nday i8k¢ usib@ywhiers,S | 2 f
and at the same time work patiently with the existing structures so as to learn how to share

IKSY®E

The Wesleys originally envisaged a kind of synergy whereby both Methodist and Anglicargs could
together ¢ preach the @spel of Christ in appropriate ways, and serve all those to whom they are

called to minister. The churches today have to strive to provide care and worship opportunities
GKFG YSSO GKS ySSRa 2F GKS LIS2LX S dAey(baibkAa 3IS

ordained Anglican clergy) sought to do in their own day.
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Appendix C: Questionnaire

Ripon College Cuddesdon

MA Dissertation Project:

Survey of the shared activities of the Churches Together in
Aldbourne, undertaken in conjunction with the ACCORD Group
of the Aldbourne Churches Together

This survey is being undertaken as part of an MA project at Oxford Brookes University, by Sue
Rodd, the Assistant Curate in the Whitton Team Benefice (which includes Aldpolhe

guestions have been triggered by the ACCORD Group, which works on behalf of the Anglican and
Methodist churches in promoting ecumenical (united) Christian activity in the vilRigase note

that the questions relate to activities that the chnghes undertake together, they are thus not
concerned withaspects like servicesr pastoral care that that are undertakeseparately,

within either the Anglicanparish or the Chapel congregation.

Thank you for agreeing to take part!

1 The information wilalso be used in the preparation of an academic dissertatiowill
also be made available to the churches in Aldbouamglwithin the Whitton Team
Benefice and the MarlborougBection of the Swindollethodist Circuit. Feedback to
the village will beprovided via theDabchickand the Aldbourne website.

1 No confidential informatiorwill be included in any reports, amh-one will be identifiable
by name in the presented results. Anyone who might be identifiable by role (for example,
Stewards olChurchwardens) will have this made clear to them.

1 The requirements of the Data Protection Act will be adhered to-oh®under the age of
16 will be approachedTK S OKdzZNOKSaQ / KAfR tNRPGSOlAZ2Y
Salisbury) will be adhed to.

1 By completing the questionnaire, you agree that the information that you pravidg be
used in the final products of the research, including written and oral presentations.
However, you ardree to decide not to submit a completed questionnaiséthout

needing to justifythat decision and without prejudice.

Thank you for your help!
The Revd Sue Rodd

Assistant Curate, Whitton Team
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1. We need to know how aware people are of the various shared activitiéshe churchesover the past five years
are valued, and whether they areegardedas beingcurrently effectively done.

(a) Church activities in the community

. We also need to knavhether they

Activity

Please rate your awareness of, afhor
involvement in, the followingshared activities
of the churches in the villag in the past five
years. (Tck the most appropriate bofor each

Please also rate their contribution to
the life of the village.

F2N) aeSag

or leave blank if unsure.)

6¢ A0

| have
been
actively
involved

| have
attended/
benefited
from

| am
aware of

| am not
aware of

Does this add to
the life of the
village?

&

Is it currently
being effective
ly done(say, in
the past yeary

Any particular comnents?
(Please add specific comments
if you wishto)

Churches Together Fete

Welcome packs

Street stewards

Carnival float

Singles lunches

Coffee Mornings

Carol singing by the pond

Crib by the pond

Foundation(SchoolGovernors

Shared pastoral care

GhyS 22 NEIenchesS 3

Church barbecues

GwWARS 9 {GNARS

Church outreach group

Easter/Christmas leaflets

Concern with local social issue
(e.g.,sheltered housing

Dabchick contributions

Christian presence in the villag

Providing venues/resources

for non-church activities

93




(b) Church activities for young people

Activity

Pleaserate your awareness of, andr
involvement in, the followingsharedactivities
of the churches in the villag in the past five
years. (Tck the most appropriate bofor each

Please also rate their contribution to
the life of the village.

6¢A 0]

ONRIAEE F 2N

or leave blank if unsure.)

Any particular comments?
(Please add specific comments

| have | have I am I am not Does this add to Is it currently if you wishto)
been attended/ | aware of | awareof the life of the being effective y
: : . & .
actively benefited village? ly done(say, in
involved | from the past yeary

Messy church

Sparklers preschoolers group

Sunday Club/Zone

Holiday Club

All Stars aftesschool club

Elastic BandRock Solid

(c) Church courses and groups

Activity

Please rate your awareness of, ahor
involvement in, the followingsharedactivities
of the churdes in the villag in the past five
years. (Tck the most appropriate bofor each

Please also rate their contribution to
the life of the village.

F2N) 6eSaé

or leave blank if unsure.)

60¢A O]

Any particular comments?
(Please add specific comments

| have | have I am | am not Does this add to Is it currently if you wishto)
been attended/ | aware of | awareof the life of the being effective y
: : . & .
actively benefited village? ly done (say, in
involved | from the past yeary

Home Groups

EfM study groups

Lent Courses

ACT/ACCORD Group

22vY8yQa CStt2d

Away Weekends

Talks

Spring Harvest
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(d) Worship and prayer

Activity

Please rate your awareness of, ahar
involvement in, the followingsharedactivities
of the churches in the villag in the past five
years. (Tck the most appropriate bofor each

Please also rate their contribution to
the life of the village.
0¢CAO0] F2N aesSag
or leave blank if unsure.)

| have | have | am | am not
been attended/ | aware of | awareof
actively benefited

involved from

Does this add to Is it currently
the life of the being effective
village? ly done(say, in

the past yeary

&

Any particular comments?
(Please add specific comments
if you wishto)

Remembrance Sunday

Carol Service+ Festival choir

Fete Services

Carnival Services

Christingle

Community Services

Palm Sundairocession

Covenant Services

Education Sunday

Prayer chain

PrayerWeekfor Christian Unity

22YSyQa 22NIR

United News Sheets

Good Fridayy the Pond

lumin8or Tai2 services

Seder/Maundy Thursday

Crib service

Prayer meetings for special
needs

Posada

Other wnited services
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2. What other activities could/should the churches be undertaking togethdiis could include things that havgappened in the past, that no longer take place.)

3. Are there activities that are currently beindgone together that might be better done separately? Why?*

4. Do the churches have a role to play in the village? If yebatdo you see as thiesharedrole and purpose?

5. Any other comments or suggestions as to how the churches could respond to tamsds>

* Please write on the back of the pag® add extra papeif you need more space, clearly numbering the responses to the different questions.
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6. In order to help us get the views of a balanced sample of the village community, it would help ifcgold provide us with the following information.
(Please ick all appropriate categorieon this page

(@) Gender: Male Female (b) Age: 16¢20 | 21¢39 | 40¢59 60+
(c)Number in L 5 3 4 . . (d) Number in | Preschool Primary School Secondary School/College
>
household: household
o|1(2|3|>3/]0|1|2|3|>3|]0)|1]| 2] 3]|-=>3
under 18::
(e) Attendance over the past year
(i) (Tick one box per line) (ii) (Tick all that apply)
Occasion For normal For united For festlva_lc{e.g., Forba_lptlsms, For c_)ther special
Regularly Never . . EasterChristmas, weddings or | services, e.g.,
ally Sunday Serviceq services
harvest, ...) funerals Remenbrance

The Methodist Chapel

{G aAOKI St Qa

United worship elsewhere ir
the village (e.g., the Green)

Another Christian Church

Worship of another faith

I would describe myself afollows (Tick all that apply)

A member of another denomination A member of another faith

(please specify (pleasespecify ) Spiritual but not

- I have no religion
religious

Christian | Anglican Methodist

Thank you so much!! Please return thisformtothef R6o 2 dzNy' S t 240G h ¥ FA OSk a S i K% Robrioh the 8kDedeldbdex { ((Numbe® RDFS f 0 &
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Appendix D: Questionnaire distribution and collection

Collector Forms taken Forms returned

A 16 15

B 13 8

C 8 6

D 12 10

E 8 0 (illness)

F 8 7

G 8 7

H 8 7

I 8 5

J 8 0

K 8 8

L 8 0 (illness)

M 8 2 (bereavement)

N 8 7

(©) 8 5

P 8 4

Q 8 6

R 8 7

S 8 3

T 8 3

U 8 4

\Y 8 8

w 8 0

X 1 0

Y 8 5

Z 8 5

Chapel (unallocated) 10 4

Church (unallocated) 20 2

PO (unallocated) 6 0

Library (unallocated) 6 1

Website Unlimited 1

Subtotals 218 allocated 136 (132 + 4 multiple

entries: 62%)

42 unallocated 7 (16.5%)
website 1

Totals 260 + website 144 (55%)
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Appendix E: Further affiliation tables

47
23
5
I
Christian Christian Christian Christian Christian
Anglican Anglican Methodist Methodist
Spiritual Another
denomination

Figure26: Affiliation "Christian" (total 77, i.e., 50%)

23
16
5
3
I L
Methodist Christian and Spiritual and Christian and 1
Methodist Methodist  Methodist

and Another

Denomination Anglican  Christian and Spiritual and

Anglican  Christian and

Anglican

Figure27: Affiliation "Methodist" (total 10, i.e., 7%) Figure28: Affiliation "Anglicart (total 40, i.e.,28%)
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i

8
I 1 1 1 1
L . |

Spiritual

Christian Christian ~ Methodist Spiritual  Spiritual No
Spiritual Anglican Spiritual Another religion
Spiritual denomination

Figure29: Affiliation " Spiritual' (total 23, i.e.,16%)
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