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ABSTRACT

Reading the Bible Outside the Church: A Case Study
By David George Ford

Biblical studies and theologg ave been i mpacted by the #fAtur

theory, and scholarsare now more aware of the significancef the readern the adwity of

Bible reading(Davies, 2013) However, most othe research exploring Bible readenss
concentrated oactive members of faith communitiégillage, 2007; Rogers, 200%trhan,
2013 and University staf{Clines, 1995Hull, 2001; Pyper, 2006 In Britain, thhose outside
of the churchandthe academy are missirigpm this researchthat is,the majoity of the

population

This thesis considereow peoplewho are not regular Bible readers might read five biblical
texts In particular | focus on me as the cohort oBritish society least likely to read the
Bible (Field, 2014)Ten months of fieldwork was undertakana Chemical Industrial Plant
in North WestEngland where 20 me read through fivébiblical texts Using annotation,
guestionnairesind interviewd examinedhow the textswere readThe data which emerged
showsthat theme n 6 s r e | a tthe fiva Bilicalgexts shapedhheir readings of those
texts.By Ar el at i mincipatlyrgietringko tha associationgevoked in a reder as

they come to a text.

| argue for thisrelational readingpracticein three ways. First, usingouise Rosenblait s
transactional theory of readirf@995 [1938]; 1994 [1978R005 | suggesthatthesereades

andtexts are not unonnected entitiebut exist within the same dynamic system reader
brings all that they are to text and theaspects oéachreaderconsiderednost salient to the

anticipatedreadingassume an influentiable in the reading transactiorGecond,under the

headingsiefnegpo fAidentity, 0 amplesframundea8ed and

study to illustrate this practic& heseexplorethe various ways in which thraen shaped thre

readings, indeed typically dominated them, as reading the texts reaffirmed their relationship
with them.Third, however | also note a few occasions when the texts stimulated the reader
into an atypical reading. T hship witle theatéxts eamdg e d

further demonstrates the relationatura of these readings, one involving both parties

t
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INTRODUCTION: The Relational Nature of Reading

Sam was sitting at his desk surround®d papes.! Aged 24 he is one of the younger
enginers at the Chemical Industriflant and clearly enjoys his job. He is a ¢Wanical
Engineerand the papers on his desk seem toragvithgs for new pipe work. Theldht has

been running for over 60 years and it requires constant redevelopment as the demands upon it
change It is locatedin North WestEngland, an area with a long industrial heritage, and
perhaps for this reason Sam is typical of the men who work here, most of whom are white,

British and raised in the local area.

| had been visiting thel&ntfor six months and wastroduced to Sanfiour weeks ago. | was

a researcher with a rather unusual research projegs lexploring howmen who neither

read the Bible nowent to church regularlynightread the Bible; anoh this Chemical Rnt |

had foundsuch menTheseweremenwho typically had littleinterestin religion or the Bible,

but wee willing to help by givingup five of their lunchtimes to read through five different

biblical texts, sharing their reejs with me. Sam was one of isenen for he did not own a
Bible,andhadne ver regul arly read it or gone to chu
2011 Census of England and Wales, but that wasubeche was christened as a béaby,
reflecting Abby Dayd s i dienaa tomihalismo® In this project thoughSam descibed

hi msel f as MAnodtbuat fAallli ghtel ygispug, tual 06 bece

somet hing* out there.o

I Most of the 20 participants waved their right of anonymity and ctwbeidentified with their readings.

However two used a pseudonym dhcee chaged their name for this thesie ago avoid confusion by the

presence of multiple men with the samstfiname.

2 Elizabeth Arweck (2013) has also noted this simultaneous combining of a Christian identity (linked to having

been christened) with a ngomactising, disbelieving or nonreligious ohe her case it was with 1B6 year old

school pupils in the Uted Kingdom.

3Thisi s fian ascribed identity they believe was conferre
often in | at eDay,2001fpel82)unti | askedod (

“The |l abel dAspiritual but not rlednard) 2001y FRulter, 2081; Marlee whi c h
& Hadaway, 2002; Tacey, 2004; Hee&asVoodhead, 2005; King, 2008eaman & Beyer, 2013ror

example, David Hay and Kate Hunt undertook focus group research amongst British adults who did not
regularly goto churchinrod er t o expl ore their sense aéscriptipn, ri tual it
Hay and Hunt point out that the commonest explanati on
conviction that there i bk mocase siay threemfghe 2Orparticipaditectl( 2000, p.
identifiad &wsthopIamiEtbadn angl Zaolakdewever, on analysis of the data no distinctive
gualities could be seen in these three menés readings

1



| was due to interview Sanfior over the past two weeks he had read through the different
Bible passages | had given him, annotatthgem with his thoughts and compig a
guestionnaire on eacfioday was an opportunity for Sam to talk about the Bible passages
and add any concluding remarks. It was also my chance to raise some of my own questions

about his reading of the texts, for settmng had caught my eye.

In the questionnaire which accompanied each text, the reader was asked if he thought the
passage had a message, and if so what wag/h@n asked this for Proverbs 11, Sam
wrote®

fiBasically work hard, be good, be godigdayou will live well and prosper, or be

0 wi clezg @@ bad and you will fadl

For 2 Samuel 5:125 he wrote:
fiThe message i s t &l@atkinghaadvtheteford lsdregi®e was good

anyone who opposed it was bad.

For Matthew 18:2435 he wote:
iFor gi ve or be gndidorite pedt 6t orbar etbdgi ven i

For Psalm 88 he wrote:

fiDo as god says or you will suffér

And finally having read 2 John he simply wrote:
ALove god or you are evil .o

In threeout of thefive tex t s , Samés thefprinwaic answet: B K areY dwill
happen. In the twadexts where this did nobccu (2 Sanuel 5:17-25 and 2 Johj) Sa mo s
repliesecho thaf or mul a. I br ou diddttent®oa dudngur mtenvsew ands t o

this was higesponse.

Sam: Yeh they are all pretty similar arenot

5 See Appendix F for a copy of this questionnaire.

51n accordance with accepted practice (Winston, 2012, p. 125), throughout this thesis | will present quotes from

the participants as they were written or spoken, so for instance at times God appearspithtagd A G, 0 whi |
other times with a small #Ag. o0



David: Yeh, both in terms of, kind of directi

something em, thoughts?

Sam Em, | s up p daheeiewtohttze Bibls | have dvall is, be godly
anddoas@d says or you, or you wonot pro
you. So | suppose, yeh, without think
time.

Samés reading of the five biblicdlvieextos wd:
Bi bleo for it was that vi ewndwasircthrn redffianpde d h o\
by hisr eading of the texts. Sam understood the
says or you, oyjouw o n 6t p r o sagatian @f thés message wawhat he noted in

every text and so confiirmedhi s vi ew t hat the Bible had su
readings wee not unique, for in differentvays, but consistely throughait this project, |

found that what these readers associated thihtexts significantly shaped their reading of

them. In other words, the type of relationship which the reader had with the texts informed

the subsequent reading transadiofihis phenomenon highlightthe significance and

influence of the reader in thact of readirg, something thais known as readeesponse

criticism. In this thesis | drawpon one particular readegsponse theory, the transactional

theory of reading (Rosenblatt, 1995 [1938]; 199478]; 2005)’ to explore and explain the

readings which Sam artde other menindertook.

Overview of Thesis
The catalyst for this study was a research question: How would a British person, who does

not regularly read the Bibl@r go to church read the BibleAs a question it is one which
builds upon readeresponsecriticism but also draws heavily frorhiblical studies and
theology, where the role of reBible readers has beaonsidered. Much of this research
howeverhas focused upon those who are regtldole readergVillage, 2007; Lawrence,
2009; Jennings, 201 Francis, 2012; Rogers, 20134)13b;Todd, 2013. Those who have

been excluded from this research are those who rarely if ever read the Bible, and in Britain

“In my intext referencing, | only provide the date of the edition | am referring to unless it is important to
highlight the original date of publication.



that is the majority of the populatidfield, 2014; Theos, 2012 particulr, because men
arethe cohort of society least likely to read the Bible (Field, 20l#)cus on them

Forthisreason,;n use of t hdephheas €hheoamdrsdoodstchrefar tod
the cohort of British societwho donot regularly read the Bibleor go to churchin using

this phrase bBm not principally concerned with the geographical location where the Bible is
read, such aarestauran{Bielo, 200D, pp. 47-72), apub (Lawrencg2009, p. 60-73), or in

my case a Chemical Industrial Plaatthough this will be considered in paKxeither am |

exclusivelyreferringtot hose who i dedtiigiyyuasa® fhere,- 2014)

converted (Wright, Giovanelli, Doan & Edward3,0 1 1) , al though the

religious identity will be reflected upoMy def i ni t i o nhuhis comcerried i d e

withactions t hat i s spractice af meithegeing tbchaulchior reading the Bible

regularly.

My attemptto answer the researguestion took me to a Chemicaldustrial Pant and to 20

men there who volunteered to read through five different biblical texts. They were invited to
annotate the text, answer a short questionnaire on their reading of it andsthess the text

in a oneto-one semistructued interview My andysis of that data resulted in the central
finding thatmy participansorelationship with the five biblical texts shaped their readsiag

those texts. By relationship, | am referring tbthht a person is in relation to a particular
text, includingtheir attituds, beliefs, mernaries, expectabns anddentities In other words, a
person brings althat they are to theext anddifferent aspect®f the readewill shape the
reading which dkes face, some informingimor e t han ot her s. Thi s
case, where his belief that the Bible had a particukessage directlghapedhis readings,

whilst the influence ohis natal Christian identity was less notable

This thesis willarguefor this central finding in thresvays. First | ground my finding in
Loui se Rosenbl attds transactional t heory
mechanism behind these readinfgs,Rosenblatt contends that texts and their readers are not
independent entities which come togethrerthe act of reading and awe on potentially
unaffected, nstead they are part of thamse dynamic matrix, eexisting (2005, p. 40).
Rosenblattdés focus 1 s upon tihthe actéraadiegbuta n d
| highlight the preexisting nature of this eexistenceln my case, the meexisted within a

matrix in whichthe Bible and Christianitycould also be found, and the nature of tloew

4
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existence became clear as they read the five,téotts t i nformed the sens:e
which arose (Roswlatt, 1994 p. 11)

Rosenblatturtherargues that a reader brings all that they are to a text. She writes:

If we think of the total literary transaction, we must recognize that the reader
brings b or adds to the nonverbal or sepiysical setting higsic] whole past
experience of life and literature. Higsic] memories, his[sic] present
preoccupations, higsic] sense of values, hifsic] aspirations, enter into a
relationship with the tex{1994 p. 81)

From all of these memories, preoccugas, sense of values and aspiratiangader decides
which are of most relevance to the text. This is what William James dallece | ect i v e
attenti o®W]) ahd wa8 somdthing Rosenblatt incaogied inb her theory of

reading, for she argued

It became possible to show that the text stirred up, brought into the stream (of
consciousness), a complex welter of sensa
attentiono br i ng scentepoimtentoh andhpushésothersnintoo t h e
the background or ignores them. (2005, p. xxv)

Those elements that have been selected then play a greater role in shaping the subsequent

reading which takes place.

Second, havingrrounded the central finding from my case study in the transactional theory

of reading | then pres¢ four different ways in whichmy readesorelationshig with the texts

shaped their readigs of those textsUs i ng t he headi ngs:f afitetxipteurdiee n
and dAbeliefo | explore the influence of the
Moreover, in each of these cadbg reader is seen to assume a dominant position when
reading the texts, resulting in their relationshighwthe textsbeing reaffirmed bytheir

readng as I s seen in Samds case.

Thethird part of my argumerfurther evideoes my central claim bgemonstrating hova

text is able to stimulate a reader into an unexpected reading, one which is shdpedibgs

5



not conform tq their prior relationship with the text. In other words, their experiences, beliefs
or identityinformed their reading but wamt reaffirmedoy it. In this waythese readers were
seen to have a wmdlonship with these texts, one which gbd tle readings and often
reaffirmedt h e r e aedigimg@isgposifion,dut not always.

To this end the first half of thethesis charts the formation and refinement of my research
guestion, along with the designing and lempenting of the researciihe £cond halfthen
argues for my central findingy theorizing whatdok place an@videncing it througla series

of examplesTheseexamples not only demonstrate the veracity of myreé claim butalso
nuance or challengieve different assumptions regangj Bible reading which can be seen in

the academic or Christian worl@hese assumptions are:

1. That the geographical conteftreading significantly informs the reading.

2. That there is a sceptical/accepting binary found in Bible reading and readers.
3. That the Bible is no longer viewed as a book of power in the West.

4. That the Bible is a book of power able to transform the reader.

5. That the text cannot stimulate a reader to amgdueyondheir assumptions.

The second half of the thesis theref@iso engages with thesaibthenes, each being
addressed when the relevant data is engaged with

The Readers and the Reading Site
Crucially though, it is the readings of 20 particular men which has entd@dgurodution of

this thesislt is thereforeappropriate to briefly mentiorach of thentor they are athe heart
of this project Chapter 2will consider in more depth my sampling approach and criteria, but
for the present it is sufficient to note that all ofgsk men were white, British and did not read

the Biblg or go to church (or take part in a religious activity) a regular basfs.

Andy K is a 26 year ol d wel der, motor bi ke e

in this project.

8Throughout this t he sontlydrmoreoftenias ie apmrhoa practice i religieus n ,
surveys Brierley, 20086.



Andy Gis a 49 yenold mechanic. He is aactive Freerason,and for this reasoimentified

as Amoderately religious. o

Anthony is a 59 year old manager and tennis player. He identified as a Christian and

Amoderately religiouso tentedthorchgdr readthe Biblee t i me

Bob is a 61 year old patime manager whavas also completing a computarience degree.

He identified as Aslightly r el i gifelmious.0 as he
Daveisa 44 yearold welderande am | eader for a group tof wel
all religious. o

Derek is a 62 year old welder, former rugby player and the oldest participant in this project.

He identifiedasanepr act i sing catholic and so Amoder at

Ethan isa 40 year old engineer who was working onewv ristillation system for thel&nt.

He was shortlytoremarrand i denti fied as finot at all rel

Gary is a 48 year old utility technician with an interest in psychology. He described himself
as wefil oot a fightero and identified as fAnot

John is a 22 year old manageho enjoys socialising with friends and was the youngest

participant. He identified as fAnot at all re

Matty is a 36 year old scaffolder, rugby league & was very family orientated. In this

project he identified as Anot at all religio

Mick is a 30 year old scaffolder who enjoys carp fishing. His wife was shortly due to give
birth to their first child and he identified

Paulis a 36 year old scafier who playsyolf and at théime was trying to sell his house. He
described himselfasangnr act i si ng catholic and identifie



Peter is a 56 year old electrician who had had a varied caredr inbiaded coalminingHe

identified as Anot at all religious. o

Phil is a 48 year old electrician who a year ago stopped riding motorbikes in favour of

playing gol f. He identified as fdAslightly rel

Richie is a 46/ear old mechanic and keen rugby league fan. He described himself as a lapsed
catholic and identified as fislightly religio

Sam is the24 year old engineewhom | introduced at the start of this chapter. édg@ys

playing football, lives with hispamésand dent i fi ed as finot at all r

Stewart is a 41 year old welder who found that work and family consumed most of his time.

He was unwell for three weeks during the pro

Tony is a 55/ear oldengireer and had worked at théaRt for 20years. He described himself
as a Catholic and attendetiurch every five or six week$pr that reason he identified as

Amoderately religious. 0

Victor is a 31 year old scaffolder who had been a delivery driver fgea& before that. He

identified as Anot at all religious. o

Zadok is a 59 year old utilittechnician who was heading towards retirement. He was very
contented with |ife and identified as finot a

Th e s e neaalings ef five biblicatextsmake up the substance tbis thesis. However]
am the one who designed the project, askedhieir assistancenalysed the data and wrote
thethesis. | do not consider myself to &e objectiveoutsider rather | am digure within this
researclproject and although this will be considered later the present a brief descriptor

should suffice:



David is a 37 year old PhD student who previously worked as a Physiotherapist. In this

projecthei denti fied a% fAvery religious. o

| spent from Octohe2012 to July 2013 ahe Chemical Industriall&ént where these 20 men
worked. As a location it was one foreign to me, having its owrsdrede and culturé.had

to wear a hardhat and safety glasses on mipst dnd was not allowed to visit the Plant
unaccompanied until I had completed an induction proddssre were some buildings which
could only be entered with a security swipe card and otiwhish were prefabricated
portacabins without running watetowever, the architecture of th@lant was itsmost
striking feature;steel towers and miles of pipes which to an untrained eyed |dikesc

maze of spaghetti. Thednt had opened in 1946 anédsume its location, cloge a river

and a now unused railway track, indicates that it was of some importance. Nowadays the site
is principally owned by two global Chemical companies and its products are used in
household goods such as fabric detergent. Over 200 men work aatiierl are employed

by one or other of the two main companigor one of the smaller firms which is
subcontrated there All of my participants had their own base, be that ditefor a staff

room, which theyshared with the rest of their team. Eachh&fse small teams had their own
sense of identity and atmosphere. Some groups were noisy and the room was filled with
bante, whilst others were quietem some settings | was usually offered a cup of coffee but
not in others. It was at lunchtirsein the® staff rooms that these participants individually

read though and commented on the fivéb® passages.

Overview of Chapters
What was produced in those lunchtimes now makes up this thisi€hapers which follow

have not been set out to conform ty ane preestablishedtructure advocated by qualitative
researchers. For examplridith Bell (20055suggests that having highlighted the aims of the
study, a literature review followsthen a methodology chapter, a results chapter and an
analysis and daussion chapter, befora conclusion John Swinton and Harriet Maw

suggest a different approachne informed by Practical Theology and Action Research

Popul arly, some Christians do not identify as #dArelig
Godds favour by wunder t askeading thesBible orpnaying. instead, thal desariies , s u c h

themselves as having a firelationship with God/ Jesus, ¢

and further develop, this relationshi p20l0)bakvore xampl e s
Jesus Less Religion: Moving from Rules to Relationdfijpselfi dent i f ying as fAvery relig
description | was given by my participants, that of b
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(2006) They advocat¢he following first, identifying a contextrequring reflection; second,
invesigating it usng qualitative methods; thirdeflecting on the results of the investigation
from a theological perspectivandfourth, creatinga revised practicé his fourfold structure
then shapes the subsequent written reponty case, aware dhe qualitative methodology
which | assume and its emphasis on transparency, | adupteda chronologicaland
thematic approacto my chapters. Thishould not only result in a coherent thesis &lgb
allows forthe inductive naturef my project andthe operendedness which that brings,
inform the thesissomethingootentiallylost in the adoptionf a pre-establishedramework

Chapter lprimarily deals with thgorompts andformation of my research questiohow

would a British person, who doe®t regularly read the Bibléor go to church read the
Bible? | begin by considering he #Aturn to the readero in | it
the Bible reader has aldmeen studied withirbiblical studies and theologyn doing so |
highlight tha most of the work undertaken so far has focused upon regular Bible readers and
as a consequence the majority of the British population have been excluded from this
enquiry. Three lesser known pieces of research are considéaedonald, 20072009; Le

Grys, 2010; Webster, 2015yhich all involvedsome participants whoould be labelled
Aoutsi dar ¢ heo C(i n notrhgalar Bibldreaglerewauradgoers). These
studies explad howselected biblical textsvere engaged withbut due to the particular
objectives of each studypone directly consideretiow the passagewere being read

demonstratinghe reed for my own research.

Chagper 2 considers the methodological underpitgs which | build upon, arguing for a
qualitative casetsdy. It also addresses two issues wtiiafther refine myresearch enquiry.
First,in light of my focus upon nenegular Bible readers anmbting thatmen are leskkely

to read the Bible thawomen (Field, 2014; Christiand’earch, 2011), | decide limit my
selection tomen. Second, it seemed unlikely that men who were not regular Bible readers
would be willing to read the entire Bible, so | chose five biblical texts which | would ask
them to read. This was the maximum number of texts | thought | ¢odldde without
negatively affecting how many men would be willing to participate. In this way then a broad
research question waefined to ask: How would a British man, who does not regularly read
the Bible(or go to church)read five biblical texts?
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Chapter 3hen documents how | wmeabout answering thiguestion. | begin by reflecting on
my own identity and position within this researatr, it would influencehe readings the men
would undertake. | then trace the decisiomssume mixed method pproach utilizinghree
different research tools: annotati questionnaire and interview. | recotim experience of
undertaking the pilot studgnd how it informedhe subsequentfieldwork. The chapter ends
by describing thdieldwork andsubsequentlata analysis which took plack this way the
first half of mythesis provides a platform upevhich my presentation and discussion of the
findings is situated.

Chapter 4is the first of fivechapters whichdeal directlywith the firdings from mycase

s udy . I first present Rosenblattds transact
which a reader o6s relationshi p (Resemblatt, 2005t xt s h
30). Having done so, | then give a workingaenple of this theoryoy exploring howa

reaker 6s prior exper i enc d@ave is arasentad as|sdmeadne who r r e
directly linked his bitter reading of the texts to his upbringing. In order to consider his
readings in more depth, insights from the fields of Bikleeption and social psychology are

brought into conversation with his readings Gar y 6 s d estofathehfieedbiblicaé a d i n g
texts arethen consideredfor once again his prior religisuexperiences shaped them

Matt hew RE60O07)ethnkgeaphy of @ommunity of Christiansvho have rejected the

Bible, the Masowe weChishanu Church,iscamdwt h Gar y 6 s .fMhesjchamer i on o
thereforecontains the first strand of my argument thaa the r eader s 6 theel at i o
five biblical texts shapetheir reading of those texts by recountingow the trasactional

theory of readingexplairs this phenomenorMoreover, it then provides the firsif four

exampls which form the second strand of my argument. In particular, this chapter

demonstratekowa r eader 6 s pr shape tharxepding of atext, e s c an

Chapter5 explores two otheraspectsof a e ader 6 s r led text Frsh incorsideps wi t
the role of the readero6s religious id@entity
John, an atheist, and Anthony, a Shan, both of whose readings reend only informed by

their sense ofeligiousidentity, butresuledin a strengthening of that identit@nce again |

draw on insights from social psychology to examine thesécpkat readingsMoreover, he

i mpact upon these readings of the readero6s
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identity or setting, suggests that some social locations are more significant thart®fhess.
troubles an assumption within contexta | Bi bl e reading met hods
geographical location shapes their reading (Riches, 2fittGhe Chemical Industrial contex

was hardly ever linked ttine readings whictook place in it.

However, by noting t he igpusaantyniecoutdebe supposedh e r e
that there are principally two types of readingtheist or Christian, sceptical or accepting.

Indeed a isnilar binary has been promotég somescholars (Davies, 2004; Volf, 2010). The

second half of the chapter addses this assumption by demonstrating the influence of a
reaer 6s attitude towards the texts. Victor ,
aware of the potential to read the texts sce
and acepting eadings. Paul is alsoresented. B is a moderately religus nonpractising

Catholic, whos@loubtingattitude resulted in him reading the texts sceptically,gasnost of

the nomeligious men had. In light of these findings, this chapter endshbwing that a

spectrum, rather than a binary, of readings took place. Moreover, although there was a link
bet ween a reader 6s s ens dingthererweré exegeptione s | dent i

Chapterec onsi ders the place of the readersod bel
five biblical texts First | note that the texts were usually read for information, which the
reader then critiqued and typicallejected. Once again | build upon thensactional theory

of reading, for it contends that every reader is situated apogfferent/aesthetic continuum

as they read. To read efferently is to read for information, as one does a handbook. Whereas
to read aesthetically is to read in such a wayoabecome absorbed in the world of the text,

as one does a nov@Rosenblatt, 2005, pp. 1IR). | argue thaimy participantsassumed an
efferent standpointowards the texts and so read them for information. According to
Rosenblatt such a reading stamcappropriate for a selection of proverbs, but not for poetry,

like Psalm 88(2005, p. 11) Nonetheless no matter the genre, my participants typically
engaged with the texfrom anefferent standpoint. | suggest that there are three reasons for
this: tha the research materialcouraged the paipants to assume this stantkeat the
reader 6s per sonal iwes pradisposed ® thid stanaagntkaathetmert h e y

believed the Bible to be some sort of guide or manual and so read thesefferetstly.

®The term fAsoci al | 0 c a varicoirdluehcasupon @reader and theit eadmg, thdsee t h e
include: the readeré6és gender, class, nationality, per
Tolbert, 1995a; 1995b).
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Ultimately | suggest that all three factors played a part, but the most significant was the

reader6s belief that the Bible is a guide.

Second, | explore a further reason why the texts were predominantly read sceptically and
conclude that mosif the men believed the texts would either try to convert them to religion
or to live in a certain wayln other words, even though these men indicated that they did not
believe the Bible to be the word of God or of any relevance to them, when it caeaelitog

the texts, they did so demonstrating a belief in the transformative potential of these texts. This
is seen in the act dicounterreading @y term to describe aceptical engagement with a

text so as talisempowe the assuntkthreat posed by iteeading. Intreating these five texts

as texts of power, but@ower they were able to disarthese meiroublethe views that the

Bible is now a powerless book in the West,d#ele, 20Q; Macdonald, 2009) athat its

agencylike qualities will transforma reader (Engelke, 2013).

Chapter 7begins byrecounting the ways iwhich these four different aspeadf the readsb

relationship with the texts shaped their readsmaf the textsHaving done so, | notthat so

far the reader has dominated the reading, faras their experiences, identitjesttitudes or

beliefs which shaped the subsequent reaslihtpwever, there were a few occasions in which

the text stimulatethe reader to an unexpectedatypicalreading. Three examples are given
where a readerds experiencesadngphutaidnotresudtpt i o n <
in a reading which conformed them In otherwordst he r eader ds rel ati ons
shaped their reading of it butddinot result in the affirmation of some part of that prior
relationship. This is the third strand of my argumeéhich a finding is at home with the
transactional theory and its understandimat the reader and the text are capable of shaping

the reading.However it challengediterary theories which contenthat tke text has no

influence upon theeading, like that proposed by Stanley Fish (1980), for in my case study

the text provoked the readeran unforeseereading

The concluding chapter retracey central argument and the ways inigfhmy case study
problematizesfive assumptions found withithe academic and @ktian world | also

highlight the uniqueness of this piece of work as one engaging a previously unexplored
people groupn thiswayore whi ch dr aws together the fAguid
in biblical literacy and the efferent standpoint from literary theory, and one which has named

and explored the phleandd thegnaiactuponffourimptcations efr
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my work for the practice ad study of Bible reading, before concluding by notimgemain

limitations ofmy work and the subsequent stimulus which they are for future research.

This thesis is therefore multayered inthat it has one central argumeand various
secondary tbmes This is typical of a inductive, interdisciplinary, qualitative piece of
research.In a different setting, thessulthemes could be presented as independent
arguments What | hog | have achieveds the weaving together of a ¢eal theme with
various subthememto a coherent unitwithout losing the particularity of each individual

aspectAs a body of work however, @l begins with a research question
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PART ONE
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CHAPTER 1: An Unheard Voice

This chapteexplores the promptshich led to the formation of myesearch questiomargle
that within Britain studyinto how the Bible is reattas typically concentrated aegular
Bible readers, such as the clergy, laity or biblical scholars. Non regular Baalerse those
outside the churchre mising from this field ofinquiry, raisingthe questionHow would a

British person who does not regulargad the Bible (or go to churghead the Bible?

In order to situate presedty Bible reading researctithin a wider context] begin by
briefly noting the shift from the author to the reader in literary thesorg the related
emphasisseen in thephilosophy and hermeneutied HansGeorg Gadamer (19Y9This
Aturn to the reader 0 rarpanckhereeneutical thaooytbut alao ;mt
biblical studies andheology. Accordingly | considehree subfields within these disciplines
which demonstrate this new focus on tiode of theBible reader What these subfields
illustrate is that within Britai this research has typically concentratedregular Bible
readers. However, ith nationa surveys indicating that most people in Britailo not
regularlyread the Bible, ogo to chuch, | conclude that the majority of the population have

been excluded frorthis research.

In bringing together the current focirs biblical studieson the role ofthe Bible readeand
the lack of research into how the majority of the pojatamay readhe Bible | provide tle
theoretical foundation for my studyrhe chapter concludes by highlightitigree recent
works which involved nonregular Bible readers. However these woda not directly

address my research question, reaffirming the validityyoénguiry.

ThefiTurntothe Readed i n Literary Theory
Readeiresponse criticisnis a term given to describe a collectionlitérary theories which

areunited intheir emphasis orhe role of the readeThe rise of readeresponse critismis
usually accounted for by a twsiep process. First literary scad shifted their attenticinom
the author of the texto the text itself, and second they then tdrtigeir attention from the
textto the reader of the texthis two-step recountingf recent literary historys a simplified
one, ignoring other competing voices and alternative moven(iatges, 2013pp. 1135

Aicheleet al 1995) For instancein Validity in Interpretation,the literary critic E.D. Hirsch
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Jr.responded to the shifrom author to text, by arguing for tleentrality of the author and
their intent(1967. However, br my purposes a taf ovewniew of these twateps is sufficient

to locate readeresponse criticism within its wider context.

In the mid20" Century scholars moved away frofocusngon t he aut hor 6s mot
purpose for writing, to concentrate tme text and its structure, thiiecame known as new

criticism. New critics, such as William Wimsatt and Monroe Beardskegued thatit h e

design andntention of the author is neither available nor desirable as a standard for judging

the success of a wior o f 1990aftl9%6], . 3). This rejection of the author wazatly

condensed into the phraBet hat ent i onal f al hdaBeardsleyowihed mh Wi ms
1946. This phraseastaken up by new critics as they argued against the idea that the reader

was able to understand the miodpurposeof anauttor. In so doing these scholamoved
awayfromconsi dering t he aut hotofécss instead enntheitegtas b e h i
an entity in itself They argued for the autonomy of the text, descriiinfas an obj ect
specifically critical pdgemerd ( Wi ms at t 1%0bR@46]rpd23)Hewever, vhat

new giticism also emphasizewas that a text (such aspoem) and its resul(gs impact

upon a readgrwere in danger of being confused.c cor di ngly they al so
affective fallacyo whi ch vaglingé¢hdt imotidaesutena d er 6 s
Al mpr emsiammi r el a {1946]ips2h)orhu§ 1 Fadvesaders brought to each

texfi including thoughts and feelisgwas deemed extraneous to meanimg k i ngo ( Da mi c
Campano & Harste, 2009, p.179).

Neverthelesst he new cr it i c swmsfofind fvdnting,ds iis\vseen ih thé flrsa c y 0
essay i n Jane gyReadprResporse@icsm (1980)| Thisessay entitled
AAuthors, Speakers, Readers, and Mock Read&tbson,1980[1950]), is situated within

new criticismbecausét principally concerns textual analysisolwever it focuses on the role

of tmoe ki r eader 0, hkymhich Walker Gibsora i seferring to the way a
reade identifies with andesponds to a text. ThI®mpkinsdescribes ias

The first step in a series thgriadually breaks through the boundaries that separate

the text from its producers and consumers and reconstitutes it as a web whose
threads have nodginning and no end198Qy, p. xi)
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It was not long before scholars hadned their attention from theext to the reader,
theorizing the rolef the readeand the reader/text relationshipthe reading proces$he

readefresponse critic Norman Hollaratguedor such a focus

Let us open up the text by assuming the person brings to it somextimgic. It

could be information from literary history, biography, or an archaic ritual like the
flyting between primitive bard® ] It seems to me not only possitidat likely

that whenever we read, we are associating such extratextual, extralitetarypfa

the supposedly fixed text. Now rather than strip thosecesgsms away, what

will happenif we accept these things outside the text and try to understand the

combination of the text and personal associat{@980, p. 363364)

This shift in emptasis fromthe author, to the text and then to the reader is one well
documented and perhaps most famoastjued by Roland Bartheghowr ot e t hat At h.
of the reader must be requited by the at h o f  1983{1968Jupt $6pIm Writing

this, Barthes is contending that meaning is not, and never has been, found in the authorial

intent, but rather ifocatedin the reader.

At present there ia wide variety of readelesponse critics andssociatedheories which

attempt to explain & r e adaeeim &@adingr Theseclude scholas such asNorman

Holland (1973), Staely Fish (1980)Wolfgang Iser (1974) and Louise Rosenblatt (1995
[1938]) ! Having approached the subjerom a \ariety of anglesthese and othescholars

have aired contrasting theories to explain the role of the reader in reladiiige Postmodern

Bible, readeiresponseeritics ae divided into three camg#ichele et al. 1995 p. 27). First

there are those like Norman Hollafi®73 1980b;2011[1975]) and David Bleich(1978)

who assume a psychological or subjective apprddotandfor instance builds on Freudian
developmental psychology arstiggests h at t h identityehandeéontething akirto

their personality or character) is thensioant influence on theneadng of a text.Employing

the acronym DEFT, he suggests that every ressfggonddefensively to a text antheir

identity themeshapesheir expectatios of thattext The reader projects théantasies oto a

text but thesearetransformedand soa coherent readinggn takeplace one fAassoci at
this personds parti cul ar Acdordieglyteach text dam leavee 0 ( 1

1 Three edited collections which present a range of re@dgonse theories are: Tompkins 1980; Suleiman &
Crosman, 1980; and Bennett 1995.
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multiple meaningseadingsbut theirscopeis| i mi t ed by t gtemeamdhid er 6 s i

response to the text

Second, there are those who assume an interactive or phenomeaaiapgioachWolfgang
Iser (1974; 1978;1989; Wayne Booth(1983 [1961]) and Lalise Rosenblatf1995 [1938])
could be identifiedn this way Iserfor example upholdsboth theobjectivity of the text and
the subjectivity of the readdry suggestinghatthere is a relationship betwebnth parties
The reader is able to follothe flow of a text and fill inany textualfigap® which exist from

theirown expectations or imaginatigin this wayreading becomes stimulating

Whenever the flow is interrupted and we are led off in unexpected directions, the
opportunity is given to us to bring into play our faculty for establishing
connectiondor filling in the gaps left by the text itselfsér,1980, p. 55)

Therefore he toalaims that there arenultiple meaninggeadingsof atext butin his casehe

argues thathey are constrainelly the text

Finally the third groupwhich includesStanleg/ Fish (1980)}? and Jonathan Cullgf1981)

consists ofsocial or structural approachdéssh (1980) for instancergues that the reader is
nurturedto read in a certain wayy their wider communityThatcommunity validates the

readingby deciding if it is aceptableor not, andt alsolimits thereading for a reader cannot

read in a way they have not been tau§bt. Fish thenmultiple meaningseadingsof a text

also exist, howevatist h e r AnkedoretivédcOmmunityrather than either the text thre
reader, t hat produce merastrictthensThe d{ffdren@atoted p . 14
between these thregroups of scholarglemonstrates something of tliéversity seenin
readefresponse criticismnand this subfield of literary studiess now anaccepted part of

western literary theory.

ThisAdt ur n t o sholldenotlve ehaudjred of @somethingsolely emerging from new

criticism andlimited to literary theory for there were other workshich contributed to this

2Stanley Fishoés earlier work (1967 [1997]) assumed th
was able to lead the reader. His later work (1980) however attgpigthiere is no such relationship, and it is this
work which | engage with.
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focus on the readé?.The philosophical andhermeneutical theories éfansGeorg Gadamer
are example of this (Fiorenza, 2011, p. 11; Osborne, 1998) particular, hissmphasis on
the role of the reader 6s helped o theodzée dubjectives
natue of readingvital to readerresponse criticissm Gadamer acknowledgeMartin
Hei degger 6(8979ipm 236278)nfar & was Heideggerwho contened that all
interpretation starts with anindi dual 6 s @Af or e preconceptpns) whiohse o
moulded by their life experien€@002[1919/21] p. 77)** Gadamerin turn, draws attention
tot he wor d dn¢ itsejiginal meaeiny di p -judgements to develophis own

theory of interpretatian

What is necessary is a fundamental rehabilitation of the concept of prejudice and
a recognition of the fact that there are legitimate prejudices, if we want to do
justice toma n 6 s niteshistorifal mode of being1979, p. 246).

Having soframedthe word, hepoints outthat prejudices arvital for any readinghat is for
the creation of meanindpecause¢he reader must have some prejudices or-fieeanings of
what certain words placed in a certain order mean. The meaning shijenerated is the

constantly reviewed as the reading continues, with the reader entfagjingrejudices

This directly challenged the Enlightenment idea thegconceptions, or prejudices, nee

negative and a reader must strive to engage with a text in a prejuediogay.For example,

famously Heinrich Meyer in his 182@ritical and Exegetical Commentary on the New

Testamentvritesthe following

The area of dogmatics and philosophy is to remain off limits for a commentary.
For to ascertain the meaning the authotemded to convey by his words,
impartially and historicgrammaticallythat is the duty of the exegete. (Waters,
2004, p. 4; Porter & Clarkd 997, p. 8; Silva, 1987, p. 2Rimmel, 1973, p. 111)

13 Walter Brueggemann (2005) highlights the influence of the theologian Karl Barth. Barth moved away from

the established historicatitical approach towards a pdgieral one, under which present day contextual Bible
readings would fall. Kevin Vanhooze2({10) traces this turn to the reader to Immanuel Kant and his
ACopernican Revol ut iTekostnoderh Bibblasktt to pdsterodernity (h985).s o f

(t ha

YHei degger and Gadamer are not alone in highlighting

Rudolf Bultmann (1985) also aské&lExegesis without Presupposition Possible?
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Gadamerdescribed the Enlightenment as havingar ej udi ce agai nst pr e]
242). He counteredhe assumptiorthat the Bille reader (or exegete) @ble to set aside their
prejudicesn orderto handé the text impartially, by arguintpatmeaning could only emerge

if the reader engaged \nitheir prejudices.

Gadamer acknowledgebat some prejudices are helpful ihe construction of meaning

whilst others may lead to misunderstandifigirthermore, he highlights two sources of
influence upon a r eader 0 suchpas @ knowledgeabls persohh e f |
whose advice they may follow, and the second is the tradifievhich the reader is pafp.

262). Ultimately though Gadamer understands thad the reader engages with a text the
prejudces which make the readipgssible hve te potential to be challengedarfthe text

may cause the reader to reject or adjust certain prejudices=forethereader is not trapped

by their prejudices fothe text has the potentalo ffassertagasnownt he ut @
preconceptios and so change them 238) Accordingly,prejudicesare nota stable or fixed

aspect of a readdut are constantly in fluxpp. 266267).1In these vays then within literary,
philosophical and hermeneutical theory the attention of many scholars has turned to the
reader. Unsurprisingly these developments have impacted biblical stadidsBible reading

research

TheATurn to the Bleeder o and the
The impact of readeresmnse criticism upon biblical studiesd theologyis growing.Eryl

Davies comments

It has become something of a cliché to claim that developments in biblical studies
lag behind those in secular literary criticism by some 20 or 30 years, but it is

neverheless a cliché that contains an element of truth. (2013, p. 22)

It is therefore no surprise thiat recent yearbiblical scholars and theologiahave started to
drawupon insights fronreaderresponse theory and apphem to Bible readingMcKnight,

1988; 1993; Clines, 1990pDarr, 1992; Fowler, 20Q1Powell, 2001 Briggs, 2010. For
example, in light of a postmodern context, Walter Brueggemann (1993) argues for a different

BBy using the phrase fibi bl i caihtermetatiod and Isiblical hdrmenemtical s o r e
These suldisciplines are principally concerned with the methods employed when reading the Bible and are
associated with the larger discipline of biblical studies.
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way of reading the Bible within the Church. He does not reject the historitiahlctools

associated with modernity, but isain emphasis is on the need to prioritise and entjege

reade 0 s , or hear. erHoes ,deisntargiibneast iaonr eadwth @ s | ma
biblical text as

that operation of receiving, processirapd ordering that transpires when my
mind wonders in listening to a text, a reading, in praying, or in any other time. In
that wondrous, liberated moment, | take the material and process it in ways that

are useful to me, about which only | know. (1993%2).

Accordingly, he argues that the contextual, lpeald pluralistic nature of such readings be

valued and respected (p. Brueggemann isiot advocatinghe wholesale adoption of any

particular readeresponse theory, rather he is indthedrawingon different readeresponse
critics to advocate for the role of the rea
echoes Fi shos i dea of an i nterpretive comr
psychology pp. 596 3) and | s er Oxthaxd degrem of bhjeativity {p.l16&. t e
elevating the reader and their subjective engagement with the Biblegg@mann is

affirming core elements of readersponse theory.

There are two ways in whichi b | i ¢ a |lengagenhent Iwihrreadeesporse criticism
should be qualified howevefirst, contrasting the earlier threefold diion of reader
response criticism@Aichele et al, 1995, p. 27)somebiblical scholarsdivide theminto two
groups fimoderaté  a madicabii(Osborne,1993.1° At the heart of this division is the
degree to which each readesponse critic understands the text to play a role in the
production of meaningSubsequentlythose theoristevho argue that the text has a significant
degree of influencen the readingrel abel | ed fimoder at e, hasligend t ho:
ornoinfluencear e | ab el IFar mhstaficelsed beadartesponse theory is typically
viewed asfimoderaté for he affirms the objectivity of the textinderstandingthe textto
guide the reader, correcting their tentative interpretgti®i4;1978) Fish (1980)thoughis
presented as @adicab readefresponse theoridgtecause helays down the role of the text.

He contends thatlbthe reader can really claito know is theirinterpretation of the text and

0Ot her comparabl e |dat e(l Baratreen ,ii sOQ20) aomrd fiichcarser vati ve
2010; Petric, 2012).
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this interpretation is itself constructed by the reader, who has been shaped by their

interpretive community.

Second, agohnBarton (2002, p. 147) points queadefresponse theory is still considered a

Af ai r |l y withn biblicad ptudes.o Traditionally, and tbay, the focus of biblical
scholars is principall yextoaccesset ehroughuhistoioaF 6 s | nt
grammaticalapproach(Porter, 1990; Barton, 1998; Patte, 199Bhis is evidenced by the

majority of Bible commentarie@ssuminga grammatical and historicatitical approach to

the text, with little emphasis on the readaccordingly, David Clines assessment is that

Ahi storical criti ci s mcalischolarshigtode @309, p.542) i ent f o

For my purposes however, three specific subfields within biblicaliess/theology will be
reviewedto showthe way in which the role of the Bible reader is being considamdivho

the Bible readers under consideration &iest, there are those who have made use of social
scientific tools to consider how real readers read the Bi#mond, scholars have considered
biblical texts in lightof their own saial location Third, some have described and promoted
particular Biblereading methods which consciously consider the role of the rekukre are

other subfieldswhich can assume a reader centred approach, such as Bible reception,
however the empirical and contextual nature of my case study corresponds to the three
subfields noted above, thus | concentrate on them.

SocialScientific Approacles
Anthropology, a subfield within social science, has been fruitful in considering how the Bible

is read or engaged with bigith communities all over the worfd.J ames Bi el 06s ¢
collectionThe Social Life of Scripturd200%) gives a flavouof thediversity ofthis work.
However, although there aexamples of such research globallycluding those byEva
Keller in Madagascar (2005) andatthew Egelke in Zimbabwe (2007), muclof the
research has been basedtlie USA (Ammerman 1987 Wuthnow, 1994aDavie, 1995
Crapanzano, 2000/alley, 2004 and Ault, 2004Bielo (200%) himselfbuilt upon thisbody
of researchwhen he undertook 19 months studyufifferent evangelical Bible stly groups

YThe word dbiblicismd has been used to describe the B
particular community or setting (Malley, 2004). Howevesitlso used to describe a particular view of the

Bible which emphasizes its unity, clarity, infallibility and centrality to the Christian life (Smith, 2011). To avoid
confusion, | do not use the term.
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in Michigan.Anna Str hanoés (\Wotkin3d pndoa with evargelicalpAhigarc
students is a Britisexample of this anthropological enquiry into Bible engagenWht is
common to all these works is thhibse being researched are either regular Bible readers or

active members of faith communities.

Theologiansare also using social scientiéi tools to consider how British people read the

Bible, this includesfeminist (Llewellyn, 201} practical (Frand, 2010 Todd, 2013 and

contextual theologian@Morris, 2008).Once again though, those being studied are regular

Bible readers. For example, ordinary theologyssa subfield of practical theology which
seeks to chart the idebd believingithatdind eXpredsionanftree a n d
Godt al k of those believers who have received
2002, p. 1). Over the past ten years there has been a small but growing body of research
which has assumed thea b edinaryitteeology 6 i ndboudi ngry Chri stol o
2012) , A or dti anla r tyh ePcelnce g2@ld),sgndCia mdst recgngeen inthe

edited collection:Exploring Ordinary Theology: Everyday Christian Believijgstley,

2013).

Undertheu mbr el | a of Afordinary theologyo Andrew
considered how lay British Christians interpret the Bible, something they have labelled
fiordinary hermeneuticso ( V¥Anbdrewgvidlage &afudedia Ro g e
guantitative approach, designing a questionnairectvliver 400 Anglicans completdiem

11 different churches. He focused on one text, Mark-29,4and considered the participants

reading of it in light of various readerly issyesich ashe influence ofthe pa t i ci pant s
personality or chutt affiliation. Andrew Rogers undertook ethnographic research to consider

the use of the Bible at two evangelical churches in England, one charismativeanither
conservative (20132013h 2009. Assuming a multmehod approach, Rogers spent over

six months at each church acting as a participant observer at services and Bible study groups,
along with undertaking a questionnaire and
researchshed light on preselected asewhich he chose to investigate Roger sd qual |
approachegrovided more flexibility, allowinghe data to shape the lines of enquifpr

instance he became aware of particut@rmeneutical lenseghich were being used, such as

a Esus hermeneutiahich hethen considexdfurther(2007b).

18 Over time Rogerappears to have distanced himsedffn t he phrase fordinary her men
| abel ficongr eg aot(20l@a&a2013th)er meneut i cs
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Once again though, those being studied are regular Bible readers. Posttiigegmpirical
approach employed by theologians and ethnographers is one wimdhdraw upon,for
although my anticipated partgmants will be different, many of the methods which these
scholars haveused arevalid for my work. Thisis the first of the three examples
demonstrating the influence of reagesponse criticism within Bible reading reseasstd

the narrowness of the samleing studied

Social Locatiors and Bible Reading
Recently there has also dye global interest in reading the Bible with the reader actively

allowing their context to inform that readinghe exact nature of the readedtandpoint
which is said to shape the readiofjen varies, but examples inder feminist(Brenner &
Fontaine, 199) third world (Sugirtharajah, 1991 African, Asian or Latin American
(Levison & Popelevison, 1999 disabled(Avalos et al. 2007); postcdonial (Sugirtharajah,
2012; liberationist (Gottwald & Horsley 1998 queer(Guest, et al. 2009; postmodern
(Castelli et al. 1995; Rabbi (Magoret, 1991); sinneRowland & Roberts, 2008); exile
(Brueggemann, 1993)and various alternativegsuch as an Oceania standpointHgvea,
Neville & Wainwright, 2014), or combinationsof the above(like a pcstcolonial feninist
standpoint (Dube, 200P)To a greater or lesser degree, reflexivity is a pérall these
approaches. In other wordbge author(s)hasconsidered an individual passage the entire
Bible, in light of a partiazlar ideology,social location ofife expeience Indeedthese three
factors often intetwine in the Bble reading which they present. Netlezless,as | will
shortly demonstrateome tend to assunee form of ideologcal criticism, others consider
themselves to bedoing contextual Bible readirgy whilst still others identify with

autobiographical criticism.

The studies above have geneally been undertaken by academics whave bee
underepresentedn the field of biblical studies. Unfortunately theflexivity which they

employis often missing from the white western males who have historically dominated this

field, for they too have a social location which will have influencesrtbwn engagement

with the biblical texts. ABr ueggemann points out, Awhat was
fact the aggressive practice of privileged interpretations, mostly white, mostly male, mostly
adherent to Enlightene nt r a t2006,p.a&b)i t y 0 (
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Even though many of the white males who have dominated biblical studies have come from
Britain, there are those who have engaged with the Bible reflexively in light of their
ideological standpoint, social locationlde experienceDavid Clinesargues for the placef
ideologicalbiblical criticism in Interested Parties: The Ideology of Writers and Readers of
the Hebrew Bible(1995), andDavid Horrell (2010) is a specific example of this in his
ecologicalreading of the Biblé? In other words,ecology is the ideology through which
variousbiblical texts are engagefl Horrell is avarethat the Bible is somewhat ambivalent
towardsenvironmental issuedyut argues that it should be read light of contemporary
science, for sch a reading would chHange a traditional Christian anthropocentricwief

the world, and so

Reading the Bible afresh in light of the environmental issues that face us involves
reconfiguring the landscape, recasting the story, seeing the whole thing
differently, and at thesame time seeing ourselves and our world differently too.
(2010, p. 128)

Horrell s i deol ogi cal criti ci sominuessto @ay a ecupe
positive role in his thinking He notes though that this neadt alwaysbe the case for in
some instances i rejectedas being incompatible with thdeological stance of the reader

suchaswasthe case for Daphridampson1996).

There arealso British contextual readingsf the Bible where the author has consciously

chosen to consider the text in light of their sbdocation. The results of therereading

which areinformed by and irdrm their context. For examplé,n LI oy d REadiegt er s e n
the Bible After Christendorf2011) he reflects on how the Bible could be read iBriish
postChristendom contextl o h n  bboKiInl tiee 8eginning There was Darkng2001)is
anotherexample ofthis. Heis a British scholar whareads the Bible acutly aware of his
blindnessand its impat upon thateading. He describes the content of his monograph in this

way:

9 1deological criticism also explores the ideology promoted by the text itself or emanating from the historical
interpretation of the text, typicgll by the church (Davies, 2013, pp-8Q). See West (2004) for a wider
discussion on whether texts do or do not have ideologies.

20 See also Horrell, Hunt & Southgate (2010) and Horrell, Hunt, Southgate & Stavrakopoulou (2010).
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In these chapters | will enter into conversation with the Bible from my point of
view as a blind person. | describe these as conversations because | am conscious
of the fact thawhat the Bible says to me has changed since | lost my sight. This is
not only true of the places where there is specific reference to blindness, but of the
text as a whole: when | realized that the Bible was written by sightguleyé felt
alienated fom it. (2001, p. 3)

This book not only contains reflections derived from the Bible which Hullngents oras a

blind man, it also discusses wider philosophical and practical issues regarding blindness, the
biblical t ext and the authordés experiences.
anonymous blind men going to Jesus for healing (Matthew312MHull recounts the only
occasion when he sought #Afaith hleftagonhngo and
(2001,pp. 3439).

Hul | 6s e x amp | autdoographidaldiplisal onticismh whicks a way of reflecting

on the Biblewhereby the gholar engages with a text consciously aware of their own sense of
idenity and life experienceThere are a number of intextional edited collections, including

Anderson & Staley(1995) Kitsberger(1999;2002) and Black(2006) but | am unaware fo

many British examples of thigpproach to Bible readinggt e phen Moor eds (1C¢
fiRevolting Revelatiorsi s one, as ATheHBgb| By pesr @20@hi | dr er
Pyperrecalls growing up in a Presbyterian Church in Edinburgh in the J&&Dsheimpact

which singing metri@al Psalms had upon hirs a chilgdandstill does His essay reflects on

this and another childhooédxperiencereading Carol Keda | IThie $Sammage Cufd959).

He notes that these Ilthng, eaffected, rocae lsast@anfemed, mg s wh
attitude to texts and stild/l have repercussi
143). For instance he recaleme of the colourfulevocativeand mysteriousanguage used

in the Psalmsgommentingon Psalm 24hat

The tune was stirring, but the words have stuck because even then | felt their
fascination. The personification of the doors singing and lifting up their heads was
a curious excitement, as does the implied power of apostrophe in that weird word
AYe.(p. 144)
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Other poetrys uc h as L e JabberwoCkghad @ dinilar sffect. In the case of the

Psalms, this wakinguageg(or poetry)which some scholars regarded as childish or simple. In
Pyper0s expeitwanae filygawe weanangtage aa a fiele of faetasyo f

and magi native pdist Acctoradmdg(y he argues t he
wonder in the possibilities of language that open up[sicildeepersense that there may be

truths that are too much for languagetasi most el oquento (p. 150).

These then are sonté the examples, where professiomable reades, such as biblical
scholar,or members of faith communities, hamegaged with the Bible consciously aware of
thar role as the readerThis may involve eraging with the text through a particular
ideological lens, with referende a particular cotext, or in light of their pastxperiences.
What is common to them all is that the readederstands themselves informing the

readingand those missing fronhis inquiry are nowregular Bible readers

Bible Reading Methods
My final example of the way in which the At

and theologyis in the promotion of certaiBible reading methods which have gained a
following globdly. These methodare Scriptural Reasoning and the Contextual Bible Study
method (CBS¥! The pactice of scriptural reasonirigvolves Christians, Jews and Muslims
reading and discussing their gttres together, usually focusing on a particular topic or
individual (Higton & Muers, 2012). This method emerged in mid0E9Qorth America, with
Peter Oc h's ¢ cseripturat gpasdnihipéHigtiore 20GBR).IA Britain it has been
championed by Davitrord (2006), and the Cambridge Inteaith Programme. CBS on the
other hand traces its roots back to 1950s and 60s Latin America and Liberation Thiology

parallels my own work mosindso is thefinal example

CBS is ampproach to group Bible readitigatwas formulated and championedthg South
African Gerald West (19931999; 2007, who in turn was significantly influenced by the
base community movement which sprung up in Latin American in the 1950s andn60s.
evangelisation and education drive the Roman Catholic Church, along with a shortage of
priests within Latin America (and in particular Brazil) led to the training up of lay readers

who would leads ma | | community Bible st udi(Muskuys, k nown

21 There are other less knowsadercentred Bible reading methods, such as that promoted by Walter Wink
(2010 [1973]), or the story/experience based model used by Unlock, a Christian charity (Richardson, 2001).
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2002 pp. 1213; Dawson,1999)?? In this waylay people were given the tools, opportunity
and authority to read the biblical text for themselvHsese small grougf ol | owe d
judge, actod approach, whereby their own
consideed (judge), with a practical result ampated (act)(Brown, 1990 p. 11§. These
stages haveemained central tthe CBS method which emerged from it (West, 201%p
significant was this movement that1968 the Latin American Episcopal Council (CELAM)

in Medelin acknowledged and affirmed?it

Gerald Weshdapted this approa@nd gave it the nam@ontextual Bible Study method. He
describedt as having four aspects (1993, p.:12)

1. A commitment to read the Bible from a poor and oppressespective
2. A commitment to read the Bible in community
3. A commitment to read the Bible critically

4. A commitment to read the Bible for individual and social transformation.

In practice, CBS is a setting whérea group of people can openly discadsiblical text and
its outworking fortheir communityandlives. In an attempt to provide space for those on the

margins to speak, the Bible reading and discuss® facilitated rather than deand

everyonebs contri buti on asewhaotgpicaly particpatenare Un s u

Christians or on the margins of Christianitydahave something in common, such as
geographical location (Lawrence, 2009). CBS doemrporate aspects of historical and
grammatical criticism, but alsmnsides the readeand their contextunderstanding that each
reading community will engage with the biblical texts in a unique (Raghes, 2010pp. 37
45)_24

CBS has gained prominence within the British church and among=raadthathave an
interest in real readersd the Bible (Riches, 201Qawrence, 2000 Much like the Bible

readers tsidied by anthropologists, CBS$eaders are also active members of faith

22 Sucha gathering would becoe known as Comunidade Ecelesial de Bag&asic Ecclesial Commiity

(BEC) or Base community.

23 For a Spanish version of the final report from that council, see: Documentos finales der\€68), in
particular chapter XYsections 14.2.

24There ae similarities betwee@BS and ordinary theodyy, for both are principally concerned with the views
and insights of no-professional Christians, (that is, not clergy or academics)Aasxd | ey 6 s phr ase

theol ogyo echoes Gerald Westods fiordinary readerso
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communitiegRiches, 2005; Riches, Miller & Wenell, 2006; Ball & Jones, 2006; Jones, Ball,
Howsion & Hulstrom,2006;Jones, Ball & Maitland, 2007However, it has also been used
with those on the margins of the church and society. For exaffi®n Peden(2005)
recounts its usen Cornton ValeWwo me n 0 s, Sprling. #soanprison chaplain she led a

weekly CBSsession, adapting the method for that setting. She reflects:

CBS provided a wonderful way for women to make some sense of imprisonment
and to give language to their experience. They often recognized their lives in the
Bible and so felt validated in thadentities (2005, p. 18)

Susannah Cornwall ardavid Nixon (2011) have alsasal CBS with a group of homeless

people?® and John Riches (2010p. 1315) writes of its use amongst male prisoners and ex
offenders in Scotlantf. Once again though, those ta§i part have some connection to
Christiant vy . I n Pedends c a prisonarshliekedp the thapainggfarnt s we
Cornwall and Nixonthey were clients a& Christian run soup kitchen. So although these

Bible readers could be identified as bemgside the Church, thedid have a personal and

practical Ink with Christianity

Summary
This short surveylemorstratest h dhie turil to the @ d ehasonot just occurreih literary

theory, but has influenced the shape and content of present daglshlidies and theology.

Practical theologians are using tools freno c i a l science to consic
Christians are reading the Bible and biblical scholars are becoming more aware of their social
location and its influence on their readiofythe Bible. Moreovey some of them have then

invested in Bible readonmethods which allow laghristians to do the samieurthermore, as

| have consistently demonstratgiose missing from this researcare those who are not

regularly exposed to the Biblejtleer in an academic arligious setting. i light of the

decline of Chistianityin Britain (Bruce, 2003) most of thgopulation make up this cohdtt.

25 See also Nixon, (2011).

26 Others have facilitated similar Bible reading approaches with those at the margins of society. For example,
Andrew Curtis (2000) and Avaren Ipsen (2009) have considerecséoworkes read certain Bible passages.

2" What followsconsiders the adult population. There has been significant research into children and young

peopl ebdbs engagement with the Bible, for examples see
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An Unheard Voice
In 2012 Theos, a Christian thit&nk, published?ostReligious Britain? The &th of the

Faithless.This report drew on three different surveys which had beeen over the last four

yearsto gain a better understanding of a@tigiosity in Britain?® It concluded that 81% of

those sampled weraot regular Bible readef€ A 2010 survey b England and Wales
conducted by Christian Research concluded that 87% of those polled were not regular Bible
readers® In 2008 CODEC undertooknaearliers ur vey of the publicds |
and knowledge, and concluded that 74% of those interdewere not regular Bible

readers! These results must be handled cautiously, for different surveys word questions
differently and the public often respond by giving more socially acceptable answers
(Oppenheim, 1992, pp. 13810, Field, 2014). Furthenore all these figures do not refer
solely to peopl ebds ¢ somsiochidelreadBg tidblein a Garchi ng h e
service, wedding, or o#én setting However itconsistentlysuggest that the majority of the

British population are not regular BébreadersClive Field recently reviewed over 123

national and 35 local surveysmdertaken since the Second World Wancerning the Bible

and the British pblic. He concludedthat " Reader ship in the Bible
around one in ten readjnt at least weekly andthrepu ar t er s | ess than onc
(2014, p. 517§? These findings suggest that the bulk of the British population have been

excluded from Bible reading research.

In light of this detine in Bible readership, some méag tempted ta@wonclude that biblical
literacyin Britain is alsodiminishing. Certainlyresearch shows a similar decrease in Bible
ownership, knowledge and belief (Field, 2014) However, the tandite Abi bl

2 Nernel i gi ond is an emer gi ng p hduewthegigoifitantidcreaseBim i t ai n t
people identifying in this way, 25% of the popul ati on
the 2011 Census, a 10% increase from 2001 (Office of National Statistics, 2012). For a brief overview see

Brown & Lynch (2012). Other research in this area includes: Sheard (2014); Voas & McAndrew (2012);

Bullivant & Lee (2012) and Lee (2012). See also the Nonreligion and Secularity Research Network (nsrn.net)

and its recently establish&kcularism and Nonrelign journal.

29 The exact figures weras follows 61% never read the Bible, 10% read it once a year, 10% read it several

times a year, 4% read it once a month, 3% read it several times a month, 3% read it once a week, 3% read it

several times a week, 5%ackit once a day and 1% read it several times a day (Theos, 2022;71).

30 The exact figures weras follows 67% never read the Bible, 10% hardly ever read it, 3% read it once a year,

7% read it a few times a year, 2% read it once a month, 1% reackita fortnight, 4% read it once a week and

5% read it daily/almost daily (Christian Research, 2011, p. 44).

31 The exact figures we as follows 13.3% neveread/use the Bible 2 1. 4 % c a redding itr2@5%e mb e r

read itmore than a year ago, 12.8&ad itin the last year, 8.6%ead itin the last month and 17.1Béad itin

the last week. This information was provided by Pete Phill®ctor of Research at CODEC (personal

communication, October 30, 2012)oNfficial or comprehensive report hasebeen publishedut for an

overview of CODEC6s biblical literacy project and ini
2Fieldodos paper (2014) details other areas related to
owner ship, nolwé epglel o¢d$ hle Bi blebébs content, belief in
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assumed downturarecontesed (Avalos, 2010Hine et al. 2011; Rodriguez, 2014; Crossley,
2015). For instance, the decknin Bible readership which | havetedlends tself to the
claim that the Bible is now less of an influence ugnitish people and culture thanahce
was Howeve, a recenedited collectiorRethinking Biblical LiteracyEdwards2015)in part

argues thabiblical images and traggs continue to béound throughout BritisHand global)

culture, somet hi ng Yvonne Sheranfotoar |rievfeesros 00)f o tahse

Accordingly,one of the contributors to this volumdatthew Collins, writes

rumours of t tmoddn sbciety érgredly éxaggesated. It may no
longer play such an explicitly prominent role in daily life, yet newadss

continuedo saturate ouculture and heritagg2015, p. 90)

Two points are worth noting in this discussion. Fisgime of the evidenagsed to argue for

or against adecine in biblical literacy is notongitudinal in natire, but ratheprovided a
snapshot of o or more aspects of biblical literacy at a particptaint intime. For example,

Philip Davies (2009argues for a decline in biblical literacy quotiiigures from the CODEC
survey | noted earliereven though thagurvey only refers to on®ff data gatered in 2008

This is not always thease, sinca fewworks have incorporated a longitudinal component,
see Crossly (2014, or purposefully gathered data from different age groups in society, such
ast he Bi bl e ®Passit Gntayppaign’® e@ohdisomesuggest that their research
addresses the issue of biblical literacy, but in truth it is only dealing with one aspect of
biblical literacy, such as Bible ownershigs Davies (2009) dogsr cultural manifestations

of biblical images and trogeass seen witlChristopheMeredith (2015)

There isstill no consensusegardingwhat shouldor should notbe understood akiblical
literacy (Edwards, 2015)The broadestdefinition | am aware ofs given by Pete Phillips, and
encompasseseven ares®® They arean ability to read the Bible, knowledge of its content,
awareness of its significancability to apply it, recognition dbiblical allusions ina culture,

an ability toembed biblical knowledge back ingoculture and playful use of biblicalopes
and imagesThere haslsonot been dongitudinal study which has addressed the topic of

British biblical literagy in all its breadth, demonstrating the need for further research on these

33 This research principally concerned parents and children, and was designed to encourage the reading of Bible
stories to children.
34 This was in personal communication, Jdi@e 2015.
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issues.However for my purposesnilight of the ongoing rtare of this discussion, | will
refrainfroms i ng t hidicaltiteracypa e i us e A Bi b suikablydeseilbes n g 0
the phenomenon which | am concentratipgn. This should be understood as falling under

the umbrella of biblical literacy, bug not biblical literacy in its entirety.

The figures | presented earlier on Bible readang part of a wider trajectory where Church
attendance and other Christian activities and ident#iesalso seen to be in decline.
Therefore not only do the naajty of the population not read the Bible regularly but taksp

do not attend church on a regular basis eithiee 2012 Theos report concluded that 73% of
those polled do not attend digeous service regularly® The 2010 Christian Research survey
found that 85% of those sampled did not attend church regdfaililge CODEC survey
indicated that over 75% of people did not regularly attend a place of wafsFe. figure
which Peter Brierley (2006) arrived at following the Church Census in 2005ha82.7%

of the English population did not attend church on a regular $Reflecting on the decades

of decline in Church ahdance along witlhe corresponding decline @fther Christian
rituals like baptism and activities such as Sunday schtwehdanceCallum Brown (2009)
entitled his bookThe Death of Christian Britai®® Echoing this,Lloyd Pietersen(2011)
describes present day Britaéans a s o c iit eah yo londerbe assuimed that ordinary
people know the contents of the Bible or even theclmagiine of the Christianstoey ( 201 1,
pp. 5-6). Field suggests theeclining influence of the Bible in the lives ofitssh people s i a

a

mani festation of a wider prcess of secul ari

It seemghatthe bulkof the British populatin, perhaps arountb%-93%, do not regularly
attend church and, similarly, 7487% do not regularly read the Bible. Unsurprisingly, it is

those who do not regularly attend church, or do not identify with a particular religion that

35 The exact figures weras follows 45% never attend a religious service, 13% attend yearly, 15% attend

several times a year, 6% attend monthly, 4% attend several times a month, 10% attend weekly, 4% attend
several times a week, 3% attend ddiyeos, 2012, p. 19).

36 The exact figures weras follows 69% never/hardly ever attend church, 5% attend yearly, 11% attend a few
times a year, 2% attend monthly, 3% attend fortnightly, 10% attend weekly, 1% attend daily (Christian
Research, 2011, p. 25)

3" The exact figures weras follows 48% neveattend a place of worshi@5% attend once to six times a year,

3% attend seven to twelve times a year, 3% attend thirteen to twenty five times a year, and 19% attend twenty
six times a year or more.

38 Theexact figures weras follows 85.5% never attend church, 4.6% attend yearly, 1.9% attend twice a year,
0.7% attend quarterly, 0.4% attend monthly, 1.7% attend fortnightly, and 5.2% attend weekly (Brierley, 2006, p.
151).

3% For a good summary of this subject and associated data see Bruce, (2003).

40 For a recent overview of religious change in Britain, with particular reference to the process of secularization,
see Davie (2015, pp. 18806).
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read the Bible least (Hat 2014). Christian Research nethis overlap(2011, p. 15)as does
Theos (2012, p 20-21) who found that 96% of those who saéfsignated as not belonging
to a religion did not read the Bible regulatlyOne conclusion from this data is that most of
the British adult population have been excluded fiewademic researabn the roleof the
reader in Bible reding, they are an unheard voicer the focus of scholars has been on

professional Bible readers or those within or on the fringes of Christianity.

Comparable Research
In light of the near singular focus upon regular Bible read#ggmonstrated in this chaptar,

research question emergddiow would people, who are not reguBible readers, in other
wordsthe majority of the British population, read tBéle if given the opportunity?As |

have just shown, thereavear i ous surveys into the British
aboutor attitudes towards the Bibté.Smaller qualitative pieces of workhave also been
undertakenNick Spencer (2005) undertook research with 60 people who did not regularly
attend church. These participants were inead in a ondo-one setting where they
discussed various aspects of life and faith, including their views on the BibMorgan
(2008)undertook acase studyvhich exploredhe opinions and biblical awarenesfsyoung
adults whodo not attend church. Most redgn Dawn Llewellyn (2015, pp. 6-87)
interviewed posChristian women and found that soistél selectivelyread the Bibleas an

aid for their spiritual developmenSignificantly though, one of these works actually
involved peple reading a biblical text. lthough different methods tia beenused and a
variety of approaches can be seen, thellerasthains a lack ofesearch into how mo8iritish

people would actually read the Bible.

| am aware of three lesser known pieces of research which involve@guaiar Bible readers

reading different sections of the Biblks | will show, all three had different aims and none
principally sought to consider how the Bible is read by someone daes not read it
regularly.In Edinburgh, Fergus Macdonald (2007) undertook a qualitative project, which in
part considered fihow far can meditative eng
spiritual quest of young adults for personal meaningsgdtuale nl i ght enment 20 (

2). Thirteen uiversity students volunteered to take part, all of whom had a deep interest in

41 The exact figures weras follows: 82% never read the Bible, 7% read it once a year, 6% read it several times

a year, 1% read it once a month, 2% read it several times a month and 1% read it several times a week, (Theos,
2012,pp. 20621).

42 Other surveys include Gidlt al. (1998) and th Catholic Biblical Federation (2008).
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spirituality and varying degrees of religious affiliation and practice (Macdonald,, 2009

197). They were all under the agé 30, and only three were British. Although Macdonald

does not explicitly state it, three of the participants may have been regular Bible readers as
they attended church on a regular basis. The others, it is asswerednot regular Bible
reader$?® The participants took part in sitectio Divina meditationseach based on a
different Psalnf* The students committed themselves to spending at least ten minutes a day
meditating on the respective Psalm and journaling their interaction with it for a weele At th
end of the week, members of the group met together fectao Divinabased on the Psalm

and shared excerpts from their journals. This process was repeated for each of the six Psalms.

Macdonald concluded that the participants had a

meaningful conversain with the Psalms. In exploring the extent to which the
conversation is theological, i.e. is referenced to Jéd] the less religiously
active respondents moved nearer to contemplating a relationship with God,

although none claim to have had an encauntth Ultimate being. (2007, p. 186)

This work is located within the field of pra
scripture engagement, but the aims of this study were different to the emerging research
guestion | have identified. Hsonsidered if meditating on the Psalms was of spiritual benefit

for these young adults, whereas | am more interestetha@nact of Bible readingHis

participants were from a variety of nationalities whilst my focus is upon British people.

Alan Le Grys(2010)considered how 22 people might read Psalm 23 and PsatmTsé
participants were Jewishl5 were Christian (five Pentecostal, five Anglican ainge
Cathoigand five idemiuirfcihgdeas. édénaéhl of them I
not all the Pentecostal and Catholic participants were born in England. Of the five non
churchgoers four of them had been broughiattending church and none actively practised
another religion. Le Grys compared and contrasted how these different groups read the

Psalmg't

43 The other participants were from a variety of faiths (or none) and five attended church on a yearly or twice
yearly basis (Macdonald, 2009, p. 197).

4 The Psalms were, 126, 55, 22, 74, 30 and 73. In light of tbegpildy, these Psalms were chosen as they
were felt to have values or subject matter which the participants could easily relate to (Macdonald, 2009, p.
198).

45 My thanks to Andrew Rogers who alerted me to this study.

46 He found the interviews became tamg if both Psalms were discussed, so he focused on Psalm 23.
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In a oneto-one interview setting,aeh of the 22 participants discussed thelbtipging and
various issues rated to the Christian faith, such #e Bible*’ They were also invited to
read throuf the Psalms and discuss them. In contrast to Macdonald, Le Grys concluded

There appears to be little expectation that Bible reading might be drawing the
reader into a closer relationship with God. This findingcamfirmed by the
evidence from the neohurch goers, who also appeared to regard the Bible
primarily as a resource for moral and doctrinal teaching. Scripture is essentially a

guidance manual for right belief and right behaviour. (2010, p. 60)

In part, te difference in conclusions reflects the differing aims and methods of each piece of
wor k. Ul ti mat el y, otladdresS myreséarch quesgtm heprimcipdlly d n
focused on how Christians from different traditions read the Bible and tbextent their
reading was normative, formative and transformative (20105,0132134). The inclusion of
non-churchgoers wass a source of comparisamith the Christian community (p. 13).
Furthemore themajority of the norchurchgoingparticipants hd grown up attendinghurch

regularlywhich influenced their attitude towardmd reading gtthe Bible.

The final reseah project | am aware aé being umdertaken by Tiffany Webster, ansl
entittedWhen the Bible Meets the Black Stuff: A ContextidbBStudy Experimerf2015.48

Webster carried out ten CBS sessions over a ten month period with a group of five South
Derbyshire coalminers. In light of her identity as a pagan, and her participants being men
who do not regularly attend church or read Bible,*® she adaed CBS, eliminahg the

need for the facilitator and participants to be Christians or consider themselves marginalised.
She alsaemoved the need for the facilitator to ask questmmda mended t he f i nal

P | aphage of CBS to inate therapy and seffrowth

47 There were other components to his research, such as a series of Bible studies which he led and a

guestionnaire which was distributed amongst his own church members.

48 Much of what follows vas detailed in email correspondence with Webster, at present her work has not been

widely published.

®A few did describe themselves as fdcultural Christian

36



Her aim was not primarily to see what contextually sensitive readings would emerge in light
of their social location as coalminefsinstead she planned to critically refine CBS in order

to widen its futire scope and inclusivity, with specific emphasis on adapting CBS for use in
the West. Unfortunately the men were all made redundant whmbrtakingthe research

and the subsequent CBS sessions became a pdardpeutic setting where they were able

to verbalise their feelings associated with the pit closure.

We b st er 0 did exanme roow pgebple who do not regularly read the Bible would read

it, but this was a secondaconcern. Principally, sheet out to e-design CBS for her own
context. Thughere still remains the need to undertake a piece of research which primarily
addresses the question: How would a person who does not regularly read the Bible or go to
church, read the Bible?

Many who promote contextual Bible reading, do so understanbdaighose taking part are

often unheard voices, usually found at the margihsociety or the churchWest, 1993;

Riches, 2010). Paradoxicalln Britain, it is the largesgroup within society who have not

been given the opportunity to voice their read of the Bible. The case could be restated

thus: As the turn to the reader has highlighted, each person (and reading group) engages with
a text in a unique wayHowever,t he Bi bl e has been typically
hermeneutical spaces:theade mi ¢ space andRichadd99& p.812p s i al
Pablo Richardargues that a third hermeneutical space, one free from the domination of the
academy and the church, is requireddfon  fii ndi g e n o wSThis thesigtherefoper et at i
will focus upon those who do not regularly reze Bible or go to churgHor they are under
represented in this field oésearch

Conclusion
This chapter began by noting the #Aturn to t

and her meneutics. I then suggested andhat t h
theology,demonstratinghis by presenting three diverse galals within theg disciplines|
noted that irpractical theology, scholarseausing social scientific tools to consider how lay

50 She chose ten texts which dealt with sutgepertinent to coalining, such aEmployeeEmployer
relationships (Jeremiah 1812 and Matthew 20:-16) or Hell/Darkness/Death/Condemnation (Job 4I8%&nd
Revelation 20:115).

51 My readers differ from those whom Richard imagines taking part, for they are not inténesie®ible nor
seek to appropriate it (1996, p. 313).
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people read the Bible. In biblical studiesholars are writing themselves into their textual
analysis, aware that their ideology, socialalb@n and/or life experience informs their
reading. Finallysome of these scholars have also promoted Bible reading methods, such as
CBS, which acknowledge and valuetheredder cont ri buti on

However what this survey demonstrates is that most of geareh being carried out into
Bible reading concerns regular Bible readers be thegyléaity or academics. In Britaihe
majority of the population cannot be described as regular Bible remui@sre missing from

this field of study Finally, three ecent research projects were presented that to some degree
involved nonreguar Bible readers, butone of these projects directly addexssow the

Bible was being reaghowing the need for my own inquiry.

Having established the appropriateaed my broad research questitgime following chapter

turns to consider the methodological options available, for the nature of the research question
informs the methodology which is adef (David & Sutton, 201, Jp. 1315). | argue for the

use of a qualitative case studgd for the narrowin@f the research in two waysir§t, the

profile o the participants is considered, for the typesarhplewould influence the results of

the study and the British population is varied .0Becond, it seemed improbable that people
would read the entire Bibleso | had to select individual passages which my pgnts

would read. In this waymy initial research question wdarther refined anda bespoke

research project began to emerge.
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CHAPTER 2: Researdc Designi Methodology, Sampleand Texts

Research ofterbegirs with a broad research questiar topic which is refinedover time
(Lee, 2009pp. 70-71; Walshaw, 2012)p. 2843). In my case there were threspects of the
proposed enquiry wbh now required consideratiorthe methodological underpinninthe
participant profile and the biblical text$his chapter argues that because of the inductive
nature of my research enquiry a qualitative meétihagy and case study pyachare best
suited to addressing this topim light of this decision, m participant selectio is then
considered | revisit some of the surveypresentedn Chapter 1 highlighting the gemler
differences which they found, fortwas men who were Istlikely to readthe Bibleregularly
(Field, 2014). Accordingly] decideto focus on British mematherthan te population in
general. Finallyl suggesthe use of five particular texfer it is unlikely that my volunteers
would be willing to read thevhole Bible.In this way the foundations of mysearch project

are put in place.

Methodologyi A Qualitative Case Study
Quantitative and wplitative methodologies armsvo approaches commonly uség social

scientists One difference between these tvewenues of research lies the kind of
knowledgethey aretrying to accessaboutthe social world(Sarantakos, 2013. 29).A

guantitaive methodology is concernedittv general patterns and trenadten assuming a
deductive approach. It hasmoreobjedive view of thesocialworld, and dealsvith numbers

and percentageshus the size and representativity of the samplecareial (Sarantakos,

2013 pp. 365403). The surveys | highligled in Chapted are based on this methodology,

for theyinvolved large numbers of British people answering questions concerning their views

of the Bible, religion or Christianity. For instance Christian Research (2011) interviewed
1,018 people and Tearfund (2007) interviewed 7,&filarly, Andr ew \V(2OD7) age 6 s
study into | ay Angl i-29% assuded a guamiiativegmethddololyya r k ¢
using a questionnaire whiclver 400 participants completed.

A qualitative meéhodology focuses more on particukexperience and processs. It often
takesan irductive approach, a subjective and relational view ofsttwal world, and deals
with words and meaningshus depth of analysis rahthan sample size is ké$nape &

Spencer, 2003, pp.-¥). This methodology is more commgnused bythosewho are
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explaing the nature of Bible reading practicés they are often undertaking research which

seeks to detail processes or shed light on implicit practices which are not easily accessed
through a quantitative approadfor exampleBrian Malleyados a qualiative methodology

to explore the Acognitive and soci al process
Bible is oO0living and actived i ralsotcloeses l i ve
gualitative methodologin ordert o0 s t u d y of drdifary hesreraeties within English
evangel i cal ¢ h u¥ Thése ta/q schol&lénid tbed reseqrcho ohe§Malley)

or two (Rogers)churches rather than hundreds mightbe the case if they had used a
guantitative methodologyHowever,what i lost in humacal sample sizesigained in depth

of analysis, for amore holistic perspectivis seenandthe different interlocking aspects

Bible engagemeritientified and teased oyfenscombe, 2007, p. %

Like Malley and Rogers, ynown research is besuitedto a qualitative methodologfpr |

too am not attempting to prove a particular hypothesis or challenge an established theory,
rather | am seeking to understand and describe how the Bible isvtgaesearch question is

an open onand assumes an-depth investigation of the complex activity readingwill be
required one where the data producedl direct the analysisThis lends itself to a smaller

sample, from which ric detailed data can emerged shape the subsequent lines of enquiry.

Although | have presentedugntitative and qualitativenethodologiesas distinctseparate
approaches, thegre notmutually exclusive. Matthew David and Carole Sutton, argue that all
research contains both quiative and galitative elements (201p. 96), and Colin Robson
highlights t he -setnteartgeegnyc er eosfe afrncuhlot iwhi ch cons
elements intdhe research design (2Q1d. 2930). With reference to the study religion,

and in particular ordinary theology, Jeff Astley argues for the inclusion of both

methodologies:

Wher e gualitative research adopt s wh at

perspectivedo on the phenomena being studi

He al so asked: fAHow are ordinary hermeneutics medi at
externally (from without the church)? How transformative of congregational horizons are thiéggerations

of ordinary hermeneutics? How might these configuratd.i
53 Further examples of this qualitative approach to Bible reading research include Wuthnow (1994a; 1994b),

Davie (1995)Bielo (2009)andLe Grys (2010)
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Aouperspectiveo. I believe that each has

study of ordinary theology. (2002, p. 98)

An example bthis methodological blurring s Fer gus Macdonal ddés wor |
in the preceding chapter. He assumes a deducipoach linked to a quantitative
methodology, because istestingd y pot hesi s r egar diagegenpwilo pl e 6 s
certain Psalms. Howevehe uses methods commonly identified with qualitative research
because he wants to capture the perseuodblective element of theseadings (2007, p. 45).

In my case, aving argued fothe appropriateness af qualitative methodology, | will on

occasion use table3dble ) or charts Figures 10, 11 and )20 present my datand will

refer to numbers anpercentagesn occasionMy use of these devices normally associated

with quantitative studiedoes not reflect the introduction aof alternative methodology, but

rather is an attempt to present certain parts of my data in an accessible way.

Under i figuiaV e differens research méthods and approaches can be used. One of
those growing in popularity is the casteidy (Yin, 2014). There is no single agreed definition

of ficase study( Ger r i ng, 2007, p . 17), however to so
research that investigates a few cases, of t e
Gomm, 2000, p . 3) . The objective obéactonst i s 0
senti ment s, and behaviours occurring for a ¢

p. 16)>* This focus on depth and detail correlates closely with the qualitatiieodaogy |

have adopted andy choosing to undertake a case study myamebeis provided with an
appropriate boundary for it enables me to focnsooe particular reading sit&lyvbjerg,

2011). Case studies are also particulasinsitive to the contexdf the research (Harding,
2013, p.16), hus | decided to define my projeas a case study and so locate my fieldwork at
one site rather than multiple sites. Such a decision fits with the contextual nature of reading
which understands that every site informs the readings hosted(Riehes, 2010, pp. 23
24),and so by focusig on one site | should gain insights particular to it.

54 Some, like Martyn Hammersley and Roger Gomm (30@dicate that a case study always involves

investigating a natural phenomenon. This is not the case in my situation for my participants are not men who

regularly read the Bible. Thisdomesti nval i dat e my use faésGarihEonag(ROil) icase s
and John Gerring (2007) helpfully demonstredse studies can be undedgakn experimental settings, such as

asking men who do not regularly rei Bible to read parts of it.
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| am not alone in undertaking a case sttaexplorehow the Bible is read by a particular
individual or group. James Bielo (2d8)%lso umlertook a case studakploring the place and
function of Bble study groups in the lives &merican evangelical Christians, andpart |

f ol | ow eBamgd i y thesis. Hundertook an ethnographic study involving 19
different Bible study groupsafterding 324 Bible stidy meetings), but only reflects @ive of
them inWords Upon the Word: An Ethnography of Evangelical Group Bible $20d, p.

5). The five which he discusses aachpresentedas individual case studiésghlighting a
different aspect integral tvangelical Bible studyor which thatgroup offereda particulaly
clear examplealthough the phenomenon was fouamongst other groups as wélhe five
aspects which he presents biglical authority/ideology and the related interpretive practice
developing intimacyn Bible study the role of shared interests for a grpuging Bible study
to prepareto witness, andhe place of Bible study in the formation of religiogentity.
However, allfive case studies agart of one single studyhich hasone central claim, that
A E v a nagRibleistudy is organized by a series of practices, logics and tensions that are

deeply embedded in the broader culbtpus) al scen

Bielobs decision t ouppwae lsiseway of balawiaeg treefeefdri s 19
breadth and depth in research. He could have focused upon one group and so produce
something of considerable depth but limited breadth, or he could have incorporated all 19
groups into a much broader piece, but one where no one group was extecwnsgdiered.

Some scholars who have ex@drBible reading practicdsmave assummd a fAnarrow and
approach. For instanc®like Jennings (2011) studied how the Bible was spiritually engaged

with by nine Christians (or people on the edge of Christianidgwever, in order to
adequately chart the interweaving nature of Bible reading he did not consider all nine
participants in depth but rat her focused wu
(Simon), who Jennings presents as representative of the. gitwisgpproach provides a rich
description of one reader, and is valued by qualitative research on account of its
thoroughness. This attention to detail also increases the validity of the claims made regarding
Simonbés reading. H bevother eight pariicipantd leimgssideedcasdial t i n

lack of evidence that Simon was representative of the wider group.

Other scholars, like Fergus Macdonald (2007090or Alan Le Grys (2010)adopted a
Abroad and shall owo a p ficipants ashone uiiith agftgn provideng e n t

guotes from different readers to demonstrate either the centrality of a theme or the divergence
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found within the group. This approach enables all the participants to be represented within
the thesis and the use of riple members to evidence key findings is an established
technique used to demonstrate the validity of the themes presented. However, by giving voice
to all the participants less depth and context is given to each, and so there is the danger of

misrepresetation.

There is 0 perfect approach ardwill attempt to navigate a middle roads Bielo doesl

will presentmy data as one case stuayith onecentral claim, which is comprised of a series
of mini arguments At times theseare made usingindividual readers ascase studies
refl ecting a fn ar. Fooaxamplewhenarguiegfar thaipflpence af thé
reader 6s experiences upon tplesentriwo readerd whog of
illustrate the pointBy focusing upon two men idepth | can provide the thicdesciptions
which are requiredThese participantshould be understood to represent a wider group of
men within this case studybut not the whole colb of participants However, on the
occasion that the findings relate all the participantssuch as the influence of their beliefs
upon their reading, present data froramuchwider number of readeysvhich lears towards
theAi b r onadd sah a |l | o wrothisaswayptheo hattdmpt to balance the need for depth
and breadthin my thesis using my dataas one single case study, but offenusing on
particular menas individual case studigs, demonstrata specificfinding uncovered within
part ofthegroup.

Qualitative case studies haagarticularweaknessinappropridae generalising or comparing

of cases. @orge Steinmetz unpacks the multifaceted argument that the findings from one
case study should not be compared with another (or other research findings) for they are
incommensurable (2004 pp384390). At its hearthis view stems from an understanding

that different terms or traits found in one context cannot be naively matched to corresponding
terms or traits from another (Handler, 2009urtRermore comparing cases ckrad to
misappropriation, misrepresentatiggxoticization, essentialization and otlieg. The result

of comparing cases can be distortion (Povinelli, 2001). Nonetheless, compariagcaase

also produce insights which were not obvious prior to the comparison and contribute to a
greater awareness tfe topic being considered (Handler, 2009). To that end, aware of the
dangers mentioned above, | have chosen to bring my data into conversation with other case
studies, ethnographies, surveys, insights from literary thgosstial psychologists and

others, understanding that in doing so my own findings will be further illuminated and links
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made across academic disciplines. The restilthis should be a strong and expansive

interdisciplinary thesis.

There are other weakrses associated with this approach, for example a lack of reflexivity

on the part of the reseamhcan detract from the stu@ylason, 200®, and a desire for thick

rich descriptions can produce too much data and so swamp the researcher (Le Grys, 2010).
However, these potential pitfalls do not mean that undertaking a qualitative cagasstu

fraught process, rather aware of these dangenspked that what was produced could
accommodate them. Indeed, by focusing on one setting in greater depth, casehstuelie

been useful in problematizing commonly halssumptiongFlyvbjerg, 2011; Gerring, 2007,

pp. 3763). My case studwill contribute to the ongoing discussion on real readers reading
the Bible in Britain by giving voice to some men from a particuldrgsoup of society who

have never been heard.

Theoretical Samplingi A Focus on Men
The implicationof a qualitative methodology upon my sampleggproach is that | will not

attempt to gain darge, representative cohort of the British populatoot instead | will
concentrate on a small select group who meet the required criteria (Snape & Spencer, 2003,
pp. 3-5). The Bible reading surveys mentioned in the previous chapter were instrumental in
guiding this process, for they showtbcit men wee less kkely to have an interest in the Bible

than womenFor exarple, Christian Researdbund that 83% of men compared witB% of

women either hardly ever or never rgad Bible (2011, p. 44) anghen were less likely to

have a Bible at home (45% coarpd with59% of women), §. 31). Other research has
produced sinfar findings. For instance, David Clines also noted than (61%) are less

likely to own aBible conpared with women (81%)nd theyare more likely to have a
dismissive attitude towards the Bible5f@ compaed with 18% of women) (1997, p. 68

l ight of much of this Field concl udes- A On
centric than nreHegaes oh ®Buggest that the pBeddiy)profile of the

person last likely to readhe Bible is anale,who does not go to church, is under the age of

25 and omes from social band Dipg. 507, 518). Jan Harrison (1983) concluded something
similar approximately 30 years ago, when she noted that the plesinlikely to own a

Bible wasa male,who seldom omever attends church, is under the age ohBd comes

5 This gender difference is often seen in young people as well (Freathy, 2006).
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from social class C2 dDE. She further adds that they left school at 15, have children under
10 years of age in the household, are not working, live in a city, are single,ahave
unfavourable attitude to the church, find God unimportant in their lives and identify as
Roman Catholié®

These figures are comparable witle gender differencanoted amongst churgbers, for
within Britain, it is also men who are least likely toeatl church. A nationwide survey by
Tearfund in 2007 concluded that:

Women are more regular chugders than men (19% vs 11%) and also more
likely to be infrequent attendees or openctierched (18% vs. 12% men). Men
are much more likely to be closed romurched i.e. with no prior experience of
church and unlikely to change their ways. (2007, p. 8)

These differences are paifta much wider phenomenon, for postindustrial countries it has

been consistently found that men are less religious than w¢bernie & Walter, 1998;
Trzebiatowska & Bruce, 2012). The reasons for this are presently being explored by
sociologists. For example, Grace Davie (2007) sugdfestay be due to wonmebeing more
closely involved withaspects of life which, to some=gree,have a sacred status, such as
birth and death. On the other hand, Marta Trzebiatowska and Steve(B01&3 arguethe
primary cause is a time lag, where men rather than women were influenced earlier by
secularzing forces and so are further ahead inrth&arginalising of religionWhatever the
reason,the lack of male Bible readeshould be understood as beingrtpof this bigger
context

The gender difference in Bible reading must be qualifieaigh for the data is not as clear

cut as might be assumexthd there are settings where the gender divide disapgears
instance, although Christian Research (2011) noted a 10% difference between those men who
hardly ever or never read the Bible and their fentaenterparts, when the figures were
collated to measure the percentage of people wdre wegular Bible readerthe divide was
reduced to 2%. That is, 12% men and 14% of women sdidey were regular Bible readers.
Indeed more men (6%) than women (5%dlicated that they engaged with the IBilon a

56 Both affirm that older, church going women are the most likely members of the British population to read the
Bible (Field, 2014; Harrison, 1983).
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daily basis. Similarly, followinghe 2005 Church Census, Peter Brierley noted theoas
male/female divide, concludingpat 57% of those attending church were female and 43%
were male. However, he then hiigiited that women are leaving the church faster than men
and that there are certain denominations: New Churches,cBstatis and Independents,
wherethere is either no genddifference or a minimal one df or 2%, (2006, p. 131, 135

and 136).

On acownt of my interestn those who are notgular Bible readers or chuigbers, and
because of the gender difference | highlighted earlier, | decided tontiynsample to men

did so aware of, and sensitive to, the qualification | have just ndtexldecsion to focus

solely on men does not mean that this is a saxgyoring the impact of gender upon reading,
althoughin Chapter 6 | will reflect upon the impact of my pac i pant sdé gender
finding because it waa potential influencing factoOthes have undertaken resela which

directly addresses the issue of gender and reading, comparing and contrasting male and
female reader (Crawford & Chaffin, 1986 Bleich, 1986; Hartley, 2001, pp. Z4;
Summers, 2013 or exploredeadings by those who dmt fit the male/female binaiguch as
transsexuals (Curtis, 2000) or those with is¢ conditions (Cornwall, 201L3This leaves

the door open to further research, which could incorporate a comparative element if the
subject of gender &s going to be dactly addressedn this way then, thgender difference

which is typicdly seen in Bible reading researchsulted in a furtherefinement of my
researchl was no longer exploring how British people would read the Bible, rather | was

now concentrating oBritish men.

My decision to concentrate on men is a demonstration of theoretical sampling. This is a form

of samplingin whichthe researcher is

selecting groups or categories to study on the basis of their relevance to your
research questiongour theoretical position and analytical framework, your
analytical practice, and more importantly the argument or explanation you are
developing. (Mason, 2002, p. 124)

In my case, becausstudies Bow that men i@ less inclined to read the Bibdéend somore

likely to meet my research criteriaconcentratesolely on them. Theoretical sampling is a
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form of sampling closely related to Groundedhday (Glaser& Strauss, 1967)and is

compatilbe with snowball sampling, an approactalso us€as Chapter 3 will show

There were twdurtherways in which | could have narrowed my participant seleckast, |

could have concentrated on those who fitted the earlier profile of the person least likely to

read the Bible: young men from social band DE who do not go to church (Field, 2014,
Harrison, 1983). Second, | could have followed the example of TB84&) and other¥, by
focusing on men who °FHbeever,itéegmed reasdnable to assume i gi
a degree of difficulty in getting people to participate in this project, for | wbaldsking

men who probably hado interest in the Bible toead it. Unsurpsingly Christian Research
foundthatwhen asked ithey could be encouraged to read the Bible maméy 8% of those

surveyel s ai d fAA% saii whd | @nd 15 % s(@01dpp.mE56)P6t kn o\
therefore decided not to furthearrow down my selection process in either of thigae

ways, ast may have made recruitment too difficult.

These decisions highlight threetentialavenues ofurtherreseach. First, alhough women

read the Bible morandChristanwo me n 6 s r e a thavenlen gxploaed (Radway s

1991 Neal, 2006; Weavezercher, 20138 there is a lack oBible readingresearchamongst

women who are not regular Bible readers. Secohd, significant ovdap between the

Harriso n 6 s a n d filésiofahosdiéast likely taread the BibR,suggests that studying

this subgroup of society and their views and readings of the Bild be important. Such a

study could shed light on contemporary issues of biblical literacy and Bible engagement. So

too, exploring Bible readings by ttms wh o i dent i fdy waosu Ifidn ocntbreet! ri igh wo
emerging research dhis growing cohort of societyCallum Brown and Gordon Lynch note

thati f or y o u nbgra sinceptee®®BE .6 a p o s ireligammd dfecamennot
much a conscious clwmie , but t he defm3BF3B8).positionodo (2012

57Including Lee (2012), Bullivat & Lee (2012), Voas & McAndrew (2012) and Sheard (2014).

58 This mayhavemear undertaking the fieldwork in Norwich, the city with the highest proportion (42.5%) of

people who indicated they had fino religiondé in the 20
59 The two top reasons given by those who said that they could not be encouraged to read the Bible more were a

lack of interest, and not considering themselves religious enough (Christian Research, 20159%p. 57

Field incor por at etahisldwmnrdatd setosothey ard riotra dirie cagnparison.
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Five Biblical Texts

Selection Criteria

Having decided to narrow dowmy research to men, frther refinementconcerned the
Bible, for it was unlikely that any ahy anticipated participants would be willing to read it in
its entirety®! Other scholars who undertoeknpirical research into how the Bible wasing
readfocused on one or two preselectedts (Village, 2007; Le Grys, @1.0) or a series of
passageéMacdonald, 2007; Webster, 2013n a similar fashion | too would have to choose
one or more texts for my own studpd in ding so theresearch question would be nuanced,
for | would no longer be explorg how people read the Bibleather how they read (a)
particular text(s)As | began to consider which, and havany, biblical texts should be used
nine principles guided my selectiomhese principles were identified in light of the ethical,

practical and theoretical considerations associated with thigchsea

First, a variety of genres should bepresented. Unlike Webster (201&ho specifically
chose textswhich she believed coalminersowdd relate to or Macdonald (2007) who
identified the Psalms as a genre well suitedpgostmodern context, | wanted to uncokiew

the Bible would be read. To that enthe texts | chose should cover as wide a biblical
spectum as possible, and include passagied appear relevant and others tltd not.
However, the gars included shoulbe oneswhich the ma, to some degreavere familiar

with. This increases the accessibility of the tesdsuling in a greater understanding of them
and greaterconfidence for the readeThis was important, as some participants may have
never read th&ible and so might have felt apprehensive about the actual task of reading,
unsure as to what to expeétcordingly, apocalyptic material was exclugéatr although the

t erm A ap oioc@mhmopusecaiongiwgh others uc hArassagieddon ,i® t he

unfamiliar to most people.

Second, the readers would needeingage with at least twbiblical texts, in order to
accommodate different genres. Indeed the more texts they would be willing to read, the more

data would be produced and the greater degfr@emparison and analysis which could take

611 am aware that | am referring to the Bible as a single, uncontested text, even though this is not the case
(Carroll, 1997, pp.1421). There are a number of Bibles each one acting as a unifledtmmi of sacred texts

for certain communities. For example, with reference to the Old Testament, the Protestant Church has 39 books,
the Roman Catholic Church has 46, the Orthodox Church has 49 and the Ethiopian Christians have between 46
and 54 (Wooder008, pp. 13a.31). As | will document, because Protestant Christianity and Roman

Catholicism are the two main Christian traditions in Britain, | chose texts which were found in both of their
Bibles.
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place.Theimaginedlocation ofthe fieldwork contributed to this decisioior by choosing to

study those who are outsideetChurch wanted to avoid the us# an ecclesiasticakading

site, for the nature dhe site may inform the readings which take place ti@ne possibility

was to locate the fieldwork in a workplace where men could undertake the research during
their lunch breaks. To that end | decided that five biblical texts, one text per luncktioid

be the optimum numbemhe project could be presented as one which would involve reading

a different biblical text each day for one week. This seemed a reasonable request and time
frame. It was not too onerous for the participants, which would hageutiaged uptake, and

it had the potential to produce a large amount of data.

Third, although the genres should be familiar to the reatiertexts should not. Village
found a difference between readirgfamiliar and an unfamiliar biblical text. Reaslavho
were familiar with the texivere more likely to seie as réevant to their life(2007, p. 8687)
whilst those whavere unfamiliar withitit ended t o perceive 1t as
(2007, p. 94).To minimize this variable | decided to usexts which were probably
unfamiliar to all my participants.n light of my selection criteria it was unlikely that my
participants would hava good knowledgef the Bible but it was not impossible. Mqst

not all, would have been exposed ttee Bible hroughBritish culture and media, achool

and at any Christian festivals or services which they may have attesuch as a carol
service or a weddin¢gEdwards, 2015)Some may even havegularly attended church or
Sunday school in the paStherefore the texts should be unfamiliar, even to the participants

who might have attendeghurch in the past.

Fourth although | wanted the texts to be unfamiliar, the languagd and the subject matter
neeadto be accessible. This was of particutaportance, for if any participants felt anxious
about taking part and then were faced with a text whose language they found untardiliar
content confusing, they migtttecide to withdraw Susannah Cornwall and David Nixon
faced a similar challenge whéacilitating four CBS sessions with a group of homeless and
vulnerablyhousel people. h their case they decided to read the Bible passage &boud
address issuesf accessibilityand literacy (2011, p. 13).The reading of the passage to the
group is stangrd CBS methodologydue in partto the communities in which CBS takes
place, for all those present may not have sufficient literary skills to read (West, 2011, p. 435).
However,| was explomng how men would read the Bible afad this reasorthe textcoud

not be reado them, they would have to read it for themselves.
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To that end | surveyed English translations of the Bible, in an attempt to find one which was
accessible to the general population by using contemporary language and having a low
readinglevel. Of the options available, the New Living Translat{dLT) stood out as it had
been revised in 200and had a reading level of 6.3 (Mardel, n°d3p a persomged 11 or

older should be able to read®itThis, | hoped, would mean that men with highd low
literacy levelscould engage with the textavithout anyone feeling disadvantagédardel

(n.d) describes the NLT as sitting in the middle of the formal/dynamic equivalence
translation scal& othes havever place itmore towards the dynaim equivalence side
(Zondervan, n.gd. | viewed this positely, for it lends itself to a more accessible translation
thereby giving the readers greater confideasethey engaged with thiexts. The main
concern regaidg this translation was its language, for it was principally written for ahNor
American readership which mighesult in the use of colloquialisms or phrases which are

uncommon in Britainl washoweverwilling to explore the usef this trandation.

Fifth, each text should be, as far as possémplete literary unit sthat the reader could
make sense of iwvithoutits wider literary contextSixth, the texts must have some content
with which the reader could engage, ksitould be tooboring, or acutely provocative.
Thereforel avoided potentially boring passages, such as ali@efnj ami nds desce
(1ChroniclesB:1-40), andoverly provocativeexts for instance dealing with rape and murder
(Judgesl9:1-30). Furthermore, grovacaive text may lead the readers exclusivelyfocus

on the issue presented in the text rather than the actual act of readisg skew the data
and findings It may also raise issues and emotions within the particiganighich as a
researcher | wdd be ill equipped to respondror this reasgnAlison Peden also avoided
using povocative texts in her CBS sessiomgh a group of women prisor& even though
she was &haplain (2005)Seventhall the texts should be of similar length so as to proaide

degree of uniformity and routineness to the research task. Ab&nsense of routineness

62 Other possible translations included the New Century Version (published in 199 neiding level of 5)6

the Contemprary English Versioffpublished in 1995 witla reading level of 54 and The Message (published

in 2001, with a reading level of 5t 10 depending upon the passage) (Mardel, n.d.).

63 By comparison, someone aged 9 or older is said to be able to reduhthewspaper, and a person aged 16 or
older is thought to be able to read eardiannewspaper (Guy, 2015, p. 29).

54 This is a sale used by translators to indicate the degree to which the translation is word for word (formal
equivalence) or thought for thought (dynamic equivalence) (Nida & Taber, 1982; Fee & Strauss, 2007, pp. 26
28, 145157).
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would be important so that over time the participants would feel more relaxed and confident,

aware that there were no unexpected surprises.

Eighth the texts should be found in both the Ron@atholic and Protestant Bibles for they
are the two Christian traditions most commonly found in Engl&rgkiley, 2006, p. 156
This therefore excluded books found in the Apocrypha as those participants Prartestant
background may not consider them to be bibliddinth, there were various ethical
parameters which guided both the research design and the subsequent fichtatnkse
are considered in greater depth in ChapteH®wever,with reference tdhe text selection
criteria. a need to ensure that theject was not proggism in the guise of researcimeant
that the textsmust not be concerned with conversion to Christianity sudh & story of
Lydi ads ¢ onv e r-5ilLikewise iishouddmot savelagoplildistorical role in
evangelisinglike John 3:16. Furthermore, not all the texts should present God or religion in a
favourable light, as this couldiso be considered an attempt to proselytit&ving these
criteria in place I'hten undertook a survey of the Bible and chose five textshwhiet the
criteria, they were2 John, Proverbs 1011, 2 Samuel 5:}25, Psalm 88 and Matthew
18:2135.

2 John

This letter is from John, the elder.

| am writing to the chosen lady and to rehildren, whom | love in the truthas does
everyone else who knows the triithbecause the truth lives in us and will be with us foreyer.
3Grace, mercy, and peace, which come from God the Father and from Jesus BharSon
of the Fathed will continue b be with us who live in truth and love.

“How happy | was to meet some of your children and find them living according to the truth,
just as the Father commanded.
5l am writing to remind you, dear friends, that we should love one another. This isewt/a n
commandment, but one we have had from the beginfilmye means doing what God has
commanded us, and he has commanded us to love one another, just as you heard|from the
beginning.

’I say this because many deceivers have gone out into the world. &mgyheit Jesus Christ

12

came in a real body. Such a person is a deceiver and an antfvieth out that you do not
lose what we have worked so hard to achieve. Be diligent so that you receive your full
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reward.°Anyone who wanders away from this teachhmgs no relationship with God. But
anyone who remains in the teaching of Christ has a relationship with both the Father jand the
Son.
9 f anyone comes to your meeting and does no
person into your home oiiv@e any kind of encouragementAnyone who encourages such
people becomes a partner in their evil work.
2 have much more to say to you, but 1| donoét
visit you soon and talk with you face to face. Then owynyill be complete.
13Greetings from the children of your sister, chosen by God.

(2 John, [New Living Translation])

| was keen to include a lettbecaus it would be a familiar genre. The letter of 2 John is one

of the shortest books of the Bike , its |l ength corresponds #fto
of a private letter which, at the time, would have been written on a single papyrus sheet of
standard sizeo (Small ey, 1984, p. 314). I n

with room for annotatior§?

Even though the genre was one | felt the readers would recognise, | did not think this was a

text they would easilyelate to, for it isaddressed to a first century group of Christians

responding to a particular situation they faccd.ohn presents itself as
the el dero to Athe chosen | ady and to her ch
related to church life. Raymond Browdescribes itasi A | et ter from the |

church warning against ng reception of secessionist teachers who are spreading
christological and moral erray$1982, p. 643). | did not imagine that these issues would be
of interest to my participantbut because the relevance of the passage was not impartant t

my studythis did not disqualify it

Thetext fulfilled all the criteria set out earliebutthere were two phrases which miagve

been viewed as offensivédy some of the readers. First t he wohdi §aat (2 Jof
usedtodescribe o meone who deni eg etahathbofilye®s  thedadher 7
directive not to invite a person into your h

John 10) is also present. Nevertheleggese comments principally seem to addfesse

55 See Appendix E for a copy of the tes it appeared in Manual 5.
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teachers within a churchot those outside {fThompson, 1992pp. 1418; Brown, 1982 pp.
69-71; Marshall, 1978 pp. 6875), and br this reasonl did not consider it to be
inappropriately provocative for my participaniBhis then was the firstgssage which |
included in my studwndit resulted in the subsequent texts needing to be of a similar length
to 2 John.

Proverbs 10:111

! A wise child brings joy to a father;

a foolish child brings grief to a mother.
Tainted wealth has nasting value,

but right living can save your life.
The Lord will not let the godly go hungry,

but he refuses to satisfy the craving of the wicked.
Lazy people are soon poor;

hard workers get rich.
A wise youth harvests in the summer,

but one who sleeps during harvest is a disgrace.
The godly are showered with blessings;

the words of the wicked conceal violent intentions.
We have happy memories of the godly,

but the name of a wicked person rots away.
The wise are glad toe instructed,

but babbling fools fall flat on their faces.
People with integrity walk safely,

but those who follow crooked paths will slip and fall.
10 People who wink at wrong cause trouble,

but a bold reproof promotes peace.
1 The wordsof the godly are a lifgjiving fountain;

the words of the wicked conceal violent intentions

(Proverbs 10:111, [New Living Translation])

Proverbs werehosen as this is another genre in use today and their content may have been

more relevanto the lives of the men thathat of 2 John. The book of Proverbs, as its name
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suggests, primarily contains lists of short, pithy sayings, eximrs® warnings and

expressiongLongman lll, 20®, p. 2J).

Proverts 10:211 may be considered a literary unit. That is not to say that it has a beginning,

middle and end, rather that it includesmplete sectionsDuane Garrett (1993, p. 59)

suggests that aside from the introduction in 10:1a, it containsn@&uo sections, 10:1b6 and
6-11, Roland Murphy (1998pp. 7274) on the other hahdescribes three main sections

in

10:1-5, 67, and 811. Not everyone agrees with these divisions. Some contend that there is

no clear structure and that the individual proverbs are placed inra random fshion
(Longman lll, 2006 p. 229 Perdue, 2000pp. 163164), whilst others suggest thdvision is

10:1-5 and6-21 (Koptak, 2003 p. 283. Although there is an ongoing disagreement regarding

the exact structure of these verses, following Myrand Garrett | selected Proverbs 1011

understanding that in a tentative way it formed a literary unit.

Compared with 2 Johm thought the content of this passageuld be much more relevant to

my potential participants. These eleven verses congidetical subjectssuch as wealth
(Prov. 10:2), wdk ethic (Prov. 10:4) and wis living (Prov. 10:8) all of which are

contemporary issues. Finally, this section of Prbsebegins with an introductiorii T h e

proverbs of Sol omo n dc pyrposes vdecided Qo:etide this pr&se

butadcedit to the short descriptqrovided forthe participantsas Gapter Jetails®®

2 Samuel 5:1725

r

"When the Philistines heard that David had been anointed king of Israel, they mobili
their forces to capture him. But David was told they were coming, so m Wt the
stronghold *¥The Philistines arrived and spread out across the valley of RepfigmDavid
asked the Lord, AShould I go imie
The Lord replied d, AYes, go ah
20So David wenttoBagher azi m and defeated the Phi
t hr ough named teanpéaceiBaa

out t o

t o Davi

me d . fHe bur st
(which

idols there, so David and his men confiscated them.

excl ai

~

perazim means 0

zed all

5t

ead.

| i st

5 |

t “Hlee Philistines haet Abanddmed theit s

56 See also appendix G
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22But after a while the Philistines returned and again spread out across the valley of Rephaim.

ZAnd again David asked the Lord what t|o
replied. Alnstead, circl e ar areesidwWhbneybuihead

do.
and

a sound like marching feet in the tops of the poplar trees, be on the alert! That will|be the

signal that the Lord is moving ah?%Sadavid f
did what the Lord commanded, and he struck ddverPhilistines all the way from Gibeon to
Gezer.

(2 Samuel 5:125, [New Living Translation])

The third text | selected wasSamuel 5:125. It is a narrative which ceuns the Philistines

twice going to fight the newly appointed king Davidvho with fit h e 0 beip défeats

you

them on both occasion3his short section was the appropriate length and is viewed as a

literary unit by many commentators (Anderson, 1989 89 Brueggemann, 1990p. 247
Bergen, 1996p. 324327). Thae are three mainharactersDavid, the Philistinesand iithe
Lord.0 Two battlesfeature in the text, whicts part of a much wider narrativend sorne of
my participants may knowhe story of David and Goliatiwhich is found earlier in the book

of 1 Samuel. Tis texthoweve is a relatively unfamiliar onegnd because focuses only on

three charaets and situates the eventmelocation,| assumedny r e a dild bedakle wo

to easily engage with.it

As a text where God is seen to give David atigtin a series of bdés, a phenomenon that

may be considered a type dfh ol y war o ( Br, p.e4jgthisntaxn magd thel 9 9 O

potential to provoke, for there is a popular distrust of those \ém civine help or sanction
whenundertaking armed conflicRarticularly in ight of the ongoing conflicts in the Middle

East andNorth Africa where some are claiming divine sanction for their actibmportantly

though, this text is different to those which recount people invading lands and killing the

inhabi tants atd@shudl®), far onrihie sexrt the Philistines areegented as
the aggressors who coraed challage the newly crowned king. TherefdrBoped that this

text was not an overly provocative one

Matthew 18:2135

~

Then Peter came to him and asked, ALolrd, h

against me? Seven times?0o0
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?fiNo, not seven times, o0 Jesdus replied, |Abut
ZiTherefore, the Kingdom of Heavenbriogshis) be ¢«
accounts up to date with servantsoatad borrowed money from hirffin the process, one
of his debtors was brought in wlowed him millions of dollars®He coul dn ot pay,
master ordered that he be sbldlong with his wife, his childrerand everything he ownéd
to pay the debt.
i But the man fell down before histhmeaasd er an
I wi | | B Bhgn his mastarl was filed with pity for him, and he released him and
forgave his debt.
%7 But thehlmamleft the king, he went to a fellow servant who owed him a few thotisand
dollars. He grabbed him by the throat and demanded instant payment.
iHi s fellow servant fell down before him an
me,andIwi | pay i t3Buthehipsl ecardeeddi.t or woul dnpt wali
and put in prison until the debt could be paid in full.
i When some of the other servants saw this,
told him everything thahad happened?Then the king called in the man he had forgiven and
sai d, 6You &evi l ser vant ! tHecadseyog@eaded witlorme. t h a't
3%Shoul dn6t you have mercy on your *fTeehtheow ser
angryking sent the man to prison to be tortured until he had paid his entire debt.
®fiThat 6s what my heavenly Father wil!/| do to
sisters from your heart. o

(Matthew 18:2135, [New Living Translation])

It seemed appropriate to include a text which made referendesudor he is a central
character within ChristianityTherefore the fourth text was Matthew 1838 The main part

of this pericope is a parable which Jesus tells in response to theoquekiw often should |
forgive someone who sins against me? (Matt. 18:21). This text is again a complete literary
unit (Nolland, 2005p. 751;Hagner, 1995p. 539, of a suitable length and in a genre which

the men would be familiar with, in so far agsita story with a purpose or intent (Snodgrass,
2008).

This parable is not overly provocative nor about conversion to @mitst but it does have a

stingin the tail, e@ding with a warning directed d&te sus 6 di sci pl es that t
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they ta will face punishment (Matt. 18:585; Luz, 2001 pp. 475476). Once again because
thewarniy i s madei s 0oi dJlessasld t hought my reader os
as they wouldorobablynot identify with or as disciples of Jesus.hE mainconcern | had

was the NLTO6s use of the word %fadnod | iadsma riini
which are typically used (Hagner, 199h 539 Davies &Allison, 2004 p. 309. This was

the only distinctly North American word which any of the fiests had, but | anticipated my
participants would be familiar with the term.

Psalm 88

10 Lord, God of my salvation,
| cry out to you by day.
| come to you at night.
2Now hear my prayer;
listen to my cry.
3For my life is full of troubles,
and death draws near.
4 am as good as dead,
like a strong man with no strength left.
>They have left me among the dead,
and | lie like a corpse in a grave.
| am forgotten,
cut off from your care.
®You have thrown me into the lowest pit,
into the darkest depths.
"Your anger weighs me down;

with wave after wave you have engulfed me. Interlude

8You have driven my friends away

by making me repulsive to them.

%John Nolland notes that @f10, 000 tajearnrs ofoull albeury. do
756). Accordingly, Ulrich Luz suggest sort heavteni tbicladulodn
dollars (2001, pp. 47273).

58 Donald Hagner (1995, p. 539) points out that the daily wage of a workman was a single denarius, and there

were 6,000 denarii in a talent. Nolland (2005, p. 758) notes that the sum of 100 denarihiznd$s of the

debt owed by the first slave.
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| am in a trap with no way of escape.
o My eyes are blinded by my tears.
Each day | beg for your help, O Lord;
| lift my hands to you for mercy.
OAre your wonderful deeds of any use to the dead?

Do the dead rise up and praise you? Interlude

Can those in the grave declare your unfailing love?
Can they proclaim youaithfulness in the place of destruction?
12Can the darkness speak of your wonderful deeds?
Can anyone in the land of forgetfulness talk about your righteousness?
130 Lord, | cry out to you.
| will keep on pleading day by day.
140 Lord, why do youeject me?
Why do you turn your face from me?
15 have been sick and close to death since my youth.
| stand helpless and desperate before your terrors.
8y our fierce anger has overwhelmed me.
Your terrors have paralyzed me.
They swirl around me like floodwaters all day long.
They have engulfed me completely.
18You have taken away my companions and loved ones.
Darkness is my closest friend.

(Psalm 88[New Living Translation])

The final text was Psalm 88, whiegain met the regued selection criteria. In light of the

other four texts portgang God, religion or Jesus positivelywantedto include a text where

this was not the case. As a Psalm of lament, Psalis 88e where the author cries out to
GodbutGd does not repl vy; the text concludes w
friendo (Psal m @ ®and@995, p. 8 hoteethan Brin @gs Psal m,
no hint of an answe response, or resolution fro@od. The speaker addresses what is
apparently an empty s ke mamdssua with thissdlm & ftser e n t

lengh, as it normally required1 lines of text, whichwas significantly longer thatine other
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passagesHowever, if the Psalmsiprinted with eaclphrase directly mceeding fromthe
next, then itappeas of similar length to the other texts. By doing so the Psalm could be
included in this research, but its poetic structure would not be as cleanlylsdight of its
negative and hopeless totwsvardsGod | included it and sought to compensate for its layout

by describing it as % fAsongod in its short de

Prior to the actual Psalm commencing there
psalm of the descendants of Korah. song to be sung to the t
AffliAtpoal @ of Heman t he Ez meativafar®vomasdns.deci d
First, there was n@pace to accommodate it in light of the Psalsn | engtlhwas Secon
concerned thattheihcu si on of names fiHekmanfAkKdrealkEar ahit e
the text for the reader3he Psalm also contains a probable musical directive which the NLT
renders as Ai nterlude, 06 and i s mQ p.e394c 0 mmo n
Hossfeld &Zenger, 2005p. 389 occurring at the end of verses 7 and 10. Again it did not
appear to add silty,trather | tRosightl itrm@yistonfase the garticipants

and it wasomitted

Conclusion
This chapter has argued for three fourmtai layers which will shape mgubsequent study.

First, |1 suggested that a qualitative methodology was best suited to addressing my research
guestion, and by identifying it as a case study | could concentrate on one reading site in
depth. Thenpy assuminga theoretical sampling approadtdecided to focus solely amen

who were not regular churgbers or Bible readers. Finallywould not be considering how

they read the whole Bible but five specific tex@slohn, Proverbs 10111, 2 Samuel 5:125,
Matthew B:21-35 and Psalm 88 hese developments resulted in arredl research question

which asks: how would a British man, who does not read the Bible or go to church, read five
biblical texts? Chapter 3 now unpacks the designing of my research tools, aldng wit
recounting the fieldwork and data analysis which took place, but first it considers my place

within this research.

59 SeeAppendix G for a copy of the short description provided for this Psalm.
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CHAPTER 3: Data Production - Methods and Fieldwork

Havinghighlighted the prompts for my research question and then traced its development and
refinement, this chapter now recounts the research methods which | constructed and the
fieldwork thatwas undertken | begin ty considering my position within this researand

some of the ways in which | have influenced it. In particulauggest that as a Christian,
some people may assume that this research is @alttempt to evangelise ahautline

three diferent areas wheredemongrate this not to be the aasmy conduct, the research
materials andhe content ofhis thesis. Having located mysahd acknowledged my role in
thiswork, | then argue foa mixed methoa@pproachutilising annotationa questionnaire and

a semistructued interview. Tis sectiorends by descrilmg my use obiographicalEntrance

and Exit giestionnairesand myuse of a pilot study to refine thesmols. The chapter then
recouns the fieldvork, notingthe importance of George, my gatekeepdro not only made

my entrance into the l&mical Plant possible, but alsdroduced me to some of the mén

then chart theffeciveness of snowball sampling witme group introducingne to another,

so thatafter 10 monthseven groups20 mern had completed the pject, andend by briefly
describing my analysis of the dafBhis chapter thereforeoncludes the first half of my
thesis,where the background to my project and fleldworkis presented. fe subsequent
chapters then consider the findings frormFAtrst howeverin line with otherqualitativeBible
reading research (Malley, 2004; Bielo, 2Bp®ogers, 2013a & 20134 will consider my

place and influence in this project.

Reflexivity and Ethical Considerations
A reflexive approach teesearchassume that the resecher is parof the research process,

not an objective dsider peering in, & David Graynotes:

Reflexivity involves the realization that the researcher is not a neutral observer,
and is implicated in the construction of knowledge. Far from bethgiaterested
bystander, the researcher is seen as someone whose observations are by their very

nature, selective, and whose interpretations of results are partial. (2009) p. 498

By acknowledging this, it becomes incumbent upon the researcher to rglecttheir

thoughts, actions, feelings, ideologiemnd presuppsitions in order to examineheir
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influence upon the researcNicola Sleeargues that this seteflectionshould be viewed as a
source of #Aempirical evi dedheroe wvhihcim fmest e
critical scrutiny no | ess than w4 p.i5y. tr adi
In doing soa clearer understanding of the research process and accompanyingisesults
gained, for the reser ¢ h e r 6 s s adlsnatcoungsl foc (Masaon, 2002pp. 48; Simons,

2009 pp. 9193).

Thereforg it should be assumed that | have influenced this res@amhys that | am aware

of and in ways that | am ndtor examplefollowing Sam Porter (2002 regards to social
enquiry, | am a critical realisbelievingthereto exist phenomena, such as social structures,
which are general rather than specific in nat@metical realism emerged in the 197&ayer,

2000; Archeret al 1998) and understand$i¢re to bea reality outside (or independent) of

my knowledge base and conscioushesge whichcan beknown (or experiencedjutin a
culturally conditioned waythus making myconclusions in some way provisionaiwould

further add thafi a ¢ e r tity forrcriticalaselfaistancing is actually part of the way we
are bound up |(wdgletdn, 2000 e. 10).Dheréfare) with reference to my
researchunlike someone who assumes a constructivist approach and so only refers to their
fii nt er pfrtehteatdiaotna o an & Indlitr etf @ r fi ft ion diopnofise,nt er pr
dat adnya md i rbdth of ghich fié with critical realism.This then is one way in
which | shape my researcmndother examples could includlee influence ofny personality,

interests and motivation

The claim that | influenceny research does not nullify its findindsut it does reinforce the
particularity of themfor | am an integral part of what took plade.noting myinfluence

within the research poessesa more honest and balatt description of the research
emerges, one which acknowledges the subjectispet of this work. Myaim is not to
establishaedi m of bei ng A ob ghatthé ieseach process is transpareath s u r
the coding ad analysing accurate and the presentatibfindings fair (Creswell, 2014p.

201). This opennesallows for greater scrutiny of mwyork by othersand should result in a

detailed and trustworthy account.

O This is because a constructivist approach presupposes that all ergagéttn reality is interpreted and so it

fir ej ect battheheds oljedtiweaknowledge in some external reality for the researcher to retrieve
mechanistically, o0 (Costamdt miong 2i098ever AflBYynd A coatdh
their interpréation of the data
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In light of this need for transparency, it hascbme common practice for the researcher to
disclose their own sense of identity relevant to their reséadohthe introduction lbriefly

descriled myself, but a more thorough depictias required. | ama 37 year old British male,

who workedas aPhysiotherapist por to studying theology anokeginning a PhDI. presently

live in North WestEnglandwith my wife and two children. Perhaps mogjngficantly, | am

a Christian and was brought up in a chugoing, Biblereading family.l have a particar

interest in contextual Bible readisgossibly due to growing up in Latin America where my

parents were missionaries. Tath e n d, I af f suggestioBhaturalightoftheur r ay 6

declining influence of Christianity in Britain:

We may also fid surprising new insights from reading Scripture with those in
postChristendomwho have no church background and read the Bible without

traditional assumptions and interpretations. (2004, p. 297)

Furthemore as a Christian, | believe that @as outwardooking and that Christians should

be outward looking as welf. Part of that outwareooking-ness ould involve providing
those who do not read the Bible with the opportunity to do so, in a meaningful setting and
format. An awareness of how the Bible ésd bythose who do not normally read it may help

to inform this. This was part of my motivation when | began to undertakeegesrch, and

asl will highlight conflicts with the ethical implications of the research itself.

Helen Simons suggests thateth if undament al et hical princi
met hodol ogy you choose, is to Odentthidbashar modo
simple concept bugoes on to document the various difficulties, grey areas and ethical
dilemmas which can occuMy own researchvas accepted by the Univ
Humanities Research Ethics Committee éoltbwed the ethical guidelineoutlined by the

British Sociological Association (2002or instance, althe datacollected was kepgecure

and confidential. Theparticipants were told that any data particular to them would be

anonymised prior to beingcluded in a presentatn, publication or thesi$laving completed

"I Nancy Miller note that within feminist criticism is has become normal to-isihtify in relation to the work

being undertaken, she describes this as fAithe waltz of
(2013, p. 121). Anna Fisk (2014) pointsowth Mi | | er s cr i ti ci-dedardtlseir ai med at
position at the start of their work but then ignore it for the rest. In my case, | consider my influence upon the

research in this chapter and then later in Chapter 6 where it is of parsiguidicance.

72\Within Christian theology the phraséissio Deihas been used to express the idea that God is outward

looking. For a recent example and exploration of God as a missional God see Wright (2006).
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the researchthough,18 of the 20 men directly indicatdlat they did not wartheir details to

beanonymised and so their personal details have been included in this thesis.

In light of my Christian idntity however,it was important to demonstrate that this project

was not evangelism in the guise of reseavgtihin Britain, Christians havdeenaccused of
undertaking certaitasks or roles with the aim of proselytisingordon Lynch for instance,

notes that there are many @ians involved in charity workand in particulacounselling

(an area in whicthe woked. He commentgshat some people viewed this with suspicion
suspecting fAthat counselling was being explo
gospel message on vulnerable and unsuspecting clients. gener al , t hough, I
to be t he pp &4).eThis derpdhsir&es both the suspicion which some have
towards a Christiands motybeufoundech, but al so t

As a church going, Bible reading, Christian, | anticipated that | would be viewed by the
participantisdeas 0 afiorfiosltt sasvoud e di draaetl ii fgy o@as o
(McCutcheon, 1999). Moreover, | also suspected that | would be treated with a degree of
suspicion, due to the reputation Christians have for eviasiggl as Lynch highligled.
Suspicion of fieldresearchers is not uncommaofgéar, 1996 pp. 134139; Pearson, 2002;
Goldstein, 2002)In my casel employedvarious stratgiesto demonstratéhat this project

was not concerned with proselytisingnd by doing schoped to gainthe trust of my
participarts. These strategies involved my own conduct, risearch materialand the final

thesis. Importantly, although various techniques could be employed to demonstrate that there
was no threat ofme attempting to evangelise, as Chapteed®unts nothing preented the
participants from assuming that | might

The Researcher
In an attempt to both minimise my influence in the researcltggs and showhat the

researchwas not concerned with evangelidnsought to limit the impact of mghristian
identity upon the fieldvork in four ways. Firstl was concerned that by identifying as
Christian my potential participants would assume thatvds maity interested intheir
conversion. Such an assumption would botlpslthe data to emerge, but may also result in
men refusing to volunteer. Issues of access are not uncommon imdiikldContrasting my

own context, but echoing my experienbiadege Mezié (2010) was unable to gain access to
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an American evangelical missionary organisation in Haiti as she was not stidhri
Therefore she detted to pretend to convert to Christiandiyd in ebing so found that access
was grantedIf possible howeverdeception in fieldworlshould be kept to a mimum and |
did not want to undertake covertsearch or use deception blaiming to be noreligious
myself (Hammersley & Atkinson2007, p. 57). Furthermore) lacked the time which others
have had to build up trust with their participants, sucthaghree years Daniel Wolf spent
with a Biker gang (Wolf, 1991)Thereforel deaded that | wouldorincipally present myself
asa researcher from lacal University and notactively refer to my own eligious identity

whilst the men were completing the projattilliam Shaffir notes that:

Field research requires some measureoté-playing and acting. In order to be
granted access to the research setting and to secure the cooperation of his or her
hosts, the researcher learns to present a particular image of himself or herself.
(1991, p. 77)

If the participants were interesteehd asked about my religious affiliation or motivation, |
indicated that | would answer all their questions regarding my identity and motivation once
they had completed the projettis limited disclosure addressed my concern that knowledge
of my identity would put people off participating, builso upheld therights of the
participants. This compromise was one the men seemed to apprecitte majority of the
groupsl approached at the Chemical plant were willing to take gradtmostvould also ask

about my religious identy having completed the researdfhen askedl usually provided a

brief answer indicating that | am a religious person, do read the Bible and do go to Church.
Typically the participants were content with that reply and the corti@msanded.

Second | continually reaffirned that my role as the researcher was to listen and that the
purpose of this project was to see how people read the five biblicaltéxtss not going to

give the participants a score for how well they readtéles, nor was | going to impose my
views of the texts upon them. More often than not | emphasized that | simply sought their
thoughts and their opinions on these texts, valuing their honesty and willingness. So although

most of the participants went or texpress confusion, frustration, anger, bitterness,

73 A phrase | used throughout the projectwag: he only right answer is an hones
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disagreement and disbeligfwards the texishese weraiews which laccepted and valued

without challenge.

Third, | kept a reflexive journal throughout the fieldwork. This is a recognised method whic
is employed by researcheis chart and reflect on their role in the rasba(Gray, 2009, p.
499 Janesick, 2004,mp 141-155). My field notes did not simply contain an accounivbfat
took place but also my perceptions of how the participants redporno me and | to them.
My hopes, fears, frustrations and othelingswere also documented, arfeetcontenof this

journal would become one of thdata sourcewhich informed thdhesis.

Finally, | abstained from answering any indirect questions Wwhkiere raised about religion
or the Bible. For xample,during my interview withZadok,a 59 year old utility technician

who identified as fAnot ,@esad]l | religious
Il 6d I i ke to find out the, wieghbutimtes say t he
a core piecerad | need to know what that core piece@ | 6d | i ke somebo:

tell me what that core piece is so | can read it.

| did not reply by sugestingthat in my opiniont heofie pi ece o thegersatnhe Bi
Jesus, rathdracknowkdged his comment with a nod, Isatid nothing and the conversation

moved on.

There were twonstances where | responded tqpa r t i ci p a nwhiédhscould bee st i on
argued wasn attempt to evangelise. Andy G is a 49 year old mechanic, who identified as
Amoderatel y r el i ginmsosBycdmplatimguhe projdutdie reatistidet Fr e e
he was unaware of much of the Bi bl etbos Iciofnet.eon
Therefore towards the end of our interview, he asked what version of the Bible was best to
read.l indicated that the Good News Bibhas a popular versigmritten in simple language

and so might be worth a tryh& second occasion concernedhamty, a 59 year old @mnager,

who identified as a Chr i sHeihadrenjoged the gopect &ncho d e r
indicated that dung the course of the reseaitud had accepted an invitation to attend a Bible

reading coursat the church his wifattended In this instance | replied positively, saying

such acourse would seem to suit hinthese two occasions are the only tinveen |

consciously affirmed a qeeligibn ltdoipgesohoweverdont er e s
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not believe Isteped beyond the ethical boundaries of this project for both meiated the
guestion/comment, answered or affirmed a decision which thedhalready madanddid

not pusue either matter further. Therefaae a Christian who was undertaking research |
atempted to carry myself as a professional researcher, comfortably within the ethical

parameters ahis research

The Research Materials
The research materialwere not concerned with proselytisiegher, for instance as | have

already recounted avoided using texts which were concerned with conversion to
Christianity. Furthermore as a way of double checking for any potential bias within the
research materials, | appr&¢a hed t hree different academi cs
The adoptioof a cri ti cal friend (or three), enhan
and to ensure my integrityo (Appleton, 2011
research materials as well. The use of a critical friend has been common practice in
educational research (see for example Wachob, 2&id has also been used imtaxtual

Bible reading researdfCornwall, 2012) In my case, kpecificallyasked them to review the
materialsin light of my Christian identity These scholars were familianth small scale

qualitative projectsand identified with avariety of religions and none. In this wale
researchmaterials whicH used (andare found in appendis Ci |) were all reviewed with an

eye toexcising any apparent Christian bias. As it wathough there were various comments

made regarding certain questions or phrases, none concerned the issue of proselytising.

Moreover, ldecided not to give the participants an actual Bibleead from There is the
argumentthat the individual textshould be presented Bn actual Biblefor my research

guestion sought to csider how people read the Bible. In this weanany of the associations

which the Bible has for the reader would more readily influence their reading of thAdext.

Brent Plate otesfit he way words appear to their reade
devoti on, a n (2010, p.t6d Hepgpes bnatd drgoenthiat the visible form of the

words on lhe page, their layout and settimjorms the reading (2010,pp70-81). However,

in light of thepossible accusion that this research was itng to put the Bible into the hands

of those who do not regularly read it, it was decided to provide the participants with the texts
printed on a single sheet of A4 paperIsat they would never see or handle an actual Bible

attempted to compensate for this by includin
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within the Bible and its implied historical context an introductory sheet preceding the

text.’4 | am rot alore in adoptinghis format,the Contextual Bible Study (CBS) method also
advocates that theilide passages given to the readeien a single A4 sheet of papém their

caseiti s done because it fencour ages passage gr oup
rather than becoming sidler acked by ot her passages, rel at e
60). For CBS, this decisiorsimade for practical reasons; in gase the ethical consideration

took priority.

My research is also part sponsored by two Chnstrganisationsthe Bible Society of
England and Wales ana Christian trust fund. The two main conditions for receiving the
grants were that | provide them with regular progress reports and a copy ofalhthdisis.
The participants were inforrdeabout these two sponsokgrbally and in the Participant
Information Sheef® Although researchers, such as etimphers, have found that
relationshig with sponsos c an devel op -cliemttod oftreldbigship rwihn
consequences for their fieldwork (Hammersley & Atkinson, 2@p. 5860), his was not
my experiencel had a minimal relationshipithh both organisations, whassumed a very
handsoff approachand hadho input into the design of the ezgch, fieldwork, data analysis

or final thesis.

The Thesis
Finally, those same ethical dsimins have implications fdahis thesisfor what is produced

cannot be an evangelism guideor example, Andrew Curtis reflected upon the Bible
readings of transsexual seworkers in Australia and concludes by considering the
implications of his research for Christian mission (2000). | will not be developing my thesis
in this way becase my project is notoncerned with proselytising.Instead | will utilize
readefresponse criticism and assume a more sociological apprbaishis similar toJames
Bielo (200%) and Brian Malley(2004 who also identifiedas Christiansand usereader
response criticismand social science to refleon how fellow Christians rad the Bible

Malley writes

74 See Appendix G for a copy of each descriptor provided for the five texts.

> See Appendix A for a copy of the Participant Information Sheet.

¢ Others who have undertaken qualitative or quantitative researaigahthose who do not attend church and

in light of their findings suggested ways in which the church can engage such people, include Hay and Hunt,

(2000), Spencer (2003) and Steteerl.(2009). The North Yorkshire Dales Biblical Literacy Project alad &
component which considered how those who do not atten
The Bible Live: Report of thdlorth Yorkshire Dales Biblical Literacy Proje@013).
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I assume [ authority dna televanbeeof the Bible today are less a

function of properties specific to the Bible than a consequence of the ways in

which Bible believers encounter this ancient text. | do not deny ditla¢rthe

Bible has special properties or that these may in some measure account for its
durability, but in this book | attempt to understand the longevity of the Bible as a

function of the social and psychological elements of Bibleer s6 tradi ti o
(2004, p. 10)

My decision to useeadefresponse criticism and assume a socickigapproactshould not

be viewed as reductionistic. | am not claiming that myifigd fully explain the readings
which took placebutinsteadam presenting a readezsponse @rspective on thenThere are

other approaches from philosophy, theology, biblical studies, psychology and history which
are also valid, indeedhecause my work imterdisciplinary | will engage wit someof these

in a secondary way. Howevevhen | dq disciplineswhich havea Christian biasor use
Christian categoriesuch as theology or biblical studies, will be engaged edthiously’’

This research faced various ethical challenges as every piece of research does., Hoavever
concern that tis project wasan attempt t@vangeliseneeded to beddressd,andto that end
my conductm the field,my research methogandthis thesisall demonstrate that this was not

the case

Methods
Having put in place the foundations of my research, and located myself withmyit,

attention turned to consider the resdaools which | would useWhat follows presents the
rationale behind the mixed methapproachl employed and desches the idividual
research methods. Twmther componentsof the regarch are also considered; the

construction of twajuestionnaireand he piloting of these materials.

" For instance, the discipline of practical theology bawe an acutely Christian agenda in so far as it concerns
AChristian | ife and practice within the d206rch and i
1). John Swinton and Harriet Mowat are more explicit in suggesting that it issionasdiscipline (2006, p.

25). Accordingly | avoid such missionally orientated theology.
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A Mixed Method Approach
Some qualitative research examiniegl readershas used a single methailich & a written

responseRleich, 1978; Flynn, 1986; Peaw, 1997) or an interviewHplland, 1973; Radway,

1991; Hermes, 1995; Llewellyn, 201.5Many thoughhave chosen to use mixed method

approach Ammerman, 1987; Crapanzano, 2000; Malley, 2004; Macdogali7; Le Grys,

2010; Jennings, 2011). They do so understanding that the data gained from one research tool
can be reviewed in light of t¢& from a second or third tool. For example, Lynn Neal
exami ned wo me n angelicalecmdncenngvels, abdedéer research upon a

series of semstructured interviews with 50 readers anda2@hors of such books.dwever

shealso analysed around 100 letteemisfrom readers to authors, andtes i Toget her , t
interviews and letters provided an array of \8ewn inspirational romance novel reading, and

the story of why somevomen read these novels emerged ( 2 0 O 6Therefore | tGo) .

decided to adopt a mixed method approach.

Thetriangulation of different data sourcesed in this approacthould result irthe findings
having a greater degree of waty. Furthermore,tiis not only anticipated that the different
methods would confirm a particular finding, but that each one would highlight different
aspects of it and so a fuller picture woeltherge (Flick2014). David Silverman (201Qpp.
63-64) warns that a mixed method approach must be kept simple, fotdt@aicomplicate

and confuse theesearch process. Nonetheless, | chose three differentateseathods to
consider how thenenin my studyread he biblical texts: annotation, a questionnaire and a
semistructured interview. These three tools awgted to the individual nature of this

research, with each participant exmecto read the text for himself

Annotation
My decision to include annotation borrows froffvonne Sherwood who explorethe

annotations made upon a Bible displayed in the Modern Art Gallery in Glasgow (2012).
This Bible was part of an exhibition entitl&h[out]: Contemporary Art and Human Rights

at which tke public were invited to annotate any part of the biblical text they desired. The
resulting annotationsecame part of the data which Sherwood used in her reflections on the
reception of the Bible in that conteXt.

8 My thanks to Andrew Davies who alerted me to this study.
®I'n Chapter 4 1 will engage with Sherwoododés work in g
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The usefulness of annotating a text haen examined within educational and literary studies

(Hynd, Simpson & Chase, 1989; Walters, & Strode, 189For instance under the term
Aresponsi ve t e 2@0b2002ystggedithe Use oPankotatjon wWhen teaching
literature to young peoel. Building on Louise Rgsasabl att
Asti mulous@. (1294 Pi ke argues t hat t he Col
engagement with a piece of literature is theitiahresponse, an example of which could be

their annotabn of a text or associated journalwy. This is an approach he has advocated for

Bible reading as wellsuggesting that it increastihe likelihood of the text being perceived as
personally relevantPike, 2003). Bnilar approachebave been suggestedadsfor learning

or researchDavid Bleich (1985) argues for the use of a response statement by the reader
Lauren Leslie and JoAnne Caldwell (2009) suggest thinkindoauat by the reader as they
read,and Mike Jenningg2011) provided hs participantsv i t hBibla ReadingComment

fo r rtodcomplete whilst reading

In my case lie annotating of a text a research method which adheres to the qualitative
methodology assumed bli$ projectfor it allows a breadth of engagement with the tdkt

also fitswith my researchaim of consideing the reading which takes place, and my research
taskwhich involves reading a shorttext t her ef or e d &wherg theeteittee A Ma n
participans would read was printegreceded by instructions for its possiblenotationThe

first page of the Manual explained and reinforced various aspects of the research task. In
particular this page contained explicit instructions regarding the readingnaathing of the

text
1. Please read the passage through twice.
2.0n the second reading underline words, phrases or concepts which stand out for
any reason, and use the blank space on either side of the passage to write down

why they stood out.

3. Finally, use that same space to write down any thoughts, feelings, idea

i mages, memories, concerns or insights wh

80 More recently in computer studies, thmergence of-books has caused researchers texamine the
reasons why readers annotate texts with a view to degigmnotation softwarghipmanet al 2003; Marshall,
& Brush, 2004).

81 See Appendix E and F for a copy of Manual 5.

70



forget, there are no fArighto or Awrongo a

count.

In line with the qualitative underpinnings of this research, thp hr a s e of télrd rgeh t &r e
Owr oanngsbwer s 0 appeared twice on thiffrmthaat roduc
t he part i ciepgagementbvithpthe test avasavhat | valued matter the tone or
substancel also did not wahto guide them to reaith a particular way,soto communicate

that any type of annotation was acceptabled ed a | i st tlodghtsfeelings,sn noun
ideas, imagesnemories, concerns or insight©f course a blank unannotated text was just

as valid and valuable as one full @dmmentsMy choice of languag&as borrowed from

Mike JenningéBible ReadingComment formwhere he askkhis participants to respond to

the following

What strikes you about these versPsy attention to any ideas, feelings, images,

memories, or currg concerns that may come to you as you read. Write them

down. Hi ghl i ght words or phrases in the v
p. 226)

On the second page of tiManual the passage was printethteTayout was similar to that

used inthe manusdpt method of Bible study (Olesbergp12, pp. 1418). It was located
towards the middle of the page, with wide margins available for annotation arahdae

half line spacing allowing for clear underlining. The printed text excluded verse numbers and
the layout was typically in the form of one large section of text with no divisfoHsving
completed the annotation exercise, the participant was invited to complete an accompanying

guestionnaire which made up the second half of the Manual.

Questionnaire
As well as using annotation, | also used questionnaires to explore how the men read the texts,

a method other scholars have utilizdeor example,Andrew Village (2007) used a
guestionnaire with over 200 questions to explooar Mark 9:1429 was ready Anglican
lay people Susan Loman and Leslie Francis (208B)p used a questionnaireitwestigated

biblical literalism amongst UK school children. In their caseera3,400 pupils were asked to

82 The two exceptins to this were Proverbs 1611 where each proverb was set as a couplet and Psalm 88
which was divided into three sections guided byitierlude(Psalm 88:47, 810, 1118).
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read a series dBible passages and indicaie the questionnaie how they viewed thma.

When questionaires have been used guoalitative project they haveoften been part of a

mixed method approachlong with interviewing ath participant observatio(Malley, 2004

Rogers 2009), providing the researcher with a hat avenue of enquiry.decided to make

use of a questionnaire principally because | anticipated that on some occasions the
participants would not annotate the biblical text and | wanted an immediate opportunity to
consider why this was the case. Theusadn of a questionnaire in the Manual ensured that
this was sé*

The questionnaire comprised of Idpen and closed questionsThey were primarily
formulated in light of the research question and attempted to consider it from a variety of
anglesfori nst ance asking: What , i f u eeadythrough thg , nj u
passage?; Another example askelgase write a one line summary of the passage. However,
at this stage | was also working with three secondary research questionsn kiht, of the

trifold division of the world of the author, text and reader which is seen in contemporary CBS
met hods ( Ri ¢ches, wok@2007))l asked: Where\dlo myl readers dosate the
meaning of the text3econd, with Le Grys (201@&nd Schnealers (1999) | considerasihat

the transformative potential of thereading were.Finally, in light of the contextuahature

of reading (Davies, 2013p. 47) what sources of influence can be noted in the reading?
These secondary questions were of a ndeuctive nature and conflicted with the inductive
approach | had assumed. However, they viimleful in corstructing the questionnaire, and
once the data was collated it was theegging themes which | focusemh rather than these
secondary gestions The questionnaire concluded with the opportunity for the participant to
note down any other thoughts or comments, reflecting standard questionnaire practice
(Gillham, 2007, pp. 3485).84

Semistructured Interview
The third research method | chose wasemistructured interview. This is perhaps the most

popular researchool used to explore real readewst times ithas been used as the sole

83 See Appendix F for a copy of the questionnaire.

84 There was one parf the questionnaire whicbause two participants difficulty, and involved a double

negative, something thahouldideally be avoided (Fink, 1995). Question 13 contained apfdiet Likert scale

and asked the participant to indicate their response toahe stme nt A T NOBrelgvant safyediay 6 s
worl d. 0 Two thathey stromgty disagraea with the statemevitich conflicted with theiother

responsed raised this with them during their interviews anhdas clear that they had miassvered this

guestion.
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research methoRadway 1991; Hermes, 1995; Llewelly1%) whilst at others as part of a
mixed method approacAmmerman, 1987; Crapanzano, 2000; Malley, 2004; Neal, 2006;
Bielo 200%). A semistructured interview allows the participant to speak to an issue using
their words and for a conversation to develop betweendbearcher and the participant.
Robert Weissemphasises the value of interviewing by arguing that it is one of the contexts
most suited to the sharing of personal thoughts, feelings and experiences (199), ps. d
research method, theemistructured interview sits comfortably within a qualwati
methodology and in light of the previous two methods involving some form of written

responseit provided the opportunity for the participants to respond verbally.

Having read the five texts, annotating and completing the related questioneaichs,
participant would be invited to discuss the texts in atorene semistructured interview?®

The interview contained sonmestons which everyone was askedy example, | always

gave the participasta cqy of each text a s ki nWhattidhywunmaked f t hat one:-
Other questions were specific to the participant and emerged in light of my analysis of their
annotations and responses in the questiormadire/as also in this setting that | could clarify
answers and annotations which the participantspnadided or raise some of the emiag
themes related to theiesponses. This provided them with the opportunity to respond and if
necessary clarify any misunderstanding on my paftich in turn further validatedhe
findings (Creswell, 2014pp. 202202). As is standard interview practice | typically began by
asking the participants to tell me a bit about themselves and concluded by offering them the
opportunity to ask me any questions or add a further comment (Kvale & Brinkmann, 2009
pp. 128129. The interviews were recorded using a digital recording device arw on
completed, transcribedA set transcription protocol was followed and | emailed the
participants a copy of the transcript with the invitation to contact me if they felt there were
any err@s or wanted certain e&ipts kept from the thesisSgvinton & Mowat, 2006, p. 119;
Silverman, 201J) but no one responded

Entrance and Exit Questionnaires
Therewere two othetasksl asked my participants to completérst, in orderto gain some

backgound nformation about themalong with a sense of theireligious affiliation and

85 See Appendix | for an outline of the interview.
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attitudes towards the Biblé designed a two part Entrance Questionniréhe first part
requestedasic biographical databout the prticipantandtheir religious affilation®” which
was achievedby asking them howeligious andspiritual they considered themselves té*be.
Their past angbresent religioupractice was ats explored beforeonsidering their exposure
to the Bible.These questions were devgled in light ofother surveys,n particular David
Clinesd6 (1997) t vwand tlseBritisheSpcsal AttimdesSshreef/ dniredigiods
identity (British Social Attitudes 28, 2010

The second part of the Entrance Questionnairearmt 22statements related tthe Bible
andweredesignedtorevedl he participantsdé attitudes to
statements consi der ed t hnepacBupdnisceiéwndfveodealte nt , f
with the particig nt 6 s tewartsthé Billlee Thes areas were most significant fary

research and so five statements were dedicated to each. Three statements were also included
which considered the ige of interpretation anthree dealt with the Bible and other faiths.

Using a five point Likert scaléné participants had to indicate how strongly they (dis)agreed

with each statement. Likert scales are recognised toolsmiasuring attitudes. Bram
Oppenheim notes that they are not designed to yield subtle insights, rather they produce

Ar el i abldeer irnogu gohf opreopl e wi t h r e pa200lMikeo a pa
Jennings, (2011, pp. 7/A5) wused a five point Likert scal
on church and the BibleChristian Research (2014&)so used dive point Likert scée to

expl ore peopl e d s Thaissuds they@dddiessdd ovire Bible anB écibty, e .

the Bible and personal faith, the Bible and accessibiliy Bible and historyandth e Bi bl e 6 s
image.In my casethe 22 statements were phragmubkitivdy and negativiy, and placed

randomly throughout the three tablesiich held them, as is consideredsberactice

(Sapsford, 2007p. 225. The information gleaned from these tablesas important in

providing a fairly clear, ifrough, measure dhe partcipant® attitudes towards anbeliefs

about the Bible, which were thetarified during the senstructured interview.

86 See Appendix C and D.
87 The straightforward naturd the information | was seekingeant that a questionnaire was the preferred
research method (Denscombe, 2007).

%There was |little difference between the participanto
as fAnot at all religiousdo would also typically identi
Ammerman, (2013). Moreover, tiee n pr edomi nantly spoke about Areligio
of this my thesis focuses on the participantsdé sense
Et han and Zadok all descrirkdd gtilhamode lavnas Aad yil Gpi rai t4a
identified as fimoderately religiouso and fAnot at all
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The Entrance Questionnaire was undertakeheastart of the researcprior to reading any

of the texts. Atthe end, having read dlive passagedut not before the semrsiructured

interview, the participants completed an Exitie®tionnairé? It contained the same 22
statements as the Entrance Questionnaire and compaengesiultswas one way of
identifying any signi f i caaonleliets AbauttheeBibletdlsot he r e
asked them directly whether or not they had tadacted by reading the texts.

Pilot
Having thus designed my researokthods | sought tpilot them Such practice is a valuable

part of the research design aisdan opportunity not only to trial theewly constructed
researchdols, but also to test the wording of certain questi(®itzerman, 2010p. 197. |
approached nindocal, male dminated workplaces before the stdftlee tenth agreed to take
part. | had only begun to explaito this group of grounds and gardening staff that | was a
researcher looking for participaritsr a research project when the only female in the grou
indicated that she would voluntedn light of the difficulty in getting peple to participaté
saidthat although the main study would focus solely on ni@nthe purposes of theilpt
men and women would be acceptd@hus three peoplieom a group of fivetook part two
men (Rob and Mark)and one womarEmily). As anticipated all the researciskswere
conducted duringhe participant8 | unc ht i mgoided themwithiunch The use
of an incentive isnemethod of encouragingarticipant upta&, and is common when there
is difficulty getting volunteerOppenheim, 1992, p. 104). In my case this was lesmof
incentive andnore ofa thank youas the participants had agreed to vaentprior to being

told about the provision of lunch

Aside fromthe inclusion of a womanhé&re werefour main differences between thpd ot
study and the fieldwork. Firstn the fieldwork the men indicated that lunch would not be
required, sd took them cream cakes inste&kcond, where | had initially chosen fitexts

in the order of 2 John, Proverbs 1:1, 2 Samuel 5:325, Matthev 18:2135 and Psalm 88,
following feedback from theijot participars | reordered them so as to begvith a more
accessible text. Thus thedargiven at the Chemical Industriald?it was Proverbs 106111, 2
Samuel 5:1725, Matthew 18:2:B5, Psalm 88 and 2 John. Thitdrialled different wordings

of questions in theift studyand was then able to gauge the partidipan6 r esponse t

89 See Appendix H for a copy of the Exit Questionnaire.
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That informed my decision as to which gs&ons would be included in the main fieldwork
Finally, the interviews with the ifot study participantavere longer as theglso included
guestions regding any changes they would suggeesthe research materiads processThe
data which was produced the pilot studywvas not addetb the data from the main fielark

for that was neither theurposeof the plot nor did it correspond to the case study nature of
my researchOnly after having undertaken the pilot study and esved all the materiahi

light of it, did | turn toconsider the actual fieldwork.

Fieldwork
In light of the difficulty getting participants for thgilot study, | expected the fieldwork be

no different. One technique which is commonly used by researchers to access a difficult field

is the use of a gatekeeper (Burgess, 1991; Stewart).ZDii4 is usuly someone who can
actasagbet ween and facil it at eartitutaereseaels feeld,roc h e r 0 ¢
introduce them to potential participantéccordingly, I approached twoworkplace

chaplaincy organisations to see if they would be able to facilitate my entry into a male
dominated workplace One of them was Mission in the Ecwmy (MITE)
(http://www.missionintheeconomy.con/ which sought to be a faith premnce in the

economic communities of North WeShglard. Importantlyevangelism ws not one ofheir

aims,sothey were less likely to see my own research as a proselytigogtanity.

MITE put me in contact witliseorge,a member of ne of their local groupsHe was in his
early sixties andhad worked as the health and safety-ardinator at a local Chemical
Industrial Planfor 24 years George was a Christian asd was gmpathetic to my project
We met in the summer of 2012 at the Chemical Ridrere he worked, andhen Idescribed
the project to Georgde saidhewas happy to act as a gagtelper, believing the Platd be a
good site for my fieldwork. It had a large lmalominated workforce who typically returned
to their staffrooms angortacabirs during thér 40 minute lunchbreaks, socgbuld provide
both the setting and the time for my project, if the men were willing to volunteer.

George was also part of a local initiative calld@te Salt of the Earth Network
(http://www.saltoftheearthnetwork.ngtThis was establisheoly a local Bishop tdacilitate
discussion and action on the part of local industries and their commuilig@sally they

organised quarterly meetings at which issues like corporate social responsibility, fracking or
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apprenticeships were discussddhis network was one known to the Chemical Plant and
George suggested that my research would fit within its broad nvisfoencouraging
partnerships across different agencies, industries and commuiiesin a very loose way
my project was adopted by this network. This had prarctical implications. Firstover the
next few weeks George raised my project with a merobéne senior management team a
the Plant. He presented it apiace ofdoctoral researctwhich had links with thé&alt of the
Earth Networka network known to the manager, wéabsequenthagreed to théeldwork
taking place. Seconavith my agreememnonce the fieldwork had be@ompletedihe Salt of

the Earth Networlco-ordinated a feedback evening at the Chemical Industrial Plant where
the participants and others were invitedhar the result® This was the extent to which
MITE and theSalt ofthe Earth Networlplayed arole in the fieldwork. Teir input was vital

in providing me access tosaitable workplacdyut itwas a passing rale

Not only did George facilitate my entry into this site, he also took me through thetioml
processenablingme to visit the site unaccompanied and introduced me to two groups of
potential participants. It became clear that George had a particular talent for stimulating
peopl ebs interest i n tvwokedomtheitd fer dgess, herhgd. Furt
built up decades of good will with manyorkers. | wasd benefit from this good will,dr

these two groups of men, mostwafio identifieda s finot at al | religi ous:¢

would be wiling to participate

By the time the fieldwd¢ started, in Octodr 2012, George had retiredhi$ meant that the

fieldwork could take place free frorany direct influence from himand dealt with the

possibility that he might have used it as a chance to evangfea®rge and tontinued to

meet thraghout the fieldwork however, andkept him updated omy progress. In order to
maintainthepar t i ci pant sd c¢ onf iGeergetnevarlaskedyanyaditedt a n o |

guestions about theandthe project was always disssed in general terms

The firstgroup of men began the project in October 2012. They were a group of welders who
had lurch together in their portabinand bur out ¢ that group of five took part. @er a

period of two weeks these men read through the five ssxdcompletethe variougesearch

90 Significantly,only one of the mename: AnthonyThis perhaps indates that although most of the meere
willing to volunteer, ultimately they were not that interested in the project
911 do not think he would have as he appreciated the ethical boundaries of the project.
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materials. Due to two of the participants falling ill it was a further two weeks before all the
participants had been interviewed. This group were then ablectonmend another small
groupand introducedne to them. Snowball sampling is an atedpand common sampling
technique especially in settings which are unfamiliar to the researcher or difficult to access
(Davies, 2007, p. 14 Denscobe, 2007 pp. 1718).

| discovered that there were three components necessary to maximise the chance that a new
group of men would agreto take part. Firsta recognisedmember of staffwho had
completed the projecteeded to introduc@e andvouchfor it. Secondthe new grop should

contain no more thathree people, and finallyhat | explainthe project to them personally. If

any one of these agponents was missing the probability that then would volunteer
reduced significantly. For instance, towards the end of thew@k | approachedhe
manager who had earlier agreed toftalelwork beingcarried out on the sité.asked him if |

could contact the staff who worked within the main administrative/managerial block. He was
happy for me to try to recruitom amongst te managemenbut suggested that he email all

the managers on my behalf. As it wasly two out of a potential sixteen replied to indicate

their willingness.

Thus when one groupinished the project thewere usually able to introduce me to a new
group who wereoften willing to volunteer and so overtan month period seven groups
completed the project. In only one instance did a group decline to take part, and that was
because they were due to recsite later thatveek® The first was a group of welderthe
second utility men, the third were a group of engineers and the fourth a group of scaffolders.
The fifth group comprised mainly mechanics, the sixth another small group of scaffolders and
the seventh a group of manageEach grouptypically comprised of a sall team who
lunched together in their own cabin/office. The only exception to this was the managers who,
having individual offices, undertook the research alone at their desksydungest
participant was aged 2@ohn) andthe oldest wa$2 (Derek). The 20 mehad differing

levels of education and soesxonomic backgrounds; however a#re born in Britan and
described t hemsel Wans of them réad thé Bilde, vt itotchusci or 0
participated in any other religious adtwon a regular basis. They either identifesl having

no religion orwith the Christian faith. By the time the manageasl completed the project it

92 This contrastshe difficulty | hadestablising thepilot group.
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was clear that the same themes were reappearing in the data. | had reachedsatimatio

and it was alikely more data woulddd to the findinggDavies, 2007, p. 149).

These different groups followed the pattern set out earlier in this chapter. Thaating been
introduced by another worker who had recently completed the pigpeesented ito them
verbally and providedhem with the Participant Information Shee®A few days later |
returned and answered any questions which had arisen, before inquiring if anyone was
willing to volunteer. Those whalid then signed the Consent forand we arranged a
schedule for completing the various questionnaires and Manuals. It usually took two weeks
for the men to complete all of this before | then analysed da¢a and arranged to meet them

for a oneto-one semistructured interview.

My descriptionthus farof the research task does not do justice to the lived experience of
undertaking tfs researchthe reality was more cooluted and at times frustratiniyluch in

the same way as the researcher should identify themselves and their influence on the project,
so too the difficulties and challenges must be acknowledged foratkeglsopart of the
research journeywarious issues cropped up throughout the fieldwork which resulted in it
taking significantly longer than | anticipated.érk was a week when thetie@ Fant closed

down for essential maintenance and various holiday periods when the level of staff was
reduced. At times the demands of work were such that the nrennweable to meet at the
hourthey had indicated, and on other occasions some patrticipants had periods of absence due
to ill health. Sometimes when a group member was not present to complete uinedreq
research tasthey would offer to do stater that day or at home that evenihggreed to this

and it appeared to make no difference to the way they read the five texts. Unfortunately on
two occasions provided the wrong materiate two participants, iankfully the problem was
resolved the following day when the issue came to lggitt | was able to give them the
correct materialsTwo participants withdrew from the project, one due to an accident which
prevented him from returning to wqrnd the other out of choice. Therefore an eighth group

started but did not complete the pudjdn total the fieldwork lasted 10 months.

Analysis
The data produced in the fieldworgquired analysing=ollowing Martyn Denscombe (20Q7

pp. 287288 | viewed my data analysis and interpretation as phione process, and by
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using a themat approach Is e t out to fAcapt wr eprtelsee nd o minn atnl

(Franzosi, 2004, p. 5507 hematic analysis is similar to Grounded Theanythat they both
allow the data to shape the analysiowever, itdoes not require the concurrent collection
and analysis of data which Groundedh@ory doesKzzy, 2002, p. 87

Two main layers of analysis would take plackeTirst was at the individual levelpr once a
participant had engaged with all five textsdarompleéd the associated questionnaires, |
analysed their data. Thisvolved coding the various subjects, issues, ideas, comments which
were raised anglacing them in larger categories, which led to the identification of the main
themes. This informatn allowed me to tailor the serstructured interview to the
parti ci pant.duwdedoaka subseqaaht wavg sf analysizce the interview had

been transcribed, for only at this stage could the triangulation of the three data sources be
done.Having completed this| produceda one page summary of the particip@nteading of

the five texts

The second layer of analysis was corporate involvedimmersing myself for a series of
weeks in all the data produced by the participants. During this ktireviewed each piece,
once again coding, categorizingnd idenifying the major themes. &ving undertaken this
first wave of corporate analysis secondwave followed, onewvhich focused on the main
themes identifiedand involved seeking further ata elated to them whichaffirmed,
challenged or nuanced them. Finally a third wave of anaigslsplace concentratingn any
minor themes in the datar outlying categories to which | had not given due consideration
These layers and waves of analysis,e@fihe attention to detail required by qualitative data
analysis (Boulton &Hammersley, 2006pp. 256256, Bazeley, 2018 In total 20 interview
transcripts (25 to 50 minutes long), 140 questionnaires (100 related to the five texts and 40
from the Entrance and EXxit questionne®) and 69 annotated texts wargalysed from th

fieldwork.

Conclusion
In this wayl attempted to answer my research question, by designing and implementing a

gualitative case studythis chapter has described the constamctof my research tools and
the undertaking of my fieldwork. | began by locatimyself with reference to myork and

notingsome of the ways in whichimfluenced its shape. Particulaig a Christian, | had to
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demonstrate that my project was not evaisgelin the guise foresearch. | did this by
highlighting how | carried myself in the field, my construction of the research materials and
the tone of this thesis. Having addressed this ethical issue, | returned to my research question
and agued for theuse of a mixed metbd approachwhich comprisedannotation,
guestionnaireand interview | then recountedhow | used a pilostudy to further refine the

tools, before tracinghe fieldwork which | undertook. | notdtie usefulness of Georgay
gatekeeperand the snowball sampling technique which resulted in sevapgrtaking part.

This chapter then concluded by outlining the various waves of analysis which took place,

both for each individual participant and for the group as a whole.

Up to this pointin the thesid have traced the prompts, development and refinement of my
research question along withe construction of my rese&érenethods and implementing of
thefieldwork. All of which makes up the first half of my thesis. The secondr@lf turns to
consider the main findings from this case studfhat follows builds upon the thematic

analysis which took place, for the findinaiee exploredn a similar thematic fashion.
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CHAPTER 4: Reader Shaped Readings Foundation and Experience

The ®cord half of this thesis will arguthatthese readesdrelationshig with thefive biblical
textsshaped their readisgf thosetexts. There are three strands to this argument and they

make up the subsequent four chapters. The first strand cortbertiseoretical foundation

which | build upon and the first part of his chapter addresses thig unpacking Louise
Rosenbl attds t ransac(l9yn ne04 2005)h k& opartyculajotivo r e a d i
component®f herrelationalview of reading ardiighlighted for they most closely account

for the indings from my case study. Firshat the reader and the teodexistin a dynamic
systemindicaing that they have a relationphof some kind prior t@oming together in the

act of readingSecondthat al that the reader is irelation to the text shapes their readaig

that text with certain aspectef tha relationship having a greater influence thie reading

which takes place.

The second strand of my argument is made up of four exampleh wbmonstrate the

reality of thecentral claim theorizednithe first strandEach examplexplores a different

aspecto f the reader 6s r ednd itssubseqdninfluence upbrhthet he t
readings.Accordingly, the second half of thishapterexaminesthe impactof t he r eade
prior religious experienceChapter 5consi ders the influence of

religious identity and then their attitudes towards the Biatel Chapter 6investigateshe

significance of utthedBibleeeader s beliefs abo

Chapter 7continues to explore the relational nature of these readings,esiaa@ keries of
unexpected readings astuded. These were readings which were shaped by, but did not
conform t o, ionkhe withé¢ha @eThey frm thesthraastrand of my argument

by demonstratinghe caacity of a text tdead a reader into an atypical readihgthis way

then the relational nature of these readirgyargued, one involvingoth thereader and the

text

This present chaptebegins byintroducingL oui se Rosenbl attd®fs tran
reading | describe the central tetseof her readeresponse theory and in doing so highlight

two particularwaysin which this theory resonates with the éimgs of my owrstudy. These

are that the reader and the tetist within adynamic systemand that the reader brings all

that they are to a text with certain aspects of the reader informing the reading more than
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others The transactional tleey has its limitations and somef these ee also presented,
ultimately howeverl contend thathis theory describethe readings which took place at the

Chemical hdustrial Plantsomethinghe remainder of the thesisll demonstrate

| then move to the first example bbwmy r e a d enslspé withttee Ifivee biblical texts

shaged their readingTwo men are presented wheere particularly clear illustrations of the
influence of a reader 6s pr i orDaveaslad4yaamolds e x p ¢
welderwho grew up #iendingchurch with hisfamiyal t hough he now i dent.i
rel i gi ous . painful childioodsexperiances related thurch would result in a

Abi ttdng of the deats. @nething similar happened when members of the public
annotated aBibe i n Gl asgowo6s ,adthearallelsdhdétwedhdheése two Ar t
cases are explored in light of insights from social psycholGgyyis a 48 year old utility

technician who also identified d@mot at all religiousd6 a n d | He &lsofouddihatehis

prior experiences of religiosignificantly informed his reading of the five texts. In his case it

resulted in alack of engagement, whiclis explored inl i g h't of Matt hew
ethnograpla study of the Friday Masowe Whaishanu Christians in Znbabwe wi reject

the Bible(2007) This chapter therefore theorizes tiedational nature of theeadings which

took placeandprovidesthe first working example of thikeory in action.

The Foundation- A Transactional Theory of Reading
LouiseRosenblativas an American educatialist and literary scholar, whe recognised as

one of the early and significant voices within readsponse critiem (Tompkins, 1980, p.

X; Roen &Karolindes, 2005)Her transactional theory has been widelged byteachers in
North America(Sloan, 2002), and has been applied to a variety of other interpretive contexts,
including music (Cardany, 2014), advertisi@egoray, Higgins, Harrison an€ollins
Emery, 2013), Bible readingracticegPike, 2003 Jennings2011) and biblical interpretation
(Davies, 2000)It has been adapted to include a vocal and written component (Dugan, 1997)
and merged with activity theory (Beach, 2000jayne Booth in his Foreword to the fifth
edition of her work_iterature as Exploratn (1995 [1938]) writes:

Has she been influential? Immensely so: how many other critical works first

published in the late thirties have extended themselves, likeotte, to five
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editions, proing themselves relevant to decade after decade of critrwél a

pedagogical revolution? (p. vii).

It is questionable whether her influence is as great ifigteeof biblical studiess it isin the

literary and pedagogical fields, fonibiblical studiesStanley Fish (1980) and Wégang Iser

(1974) are more commty cited (Resseguie, 1984; Moore, 1986; Porter, 1990; McKnight,

1993; Barton, 2002; Schv, 2003). Nonethelespecause foundational to the transactional

t heory (S an understanding that every read
subsequent reai n g , it is Rosenblattdéds transactional

expounds the readings which took place at the Chemical Industrial Plant.

At the beginning ofThe Reader, the Text, the Poem: The Transactional Theory of the
Literary Work(199 [1978]) Rosenblatt notes that historically the focus of scholars has been

upon the author or the texdndiit he r eader has tendedhistiso r e ma
not a uniqueobservation (Eagleton 199Eittau, 200§ and is one which Georg&icheleand

othershave sought to address witbference to the Bible (1993 their case they consider

the Bible through a variety of reading methodsch asreadefresponse or ideological

criticism, which explicitly or implicitly elevate the reader to a prarant positionRosenblatt
reflectedon how actual readergstudents)engaged with textstheorizingthe relationship

which occurs between the reader and the text in the act of reading, something she calls the
transactional theory of reading. Bgcusingon the reader/text transaction, she brings the

reader out from the shadow to assume their place alongside the author and the text.

Rosenblatt builds on the idea of fAtransacti ¢
in Knowing and the Know(1949), where they argu¢here is no definitive divide between the

knower, the knowing and the known, rathdreyt are all interconnected. They were
challengingthe positivist paradigm that the subject and object were distinct and separate,
positing in its place thatdth are part of the same matrix and so influee@eh other. This

view is commonly held by social scientists (Gray, 2009, 498499) and is an tegral part

of disciplines such as ethnography where the researcher and the researched are not viewed as
sepaate entities but part of the same research matrix (Denzin, 1997; Rosenblatt, 2005, p.

Ecology is another disciplinevhere the interelatedness of the subject and object is
indispensable, here animal, plant and sea life are all understood tot lné pae dynamic

system (Beeby &8rennan, 2004; Rosenblatt, 2005, p. xvii).
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By applying thisto reading Rosenblatt argues thdhe reader and the texdre not
unconnected entities which come together in the reading of a text and then move on
potentially unaffected by the reading (much like two snooker balls bouncing off each other)
(Rosenblatt, 2005, p. 40Rather, reading is a relational activity involvingotwartes, the
reader and the text, whHwave a reciprocal relationship, existing within the same maitrtk
influencing eah other as they come togethemichas a river and a river bank dbillard,
1982).Therefore, with regards to Bible reading, what tbllowing chapters will show is the
existence of aelationship which all my participants had with the biblical texts. These men
were part of a dynamic systemmatrix, within which the five textalso existed and dbey

were brought tgether the natue and contours of the relationship became cl&ais
relationship wa not a direct one because none of the mditatel that they were farar

with the texts. It was indirect fahe five texts were associated with the Bible and wider
Christianity?® suljects which the participants had direct relationship with, having

previously encountered both.

This relational view of reading is further developedRnsenblativho posits that in the act

of reading itselfboth parties comtiue to influence each ath

Reading is a constructive, selective process over time in a particular context. The

relation between reader and signs on the page proceeds-eméfto spiral, in

which each is continually being affected Wwhat the other has contribut¢€ ]

Ast he text wunrolls before the readerds eye
influences what comes to mind and is selective for the succeeding signs. But if

these do not fit in with the meaning developed thus far, the reader may revise it to

assimilate he new words or may startl @ver again with differenéxpectations.

(1995 pp. 26-27)

According to Rosenblatt then, reading is not made up of the text asserting its meaning upon
the readernor the reader extracting or cregtin meaning out of the texthsteadmeaning

emerges from the toirgndfroing which occurs in the reader/text relationship. It i&veo-

93 Strictly speaking, no one ever encounters Christianity but they do meet Christians, attend Christian services
and are exposed to traditions, rituals and festivals associated with the Christian faith.
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way, reciprocal reladn 06 ( p . 27) and so fAmedhereadegr. Botk not

reader and text are essential to the trarmaattprocess of making meania¢p. 27).

By 0 r eRasénblatt does not focus upon one particular part of an individual, such as their
psychological profile (Holland,2011), personality (Francis, 2013), ideological stance
(Rowland, 2006) or particular satlocation(Segovia & Tolbert, 19954,995b). Insteadshe

is referring tothe multitude of things which make up an individual, suchhag attitudes,
experiences, beliefs, asaptions, feelings, personality and expectatioisese the reader
bringstot h e t e x t , maaylother glementstinha néiterbe-duplicated combination
[which] determine his[sic] inter-fusion with the peuliar contribution of the texgt
(Rosenblatt, 2005, p. 30).

| would further addthat for Rosenblatt tme are threeslements whichshe highlight as

shapingthe reader and sthe reading.First, there ist he r e a d e aséosiatignemr s on a |
connection with the text, whickvould includetheir attitudes, expectations anemories

related to the texiSecond, there amgider aspects of the reader which also contribute to the
reader/ text relationship, such as t he rea
preoccupation. Third, the soephysical contexbf the readings also understood to play a

role within this relationisip, shapig the reading which takes plafRosenblattl995 p. 30;

1994 p. 81).This plethora of inflencesshapet he r eader 6s aangth@ach t
reading act itself2005, p. 8)InthiswayRosenbl att 6s transactional
reader brings all that they are to the téxta particular sociphysical context, all of which

shapes the reading.

In this thesishowever,| us e tthhee tr ecskmtobreshipbvish a texd to specifically

refert o t he r eader 6 swithdhe regtdhis waukl snoludethesit attibudes
experiences, beliefs, memories asdumptions with reference to the text. This is because the
readings which occurredt the Chemical Plantevealed the significant influence of tlees

readerly associatic upon those reading$hislimitedd ef i ni t i on of a read:¢

with a textis alsoseen inAndrew Villageb s wo r k

A personod6s relationship to a sacred text
of different aspects. Among these are theirwatgttowards the Bible, their beliefs

about the Bible and their use of the Bible. It would not be surprising if these were
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related to each other: people who have negative attitudes towards the Bible are
unlikely to believe that it has any divinely ordairadhority, and probably read it
seldom if ever. Those who believe it to be the word of god will presumably have a
positive attitude to it and will be more likely to read it. This broad generalization
hides a more complex picture in which attitudes, behef$ practices are distinct

aspects of a holistic relationship to scriptikéllage, 2007, p. 29)

Rosenbl att unter btdmaks eraquifgteeox & gage. These become a
sequence afignsas they meet the eyes of a re@d@005, p.x, emphasis in origingl signs
which can be interpretedlhe transactional theory contends that the text can play two
particularroles in any readingFirst, itcan act to stiup (20®, p. xxv), evoke (2005, p. 9)
andstimulatethe reade(1995 p. 31) In other wordsit provides something specific to which
the reader responds. However, it is not limitedhe role of stimulus, for ialso has the
potential toguide (1995p. 269, regulate (1994p. 11) and leadl@94 p. 11) the reader in

the constration of meaning

The transactional theory argsi that as the reader comesato t e x t ifsome expect
tentative feeling, idea, or purpose, no matter how vague at first, startsetted i ng pr oc e
(2005,p. 8).UsingWi | | i am J a 898]scto n(clePpddeti offel f@ t Rosenblatton, o
argues that particulassociations, such #soughts feelings or experiencesvill be pushed

into the centre of the metadbm@ockgrandPA5tpexniv).i on, W
These initial reponsesare chosenfrom the multitude of others because the reader
understands them to be the most relevant for this particular aetding p. 6). In other

words, certan asped o f t h eelationshapdwathr thestext will be considered more
significant to the reading than others, and so will play a more dominant rtile i@ading

which takes placeln particular Rosenblattcontends that every reader places themselves
somewhere on an efferent/aesthetic spectrum as they anticipate readingfahexteader
understands that the text should be read formation, as one would a traiicket, then they

read from the efferent end of the spectrum. Whereas, yflibeveit should be read with

reference to the feelings, images and thoughts whistirs up, as one would poem, then

they would read from the aesthetic end of the specfR@d5, pp. 1614). Such a broad view

of the reader and all that they bring to the text is foundational to the transactional theory and

my use of it.
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Once someam has begunto reathey an d t e ewvolved i ta cofmplex, nonlinear,
recursive,selcorrecting transaction, 0 (n2 Beihd actedp . 9)
upon. Rosenblatt is not as prescriptive \Wslfgang Iserwho describes the readeas

foll owing the Aflowo of a text, anticipatin
where that flow is irdgrrupted (Iser, 1974o. 28(Q. Her broad view of a reader understands

that they brinaall that they are to the text and in the unique dynamic interchange which takes

place meaning emerges.n | ser 6 s c as e ,as d dtimulug andk bgling In  gap s
those gaps the text takes on greater sigpmite for the reader (1989p. 3334). Rosenblatt
alsounderstangthatthe text acts as a stimulus but this is not limited to textual gaps rather
every sign on the page is a stimulus. I n th

producesneaning and significance.

The transactionaheory is not without its limitations or critics (Connell, 2008). Fatance,

it acknowledges the influence ohet factors in any reading, includitiiecomt e Xt ©r A S 0O ¢
physi cal 0 (Rosmblditi 1994 p.s/8).t Howeveunlike contextual Bit# reading
approaches such as CBS (Rich26]10), it does not major on thinfluence This is

highlighted byRichard Beach (2000) whaompensatefor it by incorporating activity theory

into the transactional moddh doing so he suggests that everyrea8es t r ansacti on
text is situated within a widesocicphysicalcontext, and it is this context which influences

the reader6s motivation, sense of identity a

David Bleich (1980) argues a gton that textsthdve t r ar
agency, in that they can lead a reader, and the resulting limitation of meaning which ensues.
This is one of the distinctions betenRo s en bl att 6 s tStndep Fish, waond t h e
proposes that there is no geistingtext rather all texts are constructed in the mind of the
readerHe argueghatthe reasoriwo or more readers can reach a similar conclusion on the

same text is because they belong to thmes interpretive community, sharinbe same

interpretive strategyard so any interpretation isl i mi t e d by thevereaderl
community (Fish, 1976; 1980 Rosenblatt acknowledges thaty meaning is possible, but

argues that valid meanings are limited by the text rather than the interpretive community. In

her theorythere is a place for the reading community (the example she gives iége

clasg in correcting or nuancing the meaning which has been proposed (2005, p. 28).
However, her focus is on the text and its role in restricting the range of passaligs,

not the interpretive community. In line witBadamer (1979) and Iser (1980, p. 65) alse
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argues that the texprovides the potential for the reading transactio produce new

understandingsutwitht he r eader 6s | n(l995pp2d5)eti ve communi t

Similarly where a historicatritical approach to bikcal interpretation would concentrabs

the authorial intent anditz im Lebenof the text (Fitzmyer, 2008; Vanhoozer, 1998),
Rosenblatt acknowledges the role of the probable authorial intent ekgrtand to the text

i n guiding the r280bddij, lBusdoas notineajan thiseihdriTme dack(

of attention to these historical aspects rasmta theorywhich falls shor of what some
considera balanced model of terpretation Gorman, 2009; Osborne, 2006; Tate, 1997)
However, Rosenblatt sware of the historical legacy which has prioritised the awthdrthe

text over the reader arsthe sought to redress tlmsbalanceby focusing on the read€t994

pp. 1-5). Further, as aarducationalist her purpose was to provide a theoretical foundation for
the teaching of literacy not the construatiof an interpretive model, whicis, | suspect,

another eason for her focus on theadeftext relationship.

This focuscorresponds to ynresearch enquiry as to how men would read five biblical texts.

My interpreation of the daténdicated that my readers were bringing to the texts a plethora of
different experiencesjdentities, attitudes and beliefs All of these associations were
intedinked, often reinforcing eacbther but at other times pulling the reader in different
directions. In accord with the transactional theory aflieg, ultimately certain aspeafsthe

reader 0s relationship with t heroldthdnlothersa | t e

(Rosenblatt, 2005, p. xxiv) and these are the focus of the proceeding chapters.

In doing so, | willpresenthese aspecs individual findings from my case studflowever,

such an approactoesstand against the tone of ther ansacti onal t heory,
emphasis is on the mtconnectedness of all teo mponent s whi ch make
relationship with a text. Reading is a fcom
reciprocal interplay she writes(2005, p. 43). 8e does believendividual elements which

make up theaeader/text relationship cdre idenified (2005, p. 42), buber emphasis is on

the holistic nature of the relationship.

Mike Jennings adheres this interconnectediew of readingwhen presenting the findings
from his doctoral research (2011). BEehart s t he way his reader 6s

legitimacy of his Christian faith ad the restorationist theologye adhered to intertwined
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shapingS i mo subbsequent Bible engagement 120 p. 157) However, in doing this
Jenningsonly focused upon one reader out of his group of miagicipants,andthe other
eightplayedaminor role in his thesisnimy casel will present foudifferent aspectsf my

participant$ relationships with the five biblical texts/hich significantly shaped tive

readings Thesearethe participat s6 pri or religious experienc
attitude towards the textand beliefs about the Bible. Each of these aspectbwitiresented
individually as standalone examples of the relational nature of these reading encduinters.
presenting each aspect | wijipically providea limited number ofeaderstwo or more, to
demonstrate the influence of thaaderly aspeciThis goproachdemonstrates the impact of

different readerly influences but at the cost of not fully addressing theratéeed nature of

these readings.

The first half of this chapter has provided the foundation and first strand of my central
argumentRosenkatt theorized that readers and tegtsexist,in my case will demonstrate

that my participantsalready had some sort of relationship with the texts, oneiatexti

through their connectionwith the Bible and ChristianityT her ef or e, because
relationship with a text shapes their reading of it, the exact nature and flavour of that
relationship would become cleas they read the fiiexts. The second stramdw considers

four different aspects f t h e elatmreshipawitiotise five tax, and he remainder of this

chapter will consider thérst of these,the ol e of my participantsd pr

in shaping their reading of the five biblical texts

The Influence of the ReadesdExperiences

D a v éBittero el&dings

Dave is tle leader of a small group of welders at the Chahftant andsomeoneof whom

other staff spoke highll. once heard a manager comment th
out of metal . o6 For his part, Dave doiedioynot pa
the banter and camaraderie with the rest of the welders. It had been years since Dave had read

a Bible or heard one beingreadeH had no interest in religion
r e | i gDumng Isis. childhoochoweverDave dong with the rest of his familyregularly

attendeda number of evangelicathurckes. In Daved s ,ctleeshgpocrisy which he

encountered resulted ims rejection ofChristianity He describeg in this way:
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Around 15, 161 became aware of a hell of a lot ofgocrisy, because as | was

turning into an adult | was seeing these people for what they really were. One face

was what they were on a Sunday and the other face was what | could see they

were behind closed doors and awhay, from th

without exception it was everybody that was involved in that religion.

When asked to read the five biblical tex@sve readhemsceptically. By this | mean, having

read an entire text, he focused on aspects of it with which he disagreed. A sceptical reader
may agree witharge sections of text, however when asketboutthe text in general, they
principally express their disagmeent with it providing evidencefrom the sectionghey

object to In this waythey concentrate on the parts they rejaott downplay thoséhey

accept As Chapter 7 will demonstrate, the specific content which the reader disagrees with
varies according tthe reader and the texiut hey include a texts absolutist or bullying tone,

its ethics, its lack of workability, its irrelevance, its contradictions or its inaccurakdies

reasos for reading in this wayreexplored in part irthe following chapterswith reference

to Dave, his comments, annotations and reflections nearly always revolved around ways in
which the texts were wrong, immoral, unworkable or intoleffotread in this way contrasts

an accepting reading. This is where the reader focus@arts of the text with which they
agree making little or no comment on anythi |

engagement with these texts which is explored in Chapter 5).

None of the participants claimed to be regdinfi s c e pt i e@ihglyy 6l oa h ofisaec ct h
terms as they broadly described how the texts were handled. In using these labels I
disregarded others which are employeithin academia. Som#cus onthe identity of the

reader, sucha8conf essi ormalnd easrsd edh B0O4) buf thim emphasizes

the reader rathethan the reading event. Othesssuch as fireading again
Aresisting readerso do not asfl will latgr shdwelisddr i be w
consider using a | abal fdecmensufisuspoti enép
term, once used positively by Paul Ricoeur (1981) concerningahlknowledge has been
presentecs something in guosition to religious faithby othersfor instanceMi r os 1 av Vol f
usest he pai rneuicg of fiebpect ansuspicion ( 201 0) . Due to the
above | decided to make use of a pairing which, to the best of my knowledge, has not been
used in the context of Bible reading before. This enables me tondsdedine the terms

which | believedbest describe what took place.
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Daved @annotations orProverbs 0:1-11 are a good example af sceptical readingsee

Figure 1)

Figure 1: Davebds AnPnogerbal0ithlns on

A wise child brings joy to a father; LevE
a foolish child brings grief to a mother.
4
Tainted wealth has no lasting value, W K ‘ \‘“ e : o
but right living can save your life. s Cuo
iqduﬂ Qﬂ"g'}‘%
The Lord will not let the godly go hungry,

but he refuses to satisfy the craving of the wicked. P ,\ﬂb‘ B

Lazy people are soon poor;

PRI

hard workers get rich.

A wise youth harvests in the summer,
but one who sleeps during harvest is a disgrace.

The godly are showered with blessings;
the words of the wicked conceal violent intentions.

We have happy memories of the godly,
but the name of a wicked person rots away.

The wise are glad to be instructed, 6 ) LS
but babbling fools fall flat on their faces.
' HoVIS
MG
People with integrity walk safely, ’y)t okl s AR
€
but those who follow crooked paths will slip and fall, \J£'$T & W

People who wink at wrong cause trouble,

but a bold reproof promotes peace.

The words of the godly are a life-giving fountain; i
the words of the wicked conceal violent intentions
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His six comments all focus on parts of the text with which he disagrees. At timsets th
expressed directly, for exampteescribingas Awrbegprover b: ALazy pe
poor; ha d wor k er and a @her times @ I3 expressed indirectlyngsiumour or a

more mocking tone, for ekefismgl eprvorvietribng A ll o v
subsequent annotations on the other texts would also focus exclusively on aspects of the text

with which he disagreed.

In the related questionnaires aai mi | ar pattern was seen, f ol
singularly concerned aspects of the texts he found objectionable. For example, the
introductory queson asled  Wh a't , I f anything, Aj umped out

passage?

For Proverb40:1-11 Dave wrote:
fiSome out of date and go completely against modern capitalist oiews.

For 2 Samuel 5:225 he wrote:

fiHow their God encouraged violence.

For Matthew 18:2435 he wrote:

fiConstant use of violent behaviour from Gnd.

For Psalm 88 he wrote:
iCruel and violent God. Tortubes peopl e i/

And for 2 John he wrote:

fiThis is John actively telling his Christifimends to behave antisemitic [siG]

This pattern continuedn our interview for once again Dave spoke about the texts
disparagingly’* His comparison of 2 Samuel 15-25 with fi a Brot her sd6 Gr i mm

illustrates andummarizesis sceptical engagement and subsequent reject of these five texts.

“See Appendix J for a full transcript of this intervi
readings and exerts | quote.
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Wh e n [Gritmmdss f a i an pbouwalVes tihg babies heads off and, and

in a way the Bibleds t heslssaitmshockvalueds not

now because of television and mo[dern.

Samuel 5:1725], I dondt know, tprabdbly 300 yeansiagdyif t o

At

me ,

youdbd have read t hyaetartso od dc lyiolud ds iax,t usad | gr

up t hem. Youdd scare the hell out of then
f

doom, i
S

A

it o

A

a fantasy world isnodt it.

Dave was one of the few participants to usenotionallanguage when wting or talking

about the texts. During ounterview | asked hinif any one text stood out, and he replied:

you donodét do as yoaltwaudgoutkrmly d and e\

Dave: Yeh, the last ondhe kst one negatively, it riles me [referring to 2 John]

David: Aye OK, youbdbd deskt i beamgonegobyaur sai d you
commentsaboutffquoti ng Daveds answer to ques
questionnairef®

Dave: Becausekiet 0st 6s | i ke rsdecarngwananarmtharel i gi
religion. And | doné6t get it.

| asked Dave if he had any thoughts as to why he hadatktk texts e sceptically and he
directly linked his reading of these textshie past exgriences:

Probably because |, of what | 6ve, t he
journey of my life. Religion is attached to a lot of negativity, because of the
people, not because of the Bible or. It makes, it just makes you look on the bad
side ofthings really, | mean | could read it and pick out deliberately nice pieces

but generally speaking, everybody | 6ve
instrument to get their message across.
interpretationofth®&i bl e t o get their message, and

®Question six in the questionnaire asked: What if
did it make you feel? (See appendix F). Few men answered this question by commenting on their feelings, but
those that did often expressed feelings of anger, frustration, and disbelief.
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Davebds direct |linking of his childhood relic¢
five texts is very higful becausetiis not easily seen in the annotations or textual comments
themseles, for hedid not explicitly connectcertain texts or ideas to his childhood
experiencesDavewouldgo on to describe himsel fnas fee
sentimenthe again linked bothto his childhood experencesand his readingf the five

biblical texts.The Bible isthe sacredext of Christianity, and so it artle Christian faith are
intertwined(Aichele, 2001, p. 21§. It is thereforeno surprise that Dave would treat the five

extracts from the Bible with antagonism in lighthas feelings towards wider Christianity.

The weight of his bierness or negativity igmphasized byhe fact that thesgainful

experiences occurred at le&6tyears ago and yshape theserecentreading.

Daveods expeagientesol €hristianity resulted in him identifyfig a's Anot at
religiousd  aerpdessing the huwhich he felt throughthe way he reathe texts His were
readingsprimarily concentratingon aspects of the textsith which he disagreed a v e 0 s
reading ofthe five biblical texts is understandable in light of his experienndsitais not

unique. In different way€Bob, Stewart, MattyAndy G, Derekand Gary wuld all link their

prior religious experience® thar readings of the texts.

Profaning a Bibleat theGallery of Modern Art (GOMA)
Outside of this case study such a phenomenon has been noted bastetl.For example,

in 2009,the Gallery of Modern Artin Glasgow staged agxhibition Sh[out]: Contemporary
Art and Human RightsThis was a majoexhibition on the theme of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual,
Transgender and Intersex human rigtBandell, Dodd &Jones, 2010 Jane Clarke the
minister of the MetropolitatCommunity Church irGlasgowpresented a Bible at &d an
open invitation filf you feel you have been excluded from the Bible, peavrite your way
back into ib (Sherwood, 201p. 9-10).

Yvonne Sherwood (2012op. 972) recounts how theontent of the annotations which
followed caused a public outcry, eventually leading to the Bible haleged in a Perspex
box, preventing th public fromfurther annotatiof® Someof the amotations had a comical

element,and Sherwoodr ecount s how AThe prophet Obadi ah

% The public were then given access to a blank book where they cotadhair comments.
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00ObIl adeed ¢p.@ Othet eomments though jpgarto echo something of the hurt

and bitterness whicDaveexpressedii P| éoaugen after reading. Prefe
this book didndét exist; o Al whmis bdisippointeceimal e a
t hi sficdoawyd f i gur e s rellgiondehidé vehb they dre. Oice you have been

raped by a priest, maybe yanderstand, as | havepp( 1612).

In this public setting, the British pubheere taking the opportunity to comment on the Bible.

They were not reading any specific text aasponding to it as my participanvere, but they

were using asanctioned setting to express some of their beliefs about and attitudes towards

the Bible. Such a setting disinhibited them, facilitating the responses above, some of which
wereexpressionsfchurt due to prior religious experience®idmi r r or s Daveds app
hetoo used the opportunity ansactioned setting to express Higterness.

Sherwooddés own interest in the GOMA exhibiti
place andthosewho annotated the Bible, rath&lne focused on the Bible as an obpud its
subsequent profaningghewent on to consider in more depth the public outcry and media

response to these events, suggesting that:

In a quasiChristological passion scenthe Bible became a fellow empathetic
sufferer. It was seen as suffering a double violation; an offence against its own
rights (as a quasiubject and a stard for all Christian subjects) and an affront

against its role as a founding document of rig{812,pp. 2425)

My researchs more concerned witlthe reader and the reading transagtemdless on the

Bible as an objectHowever, what should be noted is that in this case and that of ,Dave
typically the reader dominated the test They usedtheir opportunity to annotate, or

comment on the Biblgs a vehicle through which to exprésst.Dave ds readings o
texts were particular to him, but thandrel at

the readings which theshaped isiot

The field of social psychology sheds | ight
lesser degree on the GOMA exhibition. In turning to this fielkm not claiming hat Daveds
readings can be whollyxplained by if butsocial psychologyas been helpful in theorizing

how people respond to different situations, and | am bringing those insights to bear upon
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Daveds Bi bl isconfoenes dothe lgaader sdclological approatiave adopted
and follows the example obthers who have imeporated insights from social theory and
social psychology intaheir studies ofBible reading practices or religious performance
(Esler, 2005; Cameriloggatt, 2007; Herriot, 2007

A Bi t teadingironfRaSocial PsychologiPerspective
There are twaconcepts found in the field of social psychologgwc h shed | i ght ¢

reading of the five textShe first is disinhibition, whictusuallyr e f er s t o fAa r edu
usual social forces that operate to restrain us from acting antisodietipl v or i mmor al
(Hogg & Vaughan, 2011, p. 470For example Leon Mann (1981) investigatetthe role

which deindividuation (a form of disinhibition) playeon crowdswho were goading
individualsto commit suicidgby jumping off a buildin He found thabeing part of a large

crowd, standing at a distance from the victim and th&ndems of night, disinhibitedeople

resulting in a greater likelihood that they would bait and jeer the vi@isinhibition need

not always result in antisocial speemhbehaiour. In his study on online disinhibitiojohn

Suleruses thephr ase fAbenign disfiwmrhusbuali oaot s oofdek

generosityo towar ds(2e04,p.821)s i n an online sett

In my case, the way in whichdesigned the research disinhibited payticipants. They were
given assurances of confidentiality and anonymity, and morefgadlyi | requested their
own thoughts anccomments on the texts. The @riknowledge that any readimvgould be
viewed adegitimate and valuabl&ould have resultechisome men feeling free from certain

inhibitions which may normally surround the reading of the Bible.

There arewo particular inhibitionsvorth noting the first concerns tolerance and the second
respect First, asSherwood points out (2012, p.31), tolerance is viewed esraerstone

western democratiexistence and so in the Westthere is anmplicit expectation that the

Bible shouldbe treatedolerantly rather thaiontemptiously Second, ashe sacred text of
Christianity, Br i t &idontrant r@ligion,siteisa textaimbald withi st or i
religious and morasignificance.lt may not be read, nor indeed thought of as relevant to

modern life any miee (Field, 2014) butas James &dsey ar gues, as part o
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it firetai nsnd tso sstyanbgddrl, qp BaAJE This orefleCts Robert
Det wei | er Otlsatewenaghgnbetidvar wauld venerate a sacred text from their own
social tradition(1985).As such, itis therefore a book whicmany will feel should be treated
with respectrather than disdainSuch inhibitions however were lessened by the research

setting and resulted in Davebds sceptical rea

Catharsis is another concept tetheds | i ght o .nPopDlarly eatharsisrise adi n
understood agietting off steam and it is underpinned by the theory that expressing
emotion, typically towards an inanimate object, is a way of releasing those emotions in a safe
environment (Aronsa, Wilson and Akert, 1999) For ample Patricia Middlebrook
recounts that in Japan fAseveral companies pr
their aggressions on a toy replica of theass to relieve their tensiams ( 1 9 8 0, p . 2
Cathartictheoryis at odds with someesearch which suggests that such cathartic acts can

result in an increased sense of eng@r frustration rather than thaleviation of those

emotions Bushman, 2002Krahé, 2012). For exampleresearchwhich has explored the

effects of viewing violent acts,or taking part in aggressive sportsasshown they can

increase the level of aggression in thewerparticipant(Wannet al. 1999) However, in a

counselling or therapy setting the expression of pain, anger, sadnesshandegative

emotions has been fourid aid in the restoration of the person concer(&nmer, 2006;

Hankle, 2010 For this reasorscholarshave advocated the use of a text (for example the
Psalms) as a stimuldsr the expression of emotiowithin atherapy, counsellingr pastoral

setting (Ritblatt andrer Louw, 1991; Sawyer2004; Owens, 2005; Myerstein aRdiskin,

2007).

| n Dav enid seadm@ane annotating of the Bible wasathartic act, something that
cannot be known about those who amated the GOMA Bible. Davexpressed hikurt and
subsequent rejection of religion through reading the five texts sceptieaiyng done so,

his attitude towards the Bible seemedctange In the Exit Questionnaire he waesss critical

of the Bible thann the Entranc&uestionnaireHe was no longer as categorical in his Exit
Questionnaire that the Bible was full of myths and legends or that it was untrue, and where in

the Entrance Qastionnaire he indicated that the Billas irrelevant and out of dathjs was

97 Similarly in a North Americamontext T.JWr ay suggests that @t twnbdbf bl e has
faith-much like a cross or an ic@rather than a collection of sacred writings which should be read (2011, p. 2,
emphasis in oginal).
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not the case in the Exit Questionnai@ne possible reason for this that having taken the
opportunity to express his bitterngbsough reading scepticallgnd understandinipatthose

readings were accepted and valuse eIt less bitter

This is the first example of the way in which some rea@lpror experiencesignificantly
influenced the reading of thdéexts I n D a veesedthiscsartoreed setting to express

his bitterness towards religion by engaging sceyliyowith these texts. This demonstrathe
influence which past experiences have in the life of theereand their relationship with the

text However, not all menoés prior relifggi ous

exampleGar y 6 s e legdlem to ead ¢he text@ndifferently.o

Garyés Detached Readirg
Gary 548 years old and one of theutility technicians who kept the mabwilers and tanks

running in the Plat. He and his colleague Zadulere friendly, always offering me a g
teawhenever Ime t h e m. Gary described himself as
an apt description of higpproach to lifeHe did not attend church regulayt did speak
fondly of the religious services whittetook part in whilst at school.

Dave and Garyare similar in a number of waythey arein their 405 work in a Chemical
Industrial Hant,i dent i fy as fAdaad botlahave ddgdinfulr egperiericeés mfu s
religion in the past resultingn their sceptal reading of thdexts. InGar y 6 gshese a s e
experierces would shape his readimgtwo ways. First, those experiences would lead him to
reject Christianity and sthe Bibleand these texts, viewing theas somethingersonally
insignificant Second he wouldirectly link some of those experiencés the texts which he

read

€

Garybs sceptical readicm@gs gwdr eas n ®ta vwaeées e mbh &

marked by a distinctndifference towards the textas became appant by his lack of
annotation omrmost ofthe texts.This contrastsvith Dave who also rejected Christianity but
annotated all five text€&Gary annotatedhe first two textsput the rest were left blank:his

seemed unusual and bmised ths subject in ouinterview andhe said
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| read it and | reeadi t , I have a gener al opinion of
opinion, becaus e thelfeve £ hh ¥ou knaw; &nd if fothing | dono
stood out, ok nothing stood out. | tried to make, tried to see at the beginning,
because | wanted it to be detailed for vyo
how | feel and | realised after thec®nd time that you know, dhwhat you want

is for me to give you my opinion, not to give you as much detail as, you know, as

maybe could be given by somebody else.

Gary had annotated the first two texts because he felt a need to providéhnaetails and
comments. Thankfully hesalised that all | wanted was his opinion and that an unannotated
text was just & valuable as one covered in not€s that end he found that he had no
comments to make on the final three teastslwould probablyhave left the first twdolank

had he grgsed this at the beginning\s our conversation developed we sp@imut the

value of an unannotated text and he said:

Generally, mthing generally stood out because. And | believe that the reason for

that, | dondt b @ndicagng the fivenbibdalhtexts] So itbés I|i ke,
no importance to mgé | | have a belief system or a nbelief system, | know

what | know and | believe wiskhelaughsifk now, so

I n Garydés case his Il ack of a n n o tara tdisbelief was .
which he placed pon the textssomethinghe linkedto a widerii n dore | i ef Irstlyest em. 0
corresponding questionnaires Gary typically highlighted areas which heetidagith in the

texts indicating that four texts contained nothing worth remembering and all five were

i rrel evant tloourtintediawy Gasy spokerabodt.each text often emphasizing

how unbelievable he found them or how unrealistic they edefor instancayhenl passed

him a copy of Psalm 88 and asked fiwhat did vy

Oh right been there, been in trouble.oW there yougot hat 6 s t he same t
really, it putting his faith ihing. WhHatgoulneed d and |

to do and i f you dondét believe, saying th
have paralysed him, darksee is his closest friend, yehlaming the Lod for

driving his friends awa. just thas g h t , wel | t h a tepresedstm me b ody

me , t hat 6s al | t hat was, and theybéve obvi
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obviously | @&osabdndti dds bptust an unbeliev

personally.

Gary had earlier indicated that his decision tadbe believe in God had beemadein part
due to two painfukxperiences. He ceunted how the Roman Catholiei@ch of which his
flancée was a member had stated,tligdhey were to marry there, he had to agree that any
children they had would be brought up within thenfian Cathot tradition

But | thought vih a t a thing toyosuayc atnodts ogneetb ordayr rii e
chuc h unl ess you aadlijustéoughd Thatywwasfadig thihgoto
me at the time, because | didndot hold thir

He then went on to speak about the pressure which his wife and her grandmother put him

under to attend church.

Then it was, Afoh wedd | i ke you to come to
church, 0 Awel |l you shoul d, dhatiwmasook,bli m not ¢
| just distanced myself from it all after thaté Anyway as | got older | just

devel oped a decision based on everything
God, dondét believe in religion and that wa

The conditionwhich the church placed uparonducting their weddingand the pressure
Garyobs wife and her fp@ cod hinfi ® aattendn apurctirgetlya n d mo t
encourage Gary to distance himself fror€hristianity. This in turnwould result in hs

viewing the biblical texts asinbeliesable andunimportant, & of which resulted in
unannotated text$hil Zuckerman(2012) in Faith No More: Why People Reject Religion

notes this link between disbelief of the Bible and prior painful experier@es.of his

participants was Davjd former Jehovah WitnessmydZuckerman writes:

Today hefDavidjc an debunk the story of Noahoés ar
to be nothing more than a fairy tale, anc
more than hdlhis life. Something happened to change his perspective. Something
happened to tighten the screws and change the wiring of his internal credulity

meter . What happened was this: his |ife d
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on him, then divorced himand he found himself stuck in a series of dead

j obs, with |little money to pay for even
mani fest absurdity of the story of NoahoOs
beliefs with a scepticaye. Rathernt was misfortune.Z012, p. 5253).

Here what Zuckerman labeignisfortune | have described aSprior painful experiences.

fiDe-c 0 n v e rissassonred to be a multifactorial transition away from a faith community
(Barbour, 1994, Streib, 201, zhoweve, often people can recall an incident or context which
they identify as the beginning of this tra
directly linked his painful experiences to the sceptical readiegsndertook. With Garpis

painful experienesresulted in his disenchantment with Christiaratyd the establishing of

hi s -enloinef system. 0 tHe Biblenwashencviewead with imcedulity, o n

treated with little importancand read sceptically

The Masowe weChishadlRejectian of the Bble
In my case with Gary, or Zu cwaerejeutachad thesenaen e wi

moved away from some sense of religious affiliation. This rejection of the Bible has been
noted inthose who deonvert(Wright, Giovanelli, Dolan andedwards, 2011)or distance
themselvedrom organised ChristianitgJamieson, 2004p. 86, 169. Howeverone ofthe

most detailed exploratiarof the rejection of the Bible by a group of people was carried out
by Matthew Engelk€2007) He spent 18 monthéspread over a 7 year period) researching
the Masowe weChishanu Church in Zimbabwe As a group, they <cal
Christians wiBd bd @b t( 2r0d atljs onte lofeth@ir) definirey Keatureas.
They identify with the ministry of JoharMasowe (John of the Wilderness)selfdesignated
prophet who taught that people could receive the Word of God directly from theSHioity

and so did not nedtie Bible.Ma s o w e 6changeiaretewards the end of his ministhe
accepedthe Bible & the Word of God, a contentious and divisive decisiomifofollowers

(p. 102). Neverthelesthe Masowe weChisharhurchcontinues not to use the Bible

Engel keds context i s different to mine, for
within a church in Africa whilst | am exploring Bible reading by those outside the church in

Engl and. However, bsiudy @ @ cestrial ncgnverSatian epartkes dvith
Garyobos readi ngs t wHrst the Bibielisaviewed as @ wminteekxt bythe ot e d .
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Masowe weChishanus. It is a text linked to white missionaries and so to the coloreas pow

who subjugated their landsa Engel ke writ es: Al n piessabhcol on
indeliblee s sence of pw2ib)tFeom mhis gdrspdéat the Bible is inseparable

from, and a tool of, both migsaries and coloniserEngelkedescribeMa s owe 6 s chi | dF
as ondn which hewas probably aware of missionary itiiting and discord, suggestititat

it Amay be that these instabilitieisabused him of the rioh [é ] that the Bible was

significant or powerfuas mis i onar i es wpe86eHowelea henmorecgngistefit

emphasis which he presentsthst of the Bible identifying with foreign oppressors and so

being rejectedMasowe is said to have described the Bilsle coming r o m ftmidack w

h e a rpt5$ and i§¢ quoted as sayingydss houl d burn the religious
ourforefaher s di d nopt949have bookso (

Gary never described the Bible as a talritxt, butthe way he reathe five texs indicates

he viewed it in this wayfor helinked certain texts tgpeific painful experiences in higast
ForexampleGary not only described his wifeds gra
go on to describe 2 Jotas beingiwritten to get people to have a faith and believe in this
faith, and there you go that i's theearipguni s hm
text0 Thi sextwhichl a ke hi s wi fvea$ threateming and coertcjsne r

he summarized it in this way:

[Whatitis]sayi ng i s i f yo,welldhemt@atmakeseyioiaeaevié i n Goc

per son. AEver yone opledecoenascaoparner meheir esiluc h pe
work, what evi |l work is that then? Not belie
wel |, I dondot believe that I 6m evi l | Ove
ti me for people and | wotul debt evel I np6&ogd
equally people shouldnodt teldl me that | st

Echoing his wifebds and her grandmot her 0s at
suggest that 2 Samiug:17-25 and Psalm 88 wedesigned to convince peoplelielieve in

God. Most poignanhowever were hisomments regarding Matthew 28:35 and the theme

of forgiveness. Gary and his wifivorced and something of that experiencéommed his

reading of this text:
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I know you c an éall thedtime, yoh ad a Mdftoregx wedt every
forgive every single thing, but I think people should be looking to try and do that,

for their own peace. But | <candt say that
the church that has taught me that. | would say thatnityi family that has taught

me that[é ] Getting divorced was a very difficult situation for me to deal with,

em. But in the end | couldnét forgive wha:
to see it someti mes, Bnymore becadse h éan beg e t hun

happier and | am happier and | can be happier still by moving on.

Garyo6s | inking of the texts to particular p:¢
the pressure he was put under to attend church, demonstratesyttieesaexts werdainted
for him and thealirect way in whictthesepainful experienceshaped his reading

For Garyand theMasowe weChishanuh e Bi bl e was a tainted text
case this tainting was due to personal painful experiendes, ialvolving religiais people. In

the case oflJohaneMasowe and his followers it was because of the corporate painful
experiences derived from the link between the Biblke tfwe colonisers. lboth casesthese

experiaces resulted in a detachment frora Hiblical text

Secondf or t he Masowe weChishanu the Bible was
their lives and the contexts they were living in (2007, p. 6). They believed that the Holy Spirit
woul d speak Godbdés Wor d amntamporatylisguestaod spebifee m, a
situationsl n Garyods case he viewed it as a text
common toall of humanity othasnow beensupersededHe described the purpose and place

of the Bible in this way:

Back thenfé ]i n gener al people werené6t as educat
way of explaining certain things in a different wary getting them to believe in

certain things in a differet way . Wher eas adultscarsdymose ver ybod
people are educateértainlywithin the Western Wrld, |l dondt think it
dondét think it fits.
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This sense of irrelevance along with the accompanying tainted nature of the Bible was part of
the reason both Gary and the Masowe weChishanu distanced themselves from tffe Bible.
Such a view of the Bible contrastath other Christians who have also experiendbe

effects of colonializatiorand yetunderstand it to be abkerating force(Mesters, 198p For
example,as Engelke pointsut (2007, . 71-74), the South African Desmond Tutu argues

that the Bible is an authoritgther than the missionariesne which challenges the social

injustices and inequalities connected to colonising (Tutu, 1994).

Assomea e wh o h-lzekef sgster n ehmads 7 mo G a d goinmentdvere not

angry nordid they contain théevel of emotion which Dave showe@ary expressed a level

of detachmentowards Christianity and thatas evidenced by his lack of annotation and the
associated ldcof significancewhich he placed in the five textth some way these texts

were part of a previous st afgom which headrmpvied | i f e

onfrom and thee two factorsignificantly shaped his reading of the five biblical texts.

R e a d &xperiéneces and the Transactional Theory of Reading
Dave and Garymak up the first example to evidenc

relationships with the five biblical texts shaped their reading of those textseir caseall

five texts were read ivery similar wag, suggestinghat it was not the content of the
individual texts which actived certain memories, although Gaiiyl make specific links.

Rather, the anticipation itgebf reading a biblical texbrought to mind particular past
experienes which then informed their subsequreadings. Rosenblatt writes thte text is

the stimulus that focuses t pastexpesienckeoncéepts att er
linked with verbal symbols are activated 1904 p. 11) These experiems would include

prior readings of the same text otqy experiences whick haped t he reader ds
beliefs about the text. For Dave, Gary aatl least sixother participantstheir prior
relatiorship to Christianity was found thape their r@ding of these texts. This relationship,

with all its thoughts and feelings, waohght to mindas they were prepag to take part and

became @ominant factor as they read each of the five texts.

%8 Engelle notes two further reasons the Masowe weChishanu reject thelBilnaterialitywas considered
evidenceof its lack ofauthority, for it can fall a@rt or be used as toilet paper. Second, if the Bible is viewed as
the Word of God thert can be used to challenge the authority of a church leader, so by rejecting the Bible this
threat was also eliminat¢d007, p. 245).
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It is worth noting thatthe memories which werstimulaed in Dave and Gary were not
personal experiences of reading the Bible, rather ttwcernedthe actons of certain
Christians. Dave and Garyys r eading of the f i thelinbwhich i c al
they madebetween thections of certairChristians andhe Chistian faith andsothe Bible.

This resulted in the five texts which | gave them being associated with those experiences
which occurred up t80 years agoThis webof association demonstrates the importance of
viewing the readerand their subsequent reading not through one narrow preselkstsd

such as personality or gender, lith an awareness of thayriad of factorswithin each
reademvhich havethe potentl to impacthe readingRosenblatt, 1995. 30)

Rosenblatt positthat there is not one correct meaning, nor is @ayler ever able to claim
complete and absolutenderstandingpf a text. Nonetheless, an appropriate (or responsible)
reading can be claimed, with the possibility of equally valid interpretations existingd on
agreed criteridor interpretation (1994p. 183).In arguing this, Rosenhktabuilds onJohn
Deweyés iof Awar r @938 d941whihecortendshatiwhilst gosolute
knowledge or truth carot be claimed, one could speak of trand knowledge in a qualified

way, aware that new evideno®y arise or different criteriased to interpret the conteXthe

three criteria which Rosenblatiggests should be used to measure the appropriateness of any

reading are:

1. That the contextral purpose of the reading event, or the total transaction, be
considered.

2. That the interpretation not be coedicted by, or not fail t@over, the full text,

the signs on the page.

3. That the interpretation not project meanings which cannot be retatagns on

the page (2005, p. 2224)

In light of these three criteria | would argue that Dave and Gary did not read the texts fully
Their experiences wer so significant that thegominatel the readingsyresultingin each
reader singuldy focusing onaspectswith which they disagreednd ignoring other &rge
sections of textA selective readinguch as thiproduces an interpretaton unsupported by

the text(Rosenblatt, 2005, 7577). The transactional theomisoassumes that in the toing
and frang between the texdnd the readethe first conclusion reached may be wrong, but

t hat the Atext i t sel f -cloerardesc ttilvee rpegadcers stoo wd
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[1973], p. 11). Dave and Gary did not allow the text to correct their intatjme and
accompaying rejection They were unable or unwilling to suspend the dominant influence
which their past experiences were having upon the reading trans&arathis reason, their
interpretation of the texts reflected their relationship withigianity (in this instance their
prior painful experiences at the hands of Christians) more than the signs on th&hage.
does not inviedate the readings whicloccurred,but it doessuggest that thenterpretatios
and respongeto the texts weraat fully supported by the texts (199%. 77). Rosenblatt
notes that a reader 6s
past experience and present preoccupations may actively contifigfsic]
primary spontaneousesponse[to the text] In some cases, these things will
conduce to a full and balanced reaction to the work. In other cases, they will limit
or distort(1995 p. 75).

Conclusion
This chaptehasbegun to explordowa r eader 0 s frfiwelbiblical textsshgped p wi t |

thear reading of thoseexts First | unpacked the transactional theory aidiag highlighting
its view of the reade and the text @members ofone dynamic systepand that a reader
brings all that they are to a text, with certain elements of the reader informing the reading

more than others. This wahe first strand of my oéral argument

| then turned to the first of four examples which demonstrate differagsw which a
reader6s relationship with a text shapes th
second strand of my argumteby evidencing the theory explored in the first.particular,

this chapter examined theexpéfuencesltosf| 1 hBa
painful experiences of Christianity resulted in him reading the texts sceptically, focusing on
aspects which he disagreed with, at times in an emotionally charged way. The parallels
between his engagement with the fivegtseand the annotations on the Bible pthae the
Shljoutlex hi bi ti on, demonstrated that hi serengage
then consideredand herethe influence of his porr experiences waseen in the distanca

which he held the texthe disbelief which dominated his readings and the direct links which

he made beteen certain texts and hexperiences.nl his case two parallels were noted

bet ween his engagement with the texts and tF

as a tmted and irrelevant text.
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However, in demonstrating the way in which
their reading of the five biblical texts, | have been arguing that a series of reading transactions
took place. In particular, that Dave ahryo0 s r eadi ngs are theori zec
theorywhich allows for the experiences of the reader to inform their reading of a taxfsas

the case with these two madaving introduced the transactional theory ateimonstrated

the impact of ther eader 6s pri or e X per ihe follovwirg chapgleo n  t h e
introduces anothdwo influences seen in the readings which occurred at the Chemical:Plant

theme nréligious identity and their attitudes towards the Bible.
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CHAPTER 5: Reader Shape Readings- Identity and Attitude

Underpinning theasselibn t h a t my par t i csiwghatimetfigedbiblicaétexést i on s |
shaped their readisgf those texts is an understanding thathbamy participants and the

textsare part of the same dynamic system. They hagkeming relationshifeforel brought

them togethermediatel thr ough t he rwithatdeeBible and Cluristiandythie
subsequenteading transaction which followetthen clarified the tone of thapre-existing

relationship. In this chapter | wilhow consider the influence f the reader os

religious identity and attitudeupon their readings.

The first half of thechapter explores the significancef t he r ewsddentitpla r el i g
particular | onsider the readings of Jghwho identifies asan atheist,and Anthony a

Christian, highlighting howtheir different sensef religious identity resulted in very different

readings. Having donethia | i nk bet ween t haed theaccompamyingp ant 6 s
sceptical or accepting reading suggested. However, the second half of tiepte will

nuancethat link by highlighting two readere/hosereligious identity did not correspomth

their reading of the texts. In the case of Viadad Paultheir attitude toweds the texts had

greater bearing on the readithan their ense of religious identity. l&hough Victor
identified as 0 meadtheadekts bath $ceptically and acceptingly, having

deci ded t oulidebntded Bis@moderately rBligious, but found that his doubting

attitude resulted in him reading these texts scepticiligse two examples dwt result in

the rejeabn of thelink b et ween a r e ad ¢yansheirrreading gfithiextss | d e n
rather it warns against the assumption that all (non)religious men will read the Bible in a

certain way.

Case studies, such as this one, can produce insights which complicateory held
assumptionsbecause by focusing upon one case in greatehdew insights canneerge

which challengepre-existing theoriegGerring, 2007, p. 37-63; Flyvigerg, 2011) To that

end, this chapterroubles contextual Bible reading methods whicissume that the
geographical setting in whicthe Bible readingtakes place significantly influences that

reading (Peden, 2005; Riches, 2010) does this by showing the major role which the
readeros religious identity pl ayédudthemare her t h
the sceptical or accepting kany which the first half of this chgier develops, andanalsobe

seen in the writings of biblical scholgi3avies, 2004 and theologiangVolf, 2010), is then
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challenged. Fothe varety of readings which were sesmggestshat a spectum rather than a
binaryis preferred and cautions against the belief that theseangetheir readingareall the

same

The Influence of the ReadesdReligious ldentity

Contextual Bible Reading

The Contextual Bible Study method (CBS) is one example of an appro&hle¢oreading

which values the reader and their contexiderstandinghat both willinform the reading

which takes place. Readers are not encouraged to detach themselves from their social setting
or their personal preoccupations, rather these are brougheé tex so thatthere may be
meaningful onnection between the read#reir contextand the text (Riches, 2010, p. 15)

Susannah Cornwall describes it in this way:

As might be expected from its name, CBS is deeply committed to context, and to
recognizing particular social, economic, cultural and class settings asnbsgit
sites of Godds revelation. (2012, p. 15)

I n particular CBS understands that a reader ¢

John Riches writes:

Contextual BibleSt udy i s in an i mportant sense 0l
group, you will almost certainly be joining with people who come from your own

area, or who have some shared experience. CBS groups are set up to help people
discuss the issues that are closeshame, whether those are the things that are

happening in their daily lives, or important things that are going on in the
community that surrounds them. (20pp, 2324)

For example, AlisoPederf aci | it ated CBS sessi onandnadad a won
that the prison settingnd t he 1 nmatesd experi einformesl of al
how the Bible was read.hTe t hor oughness of tdite mssagesoner s
caused her to wondérwh et her their f a ciengettomesdrbm theot i n g
experiences of endlessly poring over legal documents relating to their case, prison reports and

so ono ( 2 0He3ypes pf .questidwhich wiere asked of theexts and ensuing
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discussionoften related to the prison context aexiperienceas well For instance asking

Ahow | ong did Jesus get when hlke waas aanrreasgte
(2005, pp. 1516). Even though lte women also linked theiprevious life experiences and

female identityto the textsPeden corlades that

CBS provided a wonderful way for women to make some sense of imprisonment

and to give a | anguage to their experienc
their own context brought new insights and frames of reference to the Bible.

(2005, p. 8)

This valuing of the reading context, as a source of influenoe tipe reading taking place,
led Louise Lawrencéo undertakeCBS in a city, a rural villge and a fishing village, arguing

that it is a useful tool in helping people recover a senskoé(2009)%°

Accordingly, it could be assumed thidwe Chemical Industrial settingf my own project

would inform the Biblereadings which toolplacethere Indeed the transactional thgoof
readingalsoassumes that theetting contributes to the reading transactihich takes place

(1994 p. 81).However, as this chapter will go on to illustratet was not the pa
work setting which significantly informed their readinbat rather it was their sense of

religious identity. In particularl will consider John and Anthony who represent a group

within the study, including Andy G, Mick, MattyDerek, Ethan, Richie and Tonwhose

religious identity played a direct role in their readiniign worked as ananagest the Rant

and as an atheist i1identified asntityiwoudshape al |
and be reaffirmed blis scepticalreadings readings which | then explore in light of insights

from social psychologyAnthony is anothermanager butdentified as aChristian and so
Amoder at e.blyhisrcasé hisgChristiarsidentity would go on to shape his readings of

the five texts an@s a result of having read thdma would indicate ae-strengtlening of his

desire to read thBible. Once again,wat John and Ademobonetnatgsbhse e x a mj

way in which a readero6s rel athabtexs hi p wi t h a

9 Lawrence (2009) also facilitated CBS sessions witleaf community and a group of clerghowing that
CBS is not oly interested in the geographical context but other social locations as well.
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Johné 8Atheis Readings
Johnis the youngest pactpant in my research, aged,2thdhe had worked as a manager

the Chemical Plant siecgraduating from Universitydohngrew up in a Roran Catholic

homeand attende€atholic schools, but did not geto@firmed because by the age of i

realised that he did not believe in God. Johmidei f i ed as an fAathei st
religious. o0 He was notsChristntygandtdis parerasndengifigdb ni st i
as Catholic as dibis girlfriend who attended church on a regular basis. Indeed he felt that the

Bible was good fortedci ng mor al s and those that studied
peoplet han peopl e who heha eaddouaf the fiNeotexts scapically s s |,
Proverbs 10:111, 2 Samuel 5:}25, Matthew 18:2135 and 2 JohnAs | will demonstrate

this was a sceptical reading shapeyl his atheist identity andne which strengtheed that

sameserse of identity Figure 2is a copy of his annotations on 2 Samuel 257

113



Figure2: Johndés An2rSantual 5:172bns o n

When the Philistines heard that David had been
anointed king of Israel, they mobilized all their forces
to capture him. But David was told they were coming,
so he went into the stronghold. The Philistines
arrived and spread out across the valley of Rephaim.
So David asked the Lord, “Should | go out to fight the

Philistines? Will you hand them over to me?” The i Denvich bod
Lord replied to David, “Yes, go ahead. | will certainly. o ¢ owt- o=
h r_to you." David went to |- o

perazim and defeated the Philistines there. “The Lord L&(\W/

did it!" David exclaimed. “He burst through my s ot C(L_L ‘
enemies like a raging flood!” So he named that place PURARPR VS Jhas
Baal-perazim (which means “the Lord who bursts Oifenied Gmarn.
through”). The Philistines had abandoned their idols
there, so David and his men confiscated them. But
after a while the Philistines returned and again

spread out across the valley of Rephaim. And again

David asked the Lord what to do. “Do not attack them .

Straight on,” the Lord replied. “Instead, circle around- _— does N
behind and attack them near the poplar tree: en Send e

i
you hear a sound lik rchi in_the tops of the MJMAj o
oplar trees, be on the alert! That will be the signal  ~. A oy

that the Lord is moving ahead of yo . Seundd

the Philistine_army.” So David did what the Lord swre. G- Le'S
commanded, and he struck down the Philistines all d&usdud ang

the way from Gibeon to Gezer. haoving WS @A
W'*-ﬂws i~ s
homd.

J o h scépscal reading is evideretm his annotationsnthis passagehere he twice argues
that David did nothear he v oi c e andhedefedied hleorPdho | i st i nes w
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Lordd shelp. In the accompanying questionnaire these criticisms werdedp®éhen asked:

What , i f anything Ajumped out at you as you
just seems to be mistaking his own tactics with someghi 6t he | or dé Hea s say
would go on to describe this text as irrelevant and exppressi st r at i on At hat st

beli eved. O

During the semstructured interview, as was my practice, | pddsen a copy of 2 Samuel
5:1725and asked finakeaefhi s i dergped H

Ok | mean this one especially, that this is in Bible is just. | mean this guy

whods saying, Ahel p me defeat these enemi
|l i ke, you know, how it was God who defeat
guy had some tactics on how to defeat them and then heatkk adice in his

head say, Afyeh thatodés a good pland and th
would God chose one side over another? And you kmdwat makes this guy so

special that you chose his side? And why would you even endorse conflict in the

first place? It is just so counter intuitive to what the Bible teaches.

Johnos readiegpot thicpadsage can be seen inrtulti-layered criique, rejecting

the text not only on ethical and historical grounds, but also suggesting that it contradicts the
gener al teachings of t hxeresdnbleslhis readihgof Praverbsr e a d i
10:1-11, Matthew 18: 2135 and 2 John, for with thogexts he also singularly focused upon

sections he disagreed with, resulting in their rejection.

In our interview, Johrwould directly link his sceptical reading of tlse texts to his atheist

identity. When | asked him ihe had any general commeatb out t he five text:
gut feeling, you know, my attitude towards religion and stuff like that, from an atheist
standpoint, that was sort of reinforced. 0 He
a bit obscure, so if you were on tlfence you would probably lean more towards not
believing in God.o Later when | brought to

he responded saying:

Reading all othose[indicating the five biblical texts]justsort of affirmed to me

thatye s | am an athei st and | canodt gui te b
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Bible. Because at the end of the day it was a human, it was humans who wrote it,

it wasndét any, you know it wasnodot, God di ¢

At the end | asked him if thexts had been what he expected, and he replied:

Iguessbecaudedve not | odkes fatomntyhe@ aBi8bl e si nc
or something. I guess now | can, I 6m mor ¢
errors in it a | ot imoGe,j wan. rSeaflf idaoredt
atheist.

Contrasting the sceptical readings of the other four texts, JohnPssdch 88 in a wre

accepting wayNonethelesshis atheist identity would continue shape his reading of this
Psalmundersanding it to upbld his sense aflentity and belief systente did not annotate
thistext, butimen asked in the questionnaireo twhat,

this passage,ehwrote:

Pl eased that there iIis somethiegtandn t he Bi
gives an accurate depiction of the lack of response that would be received whe

praying or searching for God.

of all the texts this was the only one he su
help to come to the realisation that Gool@ s n 6 t exi st or doesnot C
without wasting yourwholé i f e t r yi ng These geatimenss wereresppated im e . 0

the interview where John said:

As they [the Psalmistire reaching towards the end of their life they are thinking
about dying and they stil!l havendét had th

well, why have you continued, you know, believing in him?

Johndés r ethatncegqgminthéreadr 6 s r el ati onship ,enith th
this occasion lsisense breligious identity,shapé his reading of theetexts. Inparticular,

not onl y atheidd idedtity hshapes his readings, but he found that ebdings
strengthened thadentity. Ever y reader é6s sense of téermgetant i ty
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textbut i n Jitecigniidasly aveasbaglowed hisreadiduc h | i ke Dave an:

readings, this was a transaction between the readeratektrdominated by the reader.

John responded to all the texts in a very similar way suggesting that it was not the content of

the texts which produced the strong reaction rather it was the fact they were biblical texts.
Rosenbl att does not ref er ttheir reading,ehawkwer shes s e n
does note thal gersonal preoccupation or an automatic association with a minor phrase or

an attitude toward the general theme will lead to a strong reaction that has very little to do

with the worlo  ( 2 00 5,1 wauld argie5thatf o r John there was a
as s oc i(20a5] m n5ibetween the five téx and the Bible he readthese five texts

acutely aware of theiriblical identity. Theyrepreserdd the wider Bible, a bookiewed as

the Word of God bythe Roman Catblic Church(Flannery, 1992)a churchwhich Johnhad

rejected Thus his atheist identity emerged as one of the most salient aspects of his

relationship with these texts and resulted in him reading sceptically.

AAt hei st 0 RSpdatlRsychplogiPerspectiva
The subject of identy and Bible readindias been explored in the p&sim a sociological

perspectiveFor example, Liam Murphy notes the way in which the Bible is used to inform

the identity and actions of charismatic Glians in Northerrireland (2009, Akesha Baron
highlights the role which the Bible plays in gender identitg Mexican context (2009 and

James Bielo (200 bui |l ds on David Hess 6'Qtoexplorectept of
way a group oLutheran ChurciMissouri Syod (LCMS)women usea Bible study setting

to mark out the distinctions between their denominational identity and that of others.
Commonto all of these examplestise waythe Bible, orbiblical tropes, arengaged wittby

a particular individual or community and used to shape or reaffirm a socially constructed
identity. Echoing these works dnfollowing the example set inHapter 4, | will explore
Johnds r eadireegaenceptiound in sgdml psychblogyprming, social identity

theory and schema theomjaving done so, suggestthal o hndés r emaldofags wer ¢

automatic rather than intentionalesponse to a biblicaéxt.

WHess argues that his interpretations i
arena of debate and dialoguéehwhghheyd®©s
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APr i mi ng sed sy saxial psgchahogists, and is similar to the qorice eldctivé s

att ent i Basanblait hse$e Bothtermsrefer to the process whereby certain thoughts,

ideas, feehgs and emotins are selected from others, to plagiaminate role in a perséns
response to a particuldaralssiot watnisannd.erto wehvaetr |,
the selection those specifithoughts, idegdeelingsand emotiongBaron & Byren, 2000,

p.88) For instance, asearchers have shown that people can be primed to respond in a
particularway. Tory Higgins, William Rholes and Carl Jon€k977) exposed a group of

students to different positivand negative terms, such &sbr ave o and fdAadvent
Afoolisho and ireckless. o Then, i n what t h
experimentthey were asked to read and respond to a short passage. A correlationndas f

where hose who had been exaokto the positive words viewele character in the passage

more favourably whilst the opposite occurred with those who had been primed with the
negative termsin my case, | presented my project as esploring how menoutsidethe

Church might read the Bible, explaining that it was those who were not religious, did not read

the Bible and were not interestin Church whos views | was most keeto hear. In doing

this my participané mayhave beemprimed to readhe texts with a heightened sense of their

(nonYeligious identity, as demonstrated with John.

The second concept i®s@al identity theory which understandshat people have a sense of
identity derived from their membership of a particular group, for example: their sports team,
profession ethnicity or religion (Hogg & Abrams, 1998; Greil &Davidman, 2007).
Thereforeany one person has multiple identities as they are part of many social groups. The
social psychologist Henri Tajféd usually creded aspioneering this theorgnddefinedit in

this way:

Social identity will be understood as thaart of an individuad s -comcépt
which derives from higsic] knowledge of higsic] membership of a social group
(or groups) together with the value and emotional sigmiieaattached to that

membership. (Tajfel, 1978, p. 63, emphasis in original)

The concept of sociatlentity has been udeby biblical scholarsHsler, 2005; Lau, 2011;
Tucker & Baker, 2014)and sociologistsof religion (Greil & Davidman, 2007)n their

101 My thanks to Paul Rodway and Astrid Schepman for alerting me to this.
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analyss of various religious and nagligious communitiesSome, ike the contributors to
Social Identities: Between the Sacred and the Se¢Dlay, Vincett &Cotter,2013), use ias

a labelto refer to socially constructeddividud and group identities, but take it no further.
Others, like psychologist Peter Herriot (2007), consider iatgredepth various aspects of
social identity theory with reference two particular case studiethe Anglican controversy
over gay clergyand Mohammed Atta the leader of the twin towers attafek$ have shown
Johnunderstood that his atheist ideptivas the most salient idetyt when it came teeading
thefive biblical textsrather than is ethnicity (English or job title (Process ManageWith
reference to religious soci al identity, Jef
identity impulse more powerfully and comprehensively than other repositories of cultural
meani ng can or Iltdsdaherefdreln® Sufprise that Jot@fie&réd)directly to his
atheist identity five times in our interview, but never mentionecethisicty or job title, even

thoughl directly enquiral about his work, training and future career

Mi chael Hogg and Graham Vaughan go on to no
behave irterms of the relevant prototype ( 2011, p. 1, 2nAkituatidnmwvheret her
a person feels their atheist idiénis the most appropriater that setting, the accompanying

thoughts, feelings, beliefs amagdtions willbe informed by their expectation of what an atheist

would think, feel, believe and do. Faermore, scholars have also found hedple typically

accentuate their response to someghinat challenges their social identity, enlargitige

differences between thesmlvesand an opposing grouftiser, 19961 yons, 1998). In other

words, accordingo social identity theory someoméo identifies as an atheigill probably

have an enhanced response when agketigage with a religious icon such las Bible or a
biblical pass ageaeptcaleadingseen in Johnos

In a similar manner, socialysc hol ogi sts al sechemabhéoplkdease
way an individual perceives themselves in relation to a particular context (Lyons, 3688).

schema theory and social identity theory overlap, for both presuppose that people have
multipleidemt i ti es and that a n y shapesihow tdey @edpénd toa e n s e
setting. However, sechema theory also includes characterdraita personality profile

which may be thought ofsgart of a personal rather than social identity.

Schemaheory, of which selschema is a subset, is principally concdrmgth howhumans

respondo and make sense of everyday life. Louise Pendry (2012, p. 94) describes a schema
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as a fAcognitive shortcut, 0 becausaituatians i s a
without the need to think about them, it is an awteprocess we are unaware Bart of the

purpose of a schema is to provide a person with coherenceaduidysin potentiallyhighly

conmplex and uncertain situations, artdig therefore apowerful thing (Hogg &Vaughan,

2011). Schema theory has influenced educational practices, especially with reference to
readi ng, for It S u geana sforms hovn thay read@eardon, 208 d er 6 s
McDonald & Swinger, 2009 The theory is app#id directly to biblical exegesis hierry
CameryHoggatt whoargues hat At he mind organizes experie
those as it needs to in order to fill in thepg in the language of thetéext ( 200 Maryp . 97)
Crawford and Roger Chaffi{1986) also use schema theory when reflectamnghe difference

between male and female realén their study. They suggest that the resilsense of

gender, a part of their schema, shaped the readings which occurred, resultidgference

betweerthe genders.

According to slf-schematheory,iour sense of who we are is d
current situation, but also influences our |
case it was his sense of atheist identity which hewak most appropriate for reading the

five biblical texts, and it was this identityhich shaped that reading.self-schema does not

only enable a person to engage with information easily, but it often results in a response
which affirms the schema (Lyon4998, p. 332), schemas are very resistant to change and
Apeopl e are r-dissoafanmi hg & oh &aoghant 2000ppo60) Ho g g
In other words, normally the information is processed in such a way that the schema is
maintained and the peson6s sense of st adginJohby @wsd ecohe
atheist identity (sei6chema) influenced his reading of the biblical texts in such a way that

that @me identity would be raffirmed

Theseconcepts from social psychology agtomatic mechanisms all humans use to navigate

life, and accordingly they should be understood as spontaneoussesgo a stimulusNot

only do they explain some of reasons why Joh
shaped his rengs but theyalsoindicate that this was an instinctivesponse. In many ways

he could not helpbut read the texts in that wayuch a reading, dominated by the
participantds sense of religious identity wa

goodcomparison.
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Anthonyp s Chr i stsian Reading
Anthony is a 59 yeaold manager at theldht andwas looking forward to retiremenHe

keepsactive playing tennis regutdy, golf on occasionand hadooughta kayak the previous

summer. Anthonyrew up going to a local Church of England and has continued to attend
church on and off throughout his life. At preséiet does not regularly attendut his wife

does. He identified aa Christian and someone whofismod e e | y r @esciib;jng ous, 0O
God as Asomebody whodés prepared to | isten, ar
|l &m not al ways Vv er yiewobtbedBibla wasntbronednbyg hisChhistian. ¢ Hi s
faith, understandingit o b e dSsagedoshurmanitpue to the stregth of his religious

identity | did not imagine Anthony being the type of participant who would take part in my
project. However he fulfilled the entrance requirement in that he did not regularly attend
church or read the Ble, so we proceeded together.

Anthony read the five texts in accepting waygoncentrahg on partswvhich he agreedith.
Ant honyods annot ali-25ara wesented itfuréS3a mu el 5
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Figure3: Ant honyds Annotat2zbons on 2 Samuel 5:17

Anthonyf ocuses on D andiolbdience bigol.iHe fead ithis as an accurate
historical account, not questioning its ethics or the idetaGloal communicated with David,

ratherthe questions which Anthony posed regarded the significance and motibatiord
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