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[bookmark: _Toc230086868]ABSTRACT
Many people are likely unaware of the history and heritage of their local area, whilst others are passionate about it but may not have an outlet through which to share their passion. This is potentially even more likely in a World Heritage City such as Bath, where the focus is almost exclusively on the city centre locations that give Bath its World Heritage inscription, such as the Roman Baths and the Georgian architecture, and which fits in neatly with the concept of the Authorised Heritage Discourse (AHD) (Smith, 2006). However there is history in all places, including the less ‘glamorous’, usually working-class suburbs, such as Odd Down in south-west Bath. The premise of this research is that there is history everywhere  and thus the project is based on the hypothesis that every place has, and deserves, a history regardless of what kind of area it is. Through a case study of a local history group, methods such as participatory action research, oral history interviews, surveys and autoethnography, this research examines how people can become involved in their local history and what benefits this can bring. It puts into practice previous research which has looked at collaboration, memory, identity and community building. The research outcomes will be valuable to other projects looking at collaborative working and there is potential for further work expanding the reach of the study to a wider audience.


[bookmark: _Toc230086869]CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION
[bookmark: _Toc230086870]1.1	Background
Many people are likely unaware of the history and heritage of their local area, whilst others are passionate about it but may not have an outlet through which to share their passion. This is potentially even more likely in a World Heritage City such as Bath, where the focus is almost exclusively on the city centre locations that give Bath its World Heritage inscription, such as the Roman Baths and the Georgian architecture, and which fits in neatly with the concept of the Authorised Heritage Discourse (AHD) (Smith, 2006). However there is history in all places, including the less ‘glamorous’, usually working-class suburbs, such as Odd Down in south-west Bath.
This project was motivated by the view embodied in the question “what history is there in Odd Down?!”, that I was asked incredulously by a friend of the group’s founder. I felt that this view summarised the opinion that working-class industrial areas do not have a history worth investigating and preserving, as has long been the view of the history ‘establishment’ (presented by those who have authority and power and thus whose “versions of history matter”, Hall (1999, p. 6)). The premise of this research is that there is history everywhere  and thus the project is based on the hypothesis that every place has, and deserves, a history regardless of what kind of area it is (Amato, 2002, p. 3).
The project draws on work around collective memory (Willis, 2016), connection to place (Amato, 2002, p. 4) and pride in place (Dobson, 2022), identity (Pente et al, 2015) and historical consciousness (Clark & Peck, 2018). It builds on the move towards public and community history that has taken place in the last few decades, and is influenced by the surge of interest in family history, which can be a ‘way in’ to local history for many people. It also reflects the increasing tendency in the humanities and social sciences to undertake collaborative research, which has increased in popularity over recent years and is moving towards becoming the ‘norm’. Concepts such as co-creation and co-production of knowledge, where a researcher works with a community to achieve their goals, and the exchange of knowledge between researcher and participants, are also relevant here.
[bookmark: _Toc230086871]1.2	Rationale
The study is based on a history group in the area of Bath that I live, the Odd Down History Group. I first came across the group when looking for a project to base one of my Masters taught module assignments on, for which I planned to develop a website. Meeting with the group founder and sensing her enthusiasm for local history, which was at that point still in its infancy, really inspired me and I became more and more involved with the group. The starting point for the group was to involve local people in their history by both in-person and online means, with the social aspect being as important as learning about local history. This research will follow the development of the group over a period of several months and will, through methods including observation and participatory action research, consider how engagement in local history can benefit the local community, through both knowledge gaining and sharing and social interaction.
The project will build on existing research around working collaboratively to explore co-creation of knowledge in the setting of the local history group. By means of a case study, it will look at how to engage with local people, what methods are most successful, and what benefits can be gained by this type of working. The case study will consider the methods used by the group, such as in-person meetings, talks and tours, Facebook posts, oral histories, and the development of a website. It will analyse the effectiveness of these methods in engaging local people and strengthening the local community.
It is valuable research in that it applies the theoretical work surrounding collaboration, memory, identity and community building to a recently founded small-scale project and follows its growth over several months. It is hoped that the findings will benefit similar groups considering working collaboratively.
[bookmark: _Toc230086872]1.3	Research Aim and Objectives
The aim of this research is to explore how local communities can be encouraged to engage in their local history and heritage using collaborative working. The research objectives are as follows:
· What methods of engagement are successful or not so successful?
· How can a wide range of people be encouraged to take part?
· How should the outputs be disseminated?
· What are the benefits for local people of being involved in collaborative local history?
[bookmark: _Toc230086873]1.4	Limitations
This is a small-scale project, focussing on one local history group, which will be studied over a fixed period of time, thus there will be some limitations to the results. The small group size means that no more than thirty to forty people are likely to be actively involved in the research and there will not be a detailed comparison with other groups. The time available for the study is approximately six months so this will inevitably limit the amount of work that can be carried out with the group, allowing time for analysis and writing up results. The group is new so is going through a learning process in establishing itself so this may also affect results. However this is still a valuable study which can be further developed to apply to other groups in the future.
[bookmark: _Toc230086874]1.5	Outline of Dissertation
Following on from this introductory chapter, chapter 2 discusses previous work relevant to this project. It considers what local history is, how it relates to other concepts such as memory and historical consciousness, and how history and heritage are related. It then considers what is meant by working collaboratively, using methods such as co-creation and co-production, why collaborative working is desirable, and how to work collaboratively. Finally, barriers to collaboration are discussed. Chapter 3 sets out the methodology for the project, examining the data collection methods, ethical considerations, data analysis techniques and potential limitations. Chapter 4 then presents the findings of the research by working through each data collection method. Finally Chapter 5 discusses the findings by relating them back to the research objectives as presented in section 1.3. This chapter then discusses limitations of the project and proposes recommendations for further research.


[bookmark: _Hlk215843954][bookmark: _Toc230086875]CHAPTER 2: LITERATURE REVIEW
This chapter examines what is meant by local history and working collaboratively, and attempts to contextualise this by briefly exploring some of the concepts involved. It examines the benefits of collaborative local history, how to do this in practice, and what barriers there can be to this way of working. 
[bookmark: _Toc230086876]2.1	What is Local History?
Local history refers to the study of the past of a specific place – a community, area, or region. It focuses on the lives, events, and experiences of ordinary people within a specific area, rather than on national or global historical narratives, and fulfils the need of people to remember the small things of life in a way that only local history can (Amato, 2002). It concentrates on “ordinary people in ordinary places” (Chapman, 2024, para. 1) and can cover a wide range of topics from an individual house or street, families and local businesses, to whole regions. Local history incluldes oral histories, community archives, and the preservation of local memories and traditions. It is a way for communities to connect with their past, understand their present, and shape their future by recognising the importance of their unique heritage and identity. It differs from ‘academic’ history in that it is usually undertaken by local people about their local area rather than by academically qualified ‘outsiders’. It provides a connection to the past, deeply rooted in community and family (Clark, 2016), and reflects the growing importance of the social value of place (Diaz-Andreu, 2017, p.2).
[bookmark: _Toc230086877]2.1.1	Local History and Collective Memory
Local history contributes to place-making and the building of identity based on collective memory (Willis, 2016, para. 3) and helps to fulfil the inherent desire of humans for connection to a place (Amato, 2002). Note that the concept of collective memory as set out by Maurice Halbwachs in the mid 20th Century (Halbwachs, 1925, 1950 and 1980) has been refined and expanded on since then. He regarded the existence of isolated individual memory as impossible and that it is the influence of the social context – the shared beliefs and experiences of groups – that shapes memories (Cordonnier et al, 2022, p. 2) i.e. that individual memories are ‘fragments’ and that true memories can only be collective. Assmann (2008, p. 109) further divided memory into individual (most theorists up until the 1920s), communicative (Halbwachs), and cultural, the latter being credited to the art historian Aby Warburg as the first person to treat images as an important facet of memory (Johnson, 2012). A further refinement to the concept of collective memory is that of the ‘hourglass’ metaphor, which places the individual and collective at opposite ends of the hourglass, with the “sand of memories passing from one to the other, filtered through family values and representations” (Cordonnier et al, 2022, p. 1). This view helps explain how collective memories are formed over time, and is further developed in the notion of collective memory forming part of the social creation of identities, creating a link between the past, present and future (Bachleitner, 2022).
Local historians can be seen as ‘collectors of stories’ from their communities, acting as custodians of the community’s collective memory and cultural traditions (Willis, 2012, para. 9). Local history can also be understood as a form of radical history by empowering those who do not normally have a ‘voice’ by concentrating on the lives of ordinary people rather than the elites in society (Willis, 2016, para. 2). A radical history approach looks at history from the bottom up, collaborating with the people involved about their own history, often using creative methods such as events, exhibitions and art (Radical Stroud, 2026).
[bookmark: _Toc230086878]2.1.2	Local History and Historical Consciousness
Local history reflects the importance of the history that surrounds all of us and is tied in with the concept of historical consciousness, whereby history becomes an integral part of how we think about ourselves (Clark & Peck, 2018, pp. 1-15) and allows people to make sense of the past in a way that can help them understand the present and anticipate the future (Rüsen, 2004, pp. 63-85). Assmann asserts that historical consciousness only becomes memory if it is related to the notion of identity and so this type of memory can only reach a certain distance into the past (Assmann, 2008, p. 113). It is also argued that there is an informal ‘generational’ memory that recalls the recent past and a formal ‘cultural’ memory referring to the remote past, and that the time between these two is a “floating gap”, which shifts as time goes on (Vansina, 1985, p.23) The recent past memory is what an individual shares with their peers and is what Halbwachs named ‘collective memory’. This concept of the time gap is very marked in oral societies but is also present in literate societies where living memory only goes back around eighty years. This is relevant to the study of local history in that people’s memories will generally span no more than three generations, the equivalent of eighty years. Beyond that timeframe, a more formal cultural memory takes over, largely derived from people’s knowledge obtained through their education and other repositories of historical knowledge.
[bookmark: _Toc230086879]2.1.3	Local History and History as a Whole
The concept of historical consciousness emerged following the 18th century’s political and industrial revolutions which precipitated a break from the past alongside an unpredictable future. This was in marked contrast to the previous situation where traditions and skills were the same in the past, the present, and could be passed on to the future (Siexas, 2017, pp. 59-61). This led to some historians proclaiming ‘the death of the past’ where collective memory and local histories are replaced by purely academic, politically neutral histories (Plumb, 1969). This is increasingly being challenged as it becomes apparent that, even in the fast-paced and ever-changing world that we inhabit today, we are still a product of what came before. In other words, the way that we experience and understand the world is as much shaped by our past as it has ever been (Grever, 2012) and people are searching for a sense of place as an antidote to the complex and overwhelming world that we live in today (Amato, 2002).
“All history is about people” (Chapman, 2024, para. 1) whether it is concentrated on an individual town or village, or focuses on wider national or global issues. It can thus be argued that local history is not separate from history as a whole in that many of the ‘big issues’ of history affect local communities to some extent, and a nation’s history could be seen as an amalgamation of many local histories (whilst acknowledging that the study of these different levels of history requires different approaches). However the history that is taught in schools and universities tends to focus on national or global narratives rather than more local histories. Although the study of local history can arguably be traced back to the 16th century,  with ‘The Perambulation of Kent’ by William Lambarde (1576) frequently cited, it has been since the 1970s with the move towards public and community history that local history has become more prominent (Gerber, 1979; Kammen, 2014, pp. xi-xiv). The onset of the digital age has opened up access to a vast range of information held in digital archives and has contributed to the current boom in interest in history at a community level, with local history groups,  museums and history tours both in-person and online. TV programmes such as Who Do You Think You Are? (BBC, 2004-2026) and A House Through Time (BBC, 2018-2024) also contribute to the current surge of interest in family and local history by encouraging people to investigate their own history (Clark, 2016).
[bookmark: _Toc230086880]2.1.4	Local History and Family History
A connection with family and community history can manifest itself in many ways but there appears to be an underlying drive for people to actively pursue the past and make it part of their everyday life (Rosenzweig  & Thelan, 1998, pp.15-36). Family history is often a way into the history of the community, with memories being preserved in an informal way, through photographs, journals and diaries, which can be passed down through families and also communicated to others in the local community; indeed it is the “minor narratives, the untold stories, the traces, the whispers and the expressions” of our past that people yearn to discover (Bastian & Alexander, 2009, p.xviii).
Local and family history tends to resonate with people more than ‘official’ history discourses as a family or local link with an historical event or time period makes it more real for people. Community archives can be used to gather and preserve these histories. These can take many forms including paper documents, physical objects, online documents, websites, social media and oral history recordings. It is often the stories of people outside of the mainstream that are collected in such archives and it can be a powerful way of affirming people’s identities and contributing to collective memory (Bastian & Flinn, 2020).
[bookmark: _Toc230086881]2.1.5	Local History and Heritage
The terms history and heritage can be confused and are often used interchangeably, so it is useful to outline my understanding of the concepts to be used in this project. Simply put, history is what happened in the past and ‘doing history’ is the study of the past (Moody, 2015). The people, events and places of the past are real, they are not invented by historians. However, although history relies on evidence, interpretations are inevitably needed to give meaning to the past, and this is what historians do (White, 2023, p.8). So, in relation to this project, history will be things such as the date that St Philips Church was built, when the Workhouse was opened, and how many tonnes of stone were quarried at the Beehive Quarry. Heritage however has been described as a present-day process of history that has been “activated” and thus can bring a sense of identity and pride to a place (White, 2023, p. 20). Indeed it can be said that heritage is less about the past itself and more about how we engage with the present and shape the future (Harrison, 2012, p.4). Heritage comprises the tangible, such as buildings and museums, and the intangible, such as culture, language and art. In terms of this project, the heritage of Odd Down includes the walkable route along the ancient Wansdyke, the Workhouse burial ground and interpretation boards that have recently been erected, and the stories told of the Noad family that used to run the local bakery.
The history and heritage of people’s local area is very important to them. Awareness of local history is strongly linked to a sense of pride in and attachment to place (Dobson, 2022), making an area a good place to live in, feelings of optimism and protectiveness of the local heritage, and a desire to encourage young people to get involved in the history of their local area (Public First, 2025).
[bookmark: _Toc230086882]2.2	What is Collaborative Local History?
[bookmark: _Toc230086883]2.2.1	Collaboration, Co-Creation and Co-Production
Collaboration, co-production and co-creation are terms that have become increasingly popular over the last few decades. All of them refer to the process of working together in some way and are often used interchangeably, however they do have distinct meanings so it is useful to consider their definitions before going further. It is also important to note that collaboration is not a new way of working, rather it has a long tradition within research communities, it has simply become more prevalent and, to some extent, expected (Facer & Enright, 2016, chap. 4).
‘Collaboration’ simply means working in partnership with someone to produce or achieve something. In terms of local history, this can be people being involved in research on their own local history in collaboration with each other and, in some cases, working with professional historians. This produces a partnership between public and professional history makers producing “history that cannot be done anywhere else” (Desportes, 2024, p. 2). Collaborative history represents a move away from the ‘dissemination’ model of engaging with the public, where history is seen as being handed down to people by experts (King & Rivett, 2015, p.220). History can also be experienced, as argued by Raphael Samuel, as not something that is produced by historians, but  as a “social form of knowledge; the work, in any given instance, of a thousand hands” (Samuel, 2012, p.9).
Co-creation and co-production are terms that are difficult to define and can have some degree of overlap; Voorberg et al (2015, p.1340)’s review of the literature found that the concepts were often used interchangeably and are closely linked. This confusion over the terms is on-going with empirically the two concepts not being markedly distinct and their definitions differing across academic disciplines (Ewert & Evers, 2014, pp.425-442). However it is useful to attempt to define the terms for clarity in the research process. Voorberg et al suggest that there are three types of citizen involvement: as ‘co-implementor’, ‘co-designer’ and ‘co-initiator’ and that the term ‘co-creation’ refers to citizen involvement at the co-initiator or co-designer level, while ‘co-production’ refers to involvement in the co-implementation of public services (Voorberg et al, pp.1347). Brandsen & Honingh (2018, pp.9-17) offer a similar definition.
For this research project, I use the terms as follows. The people who set up the history group or project, design and plan the activities and take part in the on-going running of the venture, are those involved in co-creation. This can apply to the running of the entire group’s activities or to individual projects within it, such as creating a website or exhibition. Members who join later in the process, or who are not involved in the design and creation of an activity, become ‘co-producers’ as they take part in activities that are up and running, for example adding material to a Facebook group or contributing to an event. Note that, despite these differences in definition, the term ‘co-production’ tends to be used by research councils as a ‘catch-all’ to describe any collaborative research (Facer & Enright, 2016, p.87).
The shared objective of these collaborative models is to undertake research that is participatory, community-led, and community-focused (Lloyd & Moore, 2015) which stresses the importance of  accountability, relevance and the ethics of what can be unequal power relations between collaborators. The knowledge and experiences generated by this process are likely to be different from what can be discovered using conventional academic methods.
[bookmark: _Toc230086884]2.2.2	Exchange of Knowledge
One of the features of collaborative working is that it involves the exchange of knowledge between collaborators, rather than knowledge transfer between a researcher and participant (AHRC, 2009; Lloyd & Moore, 2015, p.235). Collaborative projects aim to move away from this “unidirectional” flow of knowledge and towards using ideas that develop between participants as the project evolves (Pahl et al, 2022, p. 6). Such projects can reflect the life experiences of many people and allow exchange of meanings between them. Knowledge exchange and sharing of ideas is highly valued by participants as being one of the most positive aspects of collaborative working (Dillon et al, 2014).
[bookmark: _Toc230086885]2.2.3	Identity
Collaboration in the creation of historical knowledge allows people’s emotions, feelings and self-identities to be taken into account (Pente et al, 2015) and permits ordinary people to express their identities in the historical record, rather than using the judgements and interpretations of other, usually elite, groups of society (Ward, 2000). It encourages the understanding of people’s identities through their individual social contexts rather than as an academic exercise, research carried out in collaboration with participants, rather than imposed upon them (Pente et al, 2015).  Indeed, collaborative local history can be defined as a collection of memories, rather than hard and precise facts; as Studs Terkel noted on the memories collected in his oral history project Hard Times recounting people’s stories from the Great Depression of the 1930s, “in their rememberings are their truths” (Terkel, 1970, p.3). Collaboration also allows for ‘shared authority’ between the researcher and those being researched (Frisch, 1990). This is particularly relevant to oral histories, where the researcher is often led by the interviewee, but also applies to other situations such as community-led events, meetings and online discussion forums.
[bookmark: _Toc230086886]2.2.4	Citizen Humanities
Local history involving participation and collaboration can be seen in the context of a recent development in the field: humanities science, where history becomes the ‘citizen science of the past’ (University of Luxembourg, 2025). This ‘citizen humanities’ involves research collaboration between the public and professional researchers. Using Simon’s (2010, chap. 5) four types of ‘participatory practices’, the local history group’s work fits into the ‘co-created projects’ type, where projects are developed collaboratively by both researchers and community members, with public participants actively engaged throughout the majority of the research stages. This approach is made more possible by the rise of digital participation which can open up access to history and make it achievable for the general public to be involved in its production. 
[bookmark: _Toc230086887]2.3	Why Work Collaboratively?
Why is working collaboratively a good idea? What are the benefits of using this method of working? Collaborative working makes history more accessible, actively involves more people, and is line with the current boom in the public’s engagement with their own past. It is an attempt to move away from the situation where historical archives contain information only about powerful people in society (Zinn, 1977) towards allowing the voice of the ‘ordinary person’ to be heard. It can revitalise communities and make history enjoyable and meaningful (Davis, 2014, p.58). It decentralises the processes of research and history-making, and allows for the sharing of authority between historians and other participants in the process (Cauvin, 2025). Where the production of history is based on a sharing of authority between a historian and local people, the latter do not passively consume history but interact with and act as co-authors of the history; this is sometimes referred to as the ‘prosumer’, someone who both consumes and produces. With true shared authority, the whole research project is carried out collaboratively, from the initial proposal, through defining the research questions, the collection of data and the interpretation and presentation of findings (Paci, 2021).
With shared authority in a collaborative research project, the perspective shifts from “knowing about” to “knowing with” the participants (Greenspan & Bolkosky, 2006, p.432). Particularly in the case of oral history interviews, the aim is to allow memories to emerge through a co-creative process between interviewer and interviewee. This is powerfully illustrated by Auschwitz survivor Agi Rubin, who wrote in her memoir of her collaboration with Henry Greenspan:
Memory is born in conversation. For remembering, I need your questions, the spark of conversation, fully to bring it out. Then memories take their shape and find their words. They emerge between us (Rubin & Greenspan, 2006, p.xviii).
Greenspan further emphasises the importance of the “mutuality” of engagement between researcher and participant, working together to achieve a deep understanding of the participant’s experiences (Greenspan & Bolkosky, 2006, p.435). It allows the historian to learn from the deep knowledge of the local people in a way that would not be possible using traditional academic research methods (Cavanagh, 2015). It can even be argued that collaborative history, and oral history in particular, can communicate directly with the past in a way that avoids the elitist tendencies of traditional historical interpretation (Frisch, 1990). Collaborative working allows the participants to share their experiences of “being in the world”, acknowledging that all people experience the world in different ways (Salmi, 2024, p.38).
[bookmark: _Toc230086888]2.4	How to Work Collaboratively
Having considered what collaborative local history is and why research is carried out in this way, we now need to examine how it works in practice. There are many methods used in collaborative research, including oral histories, production of digital and paper archives, involvement in events such as walks, talks and other engagement activities, however it is important to remember that all individuals hold meaningful stories, each deserving recognition and value (Storycorps, 2026). All collaborative working methods involve sharing authority to some degree, and rely on cultivating trust between the participants, developing working methods and the sharing of decision-making (High, 2009, p.13). In order to bring benefit to the community, there need to be “sustained and mutually beneficial relationships” between researcher and community members (King & Rivett, 2015, p.229).
[bookmark: _Toc230086889]2.4.1	Setting up the Project
True collaborative projects will be set up from the start in collaboration, i.e. they will be co-created. This involves exploring why the researcher and participants want to collaborate on the project, establishing the accountabilities of each party, deciding on the research approach and how collaboration will work, discussing money, time and resources, and considering what the legacy of the project will be (ESRC, 2021). However many projects grow from existing ventures and so have to navigate already established ways of working that are acceptable to all parties.
[bookmark: _Toc230086890]2.4.2	Oral Histories
One of the most powerful ways of working collaboratively is by collecting oral histories. This method strongly demonstrates shared authority as it relies on recording the lived experience of the interviewee in response to the questioning of the interviewer (High, 2009, p.13). The focus must always be on the interviewee or storyteller, with both parties working together to obtain the views and life experiences of the person being interviewed (Greenspan, 1998). It becomes a form of ‘engaged scholarship’, involving close relationships, trust developed over a long period of time, mutual respect and openness, and a willingness to listen (High, 2009, p.16-21). Oral histories, along with other types of collaborative working, can move the focus of history away from the elites towards ordinary people, giving them a voice (Thompson, 2017). It can erode barriers between academics and non-academics, and also between generations. However it has to be worked on throughout the engagement process in order to produce the best results and there can be barriers and problems along the way (see section 2.5).
[bookmark: _Toc230086891]2.4.3	Digital and Paper Archives
True collaboration between participants is essential to realise the full benefits of community-based archives. The rise in the use of digital tools can contribute to this by transforming the production of, and access to, community history. The use of crowd-sourcing, social media and community-led websites can side-step traditional knowledge gatekeepers, such as universities and museums, and allow participants to regain authority over their local history (Makwane & Nasir, 2025). The use of digital archives can democratise access to history, especially if community members are involved in their production as well as their use. It can empower local people by letting their voices be heard and can encourage dialogue between different groups (Makwane & Nasir, 2025).
In addition to digital archives, involving local people allows materials to be used that are not found in official archives, including letters, photographs, posters, artefacts and oral histories. The use of such material can bring the histories of underrepresented groups into the spotlight and provide them with a voice (Cauvin & Dalal, 2025).
[bookmark: _Toc230086892]2.4.4	Other Engagement Activities
There are many other ways of working collaboratively in local history, including meetings, talks and tours in conjunction with local history groups, community outreach events, and workshops with local schools. A key concept that applies to all of these activities is that the researcher works alongside the participants so that hierarchical barriers between academic and non-academic collaborators are removed as far as possible, leading to the relationship being ‘horizontalised’ (Harvey, King & McLellan, 2023, p.560). Effective collaborative working also recognises the skills and knowledge brought by the participants and acknowledges that the researcher can learn from this and use it to inform their own practice. Researchers need to practice true listening skills, which involves not just hearing what a participant is saying, but also understanding it, acknowledging it, and acting upon it (Lloyd & Rivett, 2023).
Evans et al (2023, p.566)’s point that there are many ‘publics’, some of which are more open to working with researchers than others, is relevant to many collaborative local history projects, emphasising that local people should be invited in so that the researcher can learn from them, rather than using a top-down attempt to engage with them. Many local history enthusiasts view themselves as experts in their field and it is important for researchers to work with them in places where they feel comfortable, such as community halls, cafes, or other public spaces, rather than in academic institutions where there may be a power imbalance (Cauvin, 2025). It is also important that academics value the research done by participants, recognising that local people are the experts in their area and that they often produce meticulously researched work that enables insights that only they can unearth.
[bookmark: _Toc230086893]2.5	Barriers to Collaborative Local History
The previous sections have looked at why and how we work collaboratively, however it is often not a straightforward process and there can be challenges and barriers. In terms of the researcher, even though collaborative working has become a pretty standard way of working, there can still be the fear of the unknown caused by leaving the familiarity of academia to work in the more uncontrolled environment of the local community. Collaborative research has also been criticised as being a ‘box-ticking exercise’, carried out to demonstrate that it represents cultural diversity, which may easily be regarded as entirely beneficial, yet in reality can frequently lead to disagreements or challenges (Moody 2015, p. 148). 
Researchers may have unrealistic expectations about working with communities which can lead to frustration and disappointment. They can also find that they are not seen as a fully accepted member of the group but rather an outsider, making it difficult to gain access to the information needed for their research. There may be a clash between the community’s view of the importance of their intangible heritage, such as oral traditions and knowledge passed down through generations, and the traditional academic view of heritage as being more tangible, exemplified in the notion of the Authorised Heritage Discourse (see Smith, 2006). Researchers need to be open about their research, any limitations due to funding or timing issues, and what the community will gain from the collaboration. It is important that the commitment to the community is over a length of time so that a deep relationship can be formed, with communities valuing trust, understanding and personal contacts more than expertise and qualifications (Desportes, 2024, p.4).
The view of some professional historians that community-produced history is amateurish, lacking in rigour, and lacking reference to the broader issues of national history can also be a barrier (Twells, 2008). However, this can be mitigated by planning for collaboration from the start (see, for example, English Heritage’s guidelines for engaging with communities (2024)).
Others feel that collaboration should be limited to the later part of the research process such as creating museum exhibitions (Pente et al, 2015, p. 45). There is also the perception that co-production is merely used as a solution to a “relevance gap” in historical research (Pente et al, 2015, p. 40) and as an attempt to satisfy the requirement for history to provide a measurable impact for its ‘consumers’, i.e. the history-consuming general public (Pinto & Taithe, 2015).
Another barrier to successful collaborative working can be the finding participants willing to commit their time to the project. It is often the case, especially with small-scale projects, that the responsibility of running the project is carried by one organisation or even one person; these projects are less likely to be successful due to workload and lack of different skills and viewpoints (Davis, 2014, p.61). A further problem can be friction between collaborative local histories, particularly oral histories, as a source of change and also as a source of opposition to change (Frisch 1990, p.2). Researchers can be guilty of making assumptions that oral histories will automatically reflect the “voice of the people” as a call for radical change, which is often not the case, so these types of biases need to be carefully examined (Frisch, 1990, p.2). Indeed, when talking about working with ‘the community’, researchers need to remember that not all members of the community may have the same views. Who is the ‘gatekeeper’ of the group, speaking on their behalf, and what authority do they have? If the community is divided, how are partnerships developed? (High, 2009, p.14). Researchers also need to recognise that a community is rarely a homogeneous group, members have differing views and life experiences, and there are often power struggles within them (Waterton & Smith, 2010, p.8). As summed up neatly by Steven Brint, “communities are not very community-like” (Brint, 2001, p.6). This leads into issues such as how to select participants so that they are representative of the whole community and how to ensure that the project has a focus rather than being a collection of nostalgic life histories (or maybe that is what is appropriate for particular projects?) Should participants be self-selected or should the researcher choose them and, if the latter, based on what characteristics? (Shopes, 2015, p.101). 
[bookmark: _Toc230086894]2.6	Summary
This chapter has defined the meanings of local history and collaborative working, considered how collaborative local history can be carried out, and discussed some of the barriers that can exist for this style of working. It acknowledges that the involvement of people in their own history is becoming more commonplace, largely driven by the rise in digital access. The next chapter discusses the research methods that will be used in this study and how they aim to ensure maximum collaboration with local people.
[bookmark: _Hlk210820298]

[bookmark: _Toc230086895]CHAPTER 3: RESEARCH METHODS
This chapter sets out the research strategy to be used in this project. It explains what data will be collected and the methods that will be used, and how this data will be analysed. It then considers the limitations and potential hurdles that may arise throughout the project. Comparison of the findings of the Literature Review with the data collected during the project will allow the researcher to gain a better understanding of the issues surrounding community engagement with local history, and will enable recommendations for further research to be put forward.
[bookmark: _Toc230086896]3.1	Research Strategy
The research strategy to be used in this project is a Case Study. A case study is “a social science research method, generally used to investigate a contemporary phenomenon in depth and in its real-world context” (Yin, 2018, p. 379). This definition can be broken down into four elements: the focus on an individual unit to be studied, the intensive nature of the study, the depth of which is made possible by concentrating on the individual unit, developmental factors as the case evolves over time, and the relation to environment, meaning the context in which the study is taking place (Flyvbjerg, 2011). Blatter and Haverland (2012, pp.18-20) propose their own definition, stating that case studies have:
· a small number of cases;
· a large number of empirical observations per case;
· a huge diversity of empirical observations for each case; and
· an intensive reﬂection on the relationship between concrete empirical observations and abstract theoretical concepts.
This case study sits within the ‘interpretivist’ tradition, in that its focus is to understand individuals’ subjective meanings and experiences from their own perspective within their particular social context (Nickerson, 2024). 
Case studies are characterised by their intensive nature, where one unit or ‘class’ is studied as opposed to ‘extensive’ research methods where multiple instances are studied (Harré, 1979, p.104). The intensive nature of case studies means that the specific context can be studied in great depth, allowing more detail than in more extensive studies. Data can be collected from many sources, such as interviews, documents and observations, and the case can be studied over a period of time by repeating data collection on several occasions (Swanborn, 2010, pp.1-23). 
A case study approach is suitable for this project for several reasons. It focuses on one case, The Odd Down History Group. It will comprise a large number of observations of the case, and these observations will be diverse in nature (encompassing oral histories, observations of group meetings, physical and online documents, images, surveys and autoethnography) and it will link with the literature review to explore and challenge existing theory and produce new research questions (Saunders et al, 2007, chap. 2). It thus satisfies the requirements of the definitions listed above.
The Odd Down History Group is a volunteer-led community group based in the Odd Down suburb of Bath. It was founded in November 2023 by a local woman who was keen to bring people together through local and family history. It started off as a Facebook group called Odd Down History/Family History Research (2025). This group rapidly grew and now has a membership of nearly 900 people. In January 2024, in-person meetings were started, meeting at the Odd Down Sports Ground café once a month on a Thursday at 2pm. These meetings regularly attract between twenty and thirty people.  In June 2024 the group’s activities were expanded to include walks (for example, around the old workhouse and along part of the Wansdyke), talks (for example, about the history of St Philips Primary School), and visits (for example, to the Museum of Bath at Work). These activities are well attended with between forty and fifty people attending them.
[bookmark: _Toc230086897]3.2	Data Collection
Data for the case study will be collected by engagement with members of the Odd Down History Group, both those who attend the meetings and those who are part of the Facebook group. There will also be interaction with members of the wider community who are or may be interested in Odd Down’s history. Data will be collected in several ways, the main method being participant observation with an element of participatory action research. Interviews and surveys will also be used, as will autoethnography. These data collection methods are described in the following sections.
[bookmark: _Toc230086898]3.2.1	Participant Observation
Participant observation is a research method whereby the researcher becomes closely involved with the people they are studying (see Gans, 1962, for an early example). The researcher aims to create open relationships with people and immerse themselves in the group’s activities so that group members see them as an integral part of the group (as Taylor, Bogdan & DeVault (2016, pp.1-28) describe as “going to the people”). The method allows the researcher to gain access to events, groups or information that may not be accessible through other research methods, and gives an ‘insider’ view of the case being studied. It can also cross over into participatory action research in that the researcher can manipulate certain events, such as meetings, talks or online content, which they cannot do through more ‘passive’ research methods such as studying documents and archives (Yin, 2018).
According to Gans (1962, pp.338-346), participant observation can be divided into three types, depending on the level of involvement of the researcher: (1) where the researcher acts as an observer but does not participate in what they are observing (although it could be argued that this is purely observation rather than participant observation), (2) where the researcher participates in the group’s activities but solely as a researcher with their focus remaining on research interests rather than true participation, and (3) where the researcher fully participates in activities and reverts back to the research role after the event by writing up the event, including their own contributions.
Participant observation is a good fit for this case study as it allows me to become immersed in the activities of the Odd Down History Group, thus building relationships and trust with the group members. By taking part in events and interacting through the Facebook group, I can gain valuable insights into members’ views and opinions. It is likely that all three of Gans’ types of participant observation will be used depending on the nature of what is being studied.
[bookmark: _Toc230086899]3.2.2	Participatory Action Research
There will be an element of participatory action research in the case study, which will lead on from the participant observation. This type of research has three main characteristics, which fit with the research plan for this project (McIntyre, 2008, pp.67-68). Firstly, researchers and participants work together in the co-construction of knowledge; this happens through posts and comments on the Facebook group, conversations at meetings and events, suggestions for future events, and sharing of histories through in-depth interviews. Secondly, the research process encourages self-awareness leading to change on an individual and collective level; this will be encouraged throughout the project as participants become more comfortable and confident in taking part, and as the community grows stronger and closer through engaging with its own history. Thirdly, co-operation will be fostered between the researcher and participants as they plan, carry out and disseminate the research, for example through meetings, events and online content.
As part of this method, I will create a website for the group with the aim of improving access to local history by opening it up to more people, including those who cannot access in-person meetings and those who live a distance away from Odd Down. It will also act as a repository for local history which can then be preserved for future generations. The use of social media and the website allows participation from community members who can use it to connect, share information, and set up and publicise events (Millan, 2025) and these digital methods can help to preserve the intangible cultural heritage of the area through active participation (Makwane & Nasir, 2025).
[bookmark: _Toc230086900]3.2.3	Interviews/Oral Histories
In-depth qualitative interviews will be carried out in the form of oral histories, also known as life histories. These types of interview are “non-directed, unstructured, non-standardised, and open-ended” (Taylor, Bogdan & DeVault, 2016, p.102) and are aimed at eliciting people’s perspectives on their own lives, in their own words. These interviews are based on an interest in understanding how others experience the world and the meanings they attach to those experiences (Seidman, 2013, p.9). By gathering people’s life histories, I aim to gain an insight into people’s experiences of living in Odd Down and also how Odd Down has changed over time. Interviewees will be recruited through conversations at group meetings, appeals for volunteers on the Facebook group and website, and by people putting themselves forward. The interviews will be published online on the group’s website so that over time a record of people’s lived experiences can be built up. 
[bookmark: _Toc230086901]3.2.4	Autoethnography
Autoethnography is “a research method that uses personal experience (auto) to describe and interpret (graphy) cultural texts, experiences, beliefs, and practices (ethno) (Adams, Ellis &  Jones, 2017, p.1). It is a form of qualitative research where the researcher’s personal experiences form part of the study, and it can blur the boundary between researcher and research subject (Taylor, Bogdan & DeVault, 2016, p.163). Autoethnography combines autobiography and ethnography as the researcher records the work that they are doing, for example in field notes, to produce a personal narrative. They then reflect on this by using theory to place their experiences within the broader social, political, cultural or historical context (Drew, 2023). Autoethnography can be seen as a reaction to more objective, neutral, science-based research methods which may not be best suited to exploring social interactions and communication between groups of people. This method allows the researcher to record their experiences and feelings during the research and to analyse these experiences by referring to academic literature. In autoethnography, fieldwork and fieldnotes are the ‘raw data’ that is gathered in the field and then analysed at a later date (Jackson, 1990).
Autoethnography will be used in this case study as a source of information about the research process itself. I will keep a ‘research diary’ recording my engagement with the Odd Down History Group, including feelings and reflections on the activities carried out. This data will then feed into that obtained from the other research methods to give a rounded picture of the group. My work on this study satisfies the five key features of autoethnography as set out by Anderson (2006, pp.378-388): the researcher will be an integral part of the group, i.e. will be a ‘complete member researcher’, they will be ‘analytically reflexive’ in that account will be taken of the effect of their presence on the research, there will be a visible narrative of the researcher’s ‘self’ by means of field notes, there will be dialogue with the other members of the group, and the researcher will carry out theoretical analysis of their own research.
[bookmark: _Toc230086902]3.2.5	Survey
A survey is a systematic research method that gathers data through questions relating to individuals’ attitudes, behaviours, experiences, or demographic profiles (Hassan, 2024).  An online survey will be carried out to find out more about the people who interact with the Odd Down History Group and will be produced using an online survey tool such as SurveyMonkey or Google Forms. The advantages of doing a survey online are that it is low cost, easy to set up without prior experience, provides quick response times and can reach a large number of people. The disadvantage is that there may be sample bias due to possible lack of access to the internet, however this could be compensated for by carrying out a paper survey parallel to the online survey. A survey is suitable for this case study as it allows me to gather information about people’s engagement with the group in an efficient way, reaching a wide audience that is not limited to those who attend the group meetings in person. It also gives insight into people’s views about the group and how they would like to see it operate going forward.
[bookmark: _Toc230086903]3.3	Ethics
Ethics approval was obtained prior to starting the project as the research involves working with people in the community through observation, active participation in activities, and audio recordings of oral histories. Group members attending meetings, talks and events will be made aware that I am carrying out research, and they will not be named in any write-ups. Participants in oral interviews will be asked to complete an Oral History Recording Agreement (as shown in Appendix A.1).
This project will involve research with adults only, so no ethics approval for under 18s is required. For oral history interviews, the purpose of the interview will be explained at the outset, as will the fact that the interview transcript and recording will be put on the group’s website and will include names of participants. Interviews will be held either in a public place or at the interviewee’s home. In the latter case, two people will carry out the interview to ensure the safety of the interviewers.
[bookmark: _Toc230086904]3.4	Data Analysis
Analysis of the data collected from the research methods described above will be carried out in several ways. Observations and oral histories will be analysed qualitatively by coding according to theme, using thematic analysis (Braun & Clarke, 2008). Survey results will be analysed quantitatively and presented pictorially to aid interpretation, and open-ended survey question responses will be analysed using thematic analysis. As this is a case study within the interpretivist tradition, it allows for collection of data and its analysis to be carried out simultaneously, for example conducting an interview then coding it before carrying out another one (Bhattacherjee, 2012, p.103-111). This can enable the researcher to constantly compare occurrences in the data and build towards the construction of theories, hypotheses or concepts directly from the data, i.e. by using a ‘grounded theory’ approach (Glaser & Strauss, 1967).
[bookmark: _Toc230086905]3.5	Limitations and Potential Hurdles
As with all case studies, the results of this research cannot be generalised to other local history groups, however the study can provide a starting point for examining other groups through further research. 
Participant observation as a research method has its difficulties. There can be issues of bias, where the researcher finds it difficult to work as an external observer as they become too involved in the inner workings of the group they are studying, and they can become emotionally involved as a supporter of the group rather than remaining neutral (Gans, 1962, pp.342-344; Yin, 2018). Balancing the participant role with the observer role can be problematic in that time taken participating with group activities reduces the time available to observe, write up, and analyse what was observed. This is particularly pertinent if the research is being carried out to a tight timescale, and if the group meets in several location so that the researcher has to be in many places to take part and observe (Yin, 2018). Further problems include being accepted into the group once people know that you are a researcher, and the ethical dilemma of how much is revealed to group members about the purpose of the research (Gans, 1962, pp.340-342).
Interviews also have limitations, one of which is that people act differently in different situations, so what they say in an interview setting may not reflect what they say or do in real life. Observation of people’s everyday lives provides the context that the researcher needs in order to fully understand the perspectives and views that they have. Interviewees may be unwilling to discuss certain topics in an interview setting but if observed in their normal everyday life the researcher can pick up on nuances that were not initially visible (Becker & Geer, 1957). In this case study, there is also the problem of age-related bias as the majority of participants and interviewees are above retirement age. If this research was to be further developed, expanding the age range of participants is recommended. 


[bookmark: _Hlk220076415][bookmark: _Toc230086906]CHAPTER 4: CASE STUDY FINDINGS
As described in the previous chapter, the case study involved several research methods. In this chapter, the findings from each method are presented and discussed.
[bookmark: _Toc230086907]4.1	Findings: Participant Observation
For this project, participant observation took up the majority of my time. It comprised attending meetings, talks and other events run by the Odd Down History Group and also extended to other local groups as outreach from the history group.
I originally became involved with the group by contacting the group leader on Facebook to ask permission to develop a website based on their Facebook group content. This was for an assignment for the Digital Humanities module of my Masters course. My suggestion was positively received and, having met with the group leader, I started attending meetings. By attending meetings regularly, I was able to become part of the group without difficulty. I was generally introduced to people by the organiser of the group as “the person who is creating our wonderful website”, which was an effective role to have as it was likely perceived as less intimidating than being known as “the person studying the group for their MA dissertation”. This, coupled with the extended length of time that I have committed to the project, has allowed me to integrate thoroughly into the group and thus avoid many of the barriers that can beset this type of work.
The group is informal, with no formal constitution and no funding. From my observations, I learned that the running of the group relies heavily on one person. Once I had joined and started taking an active part, she told me that she was grateful that “someone else will do something”. This highlights the potential problems caused by reliance on one person and that they can get overwhelmed and resentful of other people not pulling their weight. It also raises the issue of defining roles at the outset of a project.
I recorded my work on the project in a diary and my observations in a set of field notes, which cover the period from April 2025 to January 2026 (diary) and October 2025 to January 2026 (field notes). These notes are in the form of autoethnography and are discussed further in section 4.4. As I became more embedded in the group, my role developed to be more participatory and less observational; this is discussed in the next section.
[bookmark: _Toc230086908]4.2	Findings: Participatory Action Research
There were several aspects of participatory action research used in this project, all of which involved both me interacting with the group and the group interacting with each other to produce outcomes of different kinds.
[bookmark: _Toc230086909]4.2.1	Co-production of knowledge
Members of the group are involved in co-producing knowledge about the history of Odd Down by interacting with each other and with me, both online and in-person. Members of the group regularly post photos and written memories in the Facebook group which then leads to discussion amongst other members of the group, for example:
Lived in Odd Down in our childhood. Went to Brownies and Guides in Rush Hill Church, the new one. Also went over the road into the original church before it closed. We originally lived in the prefabs and then moved over into Banwell Road. We knew everyone in the road and loved playing in the fields behind our house. My Nan lived in Odins Road and my Auntie still lives there. Odd Down has a very special place in my heart (ODHG, 2025).
Posts then lead to comments by other members of the group as a conversation is kick-started by the original poster. For example:
You lived opposite us with your brother Ray. We all knew each other in the road when we were kids, used to play British Bulldogs down on the green by Chumpy Reynolds (ODHG, 2025).
Another example from the Facebook group, in response to a photo of Odd Down houses in the 1950s:
Wow! We lived at Number 2 The Green! I was born in St Martins January 8 1947 and that was my first home! Then around four we moved to 4 Vernham Grove! So we were neighbours! I remember the families Hodges, Burns, Archers and Hankins! Also the bonfires in the middle of the waste land! (ODHG, 2025).
Which led to another comment:
Great photos, you must have lived just across the road from us in Odin's Road. The photo attached taken in about 1958 shows The Green prefabs from just outside our front garden. We were always playing up and down that pavement on skates, bikes, trolleys and anything we could get hold of! (ODHG, 2025).
And another comment recalling memories of the Second World War:
There used to be marks on the garden wall from German planes getting rid of their ammunition, on their return from bombing Bristol & Avonmouth, they followed a straight line up Rush Hill, Frome Road towards Southampton and the English Channel (ODHG, 2025).
An example of group members responding to a post created by me is the following series of comments, where I had posted about an up-coming talk on the history of St Philips Primary School:
It was St. Lukes school when I was there.
Yes it was St Lukes when I went there too, 1959 till 1965.
Bottom of Form
I started there in 1952 in Mrs. Smart’s class.
Me and my 4 brothers went to St Luke's then my 2 children went there and then 2 of my grandchildren also went there. Mr. Smart was headmaster in the 50s
My old infant and junior school but it was called St Luke’s. I was in the netball team …..have a photo somewhere of the whole team.
I went to St Lukes as it was known and would love to look around it, very fond memories of it.
Many members of the Facebook group are active in posting memories in the form of photos, documents and maps, and there is genuine interest shown in other members’ contributions. Some posts have 30-40 comments on them as people’s memories are jogged by the original post and by subsequent posts in the thread.
A similar process of co-production is seen at the in-person meetings, talks and film screenings.  An example is a talk given about St Philips Primary School, given by a current teacher at the school. The talk lasted approximately thirty minutes after which the teacher distributed scrapbooks and other memorabilia around the tables for attendees to look at. This facilitated many discussions about memories of the school, people took photos of items in the scrapbooks, and led to a request for the group to organise a visit to the school to look around. I put this request to the teacher and he agreed to a visit where the group can meet some children who will give us a guided tour, then have tea and cake with them. This illustrates how getting people together and providing material for them to discuss and reminisce over can be very effective in encouraging co-production of knowledge. It can also lead to opportunities for further events that can increase the knowledge sharing even more. See Appendix A.8 for an example set of field notes.
[bookmark: _Toc230086910]4.2.2	Individual and collective self-awareness
The process of participating in collaborative research encourages self-awareness and confidence and can lead to change on both individual and collective levels. This was demonstrated over the course of the project as people became more confident in contributing to meetings, suggesting projects, joining project groups and leading events. Members have increasingly been contributing at the monthly group meetings and are more willing to speak up in front of the rest of the group than they were when I first joined. One group member has initiated her own project, creating an A to Z of Odd Down. For this, she introduced her idea, asked people to come up with suggestions for each letter, and ran the next monthly session, where she provided sheets of A4 paper to collect the ideas for each letter. This has now led to discussions around how we could display the results of the project, possibly by putting on an exhibition in a local venue. This example mini-project has increased the confidence of both the originator and the group as a whole as they have supported each other to move the project forward. 
[bookmark: _Toc230086911]4.2.3	Working together on research and events
The process of collaborative research carried out jointly between me and other members of the group has been transformative for both parties. It provides social opportunities for people to become involved in a friendly and supportive group, provides a safe environment for members to chat and reminisce, and empowers people to play an active part in planning, carrying out and disseminating research on their local history.
Many events have been planned and carried out, such as a group local history stall at the Odd Down Fun Day, a small project group created to put together an exhibition at a local museum, and film screenings at the Odd Down Football Club. These activities were all co-created by one or more group members taking the initiative to try new things. Although the group founder still takes the lead on most aspects of the group, more people (including myself) are becoming confident enough to step forward, make suggestions and take the lead on projects.
[bookmark: _Toc230086912]4.2.4	Creating a website
As part of the project, I created a website in consultation with the group founder and other interested members. The purpose of the website is to increase engagement with people who are not on social media and thus provide better accessibility to the history of Odd Down, and also to provide a central location for Odd Down history as many group members are “keen to record local history for future generations” (Bath Echo, 2026). The information for the website was drawn largely from posts in the Facebook group, supplemented by my own research online and from attending talks, for example about the Cross Manufacturing company and St Philips Church. The website took approximately three months to develop and has been added to since then as more information has been found. I launched the site via a post on the Facebook page, this reached 327 people, with 102 engagements and ten comments, all of which were supportive. The website has so far been promoted by posting in the Facebook group, however this does not give an accurate overview of how much the site is being used. To improve this, I worked through the SEO optimisation tools provided by Wix, the website development software. This will make it possible to monitor use of the website, for example as shown in Figures 1 and 2.
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Figure 1: Website traffic sources				Figure 2: Sessions over time
Figure 1 shows that the majority of website traffic comes from the Facebook page, reflecting the importance of Facebook to the group. The spike in sessions shown in Figure 2 reflects the website link being posted in the Facebook group on 9th December to publicise a new post. More work is needed to establish the website as an accepted part of the group’s online presence without relying on Facebook to signpost users to it. Another factor to consider is the updating and maintenance of the website going forward, particularly when I am no longer on the project; as noted by Lloyd & Moore (2015, p.241), problems can arise as the initial enthusiasm fades, members of the team leave or the technology needs updating. Sample pages from the website are shown in Appendix A.7.
[bookmark: _Toc230086913]4.3	Findings: Interviews/Oral Histories
Nine interviews or memory collections were carried out between July 2025 and January 2026. The age range of the participants was from mid-40s to 98. Of these, four were ‘classic’ oral history interviews (where the interviewer recorded the interviewee), three were self-recorded (where the participant spoke directly into their own recording device), one was written memories submitted to us by the participant and one was memories obtained by an interviewer talking to the participant and then written up. All of these methods of gathering memories resulted in rich portrayals of life in Odd Down from the 1930s up to the present day.
The interviews were transcribed into text using the Transcribe facility in Microsoft Word, two examples are shown in Appendix A.8. The resulting transcriptions were then analysed thematically. The words that occurred most frequently are shown in the word cloud in Figure 3, where the size of the word indicates the frequency.
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Figure 3: Oral history word cloud
Figure 3 shows the predominance of named places, such as “workhouse”, “Wansdyke”, “Glasshouse”, “Rush Hill”, “St Philips”. There are also more personal words such as “married”, “community”, “poor” and “everybody”, although these are not mentioned as frequently. 
There were nine themes identified from the transcripts of the oral histories, plus a ‘Miscellaneous’ category to pick up difficult to classify comments. The themes are shown in Figure 4.

Figure 4: Themes from oral histories
The themes talked about most refer to named roads and housing estates (“Old Fosse Road”, “Wellsway”, “Wansdyke Estate”, “Hubert Cottage”, “The Tumps”) followed by childhood and games (“youth club”, “playing fields”, “cycling”, “playground”), then shops and pubs (“Burnt House”, “hairdressers”, “Noads Bakery”, “Cross Keys”). This reflects the way in which participants chose to talk, some favouring a ‘tour around Odd Down’ style and others talking about their life chronologically. The most popular of the remaining themes was war, with comments such as “Blitz”, “air raid”, “army” and “prefabs”, reflecting the age of the participants (the oldest remembering World War II itself, younger people reminiscing about living in the prefabs after the war). The small number of comments about people and community feeling was surprising which may be explained by the participants being given total free rein to talk, which they interpreted in different ways. If a question such as “What are your feelings about Odd Down” or “How has Odd Down changed?” was asked, this may have focussed responses more on the intangible rather than tangible aspects. Comments in this theme however were all positive, such as “community”, “welcome” and “happy”.
In addition to interviewing members of the ODHG, the person who started the group, Julianne Mackrell, recorded her thoughts on why she started the group and how she sees it going forward. She formed the group as she had just retired and was looking for people to meet up with who were interested in local history. On finding there was no history group in Odd Down, she decided to set up her own. Her motivation was two-fold – to find out about local history and to build an accessible social community of local people – “I want to keep this group informal and free so that people can attend as and when they can, and with no cost to themselves” (Mackrell, 2025, para. 3). Her reflection on how the group has developed since she started it in 2023 is that “I think it's been brilliant for bringing the Odd Down community together, and others. People are coming back to Odd Down because they grew up here and everybody's welcome at any of our meets” (Mackrell, 2025, para 6).
The small number of interviews and memories collected makes it difficult to paint a complete picture of group members’ thoughts about Odd Down. This was compounded by a lack of experience in carrying out interviews, including how to recruit participants, how to carry out the interview itself, and the technology involved in recording and transcribing. There is considerable scope for extending oral history collection if further research is undertaken.
[bookmark: _Toc230086914]4.4	Findings: Autoethnography
Throughout this project I kept a diary where I recorded the work that I was doing, including my feelings and what I learnt from each activity. I also recorded similar information in the field notes that I produced for each event. This allowed me to incorporate ‘reflexivity’ into my research by taking into account my personal experiences and motivations, the relationship between myself and group members, my choice of research methods, and the context of the research, and how all of these factors may affect the research outcomes (Walsh, 2003; Barrett et al, 2020). Analysis of the diary and notes revealed several themes which are discussed in the following sections.
[bookmark: _Toc230086915]4.4.1	Community Building
One of the main themes identified in my notes was how I noticed that a community was being built around local history and how satisfying that is to me and the other members of the group. Following a talk about the Wansdyke, I noted that people stayed afterwards chatting - “Evidence that these talks are very much social affairs as well as being informative”. During a talk about St Philips Primary School, I noted “It was really good to see attendees’ enthusiasm about sharing their school days”. Similarly my reflection on the Odd Down Fun Day’s success in engaging local people with the group which led to some new members, and my write-up of a talk on Cross Manufacturing where I noted that it was “an example of a local employer that has become successful worldwide but still engaged in its roots and connections with local people”. Further community building has occurred through outreach into other groups such as church coffee mornings, a planned exhibition at the Museum of Bath at Work, and showing films in association with the Bath Royal Literary and Scientific Institute (BRLSI).
[bookmark: _Toc230086916]4.4.2	Learning Curve
Another theme emerging from my notes was the steep learning curve involved with the technology aspects of the project such as creating the website, carrying out and transcribing oral histories, and producing and analysing an online survey. It was also a learning experience carrying out a project such as this for the first time, my only previous experience being my undergraduate dissertation project which I completed eighteen years ago and which was on a much smaller scale. Another point that came up was my tendency to rush into things without researching them fully, for example when selecting online survey software without looking into the cost of it so having to start again with a cheaper version, carrying out our first oral history interview without testing the recording app first, and having to learn how to use transcription and sound editing software. I have learned from this experience that I need to put more work in at the planning stage of a project, allow time for software and app selection, and try to manage my enthusiasm by taking things a bit slower.
[bookmark: _Toc230086917]4.4.3	Balancing Participation with Observation
A further theme was that of balancing the ‘participation’ aspect of the project with the ‘observation’ part. More specifically, balancing my engagement with the group with the writing of my dissertation. Examples of this are when attending a talk or meeting, balancing my listening to the talk or joining in with the activity with writing observations of the group, spending a lot of time on creating the website and trying to combine that with writing my literature review, and the general juggling of attending group meetings and writing my dissertation whilst running my own business. My need to balance these different aspects made me feel a degree of separation between myself and the other participants as the large majority of them are retired and are attending the group for enjoyment rather than requirement.
[bookmark: _Toc230086918]4.4.4	Confidence building
I have struggled with lack of confidence throughout this project due to having been out of academia for nearly twenty years and also working from home running my own business so not being involved in much social activity. Although my academic confidence has been boosted by having completed the taught component of the course, this was the first time I had undertaken a research project involving engagement with the local community. I struggle with doubting my own ability and feel a certain amount of ‘imposter syndrome’ when I am introduced as the person doing the research, the website or the interviewing. In terms of the social aspect of engaging with the group, there have been several occasions when I have felt out of my comfort zone and have really had to push myself. Examples are when I was helping to run the history group stall at the Odd Down Fun Day, interviewing people to obtain oral histories, sharing the website to the group for their comment, and organising and then hosting meetings. My growth in confidence throughout the project was mirrored by the increase in confidence of other members of the group, producing a feeling of communal growth between us all (see also section 4.4.1).
[bookmark: _Toc230086919]4.4.5	Overall Self-Development
Overall this project has improved my confidence immensely. Meeting new people has always been challenging for me and I find it exhausting, however the process of engaging with people in my local community has opened up a whole new world to me and has come at a timely point in my life where I have been looking for a new direction and challenge. I have had to use my initiative (for example suggesting events to run), be confident enough to put forward new ideas (creating the website, doing oral history interviews), and solve technical problems (with the website, audio recordings and survey software). My biggest challenge so far has been putting together film screenings including sourcing the films, getting permission to show them, arranging a venue, publicising the events, and hosting on the day. As I wrote in my diary “this was quite a deep personal experience for me in that I had to push myself beyond my comfort zone”. Although this was difficult for me, it brought me a great deal of satisfaction and has improved my confidence going forward. I have also been introduced to heritage buildings in the local area that I would like to be involved in trying to bring back into use, for example the Congregational Chapel which is now used as a base for telecommunications equipment, and the Workhouse Chapel, currently used for storage by the NHS. When I visited this with the group, I wrote in my diary “I felt both sad and excited at the same time – sad that the building is not being used but excited at the possibilities that could exist!” 
[bookmark: _Toc230086920]4.5	Findings: Survey
[bookmark: _Toc230086921]4.5.1	Survey design
I created a survey to gather information on people’s views about the Odd Down History Group. The survey was distributed in two forms – online via the group’s Facebook page and paper-based at group meetings, to allow for respondents’ preferences. The online survey was developed using the Typeform form building software and posted on the group Facebook page. The survey was shared four times at weekly intervals, each time accompanied by a description of its purpose. The paper survey was handed out to attendees at two group meetings; the personal touch involved in handing them directly to people resulted in a high response rate.
The survey comprised thirteen questions. The first four questions were multiple choice questions focussing on how people found out about the group, how they interact with it, what they like about the group, and, if they attend meetings, whether they come with anyone else. The next three questions are open response, asking for suggestions on what else the group could do, what we could improve, and what is their favourite aspect of the group. The final six questions are to gather demographic information on age, gender, relationship to Odd Down, employment status, and number of adults and children in the household. An example survey form is available in Appendix A.5.
[bookmark: _Toc230086922]4.5.2	Survey results – multiple choice questions
71 surveys were completed, 61 of which were online and 10 were on paper. The total number of people in the group’s Facebook group is 836, so this represents a response rate of 8.5%. This is a low rate, however it is within the average for surveys posted on social media, which tend to be low due to casual patterns of engagement (Kumar, 2025). The use of paper-based surveys in addition to online should help to counter the inherent bias that can occur due to uneven access to the internet; this is especially important due to the age pattern of the group members (70.6% over 60 years of age) (Hassan, 2024). A further point to note is the discrepancy between the number of views of the survey (210) translating to 109 people starting the survey and only 71 completed submissions, a completion rate of 64.8%. This could be due to my lack of experience in creating surveys, the time of day that the surveys were posted, or ‘audience fatigue’ due to multiple demands on their time and also not knowing what the outcome will be (Kumar, 2025).
The results are presented here and through a link in Appendix A.6. Figures 5 and 6 show how people discovered the Odd Down History Group and how they interact with the group. These were multiple choice questions with multiple selection answers.
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Figure 5: How did you discover the ODHG?
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Figure 6: Interaction with the ODHG
As shown in Figure 5, a large majority of respondents found the group on Facebook, with several people also being invited by an existing member or hearing about it through word of mouth. The small number (7.6%) who discovered it through the group’s website is likely due to the newness and thus lack of awareness of the website, it having been developed as part of this study. In terms of interacting with the group, the dominance of Facebook is clearly shown in Figure 6, which is to be expected as the group was created via Facebook and has been run through this platform for two years. The website interaction is again low, reflecting its newness, however going forward this platform is expected to raise awareness of the group and be used by people who are not on social media.
[image: ]
Figure 7: What people value about the group
[image: ]Figure 7 shows what people value about the group. This question was multiple choice with multiple selection available. As shown in the chart, finding out about local history was the most important aspect for the majority of people, followed by sharing stories with other people and contributing to local history. Meeting up with people scored relatively low, however some responses to the sharing stories category may encompass the social aspect of the group. Additionally, as this was a multiple selection question, people’s responses can be spread across several options. Question 7 (What is your favourite thing about the group?) allows free text responses so can be analysed in conjunction with this question, see section 4.5.3.
Figure 8: Patterns of attendance at group meetings
Figure 8 shows people’s attendance at group meetings. It is interesting that the majority of people responding to this question (61.8%) do not come to meetings. This reflects the Facebook-based character of the group and also the timings of the meetings, the majority of which are within the working day. This suits retired people but excludes many working people and students. The next largest category (‘By yourself’, 22.1%) could be an indication of how people have been made to feel relaxed and confident about attending, possibly due to the friendly nature of the Facebook group.
Figures 9 to 11 show the results of the demographic questions in the survey.

Figure 9: Age and gender

Figure 10: Composition of households
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Figure 11: Employment status
The responses to the demographic questions, as shown in Figures 9 to 11 above, reflect the demographic of the group as older, mainly retired people (86.9% aged 50 plus, 47.8% aged 70 plus). This is as expected due to the meetings being held mainly during the daytime, from my observations of the age of people at meetings, and from the general trend for members of local history groups to be mainly comprised of retired people (see Lloyd & Moore, 2015, p.239; Shurlock et al, n.d., for example). There are more women than men (63.3% to 36.7%) which again may reflect the age breakdown in that women tend to live longer than men; many of the women attending on their own are widows. The composition of households information again reflects the age of attendees as the majority live in a household of only one or two adults (74.2%) with a large majority having no children in the household (92.1%). Similarly the employment status of ‘retired’ has a large majority as shown in Figure 11.
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Figure 12: Relationship to Odd Down
Finally the respondents’ relationship to Odd Down is shown in Figure 12. The largest category was those who were born in Odd Down (28.1%) followed by those who currently live in Odd Down (25%). It is also interesting that 14.1% of respondents have never lived in Odd Down but their interest is because they have family members or friends who do. A point to note here is that this question allowed multiple answers so there is likely to be an element of overlap, for example someone could be born in Odd Down, lived in Odd Down as a child and also currently live in Odd Down.  This makes analysis of the responses more difficult and could be improved by a different question design if future research was undertaken.
[bookmark: _Toc230086923]4.5.3	Survey results – open-ended questions
There were three questions in the survey that were open-ended, i.e. respondents could answer in their own words. The responses to these questions were analysed using thematic analysis to identify the main themes that emerged from the data.
Question 5 – ‘Is there anything else you would like the ODHG to do?’ and question 6 – ‘Is there anything we could improve on?’ were designed to find out what could be added or changed in the future to improve the group.  The questions yielded 44 responses between them. These questions were very similar so their responses were analysed together (in hindsight, the questions could have been merged). Three main themes were discovered, as shown in Figure 13.

Figure 13: Themes in response to Qs 5 and 6
The theme with the most responses is ‘Happy with things as they are’, iillustrated by comments such as “Love it as it is”, “Keep doing what you are doing”, “Love the photos, the more the merrier” and “I’m happy with the meetings, events, topics and talks”. The next most popular theme, ‘Timing of meetings’ raised points such as “More evening talks”, “Due to work and family I can’t attend meetings” and “As I am retired, afternoon meetings suit me but I imagine some evening meetings would allow people who work to attend”. These responses were as expected as the usual meeting time of 2pm suits the retirement age demographic of the group but does exclude people of working age. The third theme ‘Specific requests’ comprises suggestions made for things that the group could do. Examples range from the straightforward such as “farming history”, “Odd Down in the 1940s”, “layout of the room for hearing and seeing the slides” and “too many things at once; spread out the films, talks and events a bit more please” to the more complicated and time-consuming, such as “documentary style series highlighting local architecture and historical maps” and “become an official organisation/charity so not depending on a few individuals to run it”. 
Question 7 – ‘What is your favourite thing about the group’ was designed to find out what we are doing well and what aspects are most important to people. This attracted 48 responses, which were again divided into three themes, as shown in Figure 14.

Figure 14: Themes in response to Question 7
Responses were divided almost equally between the three themes. The theme ‘Sharing Stories/Reminiscing’ comprised responses such as “Looking at old photos of Odd Down that members bring along” and “Reminiscing and discussing the old days”. These comments reflect the experience of chatting to members at the monthly meetings and talks and communicating online through the Facebook group. The theme ‘Learning about local history’ included comments such as “Finding out more about Odd Down”, “Learning about the streets our family grew up in” and “Shared knowledge”. It is not clear whether these comments relate to in-person meetings and events or online content or both as they could be relevant to any of these, however it is evident that learning about the history of the local area is very important to members. The final theme ‘Social aspect’ included comments such as “Bringing people together”, “Real people”, “Friendliness” and “it creates a sense of community that is very rare nowadays”. These responses likely refer mainly to in-person contact but could also refer to an online community.
[bookmark: _Toc230086924]4.4	Summary
This was a multi-method case study involving participant observation, participatory action research, oral histories, autoethnography and a survey. The results of the methods combined produced several themes based around knowledge sharing, working together, building confidence and community, and the overall premise that local history is highly valued. The results are analysed further in Section 5.


[bookmark: _Toc230086925]CHAPTER 5: DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
This chapter discusses the findings of the project by relating the research outcomes to the objectives. It also considers the limitations of the project, makes recommendations for future research, and reflects on my own development. Finally it assesses the contribution that the project makes to existing knowledge.
[bookmark: _Toc230086926]5.1	Summary of Findings
The aim of this project was to examine how collaborative work with local communities can be carried out in practice through working with a local history group in Odd Down, a working-class area on the south west side of Bath. This section considers how effective the collaborative work was in terms of engaging people in their local history and what benefits they achieved from working with the group. It refers back to the objectives of the project:
· How can local communities be encouraged to engage in their local history and heritage?
· How can a wide range of people be encouraged to take part?
· What methods of engagement are successful or not so successful?
· How should the outputs be disseminated?
· What are the benefits for local people of being involved in collaborative local history?
[bookmark: _Toc230086927]5.1.1	Methods used to engage a wide range of people in their local history
Several methods were used in the study to encourage people to get involved. The original Facebook group, set up by the founder of the group in 2023, has proved very successful in drawing people in to the group, and it remains the primary way by which people are introduced to the group, as was reported via the survey (see section 4.5.2). The membership of the Facebook group has grown over the timescale of the project to 890 in March 2026. This is mostly ‘organic’ growth, driven by current members recommending the group to friends and family, showing the importance of being invited by an existing member and by word of mouth. Facebook posts containing photos, maps, and requests for information are very popular, often sparking lively conversations full of reminiscences, as noted in section 4.2.1. Thus the Facebook group can be seen as a successful method of co-production of knowledge, involving both the researcher and group members.
The ODHG website was developed as part of the project to enable wider access and provide a repository of knowledge that can be added to over time and will be available to anyone going forward, regardless of whether they are on social media or not. As the website is still in its infancy, it has not been used as much as the Facebook group, however it is expected that use of the website will increase over time as people become more aware of its existence. This can be achieved by publicising it through the Facebook group, referring people to it when they ask for information, and when running events such as exhibitions, talks and walks, where people can be directed to the website for more information. The aim is for the website to become the go-to repository of Odd Down’s history (a ‘community archive’, see Bastian & Flinn, 2020), complementing the Facebook group’s more ‘chatty’ nature.
In-person meetings have also been instrumental in engagement. The monthly meetings held at a local café have grown in attendance from approximately 10 people to an average of 15-20 during the period of the project. These meetings are largely social, with people enjoying getting together and talking about ‘the old days’ (a way of reinforcing their connection to place and identity based on collective memory (Willis, 2016, para. 3; Amato, 2002)). One member posted in the group that “we are born and bred from Odd Down, we just get together and share memories”, illustrating the link with family history as a way of building identity through connection with the past (Bottero, 2015). The meetings also provide the opportunity for people who want to get involved in research to compare notes and share their findings. These two purposes work well together, with people gaining from the group what particularly interests them. A downside of these meetings is that they are held at 2pm on Thursdays, meaning that working people and students are unable to attend.
Further in-person activities have emerged over the timescale of the project and are an indication of the growth of the group over this time. Talks, walks and visits have been arranged on a wide range of topics, mostly Odd Down focused but some widening the scope to Bath as a whole. More recently, films and recordings of talks have also been shown. These are all well-attended and provide another opportunity for socialising and bringing people together around a common interest. Some of these events have been held in the evening to enable working people to attend.
[bookmark: _Toc230086928]5.1.2	Dissemination of the research
The knowledge co-produced by the group is disseminated in several ways. The Facebook group will continue to be a major forum for sharing and discussing local history for group members. The ODHG website will be developed further and kept updated with the latest findings from the group. The website will be publicised as the main repository of local history and will likely be the entry point for people outside of the group members. Exhibitions at local museums are also a good way forward to expand the reach of the group’s research. Similarly events such as the local community fun day can be used as outreach to local people of all ages.
[bookmark: _Toc230086929]5.1.3	Benefits to local people
The research uncovered four main benefits to local people of engaging with the group. Knowledge sharing through working together was seen as very important as shown in section 4.5.3. People really valued this and it applied to both in-person and online contact with other people. The chance to build a community through sharing stories and socialising was also a major benefit, with many retired people attending the meetings alone due to living alone or being a carer for a family member, thus enabling them to have a break and enjoy being with other people; for some it is the highlight of their week. People are passionate about their local history and enjoy being able to contribute to it through collaboration with the group, they are very enthusiastic and show a pride in the history of their area (reflecting the findings of Cavanagh, 2015). This is especially evident when the group is involved in exhibitions or events that can showcase the research that people have carried out. 
The group has had a positive effect on the confidence and well-being of both members and the researcher. This is shown by the increased involvement of people in projects, individual members initiating activities, and people becoming more confident to take the lead. There has also been a positive impact on the well-being of members who have had difficult life events to handle, such as being widowed or having medical issues; outreach from the group has encouraged them to get out and be with other people rather than being isolated. Finally, working with the group has had a transformative effect on me, the researcher. It has increased my confidence, widened my social circle, introduced me to many aspects of the history of my local area that I was previously unaware of, and given me a way forward in terms of further academic research.
In summary, the founder of the group posted the following words on Facebook, which illustrate the community-building aspect of the group:
I just wanted to share something someone said to me about our group. They told me they look forward to meeting with a friendly group of people who are always happy to chat. Another lady told me last month that she met someone there from years ago and they have rekindled a relationship and regularly go out together outside of the group. I am really pleased to hear that everyone enjoys the connection it has brought about (Mackrell, 2025a).
[bookmark: _Toc230086930]5.2	Limitations
As with all research studies, there were limitations to this project. The small scale, focussing on one local history group, means that the results may not be generalisable across other groups. There is scope to compare the group with other local history groups in the area, however most of them are set up as official societies, with membership fees, elected officials and fees for attending events. This is something that the creator of the group specifically did not want, as her vision was that the group should be accessible to all.
The breadth of the study in terms of the mixed method research and the activities carried out with the group, coupled with the short timescale available to write up my dissertation, meant that the time available for each activity was limited. The project was, in hindsight, a little ambitious in that it incorporated several research methods (participant observation, participatory action research, oral histories, autoethnography and a survey), meaning that my work was spread a bit thin covering all of these methods. In addition to the purely research-type activities, I was also heavily involved in planning and running several events during this time period, which put further pressure on my time and my ability to manage priorities. As a novice researcher, there were particular challenges when balancing the ‘observation’ with the ‘participation’ involved in participatory observation with the group. The challenge was to balance active participation with detached observation so that I was engaging deeply enough to understand the project from within, whilst still being able to describe it clearly to those outside it (see Lewis (2025, pp.49-50) for more on this). This led to a steep learning curve which was also the case when addressing the technical aspects of the project, such as selecting and using software for website building and survey creation.
Another limitation was the current demographic of the group, with the majority of members being of retirement age and over. This has allowed the study to work with an often overlooked age group and, arguably, contributed to their well-being through increased social participation (see Fu et al (2020) for the importance of this and Ray (2007) for a discussion of the lack of participation of older people). However it would provide a more rounded picture of local people’s involvement if the research extended to a wider demographic that includes young adults, students and people of working age.
A further limitation was that there were only a small number of oral history interviews carried out. This was partly due to time constraints but also the difficulty in recruiting people to interview. Many people were hesitant to be recorded, because of issues such as a natural reticence to speak into a microphone, disliking the sound of their own voice, or not wanting their voice to be shared online. Another reason may be that people did not fully understand the project and why we wanted to interview them, possibly because of the fairly casual way in which they were approached by me and the group founder, without a sufficient explanation of what we were trying to achieve. This could be improved going forward by running more of a formal recruitment process accompanied by an explanatory leaflet setting out the expectations and how the outcomes would be used. Having a larger set of interviews would provide a richer portrait of people’s memories and views, which would be further enriched by expanding the oral history project to a wider demographic.
An additional issue with the oral history interviews is that many of them tended to be nostalgic reminiscing where the interviewee would talk for a sustained period of time about general memories rather than focussing on specific issues (referred to by Shopes (2015, p.100) as “pleasurable discussions of ‘them days’”). This did result in several rich autobiographical transcripts however it may have been more useful for us as interviewers to ask specific questions and prompt people throughout the interview rather than giving them free rein to give us their life stories, potentially providing more perspectives on how Odd Down has changed over the years for example. A final limitation of the oral histories ties in with the chatty, nostalgic nature of how they were carried out which can make it difficult to broach challenging or difficult topics without threatening the interviewer/interviewee relationship (Shopes, 2002, p. 591). Again, undertaking more structured interviews that focus on a particular topic, and which are communicated to the participants in advance, may help to reduce the likelihood of this happening.
The survey used in the study also had its limitations. My inexperience in designing surveys may have reduced the usefulness of the responses due to problems with the question design. Examples are the question ‘What is your relationship to Odd Down?’ which was difficult to analyse because of the overlapping nature of the questions, making it hard to pinpoint respondents that had selected multiple versus single responses. Also, some of the questions were too similar and could have been merged into one. Other limitations are the relatively poor response rate of 8.5% of the total membership of the group’s Facebook page and the completion rate of 64.8% for the online surveys, indicating that people were not completing the whole survey. The point at which respondents were giving up and the reasons for this would need to be explored if further surveys were to be undertaken. More use of paper-based surveys may also result in an increased response rate particularly amongst older members of the community.
[bookmark: _Toc230086931]5.3	Recommendations
This project has produced some valuable outcomes in terms of engaging people with their local history, exploring methods of doing this, and considering the benefits of community involvement. However it did concentrate on the existing membership of the group, which is overwhelmingly people of retirement age. To take the research further, the demographic could be expanded to include young people, students, people of working age, disabled people and those residing in care homes. This would enable a more rounded picture of the local community. To do this, methods of engagement would need to be adapted to cater to the expanded demographic, for example by holding meetings, talks and events at times more suited to employed people and students, by carrying out outreach to local care homes, and by reaching out to local schools and youth groups to work with children and young people. 
A more focused approach to research could be beneficial, such as looking at the effect of working collaboratively on local history on people’s sense of belonging, pride in place, and well-being. This could be achieved by carrying out a series of sub-projects such as a display in a local care home on the history of the home’s location, an exhibition on the history of Odd Down in a city centre museum showing how a working-class and often over-looked suburb of Bath can still have a rich history, carrying out a project with one of the local schools or youth groups based on young people’s sense of place and belonging, and reaching out to students living in the area to gather their views on living in Odd Down (see for example, Sorya et al, 2026). These are all ideas that I plan to pursue through my interdisciplinary PhD project “It’s all about belonging”: using co-produced local history research to explore belonging, sense of place and well-being”, which will utilise aspects of local history and heritage, human geography, and psychology, and will use my current research as a pilot project to build on. Other possible extensions of the research include connecting young people with elderly people in the area to help bring the community together (for example as discussed by Brown & Lempel, 2019), and expanding the group’s online presence to attract younger people by further developing and publicising the website and setting up a presence on social media other than Facebook, such as Instagram and Twitter (see Dita, 2025) and potentially YouTube videos (see the Milton Keynes Living Archive project, 2025).
Further work with the group could also include involvement in nationwide initiatives such as the Local and Community History Month which runs each May to encourage people to get involved with their local history (Historical Association, 2026), the Local History Hub project, which brings together schools, heritage groups and communities to explore their local past (Local History Hub, 2026) and producing a permanent exhibition about Odd Down to be located in a local community café.
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[bookmark: _Toc230086934]A.1	Oral History Recording Agreement

Recordings of oral histories are an important part of keeping the history of Odd Down alive and preserving it for future generations. Your recorded interview will become part of the Odd Down History Group’s collection and will be available to the general public on our website. It will also form part of the research that I am carrying out as part of my Masters degree in Heritage at the University of Wales, Trinity St David. The purpose of this Agreement is to ensure that your contribution is added to the collection in strict accordance with your wishes.

This Agreement is made between Trudi Mayo on behalf of the Odd Down History Group (“the Researcher”) and you (“the Interviewee”, “I”): 
Your name 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 

in regard to the recorded interview/s which took place on: 
Date/s:  	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 
 
Declaration: I, the Interviewee confirm that I agreed to take part in the recording and hereby assign to the Odd Down History Group all copyright in my contribution for use in all and any media. I understand that this will not affect my moral right to be identified as the ‘performer’ in accordance with the Copyright, Design and Patents Act 1988.
If you do not wish to assign your copyright to the Group, or you wish to limit public access to all or part of your contribution for a period of years, please state these conditions here:
……………………………………………………..…………………………………………………………
This Agreement will be governed by and construed in accordance with English law and the jurisdiction of the English courts.
Both parties shall, by signing below, indicate acceptance of the Agreement.
By or on behalf of the Interviewee:
Signed: ..............................................................................................................................................
Name in block capitals: .....................................................................Date: …………………………
On behalf of The Odd Down History Group:
Signed: ..............................................................................................................................................
Name in block capitals: .....................................................................Date: …………………………
[bookmark: _Toc230086935]A.2	Oral History Interview Log

[bookmark: _Hlk219887055]Note: all files are stored on OneDrive at Documents/MA/Dissertation/Oral History Interviews
	Interviewee
	Date
	Location
	People present
	Photos taken?
	File name/s
	On website?

	Gordon Rumble
	30/07/25
	Gordon’s home
	Gordon Rumble, Trudi Mayo, Julienne Mackrell, Karen Noad
	Yes – of Gordon and of some of his old photos
	[bookmark: _Hlk212026709]Gordon Rumble interview 1
Gordon Rumble interview 2
	Y

	Tim Quick
	12/09/25
	Tim’s house
	No-one (he recorded his memories directly into his phone)
	Yes – Tim messaged a photo to Ju
	Tim Quick oral history
	Y

	Inga Kavanagh
	15/09/25
	Inga’s house
	Inga Kavanagh, Trudi Mayo, Julienne Mackrell
	Yes – old photos
	Inga Kavanagh oral history
	Y

	Pete Sutton
	15/09/25
	Salvation Army hall
	Me, Ju, attendees at Salvation Army coffee morning
	No
	Pete Sutton oral history 1
Pete Sutton oral history 2
	Y

	Nicola Mitchell
	23/09/25
	Ju’s house
	No-one (she recorded her memories directly into her phone)
	Yes
	Nicola Mitchell oral history
	Y

	Doug Humphries
	16/10/25
	ODHG meeting
	Doug, Ju
	Yes
	Doug Humphries interview 1
Doug Humphries interview 2
	Y

	Jaz Chappell
	25/10/25
	Jaz’s house
	No-one (written memories)
	No
	Jaz Chappell Odd Down Memories
	Y

	Julienne Mackrell
	30/10/25
	Ju’s house
	No-one (she recorded directly into her phone)
	Yes
	Ju Mackrell oral history
	Y

	Rod Adams
	26/02/26
	Rod’s house
	Rod, Trudi, Ju
	Yes
	Rod Adams oral history
	Y


[bookmark: _Toc230086936]A.3	Example Survey Sheet
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1. How did you discover the Odd Down History Group?
· I found it on Facebook
· I was invited by an existing member on Facebook
· Word of mouth
· The Odd Down History Group website
· At an event, e.g. the Odd Down Fun Day
· Other, please specify: ___________________________________________________

2. How do you interact with the Odd Down History Group? (tick all that apply to you)
· Facebook – viewing posts
· Facebook – commenting on posts
· Facebook – creating posts
· Website
· Monthly meetings at the Odd Down Sports Ground café
· Walks/talks/other events
· None of the above
· Other, please specify: ___________________________________________________

3. What do you like about the Odd Down History Group? (tick all that apply to you)
· Finding out about local history
· Contributing to local history
· Sharing stories with people/reminiscing
· Building a local community
· Meeting up with people
· Other, please specify: ___________________________________________________

4. If you come to meetings or talks, do you come: (tick all that apply to you)
· By yourself
· With your partner
· With a family member
· With a friend/friends
· I don’t come to meetings

5. Is there anything else you would like the Odd Down History group to do? 
(for example, topics for talks, content for the website or Facebook page)
_________________________________________________________________________

6. Is there anything we could improve?
(for example, meetings at different times or at a different venue)
_________________________________________________________________________

7. What is your favourite thing about the group?
_________________________________________________________________________

8. What is your age?
· Under 18
· 18-20
· 21-29
· 30-39
· 40-49
· 50-59
· 60-69
· 70+

9. What is your gender?
· Male
· Female
· Other 

10. What is your relationship to Odd Down? (tick all that apply to you)
· I was born in Odd Down
· I lived in Odd Down as a child
· I currently live in Odd Down
· I have lived in Odd Down in the past
· I moved to Odd Down as an adult
· I have never lived in Odd Down but have family or friends who do
· I have never lived in Odd Down and don’t know anyone who lives there

11. Which of the following categories best describes your employment status?
· Employed, working full-time
· Employed, working part-time
· Student
· Not employed, looking for work
· Not employed, not looking for work
· Retired
· Not able to work due to disability

12. How many adults live in your household?		13. And how many children?
· 1		1		    0
· 2		2
· 3		3
· 4		4
· 5+		5+



[bookmark: _Toc230086937]A.4	Survey Results
The following link contains the results of the survey:
https://form.typeform.com/report/Er6BCM3P/HFPkPjr3G2z7BMrJ 
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FIELD NOTES/OBSERVATION

Date:	20/11/25		Time:	19:00		Place: Odd Down Football Club

Purpose
To observe a talk about the history of St Philips Primary School.
Description
Chris Bentley-Taylor presented a talk about the history of St Philips School. 
Comment
Current St Philips teacher Chris Bentley-Taylor presented a talk about the history of the school. There were approx. 25 people attending, many who have not been to meetings before. There were many old pupils of the school, one man had been there in 1947! Several were from the 1950s/60s. Chris gave a short talk, mainly focussed on the formation of the school and his translation of the original deeds. He then showed photos of groups of teachers from different years which sparked a lot of interaction from the audience – people calling out saying the names of teachers, then several people went up to the screen to point out teachers and name them. Was really good to see attendee’s enthusiasm about sharing their school days.
After the talk, Chris handed round scrapbooks of old photos from the school. He also gave out handouts (see photos below). A couple of people asked about going to see inside the school, I then talked to him about this and agreed to liaise with him to arrange this. He has suggested a group of us (up to about 20) will be invited to go into school, meet some children who will give us a guided tour, then have tea and cake with them! Really nice suggestion. He also told me about a Bath Blitz walking tour that the school had done and gave me contact details – I will try to organise a tour for our group.
I also talked with David Weston and Liz about the BRLSI. She is a member of it and encouraged me to pop in when the Bath Christmas Market is on. She has prompted me to join as a student member and I have now signed up for two online talks! 
Overall this talk showed the potential for getting people together, audience participation, networking and sharing of knowledge. It also gave me the chance to liaise with people myself and thus share Ju’s role in organising the group.


[image: ][image: No photo description available.]
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Interviewee: Tim Quick
Date: 12th September 2025
Interviewer: None – recorded directly into his phone	
Location: Tim’s home	
Other people present: None
Audio files: Tim quick oral history.m4a

Note that the following is a verbatim transcript of what was spoken in the recording. Our best efforts have been made to capture and represent the interview in its entirety, though there is the possibility of error.

Hi, my name's Tim Quick and while I didn't grow up on Odd Down, I spent a lot of my growing up time there. I went to school at St Philip's. My mum lived on Bloomfield Drive and my Gran lived on at Hubert Cottage at the top of, or before you get to the brow of the hill, of Bloomfield Road. And I guess my overriding memory is really of summer holidays back then. They were very different, they were long and hot. As we've just had a long hot summer, haven't we? But yeah, I guess really my overriding memory is of summer holidays with my mates.
My Gran, as I say, at Hubert Cottage on Bloomfield Road, had a lovely garden kind of attached to the old quarry there, so kind of like first part of the summer holiday, was really, she had kind of caves in the garden and so it would be really to kind of like to make ourselves a den. Back then it was all about having a den for the summer holidays. About when you're 10, 10, 11, that sort of age, it was all about a den. So first day of the summer holidays it was building a den which, as I say, was often in a cave in my Gran's garden and buying comics and really sitting there with a torch reading comics in a cave for no apparent reason.
The other really overriding memory is the kind of like Gran's cottage was right next to the Tumps. There was a kind of like, there was a little sneaky stepway, often overgrown. You had to kind of crawl your way through the kind of like the brambles to get up to the Tumps, but it was a sneaky way up to the Tumps. And the Tumps was a very different place back then. It was a bit more rough and ready. This was pre-skate park and that kind of stuff. But often, we'd have a whale of a time just kind of messing around up the Tumps. And I remember finding newts. It was all about, you could always find a newt up on the Tumps and tadpoles and that kind of sort of stuff.
So yeah, that's when I look back. Summer holidays, the Tumps, the playing fields, and building dens in Gran’s garden.


[image: ]ORAL HISTORY TRANSCRIPT

Interviewee: Doug Humphries (DH)
Date: 16th October 2025
Interviewer: Ju Mackrell (JM)	
Location: Odd Down Sports Ground	
Other people present: None
Audio files: Doug Humphries oral history 1, Doug Humphries oral history 2


Note that the following is a verbatim transcript of what was spoken in the recording. Our best efforts have been made to capture and represent the interview in its entirety, though there is the possibility of error.
Audio file: Doug Humphries oral history 1
JM:	So this morning we'll say hello to Doug Humphreys and I'll let him introduce himself and tell his memoirs of Odd Down.
DH:	Thank you very much. Okay well I was born in Wansdyke Estate in 1950 and lived in Odd Down for 25 years and my parents continued living there till their death in the early part of this century. So, I wanted to talk about my memories, starting at the Wansdyke Estate, and then moving clockwise around Odd Down, referring to memorable occasions. So, Wansdyke Estate, built in the fifties, post war growth in Bath. Banwell Road backed onto a field, which backed onto the Wansdyke, and hence Wansdyke Estate and the field eventually became a park with goalposts and swings and slides. The goalposts were made the metal, which didn't help much, but it was good fun to meet up there. Prior to that, we used to play football, hopscotch, 40-40 in the road, because there's no cars, no buses, and all good fun then. And Fosseway School, I went to, catered for youngsters from Foxhill Estate, the Wansdyke Estate, and what we called the prefab estate, Chelwood Drive, Winscombe Road. And yeah, the field, memorable occasions, because we were called the new estate and the old estate we referred to that as Shickle Grove, Vernham Grove, etc. And I often recall that on bonfire night, we used to have bonfires in our field. And the old estate did as well. And we used to do raids on each other's bonfires for a bit of, was it fun? 
JM:	Before health and safety, sure.
DH:	It was certainly memorable. And yeah, the estate was built on an old quarry. And I recall in the sixties or seventies that one of the houses started subsiding and had to be demolished. So going back to the old quarries of Bath. Moving on down to Combe Hay Lane, often our dad used to walk me and my, it was five of us all together, I had a brother, sister, younger sister and brother, and walking down Combe Hay to get us out of the house so Mum could do the housework, etc, cook the lunch, and used to go as far as Combe Hay, sometimes along to and up to Southstoke. And Mum and Dad knew Bert Whitmore, who had the farm on what is now the park and ride. And I remember going up there to help them do some haymaking and I had this pitchfork and this cow started chasing me and I was running for fear of my life. But the treat was afterwards going over to the Burnt House and I'd be outside with my sisters having crisps and lemonade and Mum and Dad would be inside having a stout, something like that. And then Jack Trapple took the farm on from Bert Whitmore and his stepson and I used to go up there and help with the haymaking as well later on in life.
DH:	Further down Combe Hay Lane, Odd Down Football Club, and often, I think Easter or thereabouts, they used to have Greyhound racing and I used to go along picking up all the old coloured cards that the bookies used to use for giving out the receipts for the bets. And then farther down again was Fuller's Earth. And I remember going in there with my friends into the old shack, although it was a working place, and getting the old carbide lamps working, so it's brass lamps, carbide in the bottom, mortar dripping at the top, giving off a gas, which we set fire to, and that gave the light. So it was a bit of a science lesson there. Also, I remember with the Burnt House, having to go up outside and meeting a chap called Chip Fowler, who was the bookies runner, and laying a bet or two for the parents. So it was interesting times there! 
DH:	And then going out towards, say, the Radstock Road, past Kilkenny. There was a council tip there, and me and my mate used to go there and you know, look for scrap metal, copper, aluminium, brass. And when we had a sack-full, we used to phone this chap from Clandown, and he came in and give us a, he used to weigh it all out and give us our due returns. That was some good pocket money. Of course, nowadays you think of all these kids in Brazil going through the tips and trying to make a living. And then Kilkenny Lane, memories down there. The first one was there was an old shaft from Fuller's Earth at one time came out there. But my mum used to take us down there when it came to Fosseway School fete because they had a wildflower and grass competition. She took us down there and all the little fun flowers, the primroses, all the wild grasses. And often we used to win prizes at school, thanks to Kilkenny.
DH:	And then moving around to Old Fosse Road in the late 1990s, one of our neighbours organised a Wansdyke Estate reunion at the Culverhay Rugby Clubhouse. And I met so many other people from Cranmore Place, Lympsham Green, and we'd all grown up, changed, had kids, and it was such a wonderful occasion. And I said to you about, we're thinking of organising another one, but this organisation’s come along. And so we've got a virtual reunion now as opposed to a real one. But one day we may meet again.
JM:	We'll make that happen.
DH:	And then going on along Old Fosse Road, where it meets Rush Hill on the right hand side, a triangular grass area, field. And I remember when I was uh, 8 or 9 and going into a, whether it was a church fete or a school fete, but it was a scorching hot day and I sat there and got sunburnt, and a member of this band playing from a Jack to a Queen. And it was a memorable occasion, obviously, as I still recall it. Then going on, then opposite was St. Philip and St. James. And I went to the youth club there and had some good times. And then on Saturday evenings, they used to have dances and Dot Biggs, whose son I was very friendly with, Abby Biggs, we used to go there and you know it was the old Gay Gordons and Paul Jones and all these sort of country dancers or even the waltz, et cetera. And yeah, some good times there. And the adults were more than happy to dance with us as boys. And I know Doc Biggs is featured in a number of your documents as well.
DH:	Of course, you can't forget Noad's Corner with Noad's Bakery and all the good shopping there. And then along to Odd Down playing fields, where I used to play cricket with Abby Biggs and so on. And that reminded me of the, when that book came out, Watch Out Burfy's About, a very similar childhood to cycling all over the place and making trolleys out of prams and going down the various hills. And then inevitably, anyone from Odd Down will remember back in the 60s, every six weeks, that Saturday morning, going to Archie Bridges for your short back and sides, and if you're lucky, a square back and sides.
DH:	So, and back up to Odd Down, the chip shop was always a favourite meeting place and having a little mini feast there. And then looking at the Wellsway, the shops on Wellsway, Wilcox's paper shop, well known, and Don Wilcox took over from his mum and I used to do paper rounds for them, starting with the Wansdyke estate, then the prefabs and the old estate, and then Sunday mornings I was collecting money etc, and waking people up to get their weekly dues. And further on from that was Russell's. It used to be a general store because I remember a penny getting broken biscuits and all that there, but then it became Russell's hardware store and getting various things from there. Then going down to what is now a garage opposite there was a footpath next to Fosseway. the junior school, which went up to Lympsham Green. And then on the right hand side, there's this concrete tombstone, which turned out to be the workhouse graveyard, which we didn't know at the time, but very interesting things have happened and been discovered since the 1950s when I was walking up and down there.
DH:	Then on to Odd Down Corner, well known for its buses, because at the time we didn't have buses coming on to Wansdyke Estate. And with Odd Down Corner, we had Sam's cafe opposite, and just down the road a little bit was the cobblers. But I remember on a Saturday, going down to the Odeon on Saturday morning, greeting everybody with a smile as they sang, and coming back, I was like five or six, and got on the bus to Odd Down Corner, and the conductor came to get my fare, and I couldn't find it, and I'd lost it. And he kicked me off just at the bus stop before the Bear Flat.
JM:	Oh, no.
DH:	And I thought, I'm five or six. I know I've got to walk uphill. I walked about 100 yards or so. And this old lady came up to me and says, “here’s threepence for your bus fare”.
JM:	Ah.
DH:	And yeah, it's so touching that she got off at the Bear Flat and walked back and was my saviour. So good old people back then,  well, still nowadays as well. And then coming up to uh, from Odd Down Corner, uh, up to the Glasshouse. Um, Dave Weston and I went to, or David Weston and I went to the Tech school and every Thursday was games day up at the Glasshouse playing fields. And so, uh, they had to get the bus back to school, uh, in time for people to depart. So I was able to leave, leave the Glasshouse at, well, 2 45.
Audio file: Doug Humphries oral history 2
DH:	So moving on from the Glasshouse, one of my part-time jobs was at the Rockery Tea Gardens as a bit of a gardener or a waiter or doing odd jobs. And I met Sue Newman who lived at the pre-fabs. She was a mother of some friends of mine and she used to play bingo with my mum down at the Forum. So good old family ties in those days. And likewise I played along Combe Down, played rugby for them in the 60s and 70s and met a fair few people, including the Jenkins family from Vernham Grove and Wilcoxes from next door to me. And then back along to, uh, towards the Cross Keys with the Wansdyke, we used to go in the Packhorse regularly to play crib, sorry, [unintelligible], to play shove ha’penny. At that time there, a load of students got down there singing, so it was a bit of a sing-song place as well. And then coming back, we used to take the Wansdyke from the Cross Keys, the fields back along to the park and down into the Banwell Road. And again, one of my memories from my youth is my mum used to take me up there and we used to do blackberry picking from the Brambles on the Wansdyke itself, but then the field going over towards Sulis Manor, for the mushrooms in September, because of the mushroom compost they used on the fields. And so a complete circle from going south, or starting on the south side of Odd Down all the way around, a big circle to have many memories, happy memories from.
JM:	Sounds like an idyllic childhood!
DH:	It was, thank you.
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ODD DOWN HISTORY GROUP

My name is Trudi Mayo, | am a member of the Odd Down History

Group and | am also studying for a Masters degree in History and

Heritage. | am writing my dissertation about the group and I am

interested in people's views. | would really appreciate you taking
a few minutes to fill in this survey. Thank you!
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ODD DOWN HISTORY & HERITAGE
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DISCOVER LOCAL HISTORY

Welcome to Odd Down History and Heritage, the website of the Odd Down History
Group. We are dedicated to exploring and preserving the rich history and heritage of
Odd Down, Bath. Our mission is to bring the community together to discover and
celebrate the stories, events, and people that have shaped our local area. Join us in
our efforts to uncover the past and keep our heritage alive for future generations.
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ST LUKE'S SCHOOL HISTORY

The following pages are an sppendisfrom the bookiet The it Hundred Years, St Lukes, Bath. 16661900 it

by RC. Kedge

ST LUKE'S SCHOOL

The Very Beginning: 1846-1867

Untl the beginning of this century, most o the
publc elementary educaton avaiabe to hiren of
Poor parents was provided by the churches. The
Iargest Church of England bocy concerned with these.
schools inthe ast cenury was the National Sactety for
Promating Education o the Poor i the Princples of the
Estabished Church (known as the Rationa Sociey),
which was founded in 1811. Very soon after ts
foundation, i sponsored the buling of 8 school I
Bath, branches of which spread nto the outying parts
of thecit. A branch school was bult at Rush Hil about
1846 under the localcontro o th parish o S.
Marks.

By thistime, the Government had begun to take.
2n Interest in elementary education through the
Education Committee o the Privy Counci. The
interest took the form of Government arants,
‘2mountiag n 1647 to £100,000 over the whole
country. In order to ensure that the money was
properly spent, a Royal Commission was set up i
1857, which published  “Revised Coe" in 1862.
Under this Code, school requirng grants were subject
o an amnual Inspection by a Government Inspector.

Payment ofthe grants was to be made according ta
Fesls - fe attendance and success at the Inspacor's
examinatons - and they could aso be withheld fthe.
ghting,draine tc of the school were unsatisfactory.

The maximum Government grant obtainabl by the
Rush il School would have been about £70 a year.

The Revised Code alo required Head Teachers
to keep Log Books, in which a briefentry was o be
mate every day on “ordinery progress, or whatever
ather fact concerning the School may requie to be
referred to at a future time, or may otherwise deserve
to b recorded". Head Teachers were not allowed to
put down "reflections or opnions of a general
character”, but In the early days at S. Luke's school,
they took o notie of his Infuncton, thereby earning
the rebuke of the Inspector n the margin of the book,
and the gratitude of future historians.

“These Log Books are the earliest records.
remalning at the school. They date from the end of
4867, just before the Chalrmanship of the school was.
handed over by Rev. J.W. Sproule, Vicar of St Marics,
o Rev. A, Watt,the frst "Perpetual Curate” of the
new parish of St. Luke's, South Lyncombe.

Mrs Biggs: 1867-1870
In 1867, the "Chief Teacher (4th Class 2nd
(Grade) was Mrs. Harret Bggs, who had a staff of five -
‘Sarah Ann Clrk, Assistant Teacher, and 4 paid
monitors, or senior pupls who passed on what they
learned to the other chilren. There were 129 boys.
and girs on the school register, divided ino four (or
possibly five) classes. The school bullding contained
three classrooms: the School Room measured 33 ft x
19 ft, the Class Room 30 ft x 11, and the New Class
Room 11 ftx 7. The total space was about §5q 1t
for each chil.
The Managers, who represented the foundation
(the National Society), were elected by the parish from
subscribers to school funds and were under the
Chairmanship of the incumben. They had the right to
oversee the general running of the school, and appoint.
‘and dismiss the teachers. The religlous teaching o the
school was subject to an annual vist by & second
Inspector, this time appointed by the Diocese. This
Inspector, however, seemed determined to find good
things to say, and his visits were not unwelcome.

“The Rush Hill School was typical of schools in
poor nelghbourhoods. Every Honday and Friday,
many chidren were absent because they wen into.
Bath to collect and deliver washing taken in by their
mothers, or visied the pawnshops. The Head Teacher.
often had dificuly in callecting the 2d 3 week schol
fee (known as "the pence®). The older giis did
dressmaking at school with materials bough cheap or
given by charktable people, and there was always
ush to buy the clothes they made. Many parents,
however, could not aford even cheap new clothes, and.
theirchildren wore cast-off clothing and footwear, or
went barefoot. When the weather was bad, they had to.
stay at home, and because of over-crowding and
‘malnutriion, epidemics were frequent. Many of the
fathers worked in the quarries and on farms, and
according to the Head Teacher, spent too much maney.
on drink. In the summer time, children stayed away
from schaol to do farm work. Some were of low
intalligence, and the mechanical form o teaching was
ot very attractive. For one reason or another, there.
was 3 900d deal of *mooching, o playing truant. As.
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St Philip’s Church of England Primary School
Original Deeds.
Kindly transiiterated from the old handwritten seript by Chris
Bentley-Taylor
Enrqued 24™ November 1846 A.D. pursuant to the Act of

arliament, 3 and 41 Wiliam the 4 Cap:
King and Valfry. This indenture (legal agreement, contract or
document) made the 3 day of June 1846 A.D. befween
Thomas Harper King of Lyde House in the Borough of Bath Esquire:
of the first part, Richard Stothert of the City of Bath, Genfleman.
Of the second part, The Reverend Wiliam John Brodrick, Recfor
of Bath and Vicar of the Parish of Lyncombe and Widcombe in
the said Borough of Bath, Clerk. Of the third part, and fhe Rev
Gabriel Valpy of the Parish of Lyncombe and Widcombe in fhe
said Borough of Bath, Clerk. The Rev George Gregory Gardner
of the Parish of Walcot in the same Borough, Clerk. George
Shaw Smith, Draper. John Wright Silversmith and Henry Hensley
Surgeon all of the City of Bath. Of the fourth part, whereas by an
indenture of release bearing the dafe fhe 6 day of March 1845
and made between Thomas Cooper of the City of Bath, Hotel
Keeper. Of the first part the said Thomas Harper King. Of the:
second the Reverend Wiliam John Brodrick, Rector of Bath and
the third part, Thomas Staunton also of Bath, Gentleman. Of the
fourth part and Richard Stothert of the fifth part the two several
plots of and heredits hereinafter firstly described and
witnesses to be hereinafter appointed granted and released
with their appurts were appointed and converted and the same:
now stand limited to such uses as the said Thomas Harper King
should from time fo time appoint by any deed or deeds and in
default of such appointment and subject thereto to the use of
the said Thomas Harper King and his assigns during his life with a
limitation to the use of the said Wiliam John Brodrick and his heirs
during the life of the said Thomas Harper King in frust for his and
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