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INTRODUCTION

In this essay I will compare and contrast the methodologies used in the following papers: “If I Knew You were Coming I'd Have Baked a Cake: The Folklore of Foreknowledge in a Neighborhood Group” written by Gillian Bennett who is an English contemporary researcher on legends, cultural tradition and folklore.[footnoteRef:0] And “Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality” written by Jenny Blain who is a Scottish contemporary research on Paganisms, Seidr, Heathenry, landscapes, Ancestors and wights, and Scottish identities. [footnoteRef:1]  [0:  Gillian Berrett, `If I Knew You were Coming I'd Have Baked a Cake: The Folklore of Foreknowledge in a Neighborhood Group`, in `Out of the Ordinary`, ed. by Barbara Walker (Utah: Utah University Press, 1995), pp. 122-142; The Website for the International Society for Contemporary Legend Research, <https://contemporarylegend.org/prizes-and-awards/linda-degh-lifetime-achievement-award/dr-gillian-bennett/> [accessed 5 March 2019]]  [1:  Jenny Blain, ‘Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality’, DISKUS, Vol. 6, (2000), pp. 1-9; Prydein Press, <http://prydeinpress.com/dr-jenny-blain/> [accessed 5 March 2019]] 

I will also discuss the position of the researchers in relation to their fields and group of research.

METHODOLOGY

Both authors has a phenomenological perspective since they rely on the experiences of the participants who provides information of theirs subjective perceptions, feelings, visions, beliefs and meanings.  This approach is known as the emic perspective which refers to the insider's point of view.[footnoteRef:2] The data collection method that both authors used to gather information was mostly interviews. In the case of Bennett´s paper the members of the target group were elderly women from the author´s homeplace.[footnoteRef:3] The fact that they belong to the same city might suggest that they share a similar socio-cultural structure and codes to that of the author. In this sense, Bennett has an insider position to the field and group of study.  [2:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey, `Qualitative Research Method`, Kindle Edition, Loc. 657 ]  [3:  Gillian Bennet, pp. 122] 


On the other hand, Blain´s study group were seidrworkers, a group of  nordic ritual practitioners; that is to say,  a different culture from her own. Jenny Blain clearly pointed out that she took in account participants understanding of the phenomenon she was studying.[footnoteRef:4] However, in contrast with Bennett´s methodology, she also involved her own phenomenological experience into the research, sharing the same experience as the participant in order to understand it in a deeper way.[footnoteRef:5]  In this sense, she becomes an insider participant since she brings her own experience of the ritual into the research; even if, as she pointed out, she used other participants words and descriptions gathered from interviews to provide similar information.[footnoteRef:6] In this regard, she explains that the reason why she did it this way was because it was academically safer since academy and native cultures seems to have a different understanding on shamanism, and because the phenomenon she was describing was not experienced and described identically by all participants (or seidworkers) and, therefore, it was not possible to resume the phenomenon within a single context or described as a single event.[footnoteRef:7] To this regard she contrast scholars statements on shamanis with native literature. Moreover, she questioned the academic understanding of the irrational and the imaginal which makes more difficult  the interpretation of this shamanistic kind of event.[footnoteRef:8]		 [4:  Jenny Blain, ‘Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality’, DISKUS, Vol. 6, (2000), pp. 1-9.]  [5:  Judith Bell and Stephen Waters, `Doing your Research: A Guide for First-Time Researchers`, Kindle Edition, Loc. 534]  [6:  Jenny Blain,  pp. 1-9.]  [7:  Jenny Blain, pp. 1-9.]  [8:  Jenny Blain, pp. 1-9.] 


So, although both researches have a phenomenological approach since they involve an exploration of the event through subjective experience of the participants, and both collected data from interviews, one significant difference on both author's methodology is that Blain studied the phenomenon involving herself directly in the natural field or setting of the event. She not only collected data from interviews afterwards as Bennet did, but also while the event was occurring, what allows her to make a participant observation, and analyse the dynamics and interactions of the event within their natural setting. Another difference is that Bennet had presented the data collected in a quantitative way, while Blain´s paper is more narrative.


				
INSIDER / OUTSIDER POSITION	

The insider's point of view is known as the I which provides information on the insider´s perceptions, beliefs and meaning.[footnoteRef:9] As I mentioned earlier, both researchers have this kind of phenomenological approach that acknowledges subjectivity in which both, participants and researcher, reflects their own subjective views influenced and shaped by their social and cultural context. However, Blain's seems to be more aware of her own academic and cultural bias and, therefore, she was aware of her liminal position between being an insider or outsider researcher. Actually, she questions the academic position by applying a deep personal reflexivity, questioning the academic bias and preconceptions when approaching shamanism from an outsider perspective. This reflexivity makes her clearly aware of her constant fluctuation between native and academic contexts.[footnoteRef:10]   [9:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey, `Qualitative Research Method`, Kindle Edition, Loc. 660]  [10:  Jenny Blain, ‘Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality’, DISKUS, Vol. 6, (2000), pp. 1-9.] 

In Bennett´s case, she has a social reflexivity but not a personal one. She is an insider because the target groups is from her own hometown; thus, she is part of the cultural and social codes of the place. On the other hand, she describes that the target group carries certain feminine tradicional virtues, pursuit and roles, and a religious participation that Bennet will later include in her conclusion where she reflects that the subjective experience of the target group could be influenced by the traditional feminine beliefs within that social and cultural context.[footnoteRef:11]  [11:  Gillian Bennet,  pp. 134] 



LITERATURE REVIEWED

At the beginning of her paper, Bennett develops a historical perspective on foreknowledge, omens, and divination from which she proposes two mains strains of approaching the knowledge of the future with the aim of contextualization to the data collected from the study group members.[footnoteRef:12] At the conclusion, she compares and contrast the result of the historical surveys with her target group. However, it seems that the conclusion of her study relies more on the religious vias of the target group and the traditional role of women bonded to the social context of that particular time than on the interpretation of  historical surveys.			 [12:  Gillian Bennet, pp. 122-124] 

In contrast, the literature reviewed by Blaine in regard to her study seems to be more fundamental to the main question of her paper around the academic perspective on shamanism in contrast to the perspective featured in the original icelandic sagas.  So, Blain relies on the quotes she presented and from which she develops her insider/outsider position including her personal reflexion.[footnoteRef:13]		 [13:  Jenny Blain, pp. 1-9] 

		

CONCLUTION

Both papers are based on a phenomenological perspective, relying on participant´s subjective experience. Both researcher fluctuate between an insider and outsider position. In the Blain´s case with a personal self reflexion and, in Bennet´s case, with a social reflexion. Both are insiders in different ways, Blain experience the phenomenon by herself, and Bennet was inside the social context because the study group member were from her own hometown. By contrasting both methodologies and approaches, it is clear that even if they are very similar, the same methodology can be used and presented in many intermediate nuances.
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