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A Critical Comparison of 2 Secondary Sources

Introduction:

     This essay critically compares and contrasts two papers, T.L. Brink, 'Inconsistency of Beliefs among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, and Reincarnation,'[footnoteRef:1] and T. Walter and H. Waterhouse's paper, 'A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England,'[footnoteRef:2] T.L Brinks is a social scientist, author, and Professor of Psychology at Crafton Hills College. His topics of interest include qualitative research methods and religious phenomena.[footnoteRef:3] Tony Walter is a Professor of Death Studies at Bath University and prior director of the Center for Death and Society at Bath University and Institute for Policy Research. He is an author and lecturer in death and modern society.[footnoteRef:4] Helen Waterhouse is a faculty member at the Open University Department of Religious Studies, author of a book about Buddhism, and a researcher and co-author of several research papers with Tony Walter.[footnoteRef:5] This essay will critically compare and contrast these papers in the papers' audience, methodology, literature, research trends, and researchers' insider/outsider position as related to the respective projects. [1:  T.L. Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Beliefs among Roman Catholic Girls: Religion, Astrology, and Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, Vol.20, No.1, (1978) pp. 82-85]  [2:  T. Walter and H. Waterhouse, A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England, Sociology of Religion, Vol.60, No.2, (1999), pp. 187-197]  [3:  T.L. Brink, < www.https://craftonhills.academia.edu/TLBrink>, {accessed 2 February 2022}.]  [4:  Tony Walter, <www.https://researchportal.bath.ac.uk/en/persons/tony-walter>, {accessed 5 March 2022}.]  [5:  Helen Waterhouse, <www.https://open.academia.edu/helenwaterhouse> , {accessed 5 March 2022}.] 

   
The Papers' Audiences:

     Brink's paper, published in 1978 in the Society for Scientific Study of Religion, meets the journal's mission to publish current scholarship on the role and impact of religion in today's world.[footnoteRef:6]  It is a quantitative research project. The audience of this publication is social scientists and researchers. This paper fits the publication's mission and the audience of scientific researchers of sociology and religion.   Those interested in the inconsistency of adolescent beliefs may find this paper of interest. [6:  Society for the Scientific Study of Religion, <www.https://JSTOR.org>, {accessed 7 March 2022}.] 

     Walter and Waterhouse's paper was published in the Sociology of Religion in 1999. It is published 19 years later than Brink's paper. In 1993, Sociology of Religion was the new name given to Sociological Analysis's publication. This journal promotes scholarship and sociological research in religion.[footnoteRef:7]  The audience for Walter and Waterhouse are scholars of sociology and religion by publication type and those interested in spirituality, death, or Buddhism as afforded by the authors' professional interests. Those interested in reincarnation researched using qualitative methods may have interest in this paper.  [7:  Sociology of Religion, <https://www.JSTOR.org>, {accessed 7 March 2022}.] 

Similarities, Differences and Trends of the Time of Publication:
 
     Both papers use reincarnation as a common theme in investigating the beliefs of their respective populations. Brink's research question investigates the consistency of beliefs between reincarnation, religion, and astrology in Roman Catholic School Girls.[footnoteRef:8] Walter and Waterhouse explore a population of English people to investigate their belief in reincarnation and use a qualitative methodology.[footnoteRef:9] They divide the investigative findings of reincarnation into the categories of meaning, religious association, nature, source, and the effects of belief in reincarnation.[footnoteRef:10]  The methodologies of the two papers differ. Brink's paper has a scientific style and uses quantitative methodology.[footnoteRef:11] The period of the 1960-70 s appears to be a time of change and evolution in research methodology and ethics.[footnoteRef:12]  Paul Filmer, Michael Phillipson, David Silverman, and David Walsh discuss the phenomenological approach to sociology in their book written in 1972. The authors explain the book's aims as an analysis of sociology and 'a radical re-orientation of sociology… with a primary feature…the adoption of phenomenological perspective.'[footnoteRef:13]   This change is suggested by the qualitative sociological study in the paper by Walter and Waterhouse published in 1999. However, ethics and informed consent are missing in both papers.    [8:   Brink, ’Inconsistency of Belief’ p.82]  [9:   Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’, p. 188]  [10:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ p.187]  [11:  Brink, ’Inconsistency of Belief’, p.83]  [12:  Alan Bryman, Contemporary Social Research Series: 18 Quantity and Quality in Social Research, ed. Martin Bulmer (London and New York: Routledge 1988) p.13]  [13:  Paul Filmer, Michael Phillipson, David Silverman and David Walsh, New Directions in Sociological Theory, (London: Colliers MacMillan Publishers 1972), p.10, <www.https://openlibrary.org>, {accessed 7 March 2022}.] 


Methodology:

     Brink's paper uses a quantitative methodology. He administers a questionnaire of 14 questions that examine belief in astrology and reincarnation to girls in a Catholic High School in their junior or senior year (about 14-18 years of age).[footnoteRef:14] There is no introduction about how or why he chose this group. He appears to assume that they are believers in and practice Catholicism because they are in a Catholic High School. There is no information disclosure about informed consent, parental permission, the school and researcher's role in maintaining confidentiality, privacy, and the students' and parental right to consent or withdraw from participation.  All who attended the class that day received a questionnaire. [footnoteRef:15]  In discussing participant's rights, Guillemin and Gillian discuss the importance of ethics in research, the individual's right to give or refuse to consent to participate, informed consent, and reflexivity on the researcher's part to not use others for their own purposes...[footnoteRef:16]  His literature review, mainly from the 1940-the 60s, is focused on theories and factors that 'encourage cognitive consistency or account for its absence.'[footnoteRef:17] He argues his hypothesis by surveying adolescent girls that 'will show…acceptance of only one of these … beliefs (Roman Catholic, astrology, reincarnation) accompanied by a rejection of the others.'[footnoteRef:18]  There is no definition or discussion of astrology, reincarnation, or citation regarding these topics. Comments about astrology and reincarnation, and fatalism are not substantiated. The phrase "whatever fatalism" in his description of astrology and reincarnation gives a sense of bias on the researcher's part.[footnoteRef:19] Perhaps the details of participants' rights and confidentiality were done and not included in the publication. The lack of information about informed consent and ethics in practice and lack of privacy in surveying the students in the classroom reflects a lack of ethics in methodology that would not be employed with modern standards.[footnoteRef:20] Information about the ethnicity and locality of the participants was generalized and not used in the resulting analysis.[footnoteRef:21] The findings of the data did not prove Brink's hypothesis.[footnoteRef:22] He uses his failed hypothesis by citing studies of the 1960-the 70s to show a connection of his results to the  1970s contemporary social and cultural literature rather than the initial cognitive and behavioral literature review of the 1940-60s.[footnoteRef:23] Brink makes a case for further research on adolescents and belief in astrology, reincarnation, or belief inconsistency.[footnoteRef:24]  The results of the study position the research project well outside the larger academic framework that he cites. However, it does suggest a need for a bridge from the older research style to a more modern approach. Walter and Waterhouse do that in their research using qualitative methodology. Comparing these papers invite thoughts on how interviews or narrative data might give a deeper insight into survey responses.  According to Bryman, quantitative methods are suitable for testing' preformulated theory'.[footnoteRef:25]  The lack of attention to participants' privacy and rights makes this methodology a poor choice for replication, although the results were informative. The following paper demonstrates a qualitative methodology in sociological research.  [14:   T.L Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p. 83]  [15:   T.L Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p. 83]  [16:   Marilys Guillemin and Lynn Gillam, ‘ Ethics, Reflexivity and “Ethically Important Moments” in Research”, Qualitative Inquiry, Vol. 10, No. 2, (2004) pp.261-280 (p.271)]  [17:  Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p.82]  [18:   Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p. 82]  [19:   Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p. 82]  [20:   Belmont Report, <https://www.hhs.gov/ohrp/relulations> { accessed 13 March 2022}. ]  [21:   Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p.83.]  [22:   Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p.84]  [23:   Brink, ’Inconsistency of Belief’ p.85]  [24:  Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p.84]  [25:  Bryman, Contemporary Social Research: p. 122-123.] 

      Walter and Waterhouse examine reincarnation in western society and if 20th-century privatization of belief makes it easier to hold beliefs not taught by one's church.'[footnoteRef:26] The topic relates to Brink's paper on the need for further research on the consistency of belief. Walter and Waterhouse use in-depth interviews in their research project. This type of interview permits the participants to interact and express themselves openly, giving a detailed insight into their thoughts, experiences, and feelings.[footnoteRef:27]  Walter and Waterhouse outline their methodology by reviewing a variety of literature on demographic, social, cultural, religious, and New Age studies. They cite a study of contradicting information to the other studies and explain their choices of which studies to include and disregard.[footnoteRef:28]  This action demonstrates the researcher's reflexivity in the research process and outcomes.[footnoteRef:29]  The researchers critique their literature review and show how they weed out suppositions and broad assumptions about Christianity and reincarnation.[footnoteRef:30] They conclude that the studies demonstrate consistent belief in reincarnation associated with conventional Christian beliefs.[footnoteRef:31]  No information about informed consent for adult participants and parental consent of minors and their respective rights is given. If not done, it is an ethical problem in the methodology as it 'fails to accord the individuals the respect they are owed.' [footnoteRef:32] Interviews take place in the home, providing privacy and a relaxed area to talk. The purpose of the interviews is to find the 'range of meaning given to the idea of reincarnation.'[footnoteRef:33]  The detailed explanations give insight into the researchers' thoughts and processes in the design of their project, demonstrating reflexivity in their decisions, especially in the exclusion of certain groups of people from their study.[footnoteRef:34]  This decision can also be interpreted as a bias or assumption that all Sikhs, Hindus, and Buddhists believe in reincarnation only because their religion tells them to. [26:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’, p.187]  [27:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods, 2nd Edition ( New Delhi: Sage Publications 2020) p. 116-117]  [28:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ p.188]  [29:  Kathryn Haynes, ’Reflexivity in Qualitative Research’ in Qualitative Organizational Research, eds. Gillian Symon and Catherine Cassell, (Los Angeles, London, New Delhi, Singapore, Washington DC: Sage Publications, 2021), (pp.72-89), pp.73-74]  [30:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ p.188]  [31:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ p.188]  [32:  Guillemin and Gillam, ‘Ethic, Reflexivity…in Research’, p.271]  [33:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’p.189]  [34:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’, p.189] 

     By extension, Brink's research can suggest that, for example, Hindus not believing in reincarnation is possible.[footnoteRef:35] There was no citation of claims that culture influences action more than personal religious beliefs, and there is a diminishing belief in hell.[footnoteRef:36] It is unclear if there is a bias of belief, an assumption, or just lack of reflexivity made on the researcher's part about specific groups, cultures, and beliefs. According to Guillemin and Gillam, the interpretation, analysis, and presentation of findings are part of reflexive research. [footnoteRef:37] Reflexivity is demonstrated in examining their phrasing of the questions of belief versus attractiveness in categorizing reincarnation.[footnoteRef:38] The research findings are discussed in sections according to the religious association, nature of belief, sources of belief content, and effect of belief. Each section describes some of the participants' comments and connects them to the project's themes. This information is then examined against the backdrop of other participants' comments and related studies.[footnoteRef:39] The collection, examination, interpretation, categorization, and integration of all this information with studies and themes produce very rich data. It reflects Geertz's description of ethnographic research, producing an' extraordinarily thick description.' [footnoteRef:40] The final section is the conclusion, where several suggested findings are presented and discussed, concluding that reincarnation is 'the ultimate, detached private belief.[footnoteRef:41]  [35:  Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’, p.84]  [36:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ p. 195]  [37:  Guillemin and Gillam, ‘Ethics, Reflexivity…in Research’ p.271]  [38:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ p.192]  [39:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’, p.190-195]  [40:  Clifford Geertz, The Interpretation of Cultures: Selected Essays, E-book, (New York: Basic Books 1973.) p.9 {accessed 11 March 2022}]  [41:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’, p.196] 

Comparing and Contrasting the Papers' Methodology and Literature: 

In contrasting these papers, Brink's methodology is a scientific approach using quantitative data collected to test a hypothesis. The tightly focused cognitive and behavioral studies used to shape his project and the absence of discussion on astrology and reincarnation in the data analysis limited the investigating his hypothesis of consistency of belief.[footnoteRef:42]  About 50% of the participants responded to the question, 'the roman catholic religion is the one for me.'[footnoteRef:43] About 50% feel Roman Catholicism is not for them. This qualitative information regarding feelings was not discussed or recommended for further investigation. It may be a sign of bias or lack of reflexivity regarding personal beliefs and the effect on the research. Walter and Waterhouse's qualitative approach uses in-depth interviews to collect a variety of information on beliefs in reincarnation in England. Their literature is varied and includes contemporary literature sources from1950-90s. [footnoteRef:44]  A variety of literature provides the authors with ways to examine the narrative themes and contrast and support their findings. Their research appears grounded in the larger academic framework. This methodology seems appropriate for their study; however, the lack of information about ethics and informed consent is problematic. The project plan supported the investigation into beliefs about reincarnation and the privatization of beliefs.   [42:  Brink, ’Inconsistency of Belief’ pp. 82-85]  [43:  Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p.83]  [44:  Walter and Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ pp.187-197] 

Insider/ Outsider positions of the Researchers:

     Walter and Waterhouse did not discuss their personal relationship to Buddhism, death beliefs, and reincarnation. Brink reveals nothing about his relationship with Roman Catholicism, astrology, and reincarnation. Brink's research suggests an assumption about Roman Catholicism and that Catholics can only hold one belief.  His bias to astrology and reincarnation is suggested in his use of words and failure to discuss these topics.[footnoteRef:45]  This bias would have put him an outsider to participants who were astrology and reincarnation believers. Walter and Waterhouse share an interest in reincarnation professionally, which links to the participants who believe in reincarnation, giving them a quasi-insider-outsider position. According to Haynes, this information would have demonstrated reflexivity of the researcher's personal beliefs to the projects.[footnoteRef:46]  With no concrete personal statement from researchers,' it would be hard to comment truthfully on the researchers' positions as insiders or outsiders in their respective research projects. 'Reflexivity is a vital part of the entire research process and increases accountability for the knowledge that is produced.'[footnoteRef:47]   [45:  Brink, ‘Inconsistency in Belief’, p.82]  [46:  Kathryn Haynes,’ Reflexivity in Qualitative Research’  p. 72]  [47:  Kathryn Haynes,’ Reflexivity in Qualitative Research’ pp.72, 87] 



           
Conclusion:

     In this essay, two papers were critically compared and contrasted in methodology, literature, research trends, and the researchers' insider/outsider position in their project. The papers and their authors were introduced, and the reading audiences described. Brink's use of quantitative methodology was compared to the qualitative methodology in Walter and Waterhouse's research.  A brief description of changes in sociological research and a move to phenomenological methodology in the mid to late 20th century was explored as it related to the two papers. Researchers' use of literature in shaping their studies was looked examined.  The appropriateness, problems, and benefits of each methodology were looked at with attention to the reflexivity and ethics demonstrated by the researchers.  Insider/outsider positioning of the researchers to their project was queried.  The need for researchers' reflexivity on multiple levels was demonstrated as essential to the research process.    
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