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To compare and contrast the methodologies used in TWO of the research papers listed and discuss the position of the researchers in relation to their fields of research.
Word count: 1024
This paper will compare and contrast the research methods used, and position held by T.L Brink in the article: Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation, and T. Walter and H Waterhouse in their article: A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England.[footnoteRef:1]  As can be observed from the title of these articles they both share a similar intention of exploring reincarnation further.  Throughout their articles they also demonstrate the same practice of anonymising their findings.  For instance, Brink replaces the specific age details of the participants with generic terms like ‘junior’ or ‘senior.’ [footnoteRef:2]  Similarly, Walter and Waterhouse exchange the names of participants for non-specific terms like ‘Christians’ or ‘adult respondents.’[footnoteRef:3]  This shows the researchers’ respect for and strict adherence to the Data Protection Act 2005 [DPA] guidelines for social researchers which has been designed to protect the participants’ privacy and security; the reputation of the researchers and the associated institution.[footnoteRef:4]  However, the actual methods to conduct the research differs.  [1:  T.L Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’ Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No.1 (Autumn, 1978), pp. 82-85; Tony, Walter and Helen Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England’ Sociology of Religion, Vol. 60, No.2 (Summer, 1999), pp. 187-197. ]  [2:  T.L Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p. 82]  [3:  Tony Walter and Helen Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ p.189-190 ]  [4:  Unknown Author, The Research Ethics Guidebook: A Resource for Social Scientists http://www.ethicsguidebook.ac.uk/Data-Protection-Act-111. (Accessed, January 2019); Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey Qualitative Research Methods (London: SAGE Publications, 2011) p. 64] 

Scholars like Monique Hennink, Allan Steckler and Alan Bryman have argued and maintained that the methods for undertaking research can generally be divided into two categories.[footnoteRef:5]   These are known as qualitative and quantitative systems.[footnoteRef:6]  According to Steckler, it is thought that researchers tend to follow one of these two paradigms rather than using both as a combination.[footnoteRef:7]    Furthermore, Bryman explains that researchers tend to be inclined to adopt the qualitative approach when they need to ‘describe and analyse the [natural] culture and behaviour of humans.'[footnoteRef:8]  In other words, this method allows the researchers to gain a unique and detailed insight into peoples’ actions and motivations which then explains how and why certain events happen.  Walter and Waterhouse’s research endeavours to explain why there has been a rising belief in reincarnation, and this accounts for the reason why they adopted the qualitative approach.   According to Stan Lester, there are a variety of methods which can be used to obtain the type of information needed to answer the how and why questions.[footnoteRef:9]  These include; the review of personal texts or diaries, action research and participant observations, or as can be found in Walter and Waterhouse’s article it can comprise of interviewing a small sample of people using open ended questions.[footnoteRef:10]   Lester takes this further by arguing that the effectiveness of the qualitative approach is heavily reliant on the researchers and participants establishing and maintaining a close rapport.[footnoteRef:11]  He continues to postulate that it is the trust and empathy that arises from this rapport that allows for an open and honest exchange of information between the two parties to take place. [footnoteRef:12]  Without this kind of rapport the researchers run the risk of acquiring inaccurate information from the participants.  This inevitably means that quantitative researchers need to spend a considerable amount of time with the participants which can be both costly and time consuming. [footnoteRef:13]  Marlize Rabe describes these particular type of researchers as being ‘insiders.’[footnoteRef:14]  This is a subjective and powerful position which can be problematic.  As researchers are human they can experience emotions and unconscious bias which could lead to their own attitudes or beliefs having an unintentional but adverse impact on the interpretation of the information provided by the participants. The researchers would need to consciously take this factor into account by not making any assumptions or predictions before or throughout the initial stages of their research.  Qualitative researchers who are not able to do this are likely to compromise the integrity of the research carried out.  This may explain why the introduction in Walter and Waterhouse’s article does not contain any references to a specific hypothesis.   [5:  Monique Hennink et al Qualitative Research Methods p. 16; Allan Steckler et al, ‘Toward Integrating Qualitative and Quantitative Methods: An Introduction’ Health Education Quarterly, Vol. 19, No.1 (Spring, 1992), p. 1; Alan Bryman, Quantity and Quality in Social Research (London/New York: Routledge, 1995) p. 1.]  [6:  Allan Steckler et al, ‘Toward Integrating Qualitative and Quantitative Methods’ p. 1]  [7:  Allan Steckler et al, ‘Toward Integrating Qualitative and Quantitative Methods’ p. 1]  [8:  Alan Bryman Quantity and Quality p. 46]  [9:  Stan Lester ‘An Introduction to Phenomenological Research’ http://sld.demon.co.uk/resmethv.pdf. (Accessed, January 2019) p. 2]  [10:  Stan Lester, ‘An Introduction to Phenomenological Research’ p. 2;  Tony Walter and Helen Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief’ p. 187]  [11:  Stan Lester, ‘An Introduction to Phenomenological Research’ p. 2]  [12:  Stan Lester, ‘An Introduction to Phenomenological Research’ p. 2;  Alan Bryman Quantity and Quality p. 46]  [13:  Stan Lester, ‘An Introduction to Phenomenological Research’ p. 2;  Alan Bryman Quantity and Quality p. 46]  [14:  Marlize Rabe, ‘Revisiting “Insiders” and “Outsiders” as Social Researchers’ African Sociological Review, Vol. 7, No. 2 (September, 2003), p. 150.] 

In contrast, Bryman indicates that the quantitative method tends to be adopted by researchers who seek to describe facts or situations.[footnoteRef:15]   It is a scientific approach which involves the collection, analysis and interpretation of numerical data using mathematical or statistical techniques. This information is usually employed to test a hypothesis or general assumption about a perceived truth or set of circumstances. [footnoteRef:16]  Brink’s article clearly states that the research intends to confirm a hypothesis that adolescent girls who are associated with the Roman Catholic doctrine only accept of one of three particular belief sets. [footnoteRef:17]  Moreover, Brink clearly uses a questionnaire or a survey which involves asking the same pre-prepared and closed ended questions to a specific demographic to acquire numerical data for the purpose of testing this hypothesis. [footnoteRef:18]  The collection of numerical data to test a hypothesis confirms the use of a quantitative approach by Brink.  Steckler argues that this approach has the advantage of allowing quantitative researchers to ‘distance themselves from the people’ in order to ensure objectivity.[footnoteRef:19]  As a result, they are known as ‘outsiders’ in research. [footnoteRef:20]  This position is as equally as powerful as the ones held by qualitative researchers as the researchers will still ‘speak’ on behalf of the participants in their written analysis.  The reliability of this method is well known, widely accepted and is usually considered to be the most ‘dominant paradigm’ of the two main research methods. [footnoteRef:21]  However, this does not make it the most successful method.  One of the reasons for this is that the success of the quantitative approach relies on large volumes of participants responding to the questionnaires or surveys.  As Brink notes, this isn’t always possible to achieve and when there is a low response from participants the outcome of the research can raise more questions than answers.[footnoteRef:22] [15:  Alan Bryman Quantity and Quality p. 3]  [16:  Alan Bryman Quantity and Quality p. 3; T.L Brink p. 83 and 82]  [17:  T.L Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p.82]  [18:  T.L Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p.83]  [19:  Allan Steckler et al, ‘Toward Integrating Qualitative and Quantitative Methods’ p. 3]  [20:  Marlize Rabe ‘Revisiting “Insiders” and “Outsiders” as Social Researchers’ p. 150]  [21:  Allan Steckler et al, ‘Toward Integrating Qualitative and Quantitative Methods’ p.2]  [22:  T.L Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief’ p. 84] 

To conclude, both quantitative and qualitative research methods have their own strengths and weaknesses. The quantitative approach provides highly valued numerical data but it is a less advantageous method for understanding the reasons for human behaviours in detail.  The qualitative method yields rich data that provides detailed information on why and how things have happened but there is more potential for participants to provide inaccurate information.  It can also be more challenging for qualitative researchers to maintain an appropriate balance between being close enough to the participants to obtain the information needed and a level of impartiality to analyse their findings as objectively as possible.  In other words, the research methods chosen by researchers tend to be dictated by what it is they want to find out. 
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