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Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk41902367][bookmark: _Hlk41905901][bookmark: _Hlk41907788][bookmark: _Hlk41907693][bookmark: _Hlk41909817]The purpose of this essay is to compare and contrast two papers: Tony Walter and Helen Waterhouse, A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation In contemporary England, in Sociology of Religion Volume 60 no.2 (Summer 2000) p.187-97 and Jenny Blain, Speaking Shamanistcally: Seidr, Academia and Rationality, in DISKUS Volume 6 (2000). Both papers are critiqued in regards to the themes of academic approach, social context and ethical consideration. 

Academic Approach
On examination there appear to be a number of differences regarding how each party conducted their research. The first paper by Walter and Waterhouse is etically constructed. The authors refer to their work from a perspective of observation. The second paper follows an emic approach in that most of it has been written from the author’s perspective.[footnoteRef:1] Blain almost immediately establishes her position as being actively involved with the subject matter, indicating that she has chosen to conduct the research as both an outsider and an insider as referred to by Bryman.[footnoteRef:2] As he writes “ it is only by getting close to their subjects and becoming an insider that they can view the world as a participant in that setting’.[footnoteRef:3] Blain writes “I’d checked both ‘business’ and ‘pleasure’”, indicating a level of relationship with her main contact and interviewee, participating in a very personal event. [1:  T. Walter and H. Waterhouse, A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation In contemporary England, in Sociology of Religion Volume 60 no.2 (Summer 2000) p.187]  [2:  A. Bryman. Quantity and Quality in Social Research, Routledge, New York, 1988, P.96]  [3:  A. Bryman. P. 96] 

[bookmark: _Hlk41906104]	In his 1894 essay Ideas Concerning a Descriptive and Analytical Psychology, Dilthey defined the difference between ‘Verstehen’ and ‘Erklären’.[footnoteRef:4] Walter and Waterhouse attempted to investigate their understanding of the viewpoints of participants by comprehensive questioning and analysis, thus giving an in-depth explanation of the reasoning behind the responses of the participants. However, one could argue that this approach was what Dilthey described as ‘Erklären’. Regardless of the quantity of data, the quality could not parallel the data collected had they chosen to participate as Blaine did.  [4:  W. Dilthey. Ideas Concerning a Descriptive and Analytic Psychology (1894). In: Descriptive Psychology and Historical Understanding. Springer, Dordrecht, 1977. P.21-120] 

However, as Hennink, Hutter and Bailey stipulate, when executing participant observation, you participate in the life of those who you are studying. It is necessary to “behave according to their norms and values and adopt a certain social role”.[footnoteRef:5] They continue to state that this must be done at the same time as sustaining enough detachment to retain the ability of observation. It could be argued that Blain may have lost a degree of detachment as she deviates from the role of ethnographer to participant. In Seidr and the Anthropolgist there are a few times when Blain implies that the deities are real even though she terms her narrative as an “account an informed outsider might create”.[footnoteRef:6] Indicating the possible transference of her understanding and paradigms such as those highlighted by Levy-Bruhl[footnoteRef:7]. Further to this are the implications with the interpretation of experience from an outsider Ruggles[footnoteRef:8]. There are also the issues of Ryle’s thick description as discussed by Geertz.[footnoteRef:9] Blain’s connection and experience with Seidr practices is from an ethnographical point of view and therefore, the effects of this upon her interpretation of the data must be considered and she does not appear to have accounted for reflexivity despite discussing her viewpoint.[footnoteRef:10] Walter and Waterhouse consider their effect on the data and avoid the risks by conducting their observations etically. [5:  M. Hennik, I. Hutter, A. Bailey. Qualitative Research Methods. Sage, London, 2011. P. 179]  [6:  J. Blain. Speaking Shamanistcally: Seidr, Academia and Rationality, in DISKUS Volume 6 (2000), p.1]  [7:  L. Levy-Bruhl. How Natives think, George, Allen & Unwin Ltd, 2015, p.70 ]  [8:  C. Ruggles. Indigenous Astronomies and Progress in Modern Astronomy, Brazil, 2009]  [9:  C. Geertz. The Interpretation of Cultures, Harper Collins, London, 1993, p.5]  [10:  K. Haynes. Reflexivity in Qualitative Research, in Issues and Challenges of Qualitative Inquiry] 


Social Context
Having discussed the issues of both papers regarding approach, the problems of data interpretation are furthered in regards to social context. The first paper demonstrates a wide use of survey material and mixed methods which can provide a large amount of data, however, one could bring in to question the fact that the survey data, in particular, has been collected by others and not the authors of the paper and more importantly, over a timescale of 52 years.[footnoteRef:11] In comparison, the second paper refers to data collected across a period of “several” years.[footnoteRef:12] The participants of the 1947 survey are from a different society to what existed in 1999. Social aspects such as the second world war ending just two years previously, mortality is likely to have been a very fresh reality to the participants compared with those of 1999. In the second paper, one could question the use of modern seidr practice as being representative for Seidr across several hundred years. [11:  T. Walter and H. Waterhouse, A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation In contemporary England, in Sociology of Religion Volume 60 no.2 (Summer 2000) p.187 (The first survey by Mass Observation was done in 1947 and the Walter and Waterhouse paper written in 1999).]  [12:  J. Blain, Speaking Shamanistcally: Seidr, Academia and Rationality, in DISKUS Volume 6 (2000), p.2] 


Ethical Consideration 
Finally, one could question the ethical approaches of both papers. Both papers demonstrated a lack of ethical protocol. The first paper reported interviewing children, although no information was disclosed to indicate the conditions under which the interviews took place nor consent given. As vulnerable participants a number of issues could be raised such as impressionability and coercion. In paper two the subject revolved around a tradition belonging to Icelanders but being practiced in several other countries. This might raise issues with cultural misappropriation.

Conclusion
This study has identified the contrasting use of emic and etic approach and compared how both papers overlooked ethical and contextual issues. The findings of this essay therefore, give insight to the level of consideration necessary for promoting reliable data collection.
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