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Comparison of two Papers by Gillian Bennet and Tony Walter and Helen Waterhouse
[bookmark: _GoBack]This essay looks to compare and contrast the methodology of two papers and assess the position of the author within each one. The two papers are ‘A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England’ by Tony Walter and Helen Waterhouse; a look into the belief of reincarnation amongst English people with no ties to Eastern Religion.[footnoteRef:1] The second is ‘“If I Knew You were Coming I'd Have Baked a Cake”: The Folklore of Foreknowledge in a Neighborhood Group’ by Gillian Bennet; which attempts to analyse belief in premonitions of a group of elderly women from her father’s medical practise.[footnoteRef:2] Both papers make use of interviews and relate them to their literature review to provide a theory about their subject. However, they contrast greatly with their use of ethics and sourcing their interviews, as well as their analysis of their data collection. Using these two sources as well as the work of Alan Bryman and Henneck, Hutter and Bailey, a comparison of the effectiveness of each paper can be assessed.  [1:  Tony Walter and Helen Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England’ Sociology of Religion 60(2) (Oxford: Oxford University Press: 1999), [Hereafter Walter and Waterhouse, Reincarnation]]  [2:  Gillian Bennet, ‘“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 Babara Walker (Colorado: Utah State University Press, 1995), [Hereafter Bennet, Foreknowledge] ] 

Methodology 

Both papers used similar methodologies. Both approached a group of people and conducted interviews to obtain insights into their chosen group’s beliefs. They started their papers with a literature review consisting of previous studies and statistics gathered on similar topics. Walter and Waterhouse continue to reference other literature throughout their paper, but Bennet does not seem to bring other research further into her paper after her initial review. Bennet focused on her interviews to build her theories but offers no other evidence to support them.[footnoteRef:3] Walter and Waterhouse continue to refer to other work throughout their paper which ensures that no theories are made without attempts to show evidence.[footnoteRef:4] Alan Bryman states the importance of understanding a researcher’s position as an insider or outsider within the investigation as this shapes the perceptions of the research.[footnoteRef:5] Walter and Waterhouse clearly state their background and position saying ‘Waterhouse coming from a religious studies perspective, Walter from sociology’[footnoteRef:6]. Bennet, however, does not allude to her background and does not seem to acknowledge her own biases within the research as an insider with a close connection, through her father, to each of the participants.  [3:  Bennet, Foreknowledge, p. 135]  [4:  Walter and Waterhouse, Reincarnation, p. 194]  [5:  Alan Bryman, Quantity and Quality in Social Research (London: Routledge, 2003), [Hereafter Bryman, Social Research), p.141]  [6:  Walter and Waterhouse, Reincarnation, p.189] 

Choosing Participants 
One large difference between the two papers is their choice in participants. Whilst both seemed to pick their interviewees for specific reasons, these reasons are vastly different and shape the result of the papers. Walter and Waterhouse were forthright with their choice of participants. They gave reasoning’s for excluding certain people and their literature review laid the groundwork for their choices. They clearly stated they ‘excluded Hindus, Sikhs, and Buddhists … people who believe it because their religion tells them to’.[footnoteRef:7] In contrast, Bennet seemed to pick elderly women simply because the majority of her interviewees belonged to this group. Bennet states ‘The majority (ninety-six) of these people were elderly women, so this was the group I chose as my primary informants’.[footnoteRef:8] How the participants were invited to participate also vastly differs between the two. Walter and Waterhouse said the ‘interviewees were recruited from a number of sources, including personal contacts, a call for volunteers on local radio’.[footnoteRef:9] Interviews were then done at the participants’ house by Walter. Since they chose their participants from people who volunteered their time it reflects on Judith Bell and Stephen Waters’ idea that ‘people who do not return surveys differ from those who do’, meaning those who choose to volunteer will offer different information than the type of person who would not volunteer, however they are aware of this and admit their interviewed group is not a representation of the British population. [footnoteRef:10]  [7:  Walter and Waterhouse, Reincarnation, p.189]  [8:  Bennet, Foreknowledge, p. 127]  [9:  Walter and Waterhouse, Reincarnation, pp.188-189]  [10:  Judith Bell and Stephen Waters, Doing Your Research Project: A Guide For First-Time Researchers (UK: McGraw-Hill Education, 2014), p. 202; Walter and Waterhouse, Reincarnation, p.190] 

Bennet’s participants were chosen because they all attended Bennet’s father’s medical clinic. This also raises ethical issues as Bennet’s father was present for the interviews as they were done during treatments. She states that she learnt their age, marital status and domestic circumstances from her father and her knowledge of their religious views were ‘from my father's personal knowledge and in part from what was let fall during the conversation, or could be deduced from it’.[footnoteRef:11] Bennet could have benefitted from the use of questionnaires to gather personal information such as age, marital status and religion. This would align with Henneck, Hutter and Bailey’s statement on the importance some projects needing to mix research methods, preventing here from acquiring these facts through alternative methods.[footnoteRef:12] They define reflexivity as the ability of the author to note their values and biases and state its importance in understanding data. There is a lack of reflexivity in Bennet’s paper as she never assesses her role in her research and her impact on any of her theories.[footnoteRef:13]  [11:  Bennet, Foreknowledge, p. 127]  [12:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter, and Ajay Bailey, Qualitative research methods (London: SAGE Publications Limited, 2011), [Hereafter Hennick, Qualitative research methods), p. 42]  [13:  Hennick, Qualitative research methods, p.19] 

Conclusion
	Both research papers begin with very similar methodologies, they provide literature reviews to support their theories and undertake interviews with select groups of people. However, they quickly contrast with each other through the collection of their participants and their means of undertaking the interviews. The lack of reflexivity and the assumptions made in Bennet’s paper contrast greatly with the Walter and Waterhouse paper which more closely follows the qualitative research methods presented by researches such as Bryman, Henneck, Hutter and Bailey. These differences can have a great impact on the effectiveness of a paper and are important to understand to make an appropriate qualitative research paper. 
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