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Research Review Compare and Contrast
[bookmark: _GoBack]In this first paper Speaking Shamanistically:  Seidr, Academia and Rationality,  the research on the seidr experience is laid out in a very personal way, utilizing a captivating story outline.  Blain incorporates her literature review as she moves through each stages of her research, pulling in extensive academic studies.  She explains that the current state of knowledge and support in the field is lacking, asserting that only two people have read her ‘most complete account’.[footnoteRef:1] Blain fully discloses her relationship to the subject matter and goes into a great detail in the seider process putting herself in the middle of the circle where we can clearly see her as insider to this community (NEAR).  We experience her desire for reflexivity as she goes on to say that “total cultural immersion, in itself not enough”[footnoteRef:2] and that she must also include links to the outside world and recognizes that she must also be the outsider (FAR) in her attempts to rationalize and explain these processes for academia.  She brings to light, her fear of sacrificing her career and opening up to peer ridicule as an academic researching from inside the circle.  It is apparent that Blain is knowledgeable as a researcher and about the subject matter.  In her research she includes the process of the seidworker, the audience members (as active participants) and a third party the ‘spirits’ themselves.[footnoteRef:3]  The methodology of the qualitative research shapes the results, and her ability to have a critical, reflexive attitude helps solidify her position.   The study reflects more of a personal accounting that (she) the researcher is intimately involved, this position does not help her objection of lack of peer review.  Critical awareness aside, we might question objectivity as it potentially impacts her standing within the community she is researching. [1:  Jenny Blain Senior, Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality, DISKUS Volume 6 (2000) pg 8]  [2:  Jenny Blain Senior, Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality, DISKUS Volume 6 (2000) pg 7
]  [3:  Jenny Blain Senior, Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality, DISKUS Volume 6 (2000) pg 7] 


[bookmark: _Hlk3458919][bookmark: _Hlk3455573]The Second paper reviewed, was Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls:  Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation by T.L. Brink. This is an older research paper published in 1978, and it utilizes a quantitative perspective. The target group outlined consists of 227 junior and senior Catholic high school girls attending their mandatory religious studies class.[footnoteRef:4]  Brink explains his parameters of the test subjects including age, ethnicity and cultural influences.  The study looks at three belief systems, Roman Catholic, Astrology, Reincarnation.  Brink has an agenda set to show that adolescent girls will only accept one and reject the other two of the three belief sets proposed.[footnoteRef:5]   Brink was surprised that the findings did not confirm his hypothesis and provides several speculations why the research went awry.  Brink utilizes a functional perspective and is considered an outsider (FAR) which we deduce by the fact that he does not match his test group parameters (14 to 16 year old catholic girls).  Unfortunately, he does not provide information on his own belief system, or why he is researching the subject matter.  Brink does not add any reflective thoughts in these matters, therefore we cannot tell if he has any insider (NEAR) connections to his work.  His literature review is lacking in thoroughness of all subjects. (page 85 references)  In his methodology, he utilized a questionnaire with yes or no answers, but the questions have not been effectively developed.  As an example, two of his questions ‘Unselfish people are happier’ and ‘It is important to live a moral life’,[footnoteRef:6] could be categorized within several belief sets, and/or supersedes belief systems altogether.  The astrology and reincarnation questions could have or should have been sub-divided into smaller categories, to meet the level of inquiry created within the Catholicism questions, creating greater meaning within those systems.  This spark doubts about the findings of the entire research paper.   [4:  T.L. Brink, Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls:  Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation, Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No. 1, Fall, 1978, (Pg 82)]  [5:  T.L. Brink, Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls:  Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation, Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No. 1, Fall, 1978, (Pg 82)]  [6:  T.L. Brink, Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls:  Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation, Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No. 1, Fall, 1978, (Pg 83)] 


In comparison and contrast, I chose these two particular papers with completely different approaches in research, as they reflect the distinct difficulties that the insider and outsider experiences when immersing into a research subject.  Qualitative research methods allow research from an insider perspective (NEAR) verses quantitative research remaining at an arms length as an outsider (FAR) for academic research acceptance.  Blain does not have clear questions and the research is more experiential, it lacked structure and was heavily influenced by the insider viewpoint, although she was aware of  ‘critical awareness and reflexivity’[footnoteRef:7] which supported the paper academically.  Whereas Brink’s statistical data was formulated in a yes or no fashion, providing a more rigid testing procedure but lacked depth, substance and insider knowledge of the study group which impacted the lack of understanding in his conclusions, he did not provide any critical awareness or reflexivity therefore did not gain trust in his conclusions.  Each study led you toward a outcome designed by the researcher.  Brink’s outcome was a complete surprise to him which pushed him to quickly come up with reasons why the research did not work.  In the end Blain focused more on the acceptance or non-acceptance of her research by peers.   [7:  Jenny Blain Senior, Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality, DISKUS Volume 6 (2000) pg 7] 


In conclusion of this compare and contrast between these papers, it would benefit the researcher to clearly define their standing as an insider, outsider or both, with a critical reflexivity piece included in the material.  If possible, utilize both qualitative and quantitative studies in order to round out the research.  More importantly setting an agenda based on a well-researched literature review will support the material and in doing so bring a greater level of acceptance and comfort of the research presented.



Works Cited & Bibliography
Blain, Senior, Jenny.  Speaking Shamanistically:  Seidr, Academia and Rationality. Lecturer, School of Social Science and Law, Sheffield Hallam University, UK email: J.Blain@shu.ac.uk DISKUS Volume 6 (2000) 
http://www.uni-marburg.de/fb03/religionswissenschaft/hournal/diskus 
Brink, T.L., Inconsistency of belief among Roman Catholic Girls:  Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation, College of Notre Dame Belmont, CA, Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No. 1 (Fall, 1978) : 82-85 Content downloaded from 212.219.61.210 from JSTOR.org.


image2.png




image1.png
PRIFYSGOL CYMRU ——
Y Drindod Dewi Sant

UNIVERSITY OF WALES

Trinity Saint David





