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This essay will contrast and compare the two methodologies, the position of the researcher as an insider or outsider, and the literature review used in the following academic research papers: Brink, T. L., ‘Inconsistency of Belief Among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No. 1, (Autumn, 1978), pp. 82-85 and Blain, J., ‘Speaking Shamanistically: SEIDR, Academia and Rationality’, DISKUS, Vol. 6, (2000), pp. 1-9.     

The two authors, Blain and Brink strongly differ in their methodology, which results in many differences between each paper. In his research, Brink distributed questionnaires to 227 juniors and seniors at a catholic school during a compulsory religion class. Most of the questions were related to Catholicism versus only one question regarding astrological belief, and these questions were all asked in a binary yes/no format in order to measure inconsistency of beliefs within the participants. The methodology applied in Brink’s paper is of quantitative nature and author Alan Bryman argues that this method derives partly from positivism and partly from the natural sciences.[footnoteRef:1] According to Hennik, Hutter and Bailey, a research based on a positivist paradigm first introduces a hypothesis that will be empirically tested during the research, being attached to the premise that reality is measurable and objective, a view which is in line with Brink’s method.[footnoteRef:2] Brink’s choice of methodology was poor for the remit of his project, which was about the exploration of beliefs within his target group, and qualitative research methods would have been more appropriate according to Hennink, Hutter and Bailey.[footnoteRef:3] Another problematic with Brink’s methodology is regarding the reliability of his results as the gatekeeper was probably the religion teacher and that potentially could have had a detrimental influence on the outcome.  [1:  Alan Bryman, Quantity and Quality in Social Research (London: Routledge, 1993), p. 41.]  [2:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter, Ajay Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods (London: SAGE, 2015), p. 14.]  [3:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter, Ajay Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods (London: SAGE, 2015), p. 10.] 


Blain on another hand, was researching Seidr shamanism and immersed herself in the community, participating of its practices and conducting her research from near. In the Abstract section Blain states that her paper is ‘rooted in experiential research’ and the author chose a mix of qualitative methods like participant observation and in-depth interviews where the focus was in allowing people to speak about their experiences with their own words, including Blain’s own experience of shamanic Seidr.[footnoteRef:4] Blain’s paper is strong in self-reflective material and this is another point of divergence between hers and Brink’s work, which lacks self-reflection entirely. Jenny Blain also brings up important questions related to interpretation and discourses in the academic world and she states an interest in debating ‘current moves towards intuitive/experiential anthropology’.[footnoteRef:5] Her choice of methodology was appropriate for the remit of her project, and at the same time, somewhat daring for the time when it was published, bringing an important debate and critique on ethnography within academia.[footnoteRef:6]  [4:  Jenny Blain, ‘Speaking Shamanistically: SEIDR, Academia and Rationality’, DISKUS, Vol. 6, (2000), p. 1.]  [5:  Blain, ‘Shamanistically’, p. 1.]  [6:  Blain, ‘Shamanistically’, pp. 7-8. ] 


Brink’s position in his research is that of the outsider, he does not belong to the group he chose to study, and I wonder how much time, if any, he dedicated to building trust between him and the girls he gave the questionnaires to. Blain, on another hand, moves swiftly between the insider and the outsider’s position in her research, and she compares this movement with that of the shaman travelling between different worlds.[footnoteRef:7] In Blain’s words  “My choice is to enter the world of seidworker, as a native-speaker: but simply ‘going native’, total cultural immersion, in itself is not enough.”, she then continues saying that it is important knowing the context, the relationship of seidr with the outside world, not forgetting her own relationship to it and to the world as well.[footnoteRef:8]  [7:  Blain, ‘Shamanistically’, p. 8. ]  [8:  Blain, ‘Shamanistically’, p. 8] 


Blain and Brink also strongly differ in relation to literature review in their essay. Brink does not engage with any literature review connected with astrology, one of the major themes in his research, and in the Hypothesis section he makes a claim without evidence on the subject by saying that ‘astrology’s fatalism is based upon blind impersonal forces and is substantially different from whatever fatalism reincarnationists attributes to the workings of karma.’[footnoteRef:9]      [9:  T. L. Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief Among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No. 1, (Autumn, 1978), p. 82] 

Blain engages with a vast amount of literature review not only connected with the theme she was researching about, Seidr and shamanism, but also with previous research done on the subject, and much literature concerning methodology in academic research and its theory.

This essay compared and contrasted two research papers regarding their methodology, the position of the researcher and their literature review. Strong differences between the two have been pointed out throughout this paper. Brink’s methodology, following a qualitative research method, attempted to measure inconsistency of beliefs within his target group using yes/no questionnaires, while Blain chose a methodology involving more qualitative methods, participant observation and in-depth interviews, to conduct her research on Seidr shamanism. We have explored how this different choice of methodology have brought some problematic questions on Brink’s results, and also a lack of self-reflection in his paper, while Blain allowed herself plenty of space for self-reflective material and brought up an important debate and critique of ethnography within academia. 
The position of the researcher also differs strongly, with Brink being an outsider and Blain moving between the insider/outsider position throughout her research.
Differences were also found in comparing the use of literature review in each paper, with Brink lacking reference on Astrology, an important aspect of his research’s major theme, and Blain bringing plenty of literature not only on Seidr and shamanism, her main research’s theme, but also on methodology and academic research.  
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