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A Critical Comparison of Two Secondary Sources
Introduction
[bookmark: _Int_8UsFlT4i][bookmark: _Int_VdmbRRCR]This essay compares and contrasts Gillian Bennett’s paper ‘If I Knew You Were Coming I’d Have Baked a Cake: The Folklore of Foreknowledge in a Neighbourhood Group,’[footnoteRef:2] with T. L. Brink's paper ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’. [footnoteRef:3]  [2:  Gillian Bennett, 'If I Knew You Were Coming, I'd Have Baked a Cake', in Out of the Ordinary: Folklore and the Supernatural, ed. by Barbara Walker (Colorado: University Press, 1995), p. 122-142. ]  [3:  T. L. Brink, 'Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation', Review of Religious Research, 20.1, (1978), 82-85 (p. 163), in <https://doi.org/10.2307/3509943> [accessed 25 April 2023].] 

Gillian Bennett is an academic scholar who specialises in folklore and the supernatural. She has held academic positions as a Research Associate of the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition at the University of Sheffield, as well as a Research Fellow at the Centre for Human Communication at Manchester Metropolitan University.[footnoteRef:4] She also worked as the editor for Folklore, a British academic journal.[footnoteRef:5] It can be assumed, therefore, that Bennett's paper was intended for students or other scholars in the field. The content of the paper is based on the findings of fieldwork conducted by Bennett in which she explored beliefs on foreknowledge within a group of elderly women who used her father's podiatry clinic. The paper was published in 1995 as a chapter in a book on folklore and the supernatural compiled by author Barbara Walker.  [4:  University Press of Colorado, Gillian Bennett (2023) <https://upcolorado.com/our-books/our-authors/item/2403-gillian-bennett> [accessed 30 April 2023].]  [5:  Ibid. ] 

T.L. Brink is a scholar in the field of social sciences. He has had a career in academia for over thirty years as a professor of psychology at Crafton Hills College in California.[footnoteRef:6] His research spans various disciplines including psychology, healthcare and religious studies. His paper was published in 1978 and was based on quantitative data collected on Roman Catholic school girls and their beliefs towards astrology and/ or reincarnation as well as Catholicism. Because of his role as a professor, his paper was likely designed for students and teachers to read. [6:  Crafton Hills College, T. L Brink (2023) <https://www.craftonhills.edu/this-is-crafton/profiles/tl-brink.php> [accessed 30 April 2023].] 

Bennett’s Methodology
For her paper, Bennett collected qualitative research in the form of in-person interviews with the participants. She was given access to the group through her father's podiatry clinic.[footnoteRef:31184] Those who were interested in being interviewed gave their consent to Bennett and were recorded during one of their appointments at the clinic. The participant group included individuals from various ages, both male and female. However, the largest sub-group was elderly women, aged 60 and above. Regarding other personal factors, Bennett stated that she learned the approximate age, marital status and domestic circumstances from information provided by her father.[footnoteRef:3848] She followed an ‘impressionistic’ approach in determining the religious beliefs of the participants based on information provided by them during their interviews and from her father’s knowledge.[footnoteRef:25345]  [31184:  Gillian Bennett, 'If I Knew You Were Coming, I'd Have Baked a Cake', in Out of the Ordinary: Folklore and the Supernatural, ed. by Barbara Walker (Colorado: University Press, 1995), p. 122-142 (p.127). ]  [3848:  Ibid., p. 127.]  [25345:  Ibid., p. 127.] 

Although Bennett doesn’t specify which style of interview technique she used with participants, it can be presumed based on the detailed stories provided by participants, that the interviews were sufficiently in-depth. Hennick, Hutter and Bailey highlight the usefulness of conducting in-depth interviews when ‘seeking information on individual, personal experiences from people about a specific issue or topic.’[footnoteRef:7] This is one of the strengths of Bennett’s work; she includes interview transcripts with some of the participants which are rich with detail and help to support Bennett’s argument that there is a difference between passive and active forms of foreknowledge.[footnoteRef:8942] However, there are some ethical issues with the way Bennett found her participant group. Although the participants consented to be interviewed by Bennett, they may have been influenced by the knowledge that her father ran the clinic and have agreed due to a feeling of obligation. There are potential breaches of confidentiality through the collection of the participant's data by Bennett; the demographics of the participants were told to Bennett by her father, who as a medical practitioner, has a duty of confidentiality to his patients. This raises serious concerns over the ethics of the research.  [7:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods, 2nd edn (London: SAGE Publications Ltd, 2020) p. 116.]  [8942:  Ibid., p. 130.] 

Arguably, Bennett was an outsider to the group; she does not mention any involvement with the Methodist church or holding methodist beliefs, although she does highlight that her father attended the same church as the participants.[footnoteRef:16488] Because of her role as an academic, this would have also impacted her relationship with the group, and it could be expected that Bennett would provide an objective perspective of the participants experiences. However, the paper appears to frame the participants experiences within Bennett’s subjective perspective which is based on a presumption that the group's beliefs were influenced by moral judgements from the Church and traditional gender roles. She states: [16488:  Ibid., p. 127.] 

like it or not, for reasons of age, class and religion these women’s lives were geared to traditional roles and pursuits: we can assume that they had been taught as children...that the ideal member of their sex is an intuitive, caring, unassertive person...whose ”natural” role is as a support, nurse and helpmate.[footnoteRef:29478]  [29478:  Ibid., p. 133.] 

This presumption is sweeping, and Bennett provides no academic literature to evidence this point, nor does she include the actual beliefs of the participants. Bell and Waters have asserted that ‘many factors can result in bias and there are always dangers in research carried out by individual researchers.’[footnoteRef:28707] Arguably, there is evidence of such bias within Bennett’s discussion of the participants beliefs. [28707:  Judith Bell and Stephen Waters, Doing your Research Project: A First-Time Guide for Researchers, 7th edn (London and New York: Open University Press, 2018) p. 218.] 

 Bennett also included a table within her paper which listed the age, marital status and domestic circumstances of the women in the group.[footnoteRef:29596] However, within the age groupings, she listed ages which were also included within the previous category. For example, two separate groups had '70' listed as the age of the participants. Because of this, the data collected from the women may be inaccurate as there is an inevitable overlap between the different categories. However, Bennett does not appear to draw any conclusions about the different beliefs of individuals of different ages, so the impact of this overlap is minimal concerning the whole paper.  [29596:  Ibid., p. 128.] 


Brinks Methodology
[bookmark: _Int_qslkdAuQ]Brink’s research focused on the beliefs of 227 juniors and seniors at an all-girls Catholic high school.[footnoteRef:29342] He used a survey to gather responses from participants which was offered to anyone taking a religious studies class on the day in question. The survey gathered data on the student's expression of agreement with the statements.[footnoteRef:24056] All statements referenced Catholic belief, except the final two statements which were ’I believe in astrology’ and ’I believe in reincarnation’.[footnoteRef:30270] His premise was that the participants would ’...show an acceptance of only one of these three belief sets...accompanied by a rejection of the others’. As a male, academic scholar exploring the beliefs of adolescent schoolgirls, Brink is arguably an outsider to the group. The benefit of this is that there is more emotional distance between the researcher and the participant which will influence how the findings are interpreted.  [29342:  Brink, p. 82.]  [24056:  Ibid.,  p. 83.]  [30270:  Ibid.] 

[bookmark: _Int_vfGa8XjH]There are, however, some limitations to the methodology employed by Brink within his research. Galasiński and Kozłowska contend that the complexity of data from a questionnaire is ’...far too great for a-contextual quantification.’[footnoteRef:9] This is particularly pertinent when considering Brink's research focuses on belief, a particularly nuanced topic. By gathering data through a survey alone, arguably Brink’s paper fails to convey the intricacies of the participants beliefs which may have been gathered during an interview.[footnoteRef:31315] Regarding the data collected by Brink, there is no mention of getting the participants consent to have their responses used for research purposes which is an ethical concern of the use of their data. However, the paper was written in the 1970’s and should be judged against the ethics of the time.  The statements provided by Brink may also be challenged for their simplicity. By using blanket statements such as ‘I believe in...’, there is no room to explore the specifics within a participant's beliefs, which results in a reductive perspective towards the concept of belief.  Because of this, the data collected by Brink may not accurately reflect the true beliefs of the participants.  [9:  Dariusz Galasiński and Olga Kozłowska, 'Questionnaires and Lived Experience: Strategies of Coping With the Quantitative Frame', Qualitative Inquiry, 16.4, (2009), 271-284, in <DOI:10.1177/1077800409354068> [accessed 25 April 2023] p. 271.]  [31315:  Hennink, Hutter & Bailey, p. 116.] 


Bennett’s Literature Review
When focusing on the first half of the paper, Bennett provides a successful overview of the changes and developments from the 17th century onwards by referencing the works of prominent scholars in the area. She also includes journal articles about the subject largely from the 20th century which help to situate the article within the wider field of academic literature.[footnoteRef:28801] As well as this, Bennett also references qualitative and quantitative studies which have looked at the experiences of individuals concerning foreknowledge and therefore provide a starting point for the research conducted by Bennett.[footnoteRef:14628] It can be argued that she has successfully situated her findings within the wider historical context which is a strength of her paper.  [28801:  Bennett, p.124.]  [14628:  Ibid.] 

However, this level of referencing does not appear to continue in the rest of the paper, especially within her discussion of the participants beliefs. As already explained, there is a lack of referencing to any supporting evidence which results in unfounded claims being made by Bennett. Furthermore, in the conclusion of the article, Bennett brings in data on both male participants and young female participants and compares their results to those of the older women.[footnoteRef:16008] Key findings such as this should arguably be considered within the main body of the paper, as opposed to the end of the text when it cannot be analysed sufficiently. However, it is important to highlight that the paper was written in 1995 and Bennett herself highlights that her work is supposed to be an ’impressionistic analysis.‘[footnoteRef:8359]  [16008:  Ibid., p.140.]  [8359:  Ibid., p. 141.] 

Brink’s Literature Review
Although Brink's paper is shorter than Bennett's, he arguably provides a good level of academic references to strengthen his argument. He cites both books and journal articles to evidence his claims and uses scholarly arguments to make suggestions within his discussion. Brink begins by situating his research within the wider field of social and psychological study which focuses on the idea that individuals try to maintain a consistent set of attitudes.[footnoteRef:2149] This helps to place the research within the field as Brink applies this psychological concept in the context of religious belief. He successfully draws together findings from various disciplines which helps to strengthen his article.  [2149:  Brink, p. 82.] 

In his discussion, Brink then goes on to cite multiple scholars to explain the findings from multiple perspectives.[footnoteRef:14169] This arguably strengthens Brink's overall argument as it shows an attempt to relate his research to the wider field and demonstrate how the unexpected findings could be explained. By doing this, he offers multiple perspectives on why this may be the reason and overall, he provides a good starting point to further exploration of religious beliefs.  However, although the citations included by Brink help to strengthen his theoretical argument, the weaknesses within his methodology could result in the data being viewed as fundamentally flawed.  [14169:  Ibid.] 

Bennett’s Writing Style
Overall, Bennett’s paper is easy to understand. She includes a historical overview before moving on to the research findings, a discussion of the key issues and a conclusion. She has also included subheadings for each category which make the paper easy to follow and the structure of the writing made sense. There was no technical jargon used, nor any difficult language, meaning the paper is accessible to non-specialist readers, despite not being the target audience. The article did not take an argumentative or rhetorical tone and Bennett's argument was made clear from the beginning which meant her points were clear in what they were trying to achieve. Although an outsider, Bennett’s suggestions did appear to be biased towards the experiences of the participants. She arguably presumed the prior attitudes and beliefs of the women in the study, without evidence, which could be viewed as an imposition of Bennett's own beliefs onto the women. There was no suggestion that the beliefs of the women could differ, and they appeared to be discussed as a homogenous group. As this was the starting point for her arguments, the implications of this would be the undermining of the argument if the assumptions about the women in the group are refuted.
Brink’s Writing Style
[bookmark: _Int_9maXYl1m]Brink, however, began by briefly situating his research question in the field of academic literature before moving on to his findings. He then discussed his findings within the context of the wider field and provided various reasons as to why the responses were not as expected.[footnoteRef:32722] The overall language used by Brink was clear and easy to understand and the paper is short and structured with clear subheadings. The text is not argumentative and instead provides coherent explanations for the research and its findings. One issue with Brink's paper is that for a reader without a background in psychology or sociology, some of the language used is quite technical, referring to specialised knowledge. One example of this is when Brink references theories on ’logical-affective consistency‘ and ’belief congruence.’[footnoteRef:22420] However, this is to be expected when writing for an academic purpose and the technical terminology does not detract from the clarity of the paper.  [32722:  Brink, p. 82.]  [22420:  Ibid.] 

As previously mentioned, individual researchers may struggle with bias in their research[footnoteRef:10] and it could be argued that Brink’s methodology demonstrates this. Brink states that he believed the research findings would demonstrate that the individuals would not hold all three beliefs simultaneously, but his results found that they did.[footnoteRef:16989] The belief systems in the survey were not equally explored; for example, the survey focused on Catholic beliefs for all but two questions which briefly mentioned astrology and reincarnation. By using the statement ’I believe’, participants may have an interest in some areas of a belief system but may answer No as they don't align with the entire cosmology; this may result in data which does not accurately portray the reality of a participant's belief. These examples could be used to demonstrate that Brink’s presumption that individuals would strive to maintain a consistent attitude influenced the way he designed the research. Because of this, the results may not accurately reflect the participant's beliefs.  [10:  Bell and Waters, p. 218.]  [16989:  Brink, p. 84.] 

Summary
Both Bennett and Brink conducted fieldwork into the beliefs of their participant groups. As academic scholars, it was expected that their papers would be accessible to students and scholars within the field. Both scholars' methodology had clear issues with the way it was employed; Bennett’s research raised questions of confidentiality, whereas Brink’s paper appeared to lack the consent of the participants. Despite this, both papers had interesting findings which contributed to the field of academic research in these areas. When looking at the citations of the authors, Brink provided a range of references throughout his paper and firmly situated his findings within the work of other scholars. Although including a range of historical references, Bennett's paper was weakened by a lack of citations for the discussion of her findings. The writing style of the authors was accessible to their intended audience. Both papers were clear and easy to follow, although Brink's article required a greater depth of understanding due to the use of technical terms in the field. 
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