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This essay critically compares and contrasts two academic papers, Jenny Blain, ‘Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality’ in DISKUS, Volume 6 (2000) and T.L. Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, Volume 20, (1978), pp. 82-85. The audience for both papers is those who seek the information of the subject matter, for instance academics or the general public. Issues such as methodology, position, literature review, as well as ethics are looked at and linked between both papers. In addition, accuracy of the papers is considered through their structure, philosophies, presented evidence and claims. 

The qualitative research methodologies, for instance ‘in-depth interviews, focus group discussions, and observation,’ are used to gain an understanding of people’s experiences in a more explicit way.
 Whereas Quantitative methodology - on ‘social survey’
 – is used for data collection and further examination. Brink’s research provided subjects - Roman Catholic students a survey with the questions on their belief in astrology and reincarnation. Although his research was not as valid as expected, Brink states ‘this survey raises more question than it answers’, he came to the understanding that further research is required.
 In contrast, Blain’s paper does not indicate any obstacles regarding the methodology choice. Since she used different approaches appropriate for her research, which do not involve questionnaires. Blain’s paper particularly focuses on ethnographic research among Islandic shamans, known as ‘seidr’. Researchers applied several methodologies to her research basis. For instance, one-to-one interviews which contrast with Brink’s approach for data collection. According to Hennik, Hutter, Baily, one-to-one interview is in-depth, normally involving one interviewer and one interviewee; ‘a conversation with a purpose’
, one-way directed.
 In-depth interview gives researchers the opportunity to hear seidr seance experiences in a detailed report. Which is in contrast with Brink’s paper – short, precise, and controlled questionnaire, under ‘close supervision’
 with no possibility for participants to express further views on the research questions. Blain also used an observation method which allowed her to observe seidr seances in their natural environment. This method allows the researcher ‘to understand and interpret cultural behaviour’
 in a ‘social-cultural context’.
 Although Brink carried out a questionnaire in what could also be related to a natural environment, observation refers to the qualitative research, not quantitative. Due to the methods’ actions - observation and documentation of research participants’ actions, behaviour, and body language.
 
Moreover, Brink’s questionnaire was mandatory. As Brink states, ‘Whoever was present in religious class (a required course) that day got a questionnaire’,
 therefore considered it as forced upon his students. His approach raises the ethical and legal question: were the principles of ‘informed consent’ introduced to the participants? All researchers are required to inform participants of any ongoing research processes before they take place.
 Especially when research participants are children, and in the matter of question deception involves ‘the purpose of investigations, encroachment on privacy, confidentiality, safety, care…’.
 By contrast, Blain’s paper does not indicate similar or any kind of legal and ethical issues. Which includes the issue of ‘reactivity’, whereas Brink’s paper does. The questionnaires and such among research participants develop a recognition as participants realise their part in the research experiment. And as a result, methodology of questionnaires may result in unreliable data. As participants ‘behaviour or responses may not be indicative of their normal behaviour or views’.
 This leads to the possibility that Roman Catholic student questionnaire results may be influenced and altered by the students themselves, considerably in favour of the research project or Catholic school. 

The position of both researchers, Brink and Blain, are distinct. Blain positioned herself as an ‘insider’
 which gave her the possibility of being a part of the group that she researched and gained an inside look. This is the opposite of Brink’s approach since he carried out his research as an ‘outsider’
 – not a part of the group he researched.
 

Blain’s insider’s point of view shows an interpretive approach that focuses on a ‘Verstehen’ concept. That is, to research participant experiences in their normal and cultural living settings and comprehend life from their own point of view, by using participant expressions and words.
 Which is the opposite of the concept of ‘understanding’, which relates to a researcher’s own ‘frame of reference on the issue’.
 Therefore this concept relates to Brink’s research as being positioned with an outsider point of view. Reflexivity is another concept that relates to the researchers’ positions in their projects. As reflexivity is a researcher’s self-awareness in his/her ‘social world(s)’ project;
 and contains a subjective reflection on how the project is being influenced by the researcher themselves.
 This reflects Blain’s position in her research since she understands her place in it - being a part of it. Which contrasts with Brink’s approach and position in his research.

The literature of Brink’s paper proves satisfactory, mostly on relevant literature. However, it is short structured with not enough evidence or explanation of the research he is presenting. For instance, Brink’s paper does not provide any explanation of what astrology or reincarnation are or how they are related. He also does not relate enough of his research to a wider academic framework. As Verma and Beard states, ‘the researcher must produce a concept or build a theoretical structure that can explain facts and the relationships between them…’.
 On the contrary Blain has used her research data in relation to the wider academic world that supports and explains her claims and findings. For instance, her ‘going native’ approach let the research field work rely on evidence., As research participants provided an explicit report of an insider’s position, Blain used other scholars literature to draw a link in order to explain and connect this.

To conclude, Brink and Blain’s research methodologies differ majorly from one another as their papers are written in very distinctive ways. Both research papers present noticeably more differences than similarities, therefore a greater amount of contrasts are represented. Accordingly, Brink’s validity of methodology selection points out several obstacles which interfered with research outcomes. By contrast, Blain’s selection on methodology is shown to be valid and successful for the research. The position of researchers is opposing, thus Blain as an insider and Brink as an outsider. Considering both papers’ dimensions, the literature reviews of both papers are similar. However, contrary to Blain’s paper, Brink did not provide a concept explanation for the audience.
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