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A Critical Comparison of Two Secondary Sources. 

Introduction 
In this assignment, I compare two papers for their: methods of research, the positionality, reflexivity and ethical considerations of the researchers, their literature reviews and how the authors relate their data to their fields, their structure and any unfounded claims the authors make. The two papers are: T.L. Brink’s ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’ in Review of Religious Research, Vol.20 in 1978[footnoteRef:1] and ‘A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England’ by T. Walter and H. Waterhouse for the journal Sociology of Religion, Vol.60, published in 1999.[footnoteRef:2]  [1:  T.L. Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, 
Astrology, Reincarnation.’ Review of Religious Research, 20, (1978) p. 82-85. Hereafter, Brink. https://doi.org/10.2307/3509943.]  [2:  T. Walter, T. & H Waterhouse ‘A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary 
England’. Sociology of Religion, 60.2 (1999) p187-197. Hereafter, Walter & Waterhouse. https://doi.org/10.2307/3711748.] 


The Review of Religious Research provided an avenue for authors of religious research to share how they researched, what they found and how this information could be used.[footnoteRef:3] It is no longer accepting publications.[footnoteRef:4] The journal Sociology of Religion is the formal journal of the Association for the Sociology of Religion and seeks to push forward scholarship in the ‘sociological study of religion.’[footnoteRef:5] The audiences for both journals will likely include: academics, social scientists, anthropologists and people who are interested in these subjects.  [3:  JSTOR Review of Religious Research n.d.< https://www.jstor.org/journal/revirelirese > [accessed 27.2.2025].]  [4:  Springer Nature Link, Review of Religious Research n.d.
< https://link.springer.com/journal/13644/volumes-and-issues > [accessed 27.2.2025].]  [5:  Oxford Academic, Sociology of Religion n.d. < https://academic.oup.com/socrel > [accessed 27.2.2025].] 


T.L. Brink is described as a social scientist[footnoteRef:6] and has been teaching at Crafton College for thirty years.[footnoteRef:7] He is a prolific author with some 147 papers and twenty books written by him.[footnoteRef:8] This paper is about whether the Roman Catholic belief is compatible with beliefs about astrology and reincarnation. Brink hypothesises that only one belief stance will be taken by the ‘adolescent girls’.[footnoteRef:9] Similarly, T. Walter and H. Waterhouse write about their investigations into what reincarnation means to ‘some of those who believe it,’[footnoteRef:10] in England[footnoteRef:11] and whether the ‘privatisation’ of credence enables one to hold beliefs that are not endorsed by a person’s own church.[footnoteRef:12] Tony Walter is Professor of Death Studies at the University of Bath and runs an MA course on Death and Society.[footnoteRef:13] Like Brink, he has numerous publications.[footnoteRef:14] Helen Waterhouse’s PhD was at Bath Spa university in British Buddhism[footnoteRef:15] and she also has numerous publications.[footnoteRef:16] [6:  Academia.edu, T.L.Brink, n.d. < https://craftonhills.academia.edu/TLBrink> [accessed 27.2.2025].]  [7:  Crafton Hills College, T.L.Brink n.d.< https://www.craftonhills.edu/this-is-crafton/profiles/tl-brink.php> [accessed, 27.2.2025].]  [8:  Academia.edu, T.L.Brink, n.d. < https://craftonhills.academia.edu/TLBrink> [accessed 27.2.2025]]  [9:  Brink, p.82.]  [10:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.187.]  [11:  Walter and Waterhouse, p. 187.]  [12:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.187.]  [13:  University of Bath, Tony Walter, n.d.< https://researchportal.bath.ac.uk/en/persons/tony-walter> [accessed 27.2.2025].]  [14:  Bath. Academia.edu, Tony Walter, n.d. < https://bath.academia.edu/TonyWalter > [accessed 27.2.2025].]  [15:  Helen Waterhouse, Authority And Adaptation, A Case Study In British Buddhism, Bath College of Higher Education, The University of the West of England, (1997) doi: 10.17870/bathspa.00001437<https://researchspace.bathspa.ac.uk/1437/1/Helen%20Waterhouse%20-%201997.pdf > [accessed 27.2.2025].]  [16:  Researchgate, n.d. < https://www.researchgate.net/scientific-contributions/Helen-Waterhouse-37541235> [accessed, 27.2.2025].] 


Method 

Brink uses questionnaires[footnoteRef:17] to collect the data whereas Walter and Waterhouse use interviews.[footnoteRef:18] In Brink’s paper, there is no literature review that explains the use of the questionnaires, as a method for the research. We do not know whether or not Brink has created the questionnaire or used an established one. There is no information pertaining to the validity and reliability of the questionnaires[footnoteRef:19] either through the use exploratory or confirmatory factor analyses[footnoteRef:20] or a pilot.[footnoteRef:21] Cronbach’s alpha, a measure of reliability is not reported.[footnoteRef:22] The sample size is N = 227[footnoteRef:23] and an adequate sample size is fundamental to running statistical analyses.[footnoteRef:24] This is how Brink presents the data, through looking at Chi Square,[footnoteRef:25] which is an appropriate measurement for testing a hypothesis about categorical data, testing the fit of the model to the collected data.[footnoteRef:26] However, Brink does not explain if the statistical power of the sample size has been checked. The social and economic status of the sample is not really discussed or used in the results’ analyses with Brink simply saying, ‘Most of the subjects came from working class families of Polish or Italian extraction.’[footnoteRef:27] [17:  Brink, p.83.]  [18:  Walter and Waterhouse, p. 188-189.]  [19:   Gill Marshall, The Purpose, Design And Administration Of A Questionnaire For Data Collection, Radiography, 11, pp. 131-136, p.132. Hereafter, Marshall. ]  [20:  Timothy A. Brown, Confirmatory Factor Analysis for Applied Research, 2nd edn. (New York, The Guildford Press, 2015). ]  [21:  Marshall, p.135.]  [22:  Andy Field, Discovering Statistics Using IBM SPSS Statistics, 4th edn, (Sage, London, 2014, 2015, 2016), p. 916. Hereafter, Field.]  [23:  Brink, p.82.]  [24:  Field, p.70.]  [25:  Brink p.83.]  [26:  Field, p.871.]  [27:  Brink, p.83.] 

In comparison, Walter and Waterhouse do not give an overall figure for their sample size. They list age groups creating a total of N=30 and then occupations, creating a total of N=29, leaving a participant unaccounted for in terms of occupation.[footnoteRef:28] Both papers lack clear socioeconomic categories about their participants. Walter and Waterhouse used ‘a small-scale interview study’[footnoteRef:29] method and the interviews were ‘very open-ended.’[footnoteRef:30] The detail of the interview questions is not mentioned but some categories of, potentially leading, questions are listed.’[footnoteRef:31] There were ‘thirty taped interviews and three group interviews with 21 schoolchildren.’[footnoteRef:32] The schoolchildren’s data is not discussed in the paper, unlike Brink. Walter and Waterhouse do explain more about their choice of method than Brink. They discuss questions that are usually found on surveys about reincarnation[footnoteRef:33] and they conclude that this may not be the best method as these types of questions do not elicit the best answers about belief.[footnoteRef:34] Walter and Waterhouse prefer not to confine participants to ‘yes-don’t know-no’ answers as they believe these categories are too defining to be able to discuss beliefs.[footnoteRef:35] [28:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189. ]  [29:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.188.]  [30:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [31:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.191.]  [32:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [33:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.191.]  [34:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.192.]  [35:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.192.] 


The combination of one to one[footnoteRef:36] interviews meet some of the criteria to define an ‘in depth’[footnoteRef:37] interview as the tone of Walter and Waterhouse paper is about ‘establishing rapport’[footnoteRef:38] through open ended[footnoteRef:39] interviews, to get the best answers about beliefs. Hennink, Hutter & Bailey (2020) suggests that ‘in depth’ interviews are a good method when researching ‘individual, personal experiences’[footnoteRef:40] and ‘people’s own beliefs and perceptions’[footnoteRef:41] However, Rapley (2001) argues that no one particular kind of interview results in better data than another because the nature of data collection depends upon ‘local, interactional context’.[footnoteRef:42] Walter and Waterhouse inform us that the one to one interviews were recorded.[footnoteRef:43] Rapley refers to how different the conversation can be once the machine is switched off.[footnoteRef:44] Walter and Waterhouse do not reflect on this.  [36:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.188.]  [37: M. Hennink, I. Hutter, A. Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods, (London, SAGE, 2010, 2020), p. 116. Hereafter, Hennink, Hutter, Bailey.]  [38:  Hennink, Hutter, Bailey, p.116.]  [39:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.]  [40:  Hennink, Hutter, Bailey, p.117.]  [41:  Hennink, Hutter, Bailey, p.117.]  [42:  T.J.Rapley, ‘The Art(fulness) Of Open-ended Interviewing: Some Considerations On Analysing Interviews’, Qualitative Research, Vol.1, 3, (2001), pp.303-323, p. 303. Hereafter, Rapley. DOI: 10.1177/146879410100100303.]  [43:  Walter and Waterhouse, p. 188.]  [44:  Rapley, p.320] 


A final comment about the method is that Brink does not address the issue of missing data[footnoteRef:45] on questionnaires,[footnoteRef:46] and in Walter and Waterhouse, there is no evidence about evaluating whether the interviews were successful or not. Rapley refers to this process as reflecting upon the ‘lived practice’ of the interview.’[footnoteRef:47] [45:  Field, p.108.]  [46:  Daniel A. Newman, ‘Missing Data: Five Practical Guidelines’. Organisational Research Methods 17.4, (Sage Journals, 2014), p.372. Hereafter, Newman. https://doi.org/10.1177/1094428114548590]  [47:  Rapley, p.317.] 


Positionality of the Researchers / Reflexivity and Ethical Considerations
Positionality refers to the characteristics of the researchers and the knowledge that these attributes can affect the data that researchers collect.[footnoteRef:48] Yip citing Rowe (2014) says that positionality describes researchers’ ‘worldview and standpoint.’[footnoteRef:49] The issue is one of being ‘insiders’ or ‘outsiders’ of the research[footnoteRef:50] or, in other words, a subjective versus an objective approach. Milligan suggests that the situation is more likely that researchers ‘have varying degrees of insiderness and outsiderness throughout the research process.’[footnoteRef:51] Dhillon and Thomas suggest that the binary concept of insider and outsider research is not enough to situate data in a meaningful context and that co-researching is a better option.[footnoteRef:52] Brink appears to be in the position of an outsider. However, the reader does not know. There is no detail in the paper about how he recruited the participants. Brink’s relationship to the research is not detailed which can raise ethical questions. Similarly, the ethics in Walter and Waterhouse can be questioned as the authors knew some of their interviewees, ‘personal contacts.’[footnoteRef:53] In comparison to Brink, this detail represents some reflexivity. Dhillon suggests that ‘personal, professional or social community networks’ are profoundly, ethically challenging for a research team.[footnoteRef:54] The snowballing collation of data[footnoteRef:55] in Walter and Waterhouse can be questioned in the light of this statement and may also have resulted in a homogenous sample? However, Hennink, Hutter & Bailey (2020) suggest snowballing is a valid method of data collection when looking for ‘very specific characteristics’[footnoteRef:56]  which might apply to beliefs in reincarnation. [48:  Hennink, Hutter, Bailey, p.126.]  [49:  Sun Yee Yip, ‘Positionality And Reflexivity: Negotiating Insider-Outsider Positions Within And Across Cultures’, International Journal Of Research And Method In Education 47.3 (2024) pp.222-232, p.223. DOI:10.1080/1743727X.2023.2266375, Hereafter, Yip.]  [50:  Lizzi Milligan, ‘Insider-Outsider -Inbetweener? Researcher Positioning, Participative Methods And Cross Cultural Educational Research’, Compare, A Journal Of Comparative And International Education, 46.2 (2014) pp.235-250, p.235.  DOI: 10.1080/03057925.2014.928510, Hereafter, Milligan.]  [51:  Milligan, p.235.]  [52:  J.K.Dhillon & N. Thomas, ‘Ethics Of Engagement And Insider-Outsider Perspectives: Issues And Dilemmas In Cross Cultural Interpretation.’ International Journal Of Research and Method In Education 42.4, (2018) pp.442-453, p. 442. Hereafter, Dhillon.]  [53:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [54:  Dhillon, p. 442.]  [55:  Dhillon, p.442.]  [56:  Hennink, p.104.] 


In terms of ethics, the Belmont Report[footnoteRef:57] published contemporaneously to Brink’s paper identifies three basic ethic principles for research: respect for persons, beneficence and justice.[footnoteRef:58] These categories manifest in research papers by including detail about participant recruitment, risk assessments, transparency around a researchers’ positionality and inclusivity. Brink does not give us any information as to how participants were recruited and whether, given the age group of the sample, parental consent was obtained. In the same way, we do not have any information about how Walter and Waterhouse’s ‘schoolchildren’[footnoteRef:59] were recruited. We do not know how consent worked or if anonymity and confidentiality were offered. Walter and Waterhouse say that they will ‘explore what reincarnation means to some of those who believe it’.[footnoteRef:60] Yet, they excluded ‘Hindus, Sikhs and Buddhists[footnoteRef:61]’ who believe in reincarnation, and they are also are dubious about interviewing ‘New Agers’ whom they say they cannot define[footnoteRef:62] but then do define by ‘Indian skirts, crystal and New Age music’.[footnoteRef:63] This does not seem inclusive practice and raises questions about the ethics of the research.   [57: U.S. Department Of Health And Human Services, The Belmont Report, Ethical Principles and Guidelines for the Protection of Human Subjects of Research (1979) https://www.hhs.gov/ohrp/regulations-and-policy/belmont-report/index.html  [accessed, 28.2.2025]. Hereafter, The Belmont Report.]  [58:  The Belmont Report, Ethical Principles and Guidelines for the Protection of Human Subjects of Research, Part B. ]  [59:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [60:  Walter and Waterhouse, p. 187.]  [61:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [62:  Walter and Waterhouse, p. 191.]  [63:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.191.] 


Literature Review and Relation of Data to the Field.
Both papers refer to other literature briefly. Both Brink and Walter and Waterhouse’s papers refer to previous papers they have written on the subject of beliefs with Brink citing his 1976 and1977 papers[footnoteRef:64] and Walter and Waterhouse citing 1996 and 1997 papers. Walter and Waterhouse situate their data alongside a survey in 1947[footnoteRef:65] and ‘more recent European Value Surveys of 1981 and 1990.’[footnoteRef:66] In comparison, Brink’s only reference to literature is the summative paragraph at beginning of his paper, which refers to ‘many social scientists’ and ‘several social psychological theories’ and gives a brief list of one paper per construct e.g. congruity ‘Osgood and Tannenbaum’, belief congruence ‘Rokeach and Rothman’.[footnoteRef:67]  [64:  Brink, p.84.]  [65:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.188.]  [66:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.188.]  [67:  Brink, p.82.] 


Structure, Evidence, Philosophies and Unfounded Claims
Brink’s paper is shorter than Walter and Waterhouse’s. Both papers list their locality.[footnoteRef:68] Both papers have a logical structure of abstract, method and results but there are differences. Whilst both articles start with an abstract that summarises the research findings,[footnoteRef:69] Brink then goes onto give his hypothesis[footnoteRef:70] whereas Walter and Waterhouse discuss why the belief of reincarnation is interesting.[footnoteRef:71] Their hypothesis is at the beginning of their conclusion. Brink moves swiftly onto a table of results[footnoteRef:72] having explained in one short paragraph how the data were collected[footnoteRef:73] including details of the sample size[footnoteRef:74] whereas, in Walter and Waterhouse, there is a much longer exposition of who was recruited, their ages and occupations.[footnoteRef:75] In concluding, Brink uses a metaphor ‘one who believes in both heaven and reincarnation is something like a man who wears both belt and suspenders’ to suggest a person is securing their afterlife by believing in heaven and reincarnation.[footnoteRef:76] Similarly, Walter and Waterhouse suggest you can go to church and believe in reincarnation.[footnoteRef:77]  [68:  Brink, p.83; Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [69:  Brink, p.82; Walter and Waterhouse, p.187.]  [70:  Brink, p.82.]  [71:  Walter and Waterhouse, p. 187.]  [72:  Brink, p.83.]  [73:  Brink, p.83.]  [74:  Brink, p.83.]  [75:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.188-189.]  [76:  Brink, p.85.]  [77:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.190.] 


Both papers have some unfounded claims. Walter and Waterhouse describe reincarnation as ‘the ultimate, detached private belief.’[footnoteRef:78] Walter and Waterhouse also suggest that alternative lifestyles may be more popular in the West country,[footnoteRef:79] and the ‘English believe (in God) without belonging (to church).[footnoteRef:80] Equally unfounded, Brink claims ‘some religion teachers in parochial schools have encouraged student doubt about religious dogma and have fostered interested in eastern religions and humanistic philosophy.’[footnoteRef:81] Walter and Waterhouse use emotive language to describe ‘deviant’[footnoteRef:82] Christians which may be a misplaced attempt at humour in the paper which can be matched by Brink’s metaphor about using both belt and suspenders to describe security in the afterlife.[footnoteRef:83]  [78:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.196.]  [79:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.191.]  [80:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189. ]  [81:  Brink, p.84.]  [82:  Walter and Waterhouse, p. 187; p.190.]  [83:  Brink, p.85.] 




Conclusion. 
Brink uses a quantitative method, questionnaires with children and displays the results in a table of data. In comparison, Walter and Waterhouse use a qualitative method interviewing adults and schoolchildren. Unlike Brink, data from the schoolchildren is not reported. Both papers lack detail about their reflexivity as researchers and ethical considerations. In Brink, information relating to the validity and reliability of the questionnaires and the ethics around the consent of the participants is not discussed. Similarly, in Walter and Waterhouse, there is no information relating to the recruitment of the schoolchildren. Interview questions and processes are not entirely clear and there is no indication of what may have been said once the tape recorder was switched off.[footnoteRef:84] Brink’s positionality and reflexivity is not clear. The only caveat to his position is ‘Many social scientists have presumed that individuals strive to attain and maintain a consistent set of attitudes’.[footnoteRef:85] Similarly, Walter and Waterhouse, whilst being transparent in recruiting from ‘personal contacts’[footnoteRef:86] and the ‘certain amount of snowballing’[footnoteRef:87] do not offer any detail about their position in relation to the research other than Waterhouse comes from a ‘religious studies’ perspective[footnoteRef:88] and Walter from ‘sociology’.[footnoteRef:89] Sometimes, there are unfounded claims in Walter and Waterhouse paper, such as ‘This is especially marked in the English countryside’[footnoteRef:90] referring to the idea of belonging to the church but not believing in God. Brink is also guilty of unfounded claims with his comments about teachers of religion.[footnoteRef:91]  [84:  Rapley, p.420.]  [85:  Brink, p.82.]  [86:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [87:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [88:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [89:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.189.]  [90:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.190.]  [91:  Brink, p.84.] 


There is a lack of a literature review in both papers in two ways. Firstly, the literature pertaining to beliefs and especially reincarnation and secondly, especially in Brink, the literature that explains their choice of method. Walter and Waterhouse do discuss their choice of method by referring to their use of questioning techniques in interviews. Brink offers no explanation for using questionnaires. Walter and Waterhouse also do more to situate their research in their field by referring to previous surveys such as ‘EVS’[footnoteRef:92] and a ‘smaller North American survey.’[footnoteRef:93] [92:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.188.]  [93:  Walter and Waterhouse, p.188.] 


In summary a lack of reflexivity in both papers which raises ethical questions about the way the research was conducted. 
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