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A Critical Comparison of Two Secondary Sources
Word Count: 1048
Introduction
This essay will critically compare two secondary source papers: T.L. Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation.’[footnoteRef:1] and Jenny Blain, ‘Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality.’[footnoteRef:2] The comparison and contrast will be based on their methodologies, Brink used questionnaires and Blain used a mixture of observations, excerpts, interviews and personal experience. The position of researcher reflexivity will be looked at along with the approaches, related to their literature review and ethical considerations. [1:  T. L. Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research. 20 (1978), pp. 82-85.]  [2:  Jenny Blain, ‘Speaking Shamanistically: Seidr, Academia and Rationality’, DISKUS. 6 (2000), http://basr.ac.uk/diskus_old/diskus1-6/blain.txt (checked 9 Feb, 2015). ] 

Researcher Reflexivity
When looking at these two papers, it is important to take into consideration the role of researcher reflexivity. Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey detailed reflexivity, as a continual process of self-reflection, where ‘researchers are explicitly aware of their own values, self-identity or ideologies’.[footnoteRef:3] It was difficult to find Brink’s personal ideology on religion; although, being a Cengage author, they identified Brink as a professor and scholar with extensive work on Religion and Psychology,[footnoteRef:4] pointing towards possible reflexivity when conducting his research on Roman Catholic girls. On the other hand, Blain also revealed elements of reflexivity, by her ‘studying the shamanistic practices known as seidr’ for many years. Therefore, Blain’s reflexivity is notable within her research paper, she also pointed out ‘critical awareness,’[footnoteRef:5] and the placement of ‘self’[footnoteRef:6] within her research. Supporting, Hennink, Hutter and Bailey’s notion of reflexivity, when the ‘researcher reflect on their subjectivity,’[footnoteRef:7] as it can influence research findings positively or negatively.  [3:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods (London: Sage Publications Ltd, 2020), p. 19.]  [4:  T.L. Brink, Cengage, http://www.cengage.co.uk/author/t-l-brink (checked 21 May, 2020).]  [5:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.]  [6:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.]  [7:  Hennink, Hutter and Bailey, Qualitative Research, p. 19.] 

Methodology 
Delving further, we can identify two different methodologies; Brink used a quantitative method of questionnaires, which were conducted on Roman Catholic School girls in their religion class.[footnoteRef:8] By contrast, Blain’s paper has used various qualitative techniques from extracts of past interviews, conference excerpts, observations and personal accounts.[footnoteRef:9] Elizabeth Vonk, Tony Tripodi and Irwin Epstein, considered research interviews as ‘the most powerful and versatile of techniques,’[footnoteRef:10] especially those that are unstructured as they are ‘best suited for studying highly sensitive or unexplored subjects in depth.’[footnoteRef:11] However, Blain does question the acceptability of her own approach, as it could be ‘easily dismissed as non-objective.’[footnoteRef:12] Although, by Blain becoming an insider and outsider, she can have a better understanding of the community as Nicholas Campion stated ‘participation’ is ‘genuinely experiencing.’[footnoteRef:13] Hence, supporting Blain’s notion of ‘going native’[footnoteRef:14] as an effective research method.  [8:  Brink, Inconsistency of Belief, p. 83.]  [9:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.]  [10:  Elizabeth Vonk, Tony Tripodi and Irwin Epstein, Research Techniques for Clinical Social Workers (Columbia: Columbia University Press, 2007), p. 15.]  [11:  Vonk, Tripodi and Epstein, Research Techniques, p. 16.]  [12:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.]  [13:  Nicholas Campion, Teaching Cultural Astronomy: on the development and evolution of the syllabus at Bath Spa University and the University of Wales, Lampeter, in J. Holbrook, R. Medupe and J. Urama (eds.), African Cultural Astronomy, Springer, 2008, p.116. Cited in Clive Ruggles, ‘Ancient Astronomy: An Encyclopaedia of Cosmologies and Myth’ (Santa Barbara: ABC-CLIO, Inc., 2005), p. 12.]  [14:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.] 

On the other hand, Brink used a quantitative method of a questionnaire, which Alan Bryman points out as having an artificial element; alternatively, an advantage is the potentiality of measurement and causality.[footnoteRef:15] Twelve out of the fourteen statements on Brink’s questionnaire, were based on the Roman Catholic religion and two statements at the end were on astrology and reincarnation, this could be regarded as a ‘leading’ statement, possibly resulting in ambiguity and imprecision as described by Bell and Waters.[footnoteRef:16] One of Brink’s statements ‘I would go to mass even if my parents did not make me go,’[footnoteRef:17] could be considered to be a leading question. Bell and Waters refer to leading questions as ‘the use of emotive language or the way a question is put can influence respondents.’[footnoteRef:18] Therefore, we can ascertain that, methodology is an important backbone to research, whether using questionnaires or qualitative methods. [15:  Alan Bryman, Social Research Methods, 4th Edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012), pp. 175-178.]  [16:  Judith Bell and Stephen Waters, Doing your Research Project: A Guide for First-time Researchers (London: McGraw-Hill Education, 2018), p. 193.]  [17:  Brink, Inconsistency of Belief, p. 83.]  [18:  Bell and Waters, Doing your Research Project, p. 196.] 

Literature Review and Structure
Both, Brink and Blain’s literature reviews were critical in nature, they covered many perspectives relating to their hypothesis and abstract. Although, Bell and Waters pointed out the difficulties of reviewing literature in research projects, as it ‘involves questioning assumptions, querying claims.’[footnoteRef:19] Albeit, Brink’s paper was four pages long, he identified many areas from confusion and uncertainty due to the girl’s developmental stage to marginality and belief, being possible factors the hypothesis not being confirmed.[footnoteRef:20] Likewise, Blain explained differing perspectives to shamanic rituals, attitudes relating to seers and ‘going native.’[footnoteRef:21] Although, the difference with Blain’s paper was the use of anecdotes and the structure had a narrative. Sections of the paper, Blain pointed out were ‘written as a book chapter’ giving an ‘impressionistic account, designed to draw the reader or listener in to speaker’s awareness.’[footnoteRef:22] Blain’s style and structure makes for a compelling read, along with its critical analysis. As Blain’s intention, was to spread scholarly awareness of Shamanic Seidr practitioners ‘without sacrificing a career.’[footnoteRef:23] Brink’s structure was direct and concise, in contrast to Blain’s who used ‘prose or poetry’[footnoteRef:24] to communicate to the reader and academic community. [19:  Bell and Waters, Doing your Research Project, p. 125.]  [20:  Brink, Inconsistency of Belief, pp.84-85.]  [21:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.]  [22:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.]  [23:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.]  [24:  Blain, Speaking Shamanistically.] 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Ethical Considerations
Academic research has stringent guidelines when it comes to ethics, Bell and Waters explained ‘ethics are the guiding principles that help an individual or group to decide what is right or wrong.’[footnoteRef:25] Neither, of the two papers by Brink and Blain mention ethical considerations, as Brink’s study was based on school aged girls, there is no declaration of consent or consideration given to gate keepers; although consent may have been obtained and omitted from the paper due to its concise structure. Similarly, Blain does not mention ethical considerations, from consent to confidentiality and anonymity, which are key considerations as discussed in Hennink, Hutter and Bailey.[footnoteRef:26] However, Brink’s paper was written in 1978, possibly the guidelines would have been different to Blain’s paper which was written in 1999/2000. Ethical guidelines do change with time and considering the importance, it would have been nice to see how both researchers deployed ethics in their different projects. [25:  Bell and Waters, Doing your Research Project, p. 64.]  [26:  Hennink, Hutter and Bailey, Qualitative Research, pp. 74-79.
] 

Conclusion
The aim of this essay was to critically compare two secondary source papers, that of Brink and Blain. Both papers had different methodologies, Brink used questionnaires, which Bryman argued had an artificial element to them, but also good for measurement and causality purposes. Blain on the other hand, used a variety of methods from observations, excerpts, interviews and personal experience, which Vonk, Tripodi and Epstein viewed as powerful and versatile. Researcher reflexivity was considered regarding there respective beliefs and interests, from religion and psychology with Brink and shamanism in regard to Blain, moreover Campion’s participation theory supports Blain’s ‘go native’ notion. Both researchers, were critical with their literature reviews and had very different structures to their papers, with Brink being concise and to the point and Blain using prose and poetry. Although, ethical considerations required attention, as neither mentioned this, as Hennink, Hutter and Bailey, highlighted the importance of ethics in research. It was interesting to critically compare two diverse sources, identifying similarities and differences in their respective research and academic fields.
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