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Introduction

This essay critically compares and contrasts two research papers. The two papers chosen are Gillian Bennett’s, ‘”If I Knew You Were Coming, I’d Have Baked a Cake": The Folklore of Foreknowledge in a Neighbourhood Group’ from the book ‘Out of the Ordinary: Folklore and the Supernatural’ University Press of Colorado, 1995), pp. 122-142, and T. L. Brink’s, Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation.” Review of Religious Research 20, no. 1 (1978): 82–85.  Both of these authors delve into belief as it pertains to a specific social group, one being elderly woman and the other female high school students.  For Bennett it is an inquiry into how Women’s social setting and moral code shape the folklore they share, and for Brink, the inconsistency of belief within Catholic junior and senior female students.  This essay will subsequently delve into the subject matter, the author’s background, the structure of the essays, methodology, and conclusion. 

Subject Matter

In the first research paper, Bennett outlines the subject as follows, ‘The focus of this essay is this “common consent and agreement” about knowledge of the future as understood by a group of elderly women in a specific setting, and how Women’s social setting and moral code shape the folklore they share.’[footnoteRef:1] To carry out her research, Bennett utilized her father’s podiatrist clinic and his clients.  This approach allowed her to have access to a somewhat homogeneous social and cultural group, primarily of elderly woman.[footnoteRef:2]  Bennet divides her document into three parts: historical perspective on past traditions, Research Strategy, and study groups. [1:  Gillian Bennett, "If I Knew You Were Coming, I’d Have Baked a Cake": The Folklore of Foreknowledge in a Neighbourhood Group." in Out of the Ordinary: Folklore and the Supernatural, ed. by Barbra Walker (University Press of Colorado, 1995), pp. 122-142 (p. 122).]  [2:  Bennett, pp. 122-142 (p. 127).] 


In the second research paper, Brink outlines his purpose as follow, ‘Therefore, it is hypothesized that a study of beliefs adolescent girls will show an acceptance of only one of these belief sets (Roman Catholic, astrology, reincarnation) accompanied by a rejection of the others.’[footnoteRef:3] To carry out his research, Brink targeted teenage girls at a Catholic High School.  This approached allowed him to have access to a specific group he was studying.  Brink divides his paper into five parts: Introduction, Hypothesis, Procedures and results, and Discussion and Conclusions.  Brink sets out to prove a hypothesis through his study as opposed to Bennett who wanted to reveal how social and moral code shape folklore.  Both authors are studying belief as it pertains to a certain segment of society. [3:  T.L. Brink, “Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation.” Review of Religious Research 20, no. 1 (1978): 82–85 (p. 82)] 





Authors

In accordance with the University Press of Colorado, 

‘Gillian Bennett is an independent scholar specializing in ghost stories and contemporary legends. She worked in these fields for twenty years while a Research Associate of the National Centre for English Cultural Tradition at the University of Sheffield, UK, and a Research Fellow at the Centre for Human Communication at Manchester Metropolitan University, Manchester, UK. With Paul Smith she has edited or compiled six books on contemporary legend. She served as editor of the British journal Folklore.’[footnoteRef:4]   [4:  Gillian Bennett [online]. University Press of Colorado, 2023, [cited 9 February 2023]. Available from: https://upcolorado.com/our-books/our-authors/item/2403-gillian-bennett] 


Her background therefore confirms Bennett’s legitimacy/competency for writing about folklore, her area of expertise.

At the time of publication in 1995, Bennett would not have been a senior or client of her father so she would be considered an outsider as defined by Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Baily in their book Qualitative Research Methods.[footnoteRef:5]  She was not one of the local elderly ladies attending the same church and socializing in the same circles.  Bennett would therefore have to shape her research through the interpretive approach which acknowledges subjectivity.  That being, the need to acknowledge the participants reflect their own subjective views as well as her own influence during data collection and interpretation.[footnoteRef:6]  Reflexivity on her part would then be required through the planning, collection, and analysis process.  However, Bennett made little mention of it in her document outlining her own background and assumptions that may have influenced the process.  As Russell McCutcheon states, ‘studying others explicitly involved a high degree of reflexivity,’[footnoteRef:7] which Bennett was heavily engaged in and failed to comment on. [5:  Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter, and Ajay Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods (London: Sage Publications, 2020), p. 18.]  [6:  Hennink, and others, Qualitative Research Methods, p. 19.]  [7:  Russell, McCutcheon The Insider/outsider Problem in the Study of Religion: a Reader, 
ed. by Russell T. McCutcheon (London: Continuum, 2005), p. 10.] 


In accordance with the Crafton Hills College, ‘T.L. Brink is a social scientist and author/editor of twenty books, two dozen encyclopedia articles, and hundreds of journal articles, reviews and conference presentations.’[footnoteRef:8]  With his background in social studies, Brink should be considered competent in the arena of beliefs within a social/academic setting. He is therefore writing within his area of expertise. [8:  T.L Brink [online]. Crafton Hills College Academia, [cited 11 February 2023]. Available from:  https://craftonhills.academia.edu/TLBrink] 


Brink is a male social scientist and thus should be considered an outsider when dealing with the subject of his study, female high school students.  Both sex, education and age separate him from the study group.  These differences certainly meet with the definition of an outsider as defined by Monique Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Baily in their book Qualitative Research Methods.[footnoteRef:9]  Brink as in the case of Bennet, have to shape his research through the interpretive approach which acknowledges subjectivity.  Reflexivity on the part of Brink, would also be required throughout the planning, collection, and analysis process.  However, like Bennett, Brink made little mention of reflexivity in his article outlining his own background and assumptions that might influence the process.  Reflexivity according to C. Davies, affects the research process in all stages.[footnoteRef:10] [9:  Hennink, and others, Qualitative Research Methods, p. 18.]  [10:  C. Davies, Reflexive Ethnography: A Guide to Researching Ourselves and others (London: Routledge, 1999), p. 6.] 

Structure
	Bennett develops her paper in three parts: historical perspective, contextualizing research strategy and the study group themselves.  To do this, she subdivided her document into seven parts: Introduction, Historical Perspective, Research Context, Beliefs and Stories about Knowing the Future, Traditional Values and Roles, Negative Aspects of Psychic Power, and the Conclusion.  In the Introduction, Bennett outlines the focus of the article and format.  This introduction is followed by the historical perspective which provide a literature review focusing on omens, foreknowledge, and divination in the 1600s to 1800s.  She included the works of John Aubrey, Francis Grose, William Henderson, and Catherine Crowe.[footnoteRef:11]  As well, Bennet provides some quantitative research results from 1925 to 1985 on general population beliefs in astrology, fortune-telling, or mediums.[footnoteRef:12] [11:  Bennett, pp. 122-142 (pp. 123-124).]  [12:  Bennett, pp. 122-142 (pp. 124-125).] 


In the section Research Context, Bennett outlined her qualitative and quantitative 
research methods at father’s clinic and her subject group.  The following section, Beliefs and Stories about knowing the Future, Bennet provided quantitative research on her subject group (Table 1) and the results of her qualitative research.[footnoteRef:13]  In part five - Traditional Values and Roles, Bennett provided more results of qualitative research. This was again followed in part six - Negative Aspects of Psychic Power where she also provided results of qualitative research. Bennett’s conclusion however focused on differences between older and younger women, and men vice her study group results. [13:  Bennett, pp. 122-142 (127-133).] 


Brink’s paper on the other hand was shorter and to the point being only five pages long as opposed to Bennett’s twenty-two.  Brink divided his paper into four parts: Introduction, Hypothesis, Procedures and results, Discussions and Conclusions.  In the introduction, Brink outlined the reason for the study, the inconsistency with cognitive theories that junior and senior students were exhibiting with regards to their belief in Astrology and their religious attitudes.[footnoteRef:14]  As well, he conducted a very brief literary review referring to other theories on the same topic such as: Heider, 1946, Osgood and Tannenbaum, 1955, Festinger, 1957, McGuire, 1960 etc.[footnoteRef:15] In the literary review, none of the referred theories were delved into, only mentioned by name as opposed to Bennett who quoted from other sources during her literary review.  [14:  Brink, pp. 82-85 (p. 82).]  [15:  Brink, pp. 82-85 (p. 82).] 


The Hypothesis section outlines Brink’s supposition, what he is attempting to prove by conducting the study.  In the Procedures and Results, Brink provides quantitative data in Table 1 on study group beliefs.[footnoteRef:16]  In his Discussion and Conclusions section, Bennett states, ‘The hypothesis was not confirmed. Acceptance of one belief system was no assurance that incompatible beliefs would be rejected.’[footnoteRef:17]  In his last and closing section, Brink delves into more of a literary review providing possible reasons for the acceptance of incompatible beliefs.  In this section, Bennet refers to works of Bellah, 1970, Wuthnow, 1976, and even Frued, 1915.[footnoteRef:18]  Both authors provided a literary review, Brink divided his in two parts with the bulk of the review used to explain while his hypothesis failed, and Bennet used her literary review to provide background and context to her study. [16:  Brink, pp. 82-85 (p. 83).]  [17:  Brink, pp. 82-85 (p.84).]  [18:  Brink, pp. 82-85 (pp. 84-85).] 

Methodology

	Bennett used a combination of qualitative and quantitive research to complete her study.  The bulk of her research being qualitative where she interviewed one hundred and twenty people over the course of her research.[footnoteRef:19]  She then narrowed her focus down to eighty-seven elderly women between the ages of sixty and ninety plus.  This is an example of the Hutter-Hennink qualitative research cycle (Figure 1.1) in action where Bennett modifies her focus during data collection.[footnoteRef:20] Her quantitative data provided in Table 1 presented the marital status and domestic circumstances of the studied group.  This provided a framework or snapshot of the studied group in support of her qualitative research. [19:  Bennett, pp. 122-142 (p. 127).]  [20:  Hennink, and others, Qualitative Research Methods, p. 15.] 


	In addition, Bennett in her Historical Perspective utilized quantitative surveys conducted between 1925 – 1985 which revealed 7 to 30% of the population believed in astrology and fortune telling.[footnoteRef:21]  The use of these results further bolstered and added depth and background to her research paper. Her use of both qualitative and quantitative research ensures a more complete account of the social reality in accordance with Alan Bryman, “Quantity and Quality in Social Research”.[footnoteRef:22]  Bennett’s research therefore provided a clearer or more in-depth picture of belief within her target group. [21:  Bennett, pp. 122-142 (p. 124).]  [22:  Alan Bryman, Quantity and Quality in Social Research (New York: Routledge, 2006), p. 126.] 


As the majority of Bennett’s research was qualitative, it is not surprising that she included many quotes from her interviews to prove a point. For example, in describing a forewarning she quotes an interviewee, ‘If there’s anything going to happen, then my tummy gives a sort of a roll and I say, Hello! What’s going … something is going to happen today!’[footnoteRef:23]  By providing several examples of direct quotes, Bennett is reinforcing her findings.  We can see this being played out throughout Bennett’s document.  For example, a quote from another interviewee describing her experience having a psychic gift, Alma recounts her experience, ‘Now I’ll tell you one thing! When I was younger, I used to look into teacups.’[footnoteRef:24]  Bennett in her interviews allows for the emic perspective of the interviewee to come out.  That is their own view, perceptions, and beliefs to come forward as outlined in Hennink and others, book Qualitative Research Methods.[footnoteRef:25] [23:  Bennett, pp. 122-142 (p. 130).]  [24:  Bennett, pp. 122-142 (p. 13).]  [25:  Hennink, and others, Qualitative Research Methods, p. 18.] 


	Ethically speaking, Bennett’s research bordered on questionable.  She utilized women at her father’s medical practice in the presence of her father.  The women being questioned may not have answered truthfully based upon a male authority figure, her father being present at the time of the interviews.  Not to mention, the women may have felt compelled to participate to ensure good treatment from her father.  In this instance, Bennett failed to ensure confidentiality, anonymity and ensured informed consent. 

	 Brink on the other hand used only quantitative research in his study.  He focused in on 227 junior and senior students at a Catholic High School.[footnoteRef:26]  All data was collected on a specific date in a religious class.  The data collected was based on fourteen statements in Table 1.[footnoteRef:27]  Brink displays his data in table form under procedures and results.  The data is expressed in percentage based on agreement to the fourteen statements.  The table is confusing and hard to understand.  There is no depth to his research as it is based solely on percentages.  In utilizing quantitative research in his document, Brink does not take account of personal human thoughts and feelings even though his paper is on adolescent female beliefs.  As Judith Bell and Stephen Waters state in their book ‘Doing your Research Project’, quantitative research does not take account human thoughts and feelings.[footnoteRef:28] [26:  Brink, pp. 82-85 (p.83).]  [27:  Brink, pp. 82-85 (p.83).]  [28:  Judith Bell, and Stephen Waters, Doing Your Research Project: A Guide for first-time Researchers (London: Open University Press, 2018), p. 25.] 


	On the ethical side, Brink undertook his research upfront in a religious institution.  However, his own religious beliefs and relation to the young students was omitted.  In addition, the location and timing of the research may have presented concerns for those involved with the study.  For example, if he presented the survey, he would have been seen as a male authority figure and the results may have been skewed.  In addition, the location (religious class) and the presence of Nuns at the time of the survey, may have pressured the students to answer along dogmatic lines than they would have in a more neutral environment.  

	Brink’s research was very superficial and only scratched the surface with regards to the acceptance of one belief system as an assurance to the rejection of incompatible beliefs.  As he himself states, ‘This survey raises more questions than it answers’.[footnoteRef:29]  He provides ample reasons in the final section ‘Discussion and Conclusions’ as to why the results were not as anticipated. [29:  Brink, pp. 82-85 (p.84).
] 


Conclusion

	Bennett had the appropriate background and training to write the article.  She included a historical perspective in her literature review which was very enlightening and provided a foundation of understanding.  Her article was laid out in a logical fashion, and she made good use of quantitative and qualitative research.  The use of excerpts from qualitative research aided in confirming her assertions.  However, by today’s standards her use of her father’s practice as a source group would not have made today’s ethical standards.  Bennett did provide a superficial form of reflexivity by orientating the reader to her particular circumstance in the collection of data.  With the lack of in-depth reflexivity, the reader is left to determine if Bennett was an insider or outsider.  In my case, I would say she was an outsider base upon my interpretation.  In addition, I found her conclusion very confusing as it brought in information not included in the bulk of the article i.e., men and younger women, comparing older women to younger women vice reaffirming the results of her research.  It should be noted, Bennett did add to the academic knowledge base with regards to beliefs as opposed to Brink whose paper raised more questions than it answered. 

	Brink as a social scientist also has the appropriate background and training to carryout research and write on belief.  His paper was laid out in a very efficient, short and to the point manner.  However, the initial literature review was very brief and only refers to other researchers but not their results or findings.   His use of only quantitive data raised more questions than it answered.  Brink did not consider personal human thoughts and feelings even though his paper is on adolescent female beliefs.  It is no wonder that his paper raised more questions than it answered.  His failure to use qualitative research in his study left a big hole in his findings.  As a result, over a third of his paper was dedicated to why possibly his hypothesis failed, and not focused on the actual results of the research.  It was in his ‘Discussions and Conclusions’ that a more in-depth literature review was conducted to explain why things turned out the way they did.  Brink also made no reference to reflexivity to orient the reader to his perspective.  This might explain the reason for his non utilization of qualitative research, an area he would certainly have failed in if he attempted to do it himself.  However, in his paper Brink was 
easily identified as an outsider by the reader.  Brink added very little to the academic knowledge base with he himself admitting this.
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