[image: image1.png]PRIFYSGOL CYMRU ——
Y Drindod Dewi Sant

UNIVERSITY OF WALES

Trinity Saint David





Postgraduate/Distance Learning 

Assignment coversheet & feedback form
THIS SHEET MUST BE THE FIRST PAGE OF THE ASSIGNMENT YOU ARE SUBMITTING  (DO NOT SEND AS A SEPARATE FILE)

	For completion by the student:

	Student Name: Iza Steiner
Student University Email: 1811470@student.uwtsd.ac.uk

	Module code: HPCA7002
Module title: Researching Current Cosmologies

	Student ID number:
1811470
	Educational support needs:

/No

	Assignment title: Essay 1
Assignment due date: June 1, 2020

	This assignment is for the       1st  FORMCHECKBOX 
    2nd   FORMCHECKBOX 
     3rd   FORMCHECKBOX 
      4th x     5th  FORMCHECKBOX 
      6th  FORMCHECKBOX 
   module of the degree

	I confirm that this is my original work and that I have adhered to the University policy on plagiarism.

Signed ……………………………………………………………
Email submission:if you are submitting this form via email, please tick this box x
(as a substitute for your signature) to confirm that you agree to the above declaration.

	Assignment Mark
1st Marker’s Provisional mark

2nd Marker’s/Moderator’s provisional mark

External Examiner’s mark (if relevant)
Final Mark

NB.  All marks are provisional until confirmed by the Final Examination Board.
For completion by Marker 1 :

Comments:


	Marker’s signature:
	Date:

	For completion by Marker 2/Moderator:

Comments:



	Marker’s Signature:
	Date:

	External Examiner’s comments (if relevant)



	External Examiner’s Signature:
	Date:


Contrast and Comparison of T.L. Brink’s ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls’ and G. Bennett’s ‘If I Knew You were Coming, I’d Have Baked a Cake’.

This essay compares and contrasts the methods used by T. L. Brink in ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, and  those of G. Bennett, ‘If I Knew You were Coming I'd Have Baked a Cake’
 The three issues considered are the methodology, the perspective of the researcher as insider or outsider relative to the participants, and the literature review.

The Methodology

While Brink conducted quantitative research on the beliefs of his subjects by using a survey, Bennett focused on the qualitative data that she could glean from interviews According to Judith Bell, quantitative approaches provide breadth while qualitative provide depth.
  Neither researcher states that subjects were introduced to the topic, gave consent, or were given an opportunity not to respond. Both Bennett and Brink collected data on the religious beliefs of their subjects in settings that were likely to impose collective religious norms on the subjects. Brink distributed his questionnaires to junior and senior students in religion class at a Catholic parochial school for young women under the auspices of their religion teachers. As James Clark notes, ‘Older children and adolescents are required to give assent to participate, even if parents grant the required permission.’
 The students were required to answer questions regarding their Catholic beliefs and practices, one question about astrology and another about reincarnation. Brink states that reincarnation and astrology are incompatible, yet Marcia Moore’s research in nineteen-sixty indicated over seventy percent of astrologers also believed in reincarnation.
 It is unclear whether Brink’s respondents were better informed on the topic or other motivations drove their responses.

Bennett in contrast took personal interviews from patients in her father’s podiatry office. Approached during their medical treatment, Bennett’s outlined her research to her subjects and obtained consent. In Bennett’s research the religious beliefs of the subjects were discussed in the presence of an authority figure: the doctor/researcher’s father, who shared a faith community with many subjects. Like Brink, Bennett appears to have capitalized on social coercion to encourage participation in her research. The biased setting potentially coloured subjects’ responses to the open-ended questions of the interviews. In her conclusion, Bennett summarized results of a survey that also included men and young women, but that data was not used in the body of the paper.

In short, while Brink’s method could be described as qualitative and Bennett’s method as qualitative, both researchers crossed ethical boundaries that compromised the value of the data.

Insider/Outsider Perspectives

There is a contrast between the perspective that Brink had on his subjects versus those of Bennett, who was an insider. Brink was not a student at the parochial Catholic girls’ school and while Bennett was not an elderly patient of her father’s, she had grown up as a community member. As an insider, Bennett gained the trust of her subjects, but she failed to disambiguate the influence her presence had on the data collected. She overstepped her ethical bounds by looking at medical records in her father’s office. Bennett expounded upon the behaviours of the subjects based on her previous experiences within the community, rather than on the research data. Because limited self-reflexivity did not adequately contextualize the data, the degree of bias in sampling and access to personal beliefs limits the generalizability of the data.


In contrast, Brink’s outsider status is revealed in his statement, ‘The author was somewhat surprised at the low response of the subjects to the statement about Roman Catholic religion being the one for them, inasmuch as the vast majority of the girls had been in parochial schools for many years.
 As an outsider, Brink failed to recognize that mandatory participation in research into their private beliefs could have resulted in rebellious and potentially false answers on the questionnaires. The bulk of the questionnaire queried the subjects on their adherence to Catholic beliefs and practices, which may have left subjects feeling morally tested rather than contributing to scientific knowledge. Brink did not pursue further inquiries or interviews with his subjects to gain further clarification of puzzling results.

In summary, the insider access gained by Bennett as a member of the community facilitated a breach of trust and may have skewed the data she received. Brink’s outsider status relative to the subjects could have contributed to distrust and deliberate misinformation provided by his misunderstood subjects.

Literature Review
The ability of both authors to place their research within the field of current research lacked adequate breadth and specificity. While Brink presented his research in the context of six previous studies, he failed to elaborate on the findings or methodology. When his hypothesis of consistency failed, Brink cited psychologists to explain potential external causes, but failed to question his own methods and assumptions or contrast them with previous researchers and their findings.

Bennett gave a historical perspective from non-academic literature regarding omens and divinatory practices, followed by a group of surveys on astrology and divinatory beliefs, the most recent of which was dated nineteen-fifty-six. Bennett mentions that she can not determine the reasons for discrepancies in findings without access to the methodology, indicating that she is not citing directly from the original research. Numerous surveys showed much higher percentages in the nineteen seventies and eighties, according to Nicolas Campion.
 

In conclusion, while both Bennett and Brink provided a literature review as context for their research, the citations were not discussed and the information provided was insufficient for comparing their studies to others in the field, a primary reason for conducting literature review, according to Bell. 

Conclusions


In summary, there is a contrast between the quantitative approach of gathering data with surveys used by Brink against the qualitative approach of Bennett, which focused on interviews. The survey results collected by Bennett were not used in the body of her paper. As an insider, Bennett gained rich details, but lacked objectivity, while Brink’s outsider status was unable to assure honest or relevant information about his subjects. Ethical transgressions during data gathering compromised the value of the conclusions of both researchers. Both researchers provided superficial literature reviews which lacked the depth for comparison to existing research. 

Bibliography

Primary Sources

T. L. Brink, ‚Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No. 1 (Autumn, 1978), pp. 82-85 [hereafter Brink, ‘Inconsistency’]

G. Bennett, ‘If I Knew You were Coming I'd Have Baked a Cake’: The Folklore of 

Foreknowledge in a Neighborhood Group. In Out of the Ordinary: Folklore and the 

Supernatural, edited by Barbara Walker, (Logan, Utah: Utah University Press, 1995), pp.122-142.

Secondary Sources

Bell, Judith, Doing Your Research Project, (Philadephia: Open University Press, 1999)

Campion, Nicolas, Astrology and Popular Religion in the Modern West: Prophecy, Cosmology and the New Age Movement (Surrey: Ashgate, 2012)
Clark, James J., ‘Guest Editorial: Why Social Work Practitioners Need Research Ethics Knowledge.’ Social Work, vol. 54, no. 1, 2009, pp. 5–7.  

Moore, Marcia, Astrology Today: A Socio-Psychological Survey, Astrological Research Associates Research Bulletin no. 2 (New York: Lucis, 1960) cited in Nicolas Campion, Astrology and Popular Religion in the Modern West: Prophecy, Cosmology and the New Age Movement (Surrey: Ashgate, 2012) p. 175
� T. L. Brink, ‚Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, Vol. 20, No. 1 (Autumn, 1978), pp. 82-85 [hereafter Brink, ‘Inconsistency’]


G. Bennett, ‘If I Knew You were Coming I'd Have Baked a Cake’: The Folklore of 


Foreknowledge in a Neighborhood Group. In Out of the Ordinary: Folklore and the 


Supernatural, edited by Barbara Walker, (Logan, Utah: Utah University Press, 1995), pp.122-142.





� Judith Bell, Doing Your Research Project, (Philadephia: Open University Press, 1999), pp. 100-105 [hereafter Bell, Doing]


� James J. Clark, ‘Guest Editorial: Why Social Work Practitioners Need Research Ethics Knowledge.’ Social Work, vol. 54, no. 1, 2009, pp. 5–7.  p. 6


� Marcia Moore, Astrology Today: A Socio-Psychological Survey, Astrological Research Associates Research Bulletin no. 2 (New York: Lucis, 1960) p. 123 cited in Nicolas Campion, Astrology and Popular Religion in the Modern West: Prophecy, Cosmology and the New Age Movement (Surrey: Ashgate, 2012) p. 175


� Brink, ‘Inconsistency’, p. 84


� Nicolas Campion, Astrology and Popular Religion in the Modern West: Prophecy, Cosmology and the New Age Movement (Surrey: Ashgate, 2012), p. 151


� Bell, Doing, p. 92






