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A CRITICAL COMPARISON OF TWO SECONDARY SOURCES

Word count: 1039

[bookmark: _Hlk23768145]Introduction
The purpose of this essay is to compare and contrast two research papers.   The first paper ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’ was published by T L Brinks in 1978.[footnoteRef:1].    The second paper ‘If I knew You were Coming I’d Have Baked a Cake’ was published by Gillian Bennett in 1995.[footnoteRef:2]   In comparing the two papers, the essay will follow three core themes (i) structure (ii) methodology and (iii) ethics [1:  T L Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, Vol 20, No 1 (1978), [hereafter Brink], pp 82-85.  ]  [2:  Gillian Bennett, “If I Knew You Were Coming I’d have Baked You a Cake.  The Folklore of Foreknowledge in a Neighbourhood Group”.  In Out of the Ordinary: Folklore and the Supernatural, edited by Barbara Walker. Logan, Utah.  Utah University Press (1995), [hereafter Bennett], pp 122-42.] 

The essay will also be supported by other secondary sources.      

Structure
The central aim of Brink’s paper was to test his hypothesis that belief in the Catholic doctrine is inconsistent with beliefs in astrology and reincarnation.[footnoteRef:3]   Brink begins with an abstract, revealing an inconsistency in cognitive theories.[footnoteRef:4]  This highlights a controversy in the field of study and Brink cites other authors as an underlying structure.[footnoteRef:5]  The objective of Bennett’s study was to explore amongst elderly women experiences of ‘foreknowledge of the future’ and Bennett establishes the context well.   Bennett also provides a full literature review, including a historical perspective, showing evidence of profound reading whilst acknowledging her sources.[footnoteRef:6] Conversely, Brink fails to define astrology, reincarnation or Catholicism and, furthermore, the bibliography around these subjects is deficient.  Bell states that evidence of reading will always be required in any research and should include a critical review.[footnoteRef:7]   Brink fails to critique the assumptions in his hypothesis but rather accepts all three beliefs as mutually exclusive.  This is suggestive of Bell’s analogy of the ‘furniture sale catalogue’ where a researcher sets out the facts without providing evidence, highlighting the limitations in Brink’s structure.[footnoteRef:8]    [3:  Brink, p. 82.]  [4:  Brink, p. 82. ]  [5:  Brink, p. 82.]  [6:  Bennett, p. 123.]  [7:  Judith Bell, Doing Your Research Project: A Guide for First-time Researchers in Education, Health and Social Science.  The McGraw Hill Companies, Fifth Edition 2010 [1987], [hereafter Bell], p. 104.]  [8:  Bell, p. 104.] 



[bookmark: _Hlk41889263]Methodology
[bookmark: _Hlk41928775]In testing his hypothesis, a quantitative approach was employed by Brink, reflecting his deductive method.  Brink collected data by administering a questionnaire to 227 adolescent girls during a religion class.   Conversely, Bennett’s inductive and qualitative approach aimed to obtain rich detail by delving deeper into the issues.  Hennink and others cite Geertz in stating that qualitative data involves making a ‘thick description’.[footnoteRef:9]  Brink might have added greater depth to his research had he added a text box.  Brink’s bias towards Catholicism may have influenced his questions, whereas Bell advises returning to the hypothesis when designing questionnaires.[footnoteRef:10]   Brink’s research failed to confirm his hypothesis and he notes cultural influences as a factor.[footnoteRef:11]  Bryman states that quantitative research often conceptualized as having a logical structure is invariably messy as it tends to involve hunches.[footnoteRef:12]  Brink was clearly an outsider with regards astrology as observed in the assumptions made.  Morris and others would describe Brink’s outsider/etic perspective as ‘behaviour described from a vantage external to the culture’.[footnoteRef:13]   Conversely, Bennett’s relationship to the gatekeeper allowed her to take an insider/emic perspective.   [9:  Moniq	ue Hennink, Inge Hutter and Ajay Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods. Sage, 2011, [Hereafter Hennink et al], p. 238.]  [10:  Bell, p. 140.  ]  [11:  Brink, p. 84.]  [12:  Alan Bryman, Quantity and Quality in Social Research.  Routledge, 1988, p.18.]  [13:  Michael W Morris, Kwok Leung, Daniel Ames and Brian Lickel, Views from Inside and Outside: Integrating Emic and Etic Insights about Culture and Justice, The Academy of Management Review, Vol 24, No 4, 1999, p.783.   ] 


Ethics
[bookmark: _Hlk41922125]A major issue with Bennett’s work is the ethical issues surrounding the methodology rendering the validity of her results open to criticism.   Using her father as gatekeeper, Bennett recruited participants from his clinic, interviewing them whilst they were undergoing treatment.  The primary informants were over 60 and Bennett attained additional demographic information from her father.   Bell states that, even as an insider, researchers are still required to comply with ethical principles.[footnoteRef:14]   Hennink et al advise that researchers need to ensure the approach to research does not exploit the study population.[footnoteRef:15]  Informed consent was not obtained beforehand in either study, suggesting there may have been coercion.  Certainly, Brink’s questionnaire appeared mandatory, with the teacher present.  With regards positionality, Hennink et al state how the researcher presents themselves in terms of role can influence the study population.[footnoteRef:16]  In Bennett’s study, the situation was likely disempowering for the participants being interviewed in front of a male and may have affected their candidness.   As Bennett fails to provide any conscious self-reflection, it might be presumed she was unaware to any power dynamics involved.  Similarly, Brink omits any self-reflection which might have given him some awareness of the wider social context of his study.    [14:  Bell, p. 53.]  [15:  Hennink et al, p. 65.]  [16:  Hennink et al, p.122.] 


Conclusion
This essay has compared and critically contrasted Brink’s and Bennett’s research papers.  Regards Bennett, the findings in her study show ethical concerns surrounding her methodology, undermining both validity and quality of her data.  Moreover, the lack of self-reflection in her paper suggests obliviousness to the ethics involved, thereby questioning Bennett’s integrity.  This was a major weakness to Bennett’s paper as it was difficult to separate her methodology from the ethics uncovered.   The strength of Bennett’s paper was in its clear structure and the literature review which gave context and history. Regards Brink’s paper, there were many limitations.  Firstly, Brink’s paper showed a lack of literature review on astrology and reincarnation which was a major failing.  The absence of literature probably contributed to the false assumptions around his hypothesis.  Secondly, Brink’s methodology was too structured, preventing him exploring his hypothesis in-depth.   Had his methodology been more flexible by using text boxes or a mixed methods approach, Brink may have obtained richer data, towards a thicker description.  Thirdly, as in the Bennett paper, there was an absence of any self-reflection.  Overall, there were many factors contributing to the failure of Brink’s hypothesis which he himself blamed on the cultural influences on adolescent girls.
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