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‘Comparing and Contrasting Methodologies of Two research papers’

[bookmark: _GoBack]Word Count: 1050 

This paper will compare and contrast the methodologies used in two research papers. The papers chosen are T.L Brink’s, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, 20 (1978), 82-85, and T. Walter and H. Waterhouse’s ‘A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England’, Sociology of England, 60 (1999), 187-197. 

In considering the position of the researchers in relation to the fields of research. It can be suggested, that as a social scientist, T.L Brink had solid grounds for the pursuit of a study into belief structures. However, what is not stated in his paper, nor is apparent from the perspective of the social sciences, is Brink’s capability to assess matters of Religion, Astrology, and Reincarnation. It can be argued from Brink’s paper, that he has knowledge of Religious doctrine and practices.[footnoteRef:1] Yet, without positioning himself within the context of his study, there is limited evidence to his experience in all aspects of the study. In contrast, Walter and Waterhouse take up a ‘closer’ position in relation to the fields of research than Brink. Walter, with a background in sociology and death studies has in-depth knowledge of the primary research focus: Reincarnation in Contemporary England. Waterhouse, an expert in the field of Religious Studies, specifically Buddhist practices, lends further credence to the position of the researchers, given the nature of the field of research. In similarity to Brink, this is not clearly stated in the research study, and must be inferred from the evidence presented throughout the literature review and discussion sections. [1:  T.L. Brink, ‘Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’, Review of Religious Research, 20 (1978), 82-85.
] 


In investigating the position of the researchers on the Insider/Outsider continuum, in relation to the target group, it can be argued that Brink takes up an Etic position, to Walter and Waterhouse’s Emic position.[footnoteRef:2] It can also be argued that Brink, and Walter and Waterhouse take up places both as Insiders and Outsiders, as such, the etic and emic positions do at times become interlaced. As Brink’s research target group were students from a Catholic Girl’s High School, it can be claimed that he is researching as an Outsider. However, his status as a Social Scientist provides access to specific knowledge that could be interwoven with aspects of emic research methods. In contrast, Walter and Waterhouse conducted interviews with a variety of participants. Although some were school-children, which would place them, like Brink, as Outsiders, the nature of the methodology; local, specific, relative, places them mainly as Insiders. It can be asserted that Brink’s position clearly shaped his research project, insofar that the inferences and claims made in the discussion section of his research clearly show a researcher positioned on the Outside of the study. In contrast, Walter and Waterhouse’s position as Insider’s allowed for more in-depth study, alongside a better placement within the larger academic framework. [2:  Monique, Hennink. Inge, Hutter. and Ajay, Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods (Los Angeles: London: SAGE, 2011). 
] 


It can be suggested that the choice of methodology in Brink’s study is less valid than that of Walter and Waterhouse. In the case of Brink, the aim of the study was to investigate whether beliefs, previously held as ‘inconsistent’, could in fact, coexist in a larger personal cosmology[footnoteRef:3]. In order to investigate this Brink chose to subject his research participants to a questionnaire. It is unclear from the findings of the questionnaire, alongside the discourse around the outcome, how effective the choice of a questionnaire was. Brink presents data, and discusses the outcomes of the data, yet, it can be inferred that a study such as this might ‘beg the question’ and require further clarification as to the ‘whys’, that Brink can only speculate from. In contrast to Brink, Walter and Waterhouse’s methodology consisted of one-to-one interviews, and group interviews, to gather data.[footnoteRef:4] It can be argued that their choice of methodology had more foresight, and hence, a higher level of validity.[footnoteRef:5] Unlike Brink, Walter and Waterhouse picked up on the outstanding ‘why’ of Brink’s study. As Hennink, Hutter, and Bailey (2011) suggest, it can be claimed that Brink was missing Verstehen, which “refers to understanding the life of the people whom you study from their own perspectives, in their own context”[footnoteRef:6]. [3:  T.L. Brink, Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’.
]  [4:  T. Walter and H. Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England’, Sociology of England, 60 (1999), 187-197. 
]  [5:  Alan, Bryman, Quantity and Quality in Social Research (London: Routledge, 1988).
]  [6:  Monique, Hennink. Inge, Hutter. and Ajay, Bailey, Qualitative Research Methods (Los Angeles: London: SAGE, 2011), p.17.
] 


In terms of effectiveness in the researcher’s ability to relate their fieldwork data, with relevant literature, and the subsequent positioning of their study within a larger academic framework, it can be argued that the two studies presented have polarising differences in this area. Brink’s literature review is deeply flawed and relies on the reader to conducted further study using the various references given without context.[footnoteRef:7] In Brink’s results and discussion section there is little reference to the prior literature, and new literature is also brought in to help Brink validate his inferences[footnoteRef:8]. In contrast, Walter and Waterhouse compile an extensive series of references and validate their study hypothesis via these references. Again, in contrast to Brink, Walter and Waterhouse use these references in their results and discussion section to explain and investigate their findings.[footnoteRef:9] It can be argued that Brink’s study seems to have ‘missed the mark’ with its methodology. It uses vast generalisations, an imprecise literature review, a vague data set and findings that use new data to validate it. In contrast, Walter and Waterhouse’s study is more likely to have a larger impact on the wider academic framework, due to its clear literature review, unambiguous data gathering method, and findings supported by previously discussed literature.  [7:  T.L. Brink, Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’.
]  [8:  T.L. Brink, Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation’.
]  [9:  T. Walter and H. Waterhouse, ‘A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England’.] 


In summary, this paper has discussed the position of the chosen researchers in relation their fields of research; investigated the validity of the researcher’s choice in methodology; explored the position of the researcher’s in the Insider/Outsider continuum; considered how this position has shaped their project; and the effectiveness of the researcher’s ability to relate their field work to the literature, including their position within the academic framework.
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