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This paper will compare and contrast the methodologies adopted in two research papers, Inconsistency of Belief among Roman Catholic Girls: Concerning Religion, Astrology, Reincarnation
 and A Very Private Belief: Reincarnation in Contemporary England.
 Inconsistency concerns the apparent ‘logically incompatible’
 beliefs that Catholic school girls have with Catholicism, astrology and reincarnation. Private researches the relationship westerners, with no attachment to Eastern or New Age religion, have with reincarnation. This paper deals with the researchers’ choice of methodology, the literature reviews they have conducted and analyses their relationship with their target groups.
In Inconsistency Brink uses a combination of both qualitative and quantitative research. He uses qualitative methods to gain information but analyses the results quantitatively through the statistical chi-squared method.
 Arguably, his quantitative analysis is not appropriate because he is studying the ‘beliefs of adolescent girls’
 so the nature of the topic is rich and deep thus, qualitative would be the best mode for evaluation.
 The qualitative method for collecting data was questionnaires.
 Brink asks 227 Catholic school girls in their compulsory religion class 14 statements which the girls could either agree or disagree with.
 Given the remit of the project, this is not a valid choice of methodology because the questions are closed, and Brink is researching belief which requires detailed discussion that questionnaires don’t allow for. Furthermore, Brink asks the girls in their compulsory religion class, this could invalidate the data because the girls had to answer in front of peers and their teachers, it is unknown if the girls could have opted out, or whether they were uncomfortable answering truthfully for fear of reprimand.  For example, the statement ‘Jesus is the Savior’ this is loaded and there could have been pressure on the girls to answer ‘agree’. Plus, some of the statements seem unrelated such as ‘Unselfish people are happier.’
 Given the girls age they may not have understood how this relates to Catholicism, astrology or reincarnation- if at all. Brink is an outsider to school girls, but it is not obvious if Brink is an outsider to Catholicism. For example, the statement about being unselfish seems to be alluding to the idea that Catholics are unselfish. If so, Brink is insinuating that Catholicism owns the privileged rights to being an unselfish person thus, indicating he probably is a Catholic and an insider to the extent that he can’t see outside of his own identity. It is reasonable to infer that Brink is an outsider to astrology and reincarnation because he doesn’t ask any questions around the practice of these two beliefs.
 There is little to show of a literature review in Inconsistency this reduces its legitimacy because the hypothesis should be derived from existing literature or theory to guide the data collection.
 There is no literature at all about reincarnation and only one piece on astrology. Additionally, Brink’s assumption that astrology and reincarnation are mutually exclusive is wrong, the work of Alan Leo would have shown this had a literature review been done.
 In the conclusion Brink writes ‘one purpose of beliefs is to protect the ego.’
 The relevance of this is unclear because it is based on new literature, different from the initial research aims. Essentially, the fault in his hypothesis is because of a lack of literature review thus, the most serious disadvantage is that his conclusion is now speculative and unsubstantiated, so the research is not legitimate. 
Private also use qualitative research methods but in contrast to Brink, they opt for an interview method, rather than questionnaires.
 The authors interviewed 30 adults in their own homes and 21 schoolchildren aged 11-18 in group interviews.
 This is a sound methodological choice because interviews, if done correctly, motivate the interviewee to tell their full story once rapport is built.
 Interviews tend also to be a better method than questionnaires when the aim of the research is to capture people’s own beliefs and perceptions.
 Interviewing the adults in their own home was a clever idea because subjects would be relaxed and willing to share. It is also appropriate to have not interviewed children individually or in a private space due to their vulnerability. However, similar to Brink, the responses may have been influenced by peer pressure because of the group environment. The paper doesn’t indicate specifically all questions asked but there is a perceived idea that these interviews were conversations with in depth discussions. The authors note that typical ‘do you believe in’ questions with ‘Yes, No, Don’t know’ surveys wouldn’t be effective.
 This directly opposes Brinks approach. Walter and Waterhouse’s are outsiders to the school children but most likely insiders to some of the adults they were interviewing as there was a range of ages, genders, religious and class groups.
Unlike Brink, Walter and Waterhouse’s paper reads neutrally so any insider bias did not show in the research. The authors clearly state they have chosen their target audience because it is interesting to find out why people hold deviant beliefs, they ‘ought’ not to hold.
 This has positively shaped their project because there is nothing questionable about why they chosen their select group. Walter & Waterhouse provide a robust literature review throughout the full paper which clearly outlines the intentions of their research.
 Their literature review thus, makes their interview rationale legitimate because the questions were derives from the literature. For example, they asked about ‘alternative lifestyle.’
 This question is logical given that they were trying to unpack literature which suggests that the New Age movement could be the reason for the rise of the belief in reincarnation in the west.
 Their concluding remarks are logically sound, for example they discuss that reincarnation is not a ‘major religious revolution’
 which is a justifiable statement to make because their literature highlights a huge rise in belief in reincarnation based on population surveys.
 
This paper has compared and contrasted the methodologies adopted by two research papers regarding belief. This paper has indicated that scepticism and doubt are conclusions that can be drawn from Brink’s research because of his questionable methodological techniques. Contrarily, Walter & Waterhouse were explicit with their research aims and their conclusions were based on evidence, thus, trustworthiness and honesty are reasonable impressions to be drawn from their research. Overall, this paper has highlighted the importance of robust methodologies in qualitative research to produce credible research papers. 
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