Bethan Watts 									     Skills Module
											Activity 1


Chosen text: The Annals of Dunstable Priory: From Living Memory to Written Record in a Thirteenth-Century Textual Community by H. Webster


Primary Sources
· Annales prioratus de Dunstaplia (edited printed primary source)
· The Annals of Dunstable Priory (printed primary source translation)
· Gesta abbatun monasterii Sancti Albani (printed primary source translation)
· Radulfi de Diceto decani Lundoniensis opera historica (edited printed primary source)
· Chronica monasterii de Melsa, a fundatione usque ad annum 1396 (edited printed primary source)

· The Lord Edward’s Oath to Aid and Counsel Simon de Montfort, 15 October 1259 (printed primary document in a secondary source)

Archives
· The British Library (Cotton MS Tiberius A. X., and Royal MS 13 E. VI). 

Online Sources
· None discernible.



How do you think the authors came up with the ideas for the research which led to these publications?
· In the footnotes of page 148, the author mentions two sources of a similar calibre - Jamroziak’s Rievaulx Abbey and its Social Context, and Burton’s Religious Orders in the East Riding of Yorkshire and Monastic Order in Yorkshire, possibly suggesting that they were partly an inspiration for this article. 
· The author has already covered this topic before in The Annals of Dunstable Priory, and thus presumably already had an interest in the topic and wanted to further the knowledge of the Annals.
· The Annals are also described as “difficult” to examine, and thus this article sets out to explain its authorship and its significance to the wider historiography, not only of Dunstable Priory, but also to monastic and ecclesiastical history of the time.  
How do you think the authors actually did the research that led to these publications?
· As mentioned, the author already has a printed work on the translation of the Annals, and thus therefore must have worked first-hand with the materials in the British Library. This translation was also edited by another historian, indicating that the author worked in conjunction with other historians and/or historical texts. 
· As well as this, the bibliography for this article is sizeable and includes texts from other aspects of monastic history, suggesting that the author read extensively on the subject to gain as great understanding of the topic as possible.
Why do you think the authors chose these particular types of primary sources?
· Firstly, a handful of the primary sources used in this article are translations of the archival material, and thus are of great value. Secondly, they are specific either to the archival material, or to relevant supporting evidence. Thirdly, the majority of the primary sources date from the 1800s, which suggests to me that they are respected translations and have not needed to have been edited since (?). Finally, the printed primary sources may be slightly more credible than digitised materials, or sources reproduced in secondary materials which may have been skewed by the interpretations of historians and authors.
Where and how do you think the authors accessed the particular primary sources that are used?
· The majority of the primary sources appear to be printed, which leads me to believe that they were accessed either through a library or an archive. None of the primary sources appear to have been accessed online. I would assume that the majority of primary sources were accessed via The British Library, where the archival materials were also accessed. 
How do the authors' use of primary sources inform their arguments? In what ways do the primary sources add to the historiographical debates which the article/chapters contribute to?
· The archival material and primary sources are the governing type of source in this article, and they dominate the footnotes. The primary sources are arguably used much more in this article than the secondary sources, and thus add to the wider historiographical debate by presenting new perspectives to arguments, and adding to interpretations of the archival materials. 
