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1. Where did the ideas come from?

· Webster: Webster prompted a fresh look at authorship; she models her approach on Jamroziak’s study of Rievaulx and its social world (Webster, 2020, p. 2, n. 5) and Clanchy’s From Memory to Written Record (Webster, 2020, p. 21, n. 109).

· Burton: Her research comes from bigger projects: the AHRC “Sacred Landscapes” project and Monastic Wales (Burton, 2018, p. 5, n. 5). She was also developing a broader study on Welsh abbots and priors, mentioning Heale’s (2016) book on English abbots (Burton, 2018, p. 4, n. 3). She most likely spotted the dating problem in Rees’s and Smith’s reference work. Adding to this, it was Burton’s discovery that there were two abbots called John ap Rhys, which was linked to the third dispute (Burton, 2018, p. 26). 

2. How did they do the research?

· Webster: Codicology and Palaeography. Webster looked at ink colours, different nib ducts, and changes in hand in the manuscript; she also paid close attention to the erasures and marginal additions across folios (Webster, 2020, pp. 4–8). Webster then checked these against Luard’s Latin edition and Preest’s translation (Webster, 2020, p. 1, n. 4); the detailed folio list suggests a close assessment of the whole manuscript. 

· Burton: Prosopography and Chronology. Burton followed named individuals through many different types of records, and worked out dates using regnal years, Easter dates, and the language of the petitions (Burton, 2018, pp. 3, 21–25). She also paid close attention to the lists of abbots, comparing them against each other (Burton, 2018, pp. 5–6, n. 7; pp. 21–24), and used Welsh poetry to understand the social background of the abbots (Burton, 2018, pp. 17–18, 26–27).

3. What primary sources?

· Webster: BL Cotton MS Tiberius A.X (the annals), BL Royal 13 E VI (the copy of Ralph de Diceto), Luard’s Annales Monastici III (1866), and Preest’s translation (2018). 

· Burton: Ancient Petitions (TNA SC 8), patent and close rolls, significations of excommunication (C 85), the Black Prince's Register (E 36/144), Cistercian General Chapter statutes (Canivez), bishops' registers (Trillek of Hereford, Sudbury of London, Islip, Archbishop of Canterbury), papal letters, pipe rolls, inquisitions post mortem, Brut y Tywysogion, Walsingham's chronicle, and Welsh poetry (Iolo Goch, Llywelyn Goch, Guto'r Glyn).

4. Why those sources?

· Webster: The manuscript is the only surviving document, and the argument is based on how the text was made, which only the physical object itself can show. Luard’s edition hides that evidence; he silently added some marginal additions into the text, such as the Bromholm miracles (Webster, 2020, p. 7).

· Burton: The records selected are linked to how the disputes were fought, by appealing to outside authorities: General Chapter, pope, Crown, bishops; the details of the disputes survive through these records (Burton, 2018, p. 11). The use of petitions was important for their content, and for the way these legal channels was used by the Welsh Cistercians (Burton, 2018, p. 3). The addition of poetry emphasises the Welsh social context that English government records miss (Burton, 2018, pp. 17–18).

5. Where and how were they accessed?

· Webster: The manuscript would most likely be seen in person in the British Library’s Manuscripts Reading Room. Examining ink colour and nib ducts, I imagine, is very difficult from images alone, and Webster mentions how fragile the manuscript was from the Cotton Library fire in 1731 (Webster, 2020, p. 2).

· Burton: The National Archives at Kew are frequently cited in the article, especially for the SC 8, C 66, C 85 and E 36 references (Burton, 2018, p. 10, n. 23; p. 13, n. 28; p. 20, n. 53), and Lambeth Palace Library for Islip’s register (Burton, 2018, p. 38, n. 90, fols. 60v–61r). The article does not state whether Burton examined these records in person or online. I suspect she viewed at least some of the original records in person, as the Islip register is cited by specific manuscript folios. Burton also used printed sources, including the Calendars of Patent and Close Rolls, Canterbury and York Society publications, Canivez, Pipe Roll Society editions and Oxford Medieval Texts editions of Walsingham. These could have been accessed in print or online, but the article does not specify which. 

6. Archives and specialist repositories (direct evidence)

· Webster: British Library: Cotton Tiberius A.X (Webster, 2020, p. 1, n. 4) and Royal 13 E VI (Webster, 2020, p. 3).

· Burton: The National Archives (TNA) (SC 8/139/6928, SC 8/336/15974, C 66/453, C 85/167/22, E 36/144) and Lambeth Palace Library (Islip register) (Burton, 2018, pp. 10–38, nn. 23, 28, 53, 73, 75, 90). Burton also used a manuscript from the National Library of Wales (Peniarth 57), possibly through secondary scholarship (Burton, 2018, p. 27, n. 71). 

7. Online collections and databases

· Webster: There are no online collections cited directly within the article. Luard’s edition and the Monumenta Germaniae Historica (Webster, 2020, p. 1, n. 4; p. 6, n. 26) may be available through online sources such as the Internet Archive and dMGH, but this is only my assumption, as the article does not confirm this. 

· Burton: Burton references the National Archives often, although the TNA Discovery website is cited only once (Burton, 2018, p. 25, n. 68). Guto’r Glyn’s poems can be found online at gutorglyn.net (Burton, 2018, p. 27, nn. 71–72; p. 40, n. 98), and monasticwales.org is explicitly cited as an online source (Burton, 2018, p. 5, n. 5). Many SC 8 petitions are digitised on Discovery too, and calendars of patent rolls are online, so Burton may have had access to these, but it is not documented in her article. 

8. How do the primary sources drive the arguments and the debates?

· Webster: The physical evidence of the manuscript, such as erasures, marginal additions, blanks left to fill in, and manicules in Tiberius A.X, allows Webster to argue that it was a working copy, used and updated, challenging Cheney’s “fair copy” view (Webster, 2020, pp. 2, 6, n. 26). The manuscript shows many hands, different ink, and nibs (ducts) indicating that it was likely written by a team, with the idea of Prior Richard seen as “creative director,” a term borrowed from Garand (Webster, 2020, pp. 3–4, n. 12). This adds to the discussion about how medieval chronicles were produced (Webster, 2020, p. 10). Rolls cross-referenced, a mice-nibbled charter, and Quo warranto let Webster argue that the canons valued written records, which supports Clanchy’s argument in From Memory to Written Record (Webster, 2020, p. 21, n. 109). Lastly, the local perspective, such as beer, sheep and community disputes, strengthens the argument that annals give a rich picture of how communities really worked, suggesting that studying annals could help shape a new direction for social history and microhistory research (Webster, 2020, p. 24).

· Burton: Burton’s debates are driven by a range of sources: a petition’s regnal years and language, and abbots’ lists let her argue that the invasion was in 1383; and there were actually two John ap Rhyses. This corrects Rees, Smith and Hays’s dating (Burton, 2018, pp. 21–26). Records from the Order, pope, crown, and bishops support the abbeys had “layered identities” argument; feeding the Knowles / Lekai vs Jamroziak’s debate of ‘decline’ (Burton, 2018, pp. 34–37). The evidence of Welsh names in every record contributes to the argument of no ethnic tension, around the post-Conquest Welsh church debate (Burton, 2018, pp. 33–34). Guto’r Glyn’s poem praising the rebuilding of the church clashes with the petition’s claim that the abbey was ruined, suggesting it was exaggerated for effect; this raises questions about how much weight historians should give to claims made in petitions to the Crown (Burton, 2018, pp. 39–40).

Summary task

1. Types of primary source

Manuscripts 
Chronicles and monastic annals
Ancient Petitions
Patent and close rolls
Significations of excommunication
Registers (Trillek of Hereford, Sudbury of London, Islip, Archbishop of Canterbury)
Cistercian General Chapter statutes
Papal letters
Pipe rolls
Charters / charter rolls
Legal agreements copied into the annals
Inquisitions post mortem
Welsh poetry (Iolo Goch, Llywelyn Goch, Guto'r Glyn)

2. Archives used

British Library’s Manuscripts reading room - (Potential for Webster to search for early catalogues and scholar letters relating to Tiberius A.X, but that is speculation)
National Archives, Kew 
Lambeth Palace Library
National Library of Wales (possibly)


3. Online sources

Internet Archive
Digital Monumenta Germaniae Historica (dMGH)
National Archives Kew, Discovery 
gutorglyn.net
monasticwales.org
Online calendars of patent rolls (possibly)

