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About the Article
The identified article to undergo critical analysis in this text is "Collusive Litigation in the Early Years of the English Common Law: The Use of Mort D'Ancestor for Conveyancing Purposes c. 1198–1230" by Eves (2020). The named article was published in the year 2020; therefore, it has not received a lot of attention compared to other articles published previously, based on statistics. However, based on the provided statistical analysis, the report has over two hundred views on the official website and over ten citations, based on the altmetric score (Eves, 2020). Moreover, the article provides relevant information in the legal discipline. Precisely, it provides more information about the likelihood of individuals engaging in collusive litigation, especially when making land transfers. Moreover, the article includes information about the possibility of these lawsuits' conduction without adequate knowledge of ways to identify collusive actions. It also provides information on the developed strategies to address collusive lawsuits, which were prevalent in the late 12th and 13th centuries (Eves, 2020). As a result, it provides essential information to the overall academic literature, which is quite vital in the legal profession since legal practitioners refer to previous rulings for efficiency in their careers.
Furthermore, the article is presented under the Journal of Legal History and authored by William Eves. Therefore, since the authors of any document play a vital role in defining its design and structure, the author of this article is currently one of the faculty of the University of St. Andrews in the UK. Eves has achieved various education-related milestones that have earned him the position in the University, whereby he works under The Institute of Legal and Constitutional Research in the University. Additionally, the article's author mainly focuses on research related to the legal and constitutional context, including various previously enacted laws. Moreover, the author has multiple credentials that define his role in the development of the article under consideration.
About the Author
William Eves has achieved various educational milestones that contributed to the knowledge required to prepare the article. Eves' first degree was a Bachelor of Laws (LLB), which he earned honors. He later advanced to attain a Master of Laws (LLM), which facilitated his career in the legal sector as a career. After working in the legal industry for a while, he pursued an MLitt in medieval history at the University of Andrews, where he was awarded a distinction. Eves also has a Ph.D. in legal history from the same educational institution. After the completion of his Ph.D., Eves has been part of the research faculty at the St. Andrews Institute of Legal and Constitutional Research. Therefore, he has participated in the conduction of various research studies and the preparation of multiple research reports, both as the author and also as an editor. For instance, the article under consideration is one of the many scholarly articles he has been part of in his career. Moreover, due to his knowledge, credentials, and experience in the field of law, Eves has had an impact on the article under consideration.
The author of the article under consideration has broad knowledge in the field of law due to his academic achievements, which have significantly influenced the development of the report. The article under consideration provides an analysis related to the adoption of the English common law in the past centuries. Therefore, as indicated, Eves has achieved various achievements in his education history, including the achievement of an MLitt in medieval history, which involves studying the Middle Ages. Moreover, the author's background and training define the description of the significant aspects of the article. For instance, the report describes the use of Mot d'ancestor (death of ancestor) for collusive purposes, especially in situations associated with lawfully inherited land, during the early years of the English common law. Based on Eves' knowledge in the field, the report provides detailed definitions of concepts such as Mot d'ancestor and unlawful litigation (Eves, 2020).
About the Journal
The article under consideration in this text is one of the reports included in the Journal of Legal History. This journal is a publication that mainly focuses on the presentation of good quality research based on topics related to legal history. Moreover, the presented studies are often sourced from and facilitate the development of elements such as Common Law. Due to the defined scope of the journal that has produced the article under consideration, it has an impact on the report. This is because the article focuses on the period in history that involved the development of the common law and the various collusive lawsuits during this period, including the use of death of ancestor (Eves, 2020). Therefore, the journal's central focus provides a conducive environment for the publishing of the article due to similarities in the research presented. Moreover, the report also offers information that facilitates the development of common law, which is one of the central aims of the journal. The Journal of Legal History is put out by the Tylor & Francis (Routledge) Publisher. 
Additionally, the Journal of Legal History provides essential information required in the development and implementation of laws inclusive of previously adopted legal measures. Therefore, since the development of regulations is often based on speculated impacts on society and, to some extent, the performance of similar laws adopted in the past, the journal is notable for relevant information it provides through the published research articles. Moreover, the journal is also notable since it is the only British journal specified in the provision of reports based on legal history (Eves, 2020). Therefore, concerning matters associated with the legal sector, the Journal of Legal History is the only primary source of related information. Since the information provided mainly focuses on legal issues from the American and British legal history, it has not received any claims of being bias in any way.
Critical Analysis of the Article
The article under consideration addresses some of the practices that were present in the 12th and 13th century, and how they were approached and identified. According to Eves (2020), people may get involved in collusive litigation through actions such as Mot d'ancestor (death of ancestor), without adequate knowledge of the existing information on addressing these kinds of lawsuits. Therefore, the subject matter of this article involves the presentation of information that challenges the previous perception that the use of collusive actions such as Mot d'ancestor was mainly used for conveyancing, especially in the early years of the implementation of the English common law (Eves, 2020). In this case, Eves (2020) proposes a method that can be used to provide answers to the question of why people may engage in collusive lawsuits and how similar lawsuits can be identified.
The method proposed by Eves (2020) is described effectively for understanding by the target audience. Precisely, the author argues through this article that the overall perception of the purpose of using collusive lawsuits was mainly for conveyancing, compromises some of the reasons provided by a small number of cases recorded during this period (Eves, 2020). Moreover, the author also suggests that the adopted method used to prove the debate otherwise, can be used to address other common law actions associated with conveyancing during the period of the 12th and 13th century. This is because it proves that most of the reported cases involving the death of an ancestor had a genuine conflict between parties that followed a lawsuit. Moreover, this method consists of providing the motive for collusive lawsuits, ways of establishing collusive actions, especially those used during the 12th and 13th centuries. For a better understanding of these strategies, the author analyzes cases during different reigns (Eves, 2020).
Additionally, the author uses information from various sources that help in the development of his argument. Based on the analysis done of these sources, they include references derived from court cases that involved the adoption of Mot d'ancestor and related actions during the medieval period in England. Besides, these actions are sourced from sources that provide a detailed analysis of these actions based on the locations in which they occurred. Moreover, the sources also include various laws and policies that were developed to address these actions associated with collusive activities during the implementation of the common law. An excellent example of the sources used in this article is a book that is based on the formation and development of the English common law by Hudson (2017). In this case, this is an essential source since all the arguments presented by the author relate to the implementation of the English common law. 
Article Comparison
The Journal of Legal History provides a variety of articles, primarily based on legal matters and history. Therefore, there are various articles that portray a similar topic on the issue of the use of actions such as Mot d'ancestor to initiate collusive lawsuits aimed at benefiting the individuals involved. An excellent example is "Was There a Rule in Shelley's Case?", which consists of the analysis of a case that involves land ownership (Smith, 2009). Although this article presents a case based on the 16th century, the implementation of the law was faced with similar challenges associated with the perceived use of collusive lawsuits to gain benefits. Moreover, the article provides the facts surrounding the case, the arguments presented by the individuals involved in the case, Wolfe v Shelly, and the decision made by the judges based on the provided information and the manuscript reports produced. It also examines the implementation of the English common law and the shortcomings of recording cases methods that were used during the medieval period. 
Smith (2009) presents an article on one of the most referenced cases in Anglo-American property law that involves an analysis of the role of a rule in a decision in the case of Wolfe v Shelly. Moreover, the article provides a comparison between the manuscript presented by Sir Edward Coke and the printed document, intending to establish a critical problem that faced the interpretation of early modern case reports. According to Smith (2009), the outcome of Coke's editing of the printed report depicts the complexity and hard to understand of the case reports, which offers a variety of opportunities to influence judges' decisions by the unedited manuscript evidence. Moreover, since both reports are similar and produced under the same educational journal, a comparison is made to establish the existing differences in how the authors approach issues associated with legal history.
One of the significant similarities between the two articles under consideration is that they are published under the same journal. Therefore, this is an indication that the information provided is related to legal matters. Additionally, both articles provide arguments that involve the adoption of the common law, which plays a significant role in British society. Due to the common application of collusive suits, both articles include the consideration of the use of actions aimed at creating a case that will benefit both parties involved. Moreover, the primary article under analysis, written by Eves (2020), provides information based on the current approaches to identifying collusive suits and previously used structures. On the other hand, the article by Smith (2009) involves the analysis of Edward Coke's manuscript report in comparison to the printed report, which indicated that Coke did not believe that the end ruling influenced the judges' decision on the case.
Differences between the Arguments presented in the articles
Although both articles consider similar law applications, their arguments differ. The primary report provides information about the reasons why individuals participate in collusive suits and give examples to support the idea. For instance, according to Eves (2020), one of the primary reasons why people engage in these types of lawsuits is in order to evade some of the already established concords. However, once such actions are identified, various documents would provide the necessary evidence to justify a land transfer, for instance, a cirographum, which is a document whereby the specific agreements and terms of contracts are written down in duplicate and triplicate on a single sheet. Moreover, the article justifies that this document would provide the necessary information on the agreement in any scenario involving the transfer of ownership in terms of land ownership.
However, on the other hand, in the article provided by Smith (2009), during this period when the English common law had just been established, the recording methods used to record cases were in various ways opaque. Therefore, the final decision would not be influenced by the role of the rule as it should be. Further in the article, the case of Wolfe v Shelly is presented, whereby Coke was able to prove the judges' decision otherwise. Therefore, other than supporting the dynamics involved in the English common law, especially regarding the transfer of land from one owner to another, Smith (2009) provides evidence of the hidden potential in the early modern case reports. Consequently, this depicts the idea that many of the cases conducted during this period included, that is, during the establishment and development of the common law, presented challenges in terms of understanding the reports prepared then. Thus, this could offer opportunities, as evident in the comparison made between Coke's manuscript and the final printed report on the case.
Moreover, both articles use external resources for reference; however, since each article focuses on different legal history sectors, these references differ. For instance, the article written by Smith (2009) focuses on a specific manuscript report prepared by Sir Edward Coke on the case, Wolfe v Shelly. Therefore, most of the sources used in the article focus on providing information about Coke's practice and his relevance in the report. For instance, the author uses an article by Corré (1996), which includes information about various other cases that Coke was part of in his career. Moreover, the report also focuses on providing the dynamics of the case, Wolfe v Shelly, and the law's decision on the issue of land. Therefore, various sources used by the author also focuses on establishing the facts and dynamics involved in the case to better under the influence Coke's manuscript report had on the decision made by the judges. Moreover, the article also uses sources that provide various other cases that followed after the ruling made on the Wolfe v Shelly case, right before Coke made the discovery through his manuscript report.
In this case, the primary article sources the external information presented in the report from various types of sources as previously indicated. For instance, Eves (2020) provides more information about different strategies that had been used in the past to identify collusive related suits and the various challenges these strategies faced. Therefore, the author sourced information from references, including details about identifying collusive actions such as an article by Dodwell (1958), which defines various strategies implemented during the ruling of figures such as King James during his reign in Britain. Moreover, the article also uses sources that provide information about different cases that involved the application of collusive litigations during the 12th and 13th centuries. Based on that, there are distinct differences between the sources used by Smith (2009) and those used by Eves (2020). However, all the information presented provides oversight of some of the significant challenges experienced during the English common law development. 
Ideological Perspectives used in the Articles under Comparison
The articles considered for comparison have employed similar ideological perspectives. However, these perspectives are defined using different understanding. Research indicates that the adoption of ideological views in a study is essential, especially in qualitative research, since it establishes some of the considered problems in society's social relations. In this case, two qualitative research articles are considered in regards to legal history, which use similar ideological perspectives. For instance, the primary article by Eves (2020) employs the understanding of some of the significant issues in legal history and provides strategies to help address them. Precisely, the author in this article analyzes the motives behind why people engage in collusive litigation to explain more about the issue, especially during the 12th and 13th centuries.  Moreover, the report also presents some of the shortcomings that accompanied the implementation of the English common law, such as the use of lawsuits by individuals to achieve specific benefits. Moreover, all these ideologies focus on the legal sector in British society during the medieval period. Additionally, the author addresses these ideologies in relation to conveyancing, which is associated with land ownership during these early centuries.
Similarly, the article by Smith (2009) employs similar ideologies since it defines a case ruled during a period whereby people would implement collusive actions for their own benefits in relation to land ownership. Therefore, similar to the primary article under consideration, Smith (2009) identified a significant challenge during the English common law implementation, which was associated with collusive actions. Moreover, the author in this article provides a specific strategy to address this challenge through the information provided article also proposes an approach to address similar challenges through the use of technique used by Coke's manuscript report on Wolfe v Shelly, challenging the decision made by the judges during the ruling. The author also identifies the idea that most of the early modern case reports were complex to understand; however, they possess potential and opportunities to be utilized. This idea is based on the chance that was used by coke to produce another manuscript report on the case, Wolfe v Shelly to create understandable information on the case. 
Conclusion
Conclusively, the article by Eves (2020) provides detailed information relevant and impactful in the academic literature. Moreover, since legal-related studies employ the use of previous rulings to analyze cases presented currently, the article is of adequate importance in the legal sector. The report is published under the Journal of Legal History, most of the information provided aligns with the main focus of this journal. This also impacts how the article is developed and presented. Additionally, the author of this article possesses various qualifications based on his level of education, which justifies the article's relevance and originality. Since the article is published under a journal, there are various other articles under the same publication. Therefore, to better understand the report presented, a comparison is made between two articles under the same journal.
Based on the comparison conducted, there are various similarities and differences present in the two considered articles. One of the significant similarities is the ideological perspectives adopted by the authors. Both articles address issues associated with the adoption of the English common law in society. Moreover, they also address the problem related to the adoption of collusive actions by the defendant and the plaintiff for their benefits. Some of the proposed strategies to address the issue include understanding the reasons behind collusive litigation implementation. Another technique developed includes establishing collusive actions, understanding the dynamics of agreements, especially relating to land ownership, made outside the Eyre and their impacts (Eves, 2020). Besides, Smith (2009) also provides a strategy to address these challenges, including the utilization of the opportunities presented by the early manuscript case reports. This strategy is evidence-based since it was employed by Coke when handling the Wolfe v Shelly case. 
Additionally, there are various differences present in the two articles under comparison. For instance, although both reports present similar ideologies, they also have used different information sources to depict their ideas. Moreover, each article focuses on specific dynamics associated with the development and implementation of the English common law during the medieval period, especially during the 12th, 13th, and 16th centuries. Therefore, each article uses different sources to support each author's ideas in relation to legal history. Moreover, based on the conducted analysis, it is apparent that although the reports presented by the same journal focus on a particular topic, which in this case is legal history, there are various differences that are present in the information presented. Additionally, these differences may be contributed by the difference in authors with different educational backgrounds, as evident in the text. Moreover, revisiting some of the relevant cases in history provides lawyers and judges with the appropriate knowledge to effectively provide informed rulings and decisions.
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