Using the Swansea ‘City Witness’ website (www.medievalswansea.ac.uk) choose ONE witness and answer the following questions:	Phillip Parkinson-Shanley	26/09/19
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]What was the occupation and social status of your chosen witness?

William Cragh was an outlaw who was convicted of the deaths of 13 men[footnoteRef:1] after allegedly burning down Oystermouth castle.[footnoteRef:2] He is described by some as being actively being a rebel while others claim he was just a common criminal[footnoteRef:3] either way this strongly suggests he is very much not in good standing with the community, as evidenced by the fact he was supposed to be hanged, something that does not often happen to those more well regarded in the community. [1:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/5 (27/09/19).]  [2:  https://www.herefordcathedral.org/news/who-was-the-hanged-man-of-medieval-swansea (27/09/19).
]  [3:  Webb, Diana. The Catholic Historical Review, vol. 92, no. 4, 2006, pp. 655–656. JSTOR, www.jstor.org/stable/25166707. (27/09/19).] 


1. What is their relationship to the ‘hanged man’?

William Cragh was the hanged man.[footnoteRef:4][footnoteRef:5][footnoteRef:6] This is useful as it means if anyone will know what the thoughts and feelings of the hanged man were, it will be him. However, he is unable to say what went on during the miracle with any certainty as all his information is secondary, he was not able to witness it due to being dead. [4:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/5 (27/09/19).]  [5:  https://www.herefordcathedral.org/news/who-was-the-hanged-man-of-medieval-swansea (27/09/19).
]  [6:  Webb, Diana. The Catholic Historical Review, vol. 92, no. 4, 2006, pp. 655–656. JSTOR, www.jstor.org/stable/25166707. (27/09/19).
] 


1. What was their involvement in the events surrounding the miracle?

On the morning he was to be hanged, Cragh reported to have seen a vision of both Mary and a lord that turned out to be Thomas Cantilupe, the deceased (by 8 years) bishop of Hereford.[footnoteRef:7] He had bent a coin to him (an English custom at the time)[footnoteRef:8] and was led out to be hanged, the first time the hanging was unsuccessful for both he and his execution partner, however the second time appeared to go off without a hitch as he and his partner were hanged, from there he was told (after the event of his undeath) how he was carried from the gibbet to the church, but was unable enter for unstated reasons and so he was instead carried to the house of Thomas Matthews where he was measured for a candle[footnoteRef:9]. [7:  https://www.herefordcathedral.org/news/700-years-of-st-thomas-cantilupe (27/09/19).
]  [8:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/5 (27/09/19).]  [9:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/5 (27/09/19).
] 

He personally makes no further mention of events before his resuscitation, but he makes note that he was not hanged again as he had been given to Lady De Briouze.[footnoteRef:10] [10:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/5 (27/09/19).
] 

After the executions and sudden unexecution of Cragh he reports to have been going around telling everyone of his miraculous resurrection and a week or two after which he went on a pilgrimage to Hereford cathedral with the one who hanged him and his wife, Overlooking the potential awkwardness of the pilgrimage he walked with the used rope around his neck and with a wax gallows as an offering to St. Thomas as he was already being perceived.[footnoteRef:11] [11:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/5 (27/09/19).
] 


1. How did they use the space in medieval Swansea?

Cragh, as the one hanged, is the one to have travelled the most and was there at every step of the miracles, although at various stages of living, he started and finished within the castle before being paraded up to the Gibbet hill and being hanged, at which point he is then delivered to the home of Thomas Matthews and resurrects, at which point he presents himself to the lord and lady and explains the miracle that occurred.[footnoteRef:12] [12:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/map/#16/51.6254/-3.9428 (27/09/19).
] 

This means he was, as previously stated, there every step of the way and would have the most knowledge of what went on, apart from the fact he was dead for about three eights of the journey.
It is worth considering he may not necessarily have known the area that well as while he was from Swansea, [footnoteRef:13] he was in the company of a welsh nobleman at the time of his alleged crime[footnoteRef:14], meaning he could have been away from the town for some time, especially if he was in fact a rebel as some people suspect. This means that he would be less likely to have known where he was at any given point and would not necessarily be able to get around on his own as easily, especially after the event in question. [13:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/person/william-cragh (27/09/19).
]  [14:  http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/the-story/the-twice-hanged-william-cragh/ (27/09/19).] 


1. How reliable and how valuable do you think their testimony is?
It is difficult to remain solely objective when discussing the reliability of testimony regarding miracles, one could very easily argue that the process of labelling an event a genuine miracle is evidence their testimony should be disregarded altogether. However, in the context of medieval wales one must recognise a desire to associate anything unexplained with god, the description of events as a miracle does not mean the events did not occur, it just means we must be sceptical of the actual cause. It would be very easy for a man scared of death to have a dream that reassures him and then by some improbable event survive the hanging, dreaming something reassuring the night of an execution is likely very common, however we never either hear about or over analyse the dreams of the dead who remain as such. This therefore suggests a value to the source not in its explanation of events but instead as a window into the mind of a society in which everyone puts faith before everything else, in that manner it is incredibly reliable as well. Using it as a secondary source into the events of that day it may not be valuable due to their religious biases however as a primary source looking at religion and miracles in the lives of medieval folk it is invaluable.
The testimony, alongside the eight others, provides an in depth look at the way mystery is dealt with in the medieval period, there is no greater explanation than that of miracle and so it is that to which people immediately gravitate.
To conclude therefore the testimony could be considered a valuable and reliable insight in to the faith and views of those interviewed, in part due to the meticulous notes kept by those who investigate, however as an explanation of what occurred it is simply too mystical and supernatural to be a reliable depiction of events.
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