Portfolio Part 1 – The Testimony of William of Codineston
On the fifth of July 1287, Oystermouth castle was attacked and burnt by a rebelling group, killing thirteen of the Lord of the Gower’s men. Two of the culprits were sentenced to hang, a Welsh noble Trahaearn ap Hywel and William ap Rhys or ‘Cragh’. Around twenty years later, nine witnesses are summoned before Pope Clement V and are asked to present statements about the event of William Cragh’s double hanging and his miraculous resurrection. As William Cragh was prayed for by Lady Mary, to Thomas de Cantilupe, this story helped solidify the canonisation of Thomas as a saint. This is a report concerning the reliability of William of Codineston’s statement. 
Lord William of Codineston was a priest, the Rector of the Church of Findon, Chichester, Sussex and chaplain to the de Briouze family. The fact that he was a Rector of these places meant the he acted as a form of administrative leader in some form. Alongside this, Findon, among other places, was part of the de Briouze’s larger manors in Sussex. This manor used to be owned by Harold Godwinson (1022-1066 AD)[footnoteRef:1], an important figure in English history as he was the last Anglo-Saxon English King. The manor itself was worth approximately £28, which would have been a significant amount of money in the 1300’s. Using an approximate conversion rate for the Shillings and Pence system, £28 would be worth 560 shillings or 6720 pence[footnoteRef:2]. A comparison of the wealth of William of Codineston can be made by comparing him to the average wages of a Chief Armourer in the 1300’s. Their income equates to roughly 320 shillings or 3840 pence a year[footnoteRef:3]. It would have taken the chief armourer almost two years to have made enough money to purchase the property owned by William, disregarding any external costs. This shows the William of Codineston had a fairly high social status due to both the fame and the cost of his property, as well as being a priest. [1:  Neil Jakeman, City Witness, trans. Dr Harriett Webster, http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/person/william-of-codineston [27th September 2018]]  [2:  David Crowther, The History of England, https://thehistoryofengland.co.uk/resource/medieval-prices-and-wages/ [27th September 2018]]  [3:  David Crowther, The History of England, https://thehistoryofengland.co.uk/resource/medieval-prices-and-wages/ [27th September 2018]] 

William of Codineston was a witness and was present with the de Briouzes in Swansea within the time of the actual hanging of Trahaearn and William Cragh. He remained in the service of the de Briouzes family into part of the fourteenth century. He had no direct relationship to William Cragh and therefore, unless William of Codineston had a hidden agenda against Thomas de Cantilupe, his statement shouldn’t contain a bias. In the eighth question of his statement, he makes it clear that he and Cragh had not been acquainted until the time of Cragh’s capture in the hands of Lord de Briouze. 
 William of Codineston had some involvement within the miracle of William Cragh coming back to life. Cragh came to Codineston to confess his sins before the hanging itself. Codineston was a member and chaplain of the Lord de Briouze household. The witness claims that:[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Neil Jakeman, City Witness, trans. Dr Harriett Webster, http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/4 [27th September 2018]] 

“and heard them with his own ears, when William was saying the aforesaid, and was showing the said signs of penitence and contrition with weeping and tears,”
This quote shows that William of Condineston truly believed that Cragh was repenting for what he had done and was genuinely seeking forgiveness. The witness was also present when Cragh had regained the ability to speak and returned to the Lords’ castle to inform them of the request that he made to Thomas de Cantilupe, repenting and asking to be saved from his inevitable hanging and death[footnoteRef:5]. Cragh is said to have said that he received a vision of a bishop, dressed in white, bearing the weight of his feet[footnoteRef:6]. Excluding these two main points, William of Condineston can only recall the events through the testimony of other witnesses and rumours as he himself was not present. [5:  Neil Jakeman, City Witness, trans. Dr Harriett Webster, http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/4 [27th September 2018]]  [6:  Neil Jakeman, City Witness, trans. Dr Harriett Webster, http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/person/william-of-codineston [27th September 2018]] 

As mentioned above, William of Condineston was a priest and rector. He had a reasonably high social status and was in charge of the Church of Findon. As well as having a church in the local area, he also held Findon manor. Findon manor was a relatively large manor and had a separate sub-manor, that of Sheepcombe. The manor had an agricultural production with various fields and furlongs scattered within and around the central manor[footnoteRef:7]. Due to this, we know the Findon manor and its owner, William of Condineston, were able to use the land to produce different crops. These could either be produce for himself and his manor, or he could be producing crops for and selling them to the townspeople. Either way, William of Codineston was able to produce food to sustain his manor, utilising the land around him. [7:  Philip Carter, British History Online, ed. Jonathan Blaney, https://www.british-history.ac.uk/vch/sussex/vol6/pt1/pp20-34 [28th September 2018]] 

The reliability of William of Condineston’s testimony of the hanging and resurrection of William Cragh balances of several factors. As I mentioned before when reviewing the relation of William of Condineston to William Cragh, until the day of the hanging, neither of them had been acquainted. This allows us to remove the potential for and personal reasons for the witness to have a bias within his statement. In addition to this William of Condineston did not fall out with Thomas de Cantilupe over the taxing of the church and so had no personal agenda against the canonisation of Thomas, removing a potential bias from his statement. With these two pieces of information, it can be assumed that William of Codineston is telling the truth, or at least what he believed to be the truth, throughout his statement. He reveals that he is missing several pieces of information, or heard information through rumours, during the questioning, which could have easily been lied about if the witness did have a hidden agenda. The witness supports the side of the miraculous, through both Cragh’s repentance of his crimes and his eventual resurrection as William of Condineston was able to witness and hear testimony supporting both of these events. I feel that with all these factors considered, William of Condineston’s testimony is reliable, as there is little to no other evidence to suggest otherwise.
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