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Primum miraculum de resuscitatione Willelmi Cragh bis suspensi, also known as “The miracle of the resurrection of the twice-hanged William Cragh”,[footnoteRef:1] is one of the most well-known miracles of Saint Thomas de Cantilupe. It is not well-known because of William Cragh himself, but because he was hanged twice and was brought back to life by Saint Thomas merely days later. Mary de Briouze is just one of nine witnesses from the town of Swansea that were interviewed 20 years after the miracle happened during de Cantilupe’s canonization process.  [1:  The miracle of the resuscitation of the twice-hanged William Cragh, ed. and trans. Harriett Webster, City Witness Project (www.medievalswansea.ac.uk , accessed 25 September 2018).] 

Our witness, Mary de Briouze, also known and lady of Gower, was widely known, but not loved by all in Swansea. Mary de Briouze was the wife of William de Briouze Senior, who was the lord of Gower at the time of the miracle, and not too many people in the town liked them for a number of reasons; they spoke only French, which caused language barriers between them and the towns people, and they also took land from people, they even seized the land that William Cragh himself owned forcing him to live with his friends because he was too poor to support himself.[footnoteRef:2] Mary was a woman of high status, possessing much wealth and is believed to have come from a well-off family from Northern England.[footnoteRef:3] All that being said, why does she even care? Why would the lady of Gower, someone with high class and wealth, care about a poor boy who rebelled against her family and killed 13 men? We do not understand specifically why she did these things, but we do know that Mary put a lot of effort into the resurrection and healing of William Cragh. [2:  The miracle of the resuscitation of the twice-hanged William Cragh, ed. and trans. Harriett Webster, City Witness Project (http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/2 , accessed 25 September 2018).]  [3:  The miracle of the resuscitation of the twice-hanged William Cragh, ed. and trans. Harriett Webster, City Witness Project (http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/person/mary-de-briouze , accessed 25 September 2018).] 

While we do not know the specifics or the depth of the relationship between Mary de Briouze and William Cragh prior to his hanging, but from her interview and the interviews of others we discover what lengths she went to in order to save William Cragh from the gallows. She pleaded for her husband to lift Cragh’s charges and to free him from the gallows, but he refused her request. Once news reached the castle that Cragh had finally died after being hanged twice, she begged her husband to allow her to have his body to care for, and he refused again. She was the one that ordered for him to be taken off the gallows, and she along with her servant also prayed to Saint Thomas requesting for him to revive and restore William Cragh. Mary sent her servant, Sonehild, to measure William Cragh’s body, at the house of Thomas Mathews, with a string after it had been take off the gallows so that she could turn into a candle; in that time, they believed that if you touch and measure the body part or thing that needs to be healed with a string and turn it into a candle, when you burn it it will burn away that ailment. News reached the castle that William Cragh came back to life, and so Mary asked William de Briouze if she could care for him, he said yes and so she nurtured him back to good health. Once William Cragh was strong enough to venture out he began his pilgrimage to the tomb of Saint Thomas de Cantilupe and Mary and William de Briouze escorted him there. 
In the case of Mary de Briouze, a great deal of her interpretations of the miracle and all the events took place is based mainly upon what she was told by her servants in the castle and others from town. During the time of the hangings, his removal from the gallows, the measuring, and him coming back to life, she was in the castle waiting to be told news from her servants – aside from her journey to Saint Thomas’ tomb, nothing in her testimony can be counted as a firsthand account. Personally, I do not believe that Mary de Briouze’s testimony is a reliable one in this situation. People like Mary herself who was in the castle during the hanging of William Cragh, Master Thomas Marshall, who was at the west gate[footnoteRef:4] at the time of William Cragh’s hanging, were not eyewitnesses to the hanging, most of their accounts are based upon the news they heard from different towns people as I stated before, therefore we need to look at the testimonies of others in order to piece together a coherent story of what we think really happened. When you line up the testimony of Mary de Briouze to those of other witnesses, you can see some truth. For example, from John of Baggeham’s testimony we learn that Mary did indeed arrange for William Cragh to be fed almond broth.[footnoteRef:5] One difference with his testimony is that he, Mary de Briouze, and a woman named Margaret went to the house where Cragh was to measure him to Saint Thomas; in this story she went herself, she didn’t just send someone. In comparison to the other testimonies, Mary’s seems like it is a mixture of other witness’s testimonies; this could be because she was not present for numerous events, or that she confused what she was with the stories of others, or even that her memory was clouded because she was interviewed 20 years after the fact. That is why when we are studying medieval history we must set ourselves in the shoes of the people we are studying, we must be creative and have an open-mind when we are interpreting different manuscripts, documents, journals, and other artifacts that we may find. [4:   The miracle of the resuscitation of the twice-hanged William Cragh, ed. and trans. Harriett Webster, City Witness Project (http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/7 , accessed 25 September 2018).]  [5:  The miracle of the resuscitation of the twice-hanged William Cragh, ed. and trans. Harriett Webster, City Witness Project (http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/person/john-of-baggeham , accessed 25 September 2018).] 

In the case of the miracle of William Cragh, Mary de Briouze was a woman of wealth and high status that was very involved, but from a distance, in the revival and care of William Cragh. While she was in her castle during the occurrence of most events that took place, Mary awaited the news that her servants brought her and arranged for William Cragh’s measuring and rehabilitation after his revival. Mary de Briouze’s testimony, by itself, is not the most reliable, but read alongside those of the other witnesses we gain a better understanding of not only what took place but also of how medieval culture worshiped saints and their miracles.
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