The witness I have chosen is Lady Mary de Briouze, the wife of Lord Baron William de Briouze who had captured William Cragh, a Welsh warrior who was hanged and came back from the dead upon Mary de Briouze praying to the Bishop of Hereford, Thomas de Cantilupe. Mary de Briouze was her husband’s third wife (though during the testimony may years later was widowed) and was a wealthy and largely independent woman for her time. Before marrying she already held ownership of the manor of Weaverthorpe in Yorkshire, and it remained solely hers upon marrying Lord de Briouze1. This suggests that before marrying a lord she was already of a high social status, perhaps a Baronial family from Yorkshire 2(due to the placement of the manor she owned). There is no noted occupation of Mary de Briouze, though as a married woman of high status she most likely did not have one. 
The relationship between Mary and William is unknown, however, given that she tried to stop his execution twice (reasons for doing so are also unknown) it can perhaps be presumed that they may have known each other and potentially cared for one another. They could have had some sort of a secret relationship and so she didn’t want him to be hanged. Another reason as to why she may have tried to stop the execution is that Mary perhaps may have had sympathy for William’s cause, a rebellion against King Edward I of England, despite being English herself.
After twice failing to stop her husband from executing Cragh, de Briouze prayed to Thomas of Hereford to bring back Cragh3. She also had Cragh’s dead body measured in string, turned into wax and then given to the saint as an offering. However, during the actual hanging de Briouze was not present, instead she remained in her room with her handmaidens. Her testimony of what happened during the hanging was only what she had heard through others4. 
Although having no presence at the hanging or the miracle occurring, she had involvement in the miracle as it was her who prayed for Cragh to come back from the dead. After he returned, Lord and Lady de Briouze accompanied Cragh to the tomb of St Thomas de Cantilupe.
As previously stated, Lady de Briouze stayed in Swansea castle during the hanging and only heard about what happened. However, after he came back, he visited her and Lord de Briouze and she fed him broth for a number of days as he couldn’t eat anything else5. After this, they both accompanied Cragh to Hereford Cathedral on a three day pilgrimage, in which Cragh walked the entirety of it barefoot and with the noose in which he was hanged with around his neck, to offer thanks to St Thomas de Cantilupe’s tomb. They showed devotion and that that the prayer had worked and that a miracle had indeed took place. At the tomb Cragh offered to the Saint a waxwork depicting a man being hanged at the gallows, which Lady de Briouze had had made in Hereford6, presumably as further devotion to the Saint for working the miracle upon him. 
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I personally think that Lady de Briouze’s testimony is not too reliable or valuable as she was not there. She witnessed neither the hanging nor the miracle itself, she did not see Cragh coming back to life as others supposedly did (such as John of Baggeham), she only saw him afterwards. This leads me to believe that what she said in her testimony cannot be taken too seriously in the case as it is just hearsay. In ‘The Hanged Man: A Story of Miracle, Memory, and Colonialism in the Middle Ages’ by Robert Bartlett, he says that “When Lady Mary had given her testimony about William Cragh in London in 1307, the commissioners observed “…much of her evidence was hearsay… [so] the commissioners declined to interrogate her further”” (Bartlett, R. 2004). This shows that in the papal investigation her word in what happened was not taken to seriously and she probably wasn’t considered a key witness. Therefore, I also believe that that her testimony is not very reliable. 
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