Sarah Blackburn:	2111668

Module:		HPH17106

Assessment:		Medieval Swansea database task submission - Part 1

Submission date:	27/10/2021

Word Count:	388
1. 
What is the occupation and status of your chosen witness?
Lady Mary de Briouze – noblewoman widow of Lord Baron William de Briouze [footnoteRef:1] [1:  Harriet Webster, (2021) ‘Mary de Briouze’ <http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/statement/2.html > (accessed 24 October 2021)] 


2. What is their relationship to the ‘hanged man’?
Lady Mary de Briouze wished to save the ‘hanged man’ and prayed for him both before and after the hangin but appears to have no personal connection to him.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Harriet Webster, (2021) ‘The Twice-Hanged William Cragh’ <http://www.medievalswansea.ac.uk/en/the-story/the-twice-hanged-william-cragh/index.html> (accessed 24 October 2021)
] 


3. What was their involvement in event surrounding the miracle?
Lady Mary de Briouze prayed for William Cragh and fed him after he was brought back to life. She also claims to have sent her serving woman to take the measure of William Cragh creating a wax taper of his body.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Harriet Webster, (2021) ibid] 


4. How did they use the space in mediaeval Swansea?
Lady Mary de Briouze probably used to space the least out of all the witnesses as she remained within the castle, as can be seen with her pink dot on the map, instead she sent members of her household out into the city for example as mentioned above when she sends her serving woman to the house where William Cragh has been taken. The only time Lady Mary de Briouze leaves the castle herself is when she, her husband and William De Briouze go to Hereford.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  ibid] 


5. How reliable and have valuable do you think their testimony is?
I would say that Lady Mary de Briouze testimony is unreliable as she did not witness any of the events herself and instead relies on what she has heard from other people. We do not know how reliable the testimony of these people is, so it is impossible to judge the accuracy of what is being said. Lady Mary de Briouze is also incorrect on points that can be tested such as whether William Cragh is alive or dead, Lady Mary de Briouze claims that he has gone to the Holy Land [footnoteRef:5]and that she does not know what became of him despite William Cragh giving witness to what happened to him, proving that he is still alive and in England. As Lady Mary de Briouze is not an eyewitness most of her testimony probably is not that valuable although if the court were looking specifically into the religious aspect of the miracle than her testimony of praying for William Cragh might be significant to a similar incident with regards to ‘Cristina Cray (possibly Cragh)’ who claimed St Thomas de Cantilupe saved her. [5:  ibid] 







