A commentary on the description of William Cragh’s dead body.

Without a doubt, it is clear to see this statement describes in many different ways how William Cragh must have been dead. They thoroughly enunciate that point, continuously pushing to get the point across he was dead, therefore, giving the impression his resurrection was a miracle. It could be said the gruesome and graphic details given in this statement reinforce the credibility of the piece. 
It is mentioned three times that it would not be possible for William to ‘breathe in or breathe out air’ through any part of his face. Every part of the face, apart from the ears, is mentioned and described in detail how this means William was dead. His face is described as ‘totally black’ with ‘blood encrusted parts’ with his eyes ‘hanging down outside the eyelids of the said eyes’, being ‘inflamed, swollen and misshapen’. This appears to indicate the pressure of the noose has caused the blood in his head to build up and expel itself from any orifice possible. It would be logical for this to include the ears, but it does not, but the black colour does appear logical as presumably it would look like his whole head was deeply bruised.
Blood oozing out is mentioned on numerous occasions whether it is ‘his neck and throat and all other parts situated around about and even his nostrils were full of blood’ or ‘the hollows of the eyes themselves were filled with blood’. ‘Blood encrusted parts’ indicates the blood had started to clot, emphasising William had been left for some time. 
William’s tongue is said to have been ‘hanging outside of his mouth’ and it was ‘the length of the middle finger of a man’s hand’. The tongue is also said to be ‘black and inflamed with his own blood’ and ‘as swollen as if an ordinary man was holding two fists together’ and again stating William could not possibly have been alive as his tongue would have no longer fit in his mouth. 
This statement is so detailed and descriptive it suggests the witness spent a considerable amount of time with William after he had perished in order to gain this amount of detail. As already stated, this is a very detailed piece; it is plausible to assume witnessing such a disfigured, gruesome face would be permanently imbedded in one’s mind, but it would be just as plausible to assume it was a well-rehearsed story.
William De Briouze Junior produced this statement. He was the son of the man who condemned William Cragh to death by hanging and the stepson of the woman who was responsible for measuring William Cragh and calling to Thomas Cantilupe for assistance.[footnoteRef:1] The De Briouzes were a French family, William De Briouze senior was a Lord and it was thirteen of his royal men William Cragh was accused of killing. [1:  Jussi Hanska ‘The Hanging of William Cragh: Anatomy of a Miracle’, Journal of Medieval History, 27.2 (2001). p. 124.] 

While trying to ascertain the credibility of the document, one must look at who would profit from it. Hanska (2001), The Hanging of William Cragh: Anatomy of a Miracle, highlights an individual named Richard Swinfield. Although he was not directly involved with this particular miracle, using his position as Bishop, he had the power to influence people like the pope, King Edward I and King Edward II. It is noted that Thomas Cantilupe was not associated with any miracles until ‘Bishop Swinfield has his body translated with a ceremony closely resembling the official translation of a saint’.[footnoteRef:2] The attempted execution happened in 1291, but these interviews were conducted in 1307. The interviews were conducted by the commission on the instruction of pope Clement V for the purpose of whether Thomas Cantilupe should be canonised or not.[footnoteRef:3] This document would benefit those related to Hereford Cathedral as having a saint associated with the Cathedral would bring in more pilgrims, would create more interest in the cathedral, all of which would bring in more profit.  [2:  Hanska, 2001. p.123.]  [3:  Hanska, 2001. p. 121.] 

A miracle is classed as something God like or above and beyond what can be achieved through nature, the witness states that it would have been unfeasible for William Cragh to have been able to breathe in any way ‘according to the way of nature’. It would appear the witness used the right words, by mentioning ‘the way of nature’ was likely to get the attention of those who were considering whether this was a miracle or not.
Hanska discusses the various witnesses that gave statements. There are some variations in the statements and some similarities, but it should be mentioned the witnesses spoke in three different languages (English, French and Welsh) and the statements were recorded in Latin.[footnoteRef:4] It is hard to say how accurate the translations were, therefore questioning the validity of this document. This statement is one of nine statements taken. The witnesses varied from a priest to a young boy, the locations varied from London to Hereford and the time of year varied from July to November and the people taking the statements varied as well.[footnoteRef:5] This is a lot of variables to consider. There is a lack of reliability in the statements due to the length of time between the event of the hanging and the time the statements were taken.  [4:  Hanska, 2001. p. 125.]  [5:  Hanska, 2001. p. 123.] 

To reinforce the validity of this statement, it is noted that William Cragh suffered other typical signs of being dead; he lost control of his muscles and released ‘natural superfluities’ from the lower part of his body.[footnoteRef:6]  If this were true, it adds validity to the statement as does the fact he is said to have been left hanging until sunset.[footnoteRef:7] Although the time of the hanging is not mentioned, the text gives the impression it was a number of hours. [6:  Hanska, 2001. p. 126.]  [7:  Hanska, 2001. p. 127.] 

On its own, the statement could be considered credible due to the extreme detail provided of William Cragh, but when the outer context is considered and who would gain from Thomas Cantilupe being canonised, the validity becomes questionable.
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