Commentary on the Description of William Cragh’s Dead Body.
Vatican City, Vatican MS Latin. 4015, fol. 11r, trans. H. Webster
Introduction.
William Cragh was executed by hanging for his role in the attack on Oystermouth Castle and the resulting deaths of thirteen men; however, after being hanged twice, Cragh’s later resurrection was declared a miracle and attributed to Thomas Cantilupe who was thought to be responsible for several miracles around that time. Approximately twenty years after these events took place, witnesses were interviewed to document what they remembered and the testimonies were compiled into a manuscript which focussed on the miracles performed by Thomas Cantilupe after his death in 1282.
The Description of William Cragh’s Dead Body.
The description of William Cragh’s body after his hangings creates a vivid and gruesome picture of what Cragh’s body went through at his execution. The language is heavily descriptive, with details including the inflammation and swelling of his tongue and nostrils, his misshapen neck and the dried blood over his face. The text uses repetition of sentences structures as well as phrasing such as stating that he would not be able to “breathe in or breathe out air” twice in the text due to the severity and number of his injuries. This use of description and an almost poet narrative creates a clear image for the listener and reader to experience viewing Cragh’s body for themselves in a way and could be considered a more convincing style of narrative. 
When investigating or discussing a miracle resurrection, the two main events which occur are the death and the resurrection; while this testimony only focuses on one of these aspects, it does so by using language and description to give high levels of detail which makes it significant among further testimonies to create the narrative of the miracle as a whole. 
By emphasising the trauma that Cragh’s body went through during his execution, it illustrates just how dead he actually was and how natural recovery would be impossible, giving further evidence to support the act of a miracle. Death could be considered the point at which a soul leaves the body, which then becomes motionless and senseless, placing the body into a state which is only curable by God as only He can “cure those who are incurable from the standpoint of natural causality” (Aquinas, Compendium, ch. 136). Meanwhile the questioning and subsequent descriptions of what happened to Cragh’s body may provide evidence for what was needed for an event to constitute a miracle at the time (Webster, 2019) and gives an insight into why Cragh’s recovery and resurrection was accepted as a miracle at the time.
While the content of the witness testimony is significant, the context should also be considered. The statement is one of many compiled to document 38 miracles from 1282 to 1307. It is clear from changes in ink and discolouration that the original manuscript was altered and edited, from simple underlining and annotations to entire paragraphs erased and rewritten (medievalswansea.co.uk); this may mean that each specific detail of the witness testimonies cannot be held as absolute facts and should be carefully considered within a whole narrative.
While the detail and description of Cragh’s body may seem convincing, it should be noted that the testimonies were taken approximately twenty years after the death and resurrection were supposed to have occurred; we cannot guarantee that this witness has remembered and expressed their memory of Cragh’s body with accurate detail. While it could be suggested that time could limit the memory of actual facts and leave room for imagination to fill in the gaps in the memory, the gruesome nature of this testimony could also mean that the experience of seeing Cragh’s body was highly memorable even after so many years; therefore, the influence of time of the description of Cragh’s body cannot be effectively determined.
In order for the witness testimonies to be considered reliable evidence of a miracle, they must be considered together to compare and note the consistencies (Wallace, 1971); while there are inconsistencies with the testimonies of Cragh’s resurrection, such as the timing of events taking place, the overall structure and claims are consistent, therefore suggesting reliability and supporting the miracle as true.  
Additionally, the way in which the testimonies were obtained may influence how they are considered; the rigorous and structured questioning of the witnesses could mean that they were unable to give natural flowing accounts of what they remembered, and therefore their statements could be seen to fit into the investigation and questions (Bartlett, 2004) rather than exist without motive or influence.
As we consider the description of Cragh’s body among the testimonies of the witnesses, we must also consider the time at which the were obtained; we gain a more open perspective by viewing the story of William Cragh in the context of a society which had a different perspective on reality and a different relationship to God than most people today (Morison, 1985); it is important to remember the significance of religion at the time of Cragh’s death, including the acts and miracles of Thomas Cantilupe.
Conclusion
Overall, the witness testimony describing the body of William Cragh provides a useful emphasis of Cragh’s death, convincing the reader of how dead he actually was and ruling out any possibility of natural intervention. While the testimony does not reflect on the actual events that occurred, it gives the reader a clear image of Cragh’s body in order to gauge the significance of his resurrection and recovery. Additionally, the description of Cragh’s body contributes greatly to the narrative of how William Cragh was killed then resurrected and, placed in the context of other testimonies and evidence, supports the argument that a miracle did occur. 
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