
120 ... Who was then the Gentleman? 

In June 1381 the revolt came to London. Before long, London was in flames, and the qualities of the young king 
Richard, and his advisers, were tested to the limit as they were made prisoners in their own castle.  

London in the 14th Century 

 

This map from Andy! 

The map shows London in 1300. In 1381, the topography would have been very similar, though the population had 
fallen from something like 100,000 to 40,000.  

13th June 1381: The rebels gain access to the City and go on the rampage          

 



 

The Mayor was an experienced, resolute Merchant called William Walworth. But even he realised that his city militia 
sympathised with the rebels more than with him. So the gates were opened. The rebels swarmed into the city, 
ransacked Gaunt's place on Strand and started to take revenge. That day, 18 men were beheaded in Cheapside. The 
mob ended up at the Tower of London where Richard and his council sat in earnest debate. Mayor Walworth wanted 
to fight, but Archbishop Sudbury and Treasurer Hales persuaded Richard to seem to give in to the Rebels' demands 

Mile End and Smithfield 

Richard met with the rebel leaders at Mile End. He agreed to their demands - freedom for all, and a top limit rent of 
4d. Everyone was happy - until he agreed that the rebels could root out traitors in his name. So the rebels were 
admitted to the Tower, found the Archbishop of Canterbury, Sudbury, and the Treasurer Hales - beheaded both of 
them and stuck their heads on poles.  

 

The Death of Wat Tyler 

So Richard turned to Walworth, and his more aggressive plan. They invited Tyler and the rebels to Smithfiield - a 
wide open space, but with pinch points where the king's smaller forces could minimise their disadvantage over the 
more numerous but lightly armed rebels.  

Tyler made his demands to Richard; but Mayor Walworth was having none of it ran him through with a sword, and 
hurried off to find his forces. The rebels were confused - they'd seen their leader fall but didn't know what had 
happened. But they prepared to fight. 

Famously at that point the young Richard came forward and said 

‘Sirs, what more do you want? You have no other captain but me. I am your king, behave peaceably’  



Leaderless, and used to thinking that the King was their friend, the rebels followed Richard. When Walworth 
returned with his armed men and Tyler's head on a pole, they realised they had lost this fight; and allowed Richard 
to persuade them to return to their homes.  

 

                    

                    The Peasants burn the Savoy Palace                                            Statue of Sir William Walworth  

                           By Alfred Garth Jones                                                                          Holborn Viaduct 

 

               

                                        Joan of Kent                                  Late 15th-century depiction of the Tower of London 
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A forensic reconstruction of the face of Archbishop Sudbury by Adrienne Barker 

Dundee University 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



121 Counter Revolution 

 

 

After Richard had broken the revolt in London at Smithfield it was time to tackle the chaos outside London. The 
Counter Revolution took something between 1,500-7,000 judicial executions, and did nothing to solve the breaches 
in a divided society. Also this week, a look at the state of the nation of the medieval English church, as we approach 
the story of John Wyclif and the Lollards.  

The Peasants' Revolt - Counter Revolution 

 
By July 1381, the Peasants' Revolt was over. Richard proved not to be a keen captain of the peasants as he'd 
promised at Smithfield, taking a hard line on the peasants; aspirations:  

‘You wretches, detestable on land and sea; you who seek equality with lords are unworthy to live. Give this message 
to your colleagues: rustics you were, rustics you are still. You will remain in bondage, not as before, but 
incomparably harsher. For as long as you live we will strive to suppress you, and your misery will be an example in 
the eyes of posterity. However, we will spare your lives if you remain faithful and loyal. Choose now which course 
you want to follow’ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



122 John Wycliffe - and a University Education 

Wycliffe's writings were to prove controversial and proved an interesting early echo of the Reformation. They heavily 
influenced the view of Jan Hus and the movement in Bohemia. And his ability to develop and present those views 
owed a lot to Oxford University, and its desire to protect intellectual debate and investigation.  

The University of Oxford 

 

By the 14th Century, Oxford had become rather like a Guild - the Chancellor at the top; the Doctors  and Masters of 
Arts as it's Masters; the Bachelors of Arts as its Journey men, and undergraduates as Apprentices. Into this world 
Wycliffe walked at the age of 12 or 14 - for the 7 years that made up the Bachelor of Arts 'Degree'. Degree referred 
to the stages one should take to become a Doctor - a series of stages - Bachelor, Master, Doctor.  

Oxford was a chaotic place. Every student found themselves their own Regent Masters to teach them. They found 
their own lodgings, or maybe joined one of the new Academic Halls. There were serious troubles with the locals, 
such as the St Scholastica Day riots which led to open warfare on the streets.  

John Wycliffe and his career 

 

Wycliffe was born around 1330 in Yorkshire, to a reasonably up and coming family. He would have been taken to 
Oxford by a bringer. He became a Bachelor, Master, and then finally in 1372/3, a Doctor of Theology. For a while in 
the 1370's he had friends. John of Gaunt because of where he came from, and his helpfully anticlerical writings. The 
Black Prince and his wife Joan, because of his helpfully anticlerical writings. he acquired a living in Lutterworth, 
Leicestershire. But as he became more controversial, that support died away in the face of persecution from the 
church. By the 1380's he retired to Lutterworth, and died in 1384.  

 



Why was he controversial?  

Wycliffe considered himself a good Christian. He considered that his writings were based on the opinions and 
teachings of the fathers. But of course the Church were unlikely to enjoy his conclusions about their wordly wealth 
and privilege. Wycliffe's main conclusions were:  

 The Church had forfeited its rights to its wealth and power, through its corruption. The Crown should take 
them back 

 There is no support in the scriptures for all these bishops, and the bloated infrastructure on the medieval 
church. It should all go. 

 The Pope should model himself on Christ and live according to his model if he wanted to have the moral 
authority. 

 The principle of transubstantiation as taught by the church was deeply hooky. 
 The Bible is the only reliable reference point for Christians, since it’s the word of God. Priests cannot know if 

they are saved, and therefore have no special powers or moral authority.  

 

Evaluating Wycliffe 

You pays your money, and you takes your choice. Here are 3 interpretations:  

 He's a religious prophet and reformer transforming our relationship with God and establishing an early 
Protestant reformation 

 He's nothing but a disappointed careerist, embittered by his world failure, venting his frustration on the 
hierarchy that had turned their back on him 

 Wycliffe was just an Academic. In the atmosphere of Oxford he argued and studied and wrote; he had a 
powerful but inflexible mind, sensitive to criticism like many academics, since it’s not an easy world, and 
before he knew it he was a religious radical. There’s no evidence whatsoever that he ever tried to create a 
movement behind his argument – he was just telling the truth as he saw it, inconvenient or not.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



123 Wycliffe and the Lollards 

With the arrival of the 1380s, a reaction was in train in Oxford. The  new Chancellor, William Barton was an old 
friend of Wycliffe - but friend he was no longer. Wycliffe spent the last few years of his life in exile in Lutterworth, 
and by 1384 he was dead.  

Lollardy 

The tradition source of the word Lollard is from the Dutch to mumble. Wherever it came from it probably wasn't 
complimentary. But despite Wycliff's lack of interest in starting a new religion, a reformed religion did appear. It's 
profile basically followed the success of local preachers. The map below from Wikipedia shows how it spread.  

 

 

 

By and large before 1400 supression was slightly piecemeal. But Archbishop Courtenay and Oxford Chancellor Barton 
at least made sure Academic debate was expelled from Oxford. In the new century, Archbishop Arundel was to be 
more thorough.  

 

 

 

 



The Wycliffe Bible 

 

 

Was translated from the Latin Vulgate version, rather than the original Hebrew; some of its wording, especially the 
Early Version is clumsy, since it translates word for word. It has therefore had less attention than Tyndale's Bible, but 
its popularity was enormous, and over 250 copies remain to this day.  

The use of English 

The determination to use an English version of the bible reflected the resurgence of English. It was now the only 
language everyone had in common, and French was learned as a second language by the children of the nobility. 
And so Langland, Gower and Chaucer - all wrote in English because they would that way attract the greatest 
audience. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



124 The Character of a King 

From the end of the Peasant's Revolt in 1381, England continues to be managed by the Council, but the young 
Richard began to have more and more influence. And despite his youth and lack of sole control, what he does 
manages to raise concern rather than to re-assure. As the war with France goes from bad to worse, by the time 1387 
comes around there are more than a few murmurs of discontent around.  

Military adventures and military failure 

The war with France went poorly during Richard's reign. The way of Spain, invasions into Portugal, Navarre and 
Castile all proved futile. Meanwhile the French and Castillians dominated the narrow seas and England stood at 
constant threat of invasion.  

Trouble with Gaunt 

 

Richard did not appreciate the support that John of Gaunt gave him. He resented the fact that gaunt's authority and 
reputation was so important to him, and Gaunt himself was arrogant and rude - but he was also loyal. On campaign 
in Scotland in 1385, none the less, Richard accused Gaunt of self interest and anting the royal campaign to fail. When 
the Mad Monk, a Carmelite Friar, accused John of plotting to kill the king he was believed - John was forced to flee 
the King's paranoia, and return wearing his armour t lecture and harangue the young king. Eventually in 1386, Gauint 
was pleased to leave to pursue his wife's claim to the throne of Castile. Richard would have been every bit as 
pleased. But in fact, it left him weaker.  

The Wonderful Parliament, 1386 

Fed up Gloucester and his chum, Richard FitzAlan the Earl of Arundel, took the normal approach of attacking the 
king's council as a proxy for attacking the king. Michael de la Pole was impeached, using this wonderful new method 
Peter de la Mare had given the people in the Good Parliament of 1377. De La Pole was removed, and a Continual 
Council put in place manage Richard's affairs for a year. Richard was livid - but helpless to resist.  

Preparing to fight back.  

Through the year, Richard showed he could be patient - he played the game, toured the midlands and outwardly 
seemed to be obeying the rules. Secretly, though he got his justices together, and got them to rule that the 
Wonderful parliament had acted illegally, against the right so of the Crown, than those who had done it were 
traitors.  Inevitably, the news got out about Richard's query - and Gloucester knew trouble was heading his way. In 
1387, England found out how Gloucester, Arundel and Warwick would react.  

 

 



125 Accusatio 

By 1387, it was becoming clear that the Wonderful Parliament of 1385 had not solved the problem. Pressure had 
been building, and Gloucester, Warwick and Arundel were far from satisfied - and felt far from safe. The showdown 
came at the Merciless Parliament of 1388.  

The military confrontation - the battle of Radcot Bridge 

 

Richard tried to strike first - ordering Percy, the Earl of Northumberland, to arrest Arundel. He failed. At Waltham 
Cross, Gloucester, Warwick and Arundel, gathered their men and accused  (or Appealed - hence Appelants) 5 close 
councillors of the king as traitors and usurpers of Royal power. These were:  

 Robert de Vere, Duke of Ireland and Earl of Oxford 
 Michael de la Pole, Earl of Suffolk 
 Judge Robert Tresilian 
 Alexander Neville, Archbishop of York 
 Nicholas Brembre, Merchant 

Most (except Brembre) ran. But de Vere ran for Chester - not for safety, but to raise an army of Cheshire bowmen to 
rescue the king. He came south with 3-4,000 men - but facing desertions all the way, when he met the forces of 
Henry Bolingbroke at Radcot Bridge his forces melted away. Oxford escaped to Bruges. Richard was forced to call 
parliamenty to listen to the accusations against his friends.  

The political confrontation - the Merciless Parliament 

The Appellants were now 5:  

 Duke of Gloucester: Thomas of Woodstock, son of Edward III 
 Earl of Warwick: Thomas Beauchamp 
 Earl of Arundel: Richard Fitzalan 
 Henry Bolingbroke: Earl of Derby son of John of Gaunt Duke of Lancaster 
 Thomas Mowbray: Earl of Nottingham 

They entered the parliament arms linked, and over the next few months brutally followed through on their threats. 
Brembre, though clearly innocent, was beheaded; Treslian was found spying on proceedings and despite his terrified 
pleas was also beheaded. And despite Richard's desperate pleas and those of his wife, Anne, his mentor Simon 
Burley also  went to his death.  

By the end of the parliament, it looked as comprehensive and vindictive a victory as any in the history of England so 
far. But Richard would not forget.  

http://historyofengland.typepad.com/.a/6a0147e0fd1b4a970b01a511bf6220970c-pi


126 An Uneasy Calm 

Between the Appellants crisis of 1388 and 1397, Richard ruled with increasingly confidence. He was hardly the most 
impressive English king but he appeared to have cast off the wildness of his early days, and accepted the need to rule 
together with his leading magnates, and distribute patronage carefully. This week, we look at those years.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



127 The Model of Chivalry 

Henry Bolingbroke, Earl of Derby, son of the most powerful magnate in England, was a golden child blessed with 
every advantage. While Richard tried to get his royal feet under the throne, Bolingbroke left the wife to bring up the 
children and headed out to fulfil the image of the perfect medieval knight. 

The Tournament at St Inglevert 

 

 

 In a fever of excitement, Henry and many famous companions - Thomas Mowbray among them - travelled to Calais 
and thence to St Inglevert. There 3 French knights - Boucicaut, Jean de Saimpy, and Reginald de Roye held the field 
against all comers. After they fought they ate, drank, danced and celebrated. (For the original text, and a slightly 
nerdy analysis of the action, you can follow this link to Tales from Froissart.)  ps. Luise couldn't find the link... 

The Baltic Crusades 

The Baltic Crusades are of course far less well known than those of the Holy Land, but by the 14th century they were 
the only remaining crusades where Christian actually fought non-Christian. They lacked the glamour in many ways - 
being cold and wet was one notable feature. But Henry Bolingbroke went twice, though the second time, to his 
horror he found everyone was living in peace.  And so he travelled to the Holy Land as a pilgrim - via Prague, Vienna 
and Venice 

 

 



 

127a Britain, Jamaica and the 70s by Roifield Brown 

 

A bit of a change of pace for our guest episode this week - here's Roifield Brown, author of the 'How Jamaica 
conquered the world' podcast, with an episode about Britain in the 70s and the impact Jamaica had on us all. The 
music is great, by the way! 

http://historyofengland.typepad.com/.a/6a0147e0fd1b4a970b01a3fd1dfc47970b-pi


128 The Narcissist 

In 1397, Richard finally saw the chance to try to get his revenge on the Appellants - Gloucester, Arundel and 
Warwick. So the parliament of September 1397 was momentous.  

The Fate of the Appellants - the Parliament of 1397 

 

 

In 1397, Richard finally moved on the men who had humiliated him back in 1388. After 9 years of reasonably 
reasonable rule this was odd. The theory is that Richard was a narcissist - deeply egocentric, convinced of his own 
perfection and importance - yet deeply insecure. And so his reactions were extreme. It also became clear that he had 
never forgotten, nor forgiven the events of 1388. 

In 1397 he moved. Two of the Appellants - Bolingbroke and Mowbray he suborned to his side. The Senior Appellants 
were his target. Gloucester was arrested and taken to Calais into the care of Thomas Mowbray, Earl of Nottingham. 
Warwick was invited to supper and arrested afterwards. Richard FitzAlan, Earl of Arundel, was talked out of his castle 
by his brother, Thomas Arundel Archbishop of Canterbury.  

At the Parliament of 1397, Thomas Arundel was banished. Gloucester was secretly killed in Calais - the blood royal 
could not be put on trial. Warwick was put on trial, wept and wailed and was banished. Richard of Arundel was a 
fighter. The transcript of his trial below, with John of Gaunt as the Accuser and John Bussy as the Speaker of the 
House, is largely the words of contemporary chroniclers, with a bit of tweaking here and there.  



Arundel For what reasons am I standing here accused? I have been pardoned 
twice by the king 

Gaunt Those pardons have been revoked, traitor! 

Arundel Truly, you lie. I was never traitor 

Gaunt Then why did you seek a pardon? 

Arundel To silence the tongues of my enemies, of whom you are one. And to be 
sure, when it comes to treason, you are in greater need of a pardon than I 
am 

Richard Answer the appeal! 

Arundel I see it clearly now. 

All you who accuse me of treason, you are all liars! Never was I traitor! 

I still claim the full benefit of my pardon, which you, within these last six 
years, when you were of full age and free to act as you wished, granted to 
me of your own volition. 

Richard I granted it provided it were not to my prejudice 

Gaunt Therefore the grant is worthless 

Arundel In truth, I was as ignorant about that pardon as you were – and you were 
abroad at the time – until it was willingly granted to me by the king. 

Bussy That pardon has already been revoked by the king, the lords and us – the 
faithful commons. 

  At this point Arundel looked around at the Commons assembled in the 
hall. He might well have noticed that there were very few familiar faces; 
the Composition of the commons this time around was of almost entirely 
new men 

Arundel Where are those faithful commons? 

You are not here to act faithfully. You are here to shed my blood. If the 
faithful commons were here they would without doubt be on my side, 
trying to help mefrom falling into your clutches. They, I know, are grieving 
greatly for me while you, I know, have always been false. 

Bussy Look, lord king, how this traitor is trying to stir up dissent  between us and 
the commons who stayed at home! 

Arundel Liars, all of you! I am no traitor! 

Bolingbroke Did you not say to me at Huntingdon, when we first gathered in revolt, 
that before doing anything else it would be better to seize the king? 

Arundel You henry, Earl of Derby, you lie in your teeth. I never said anything to 
you or to anyone else about my lord king, except what was to his welfare 
and honour. 

Richard Did you not say to me at the time of your parliament, in the bath behind 
the White Hall, that Simon Burley was worthy of death? And I replied that 
I neither knew nor could discover any reason for his death. And even the 
Queen, my wife, and I interceded tirelessly on his behalf, yet you and your 
accomplices, ignoring our pleas, traitorously put him to death. 

    

Richard Pass judgement on him 

Gaunt Lord Arundel, you are found a foul traitor. You will be drawn to the 
gallows at Tyburn, here to be hanged from the neck, cut down before 
dead, beheaded and quartered. 

Richard In consideration of your rank, though you scarce deserve it, Lord Arundel, 
the sentence is commuted to beheading only. 

 



129 Dominion 

At last in 1397 Richard would have felt that he had put his past humiliation from the Appellants behind him. But he 

was no happier or secure. He gathered his private army of Cheshire Archers around him and looked out at the world 

outside the court with mistrustful eyes.  

 

 

 


