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Fifteen
the end

espite re-establishing their subjugation of the Welsh and despite—or per-
haps because—of their ruination of his family, the English continued to feel 
a great sense of unease about Glyn Dŵr and the situation in Wales. They 

seem to have sensed that if Glyn Dŵr could rally the Welsh once more, the seething 
current of resentment in Wales could swiftly overflow into another wave of violence. 
In early 1414, an unknown Welshman risked a journey to London to tell the King of 
what he knew of Glyn Dŵr’s plans. Given that the English, still recovering from the 
revolt, were particularly hostile to the Welsh at that time, the journey would have 
been hazardous without a safe-conduct. This implies that some high-ranking English 
officer, maybe in the March of Wales, believed that the information was reliable, pos-
sibly because he knew the informant to be in a position to know of Glyn Dŵr’s plans. 
That the information proved valuable enough for the treasury to pay him ‘an especial 
reward’ of £1 also suggests that the King had faith that the unnamed informant had 
been in a position to provide information on the ‘conduct and designs’ of Glyn Dŵr 
and was satisfied that the information was accurate.1 The name of this ‘certain Welsh-
man’ is unknown. If the English, prompted by the information he had provided, had 
captured or killed Glyn Dŵr, his action would have ranked as one of the most treach-
erous of the many acts of treachery in Welsh history.

An additional cause of the English unease about Wales was the growing threat of 
an increasingly popular religious sect called the Lollards, which had many adherents 
in the March and border counties of Wales. The Lollards followed the teachings of 
John Wycliffe, who had died on the last day of 1384. They sought a fundamental 
reform of the Church. The Church naturally saw this as a threat and soon consid-
ered the Lollards as an heretical sect. To the authoritarian and hierarchical society 
of the Middle Ages, an attack on the authority of the Church implied an attack on 
the authority of the King upon which depended the authority of all others. So the 
Lollards were seen by many in authority to be undermining the very foundations of 
society. Yet, Lollards, for the most part, if they kept their views to themselves, were 
tolerated by most of that society, even by some of its most powerful members. One of 
the Lollards’ protectors in England had been John of Gaunt. He appears to have given 
his support to Wycliffe’s ideas more as a means of undermining his political adver-
saries than because he had any sympathy with the ideas themselves. The Lollards’ 
chief opponent was Archbishop Thomas fitzAlan, who was also a close ally of Henry 
IV. The very first royal proclamation that Henry had issued (the day after he was 
proclaimed king) had been directed against Lollardy.2 After fitzAlan had been rein-
stated as Archbishop of Canterbury following Henry’s usurpation, the Convocation 
recognized that episcopal jurisdiction alone could not address the problem of itiner-
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