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Did an independent Breton state exist before the marriage of Anne de Bretagne?

When I was offered the formidable challenge and privilege of opening this conference with a paper dedicated to the existence or non existence of an independent Breton state in the latter part of the fifteenth century, I had no illusions about either the enormity of the task or the temerity of the undertaking : in effect, how to succeed, in a simple but nevertheless thorough way, in synthesising a question in which Political History and Law are inextricably entwined, which over the course of half a millennium has produced a bibliography, vast and often impassioned, in truth partisan. How to manage to preserve the neutrality of the University in one of the most controversial debates of its type, a debate which, even now, regularly surfaces in the case of reforms, claims and political fears, linked for example to the consolidation of regionalization, to the question of the status of the Loire-Atlantique department in relation to the Regional Administration of Brittany and again to the place and role of the Breton language.

On all of these topical issues, opinions are often greatly divided and seem, more or less, to be based on the view taken of political and important military events which occurred at the turn of the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries and sealed the destiny of Brittany: some speak of "union de la Bretagne à la France", others prefer the more committed epithet of "reunification" of the two territories whilst, on the other side, they speak of the "annexion de la Bretagne1 ". Far from being just an intellectual battle between scholars, the question gave rise to the first independent incident in 1932, at the commemoration ceremony in Rennes of the fourth centenary of the "union et jonction du pays et Duché de Bretagne avec le Royaume et la Couronne de France, perpétuellement2 ", to quote the exact terms used by François I.

In an attempt to calm the debate a little without, however, reducing its considerable points of interest, I would like, first of all, to address the question of the Breton independence or dependence from the point of view of Law, then move onto that of historical fact, each time presenting both sides of the argument in a succinct way. Thus, you will be able, at least I hope, to make up your own mind whilst making allowances for my personal stance: Law and historical facts are, however, incapable of delivering an undisputed answer to the question which, at the time, was only definitively decided through the brandishing of weapons, with a favourable result for France.

All the same, the question of the existence of an independent Breton state at the end of the Middle Ages must be put into perspective and examined against the background of the three closely intertwined concepts of the time : Etat, Indépendance and Souveraineté. From the chronological point of view, this takes place nearly a century before the fundamental synthesis by Jean Bodin in 1576, in which he devotes some attention to specific developments in Brittany and asks the question whether or not "un prince feudataire peut etre souverain 3 ". In the fifteenth century these notions were still a long way from the definite character they have in Contemporary Law which sees the "Etat Souverain" as a "entité juridique pleinement indépendante tant au point de vue interne qu'international, formée de la reunion des trois éléments constitutifs que sont la population, le territoire et l'autorité politique 4 ". However, it does remain possible to have recourse to the term "Etat" to analyse the medieval political organisation from about the year 1150 when the "Etats territoriaux" such as England and France came into being, and when the association of both a territory and a political organisation became apparent 5 . The word "Etat" can then be considered as a notion comparable to that of "Res Publica" or "Civitas", used by the scholars of the time, inspired by the rediscovery -and more especially by the teaching -of Roman Law which, at the same time, provided them with the conceptual premises of the ideas of "souveraineté" and of independence 6 .

In these conditions, it becomes apparent that the question of the independence of the Duchy -or of the Principality -of Brittany at the end of the fifteenth century is a complex issue which cannot be reduced to a simple Franco/Breton debate : on the contrary, it is inherent in the simultaneous evolution of Political Thinking and of Institutions, which resulted in the establishment of modern state structures.

3 "A vassal prince can be sovereign ? ". Jean Bodin, Les six Livres de la République, Fayard, Paris, 1986, Livre Ier, Chapitre IX, p. 236-237. 4 " Fully independent legal entity both from the internal and international point of view, comprising three interlinked constitutional factors, namely population, territory and political authority". G. Cornu, Vocabulaire Juridique, Presses Universitaires de France, Paris, 1987, p. 322. 5 James Henderson Burns, The Cambridge History of Medieval Political Throught (c. 330 -c. 1450), Cambridge University Press, 1988. French Translation : Histoire de la pensée politique médiévale, Presses Universitaires de France, coll. Léviathan, Paris, 1993, p. 331-332, 406-411, p. 452-455. 6 James Henderson Burns, Histoire de la pensée politique médiévale… op. cit., p. 455.

However, to understand fully the issue at its crucial stage (i.e. when the unification process between France and Brittany was reaching its final stage) it merits perhaps studying the outline of the key stages in Breton History, spanning a thousand years : The story begins in the fifth century with the arrival of many Breton immigrants into the old Gallo-Roman Armorica7 , originating from the British Isles (specifically from the old Domnonee, from Cornwall and from Wales). It concludes with the reign of Anne de Bretagne (1476-1514), initially Duchess, succeeding her father, François II, the last Breton Duke in 1488, subsequently twice Queen of France, firstly as wife of Charles VIII (from 1491-1498) and then of Louis XII (from 1499-1514).

When Breton History, as such, began, relations between the Bretons (from Armorica) and the Franks, who for a short time had been dominating the northern part of Gaul, was based on an agreement made in 497 between King Clovis and the Breton religious and secular leaders (notably Bishops Mélaine de Rennes and Patern de Vannes) : "Les Armoricains et les Bretons reconnaissent la suprématie des Francs, mais ne leur payent pas de tribut8 " . This date marked the start of the second phase of Breton immigration into Armorica, far more significant and spectacular than the former, because it was concentrated in the western part of the peninsula9 . Soon afterwards, the Armorican region adopted the name of Brittany -or "petite Bretagne" (little Britain) -and divided into several principalities, each one escaping from the authority of the Merovingian kingdom10 . The Carolingians, after Pépin Le Bref, succeeded in re-establishing their domination throughout the country in 753. However, attempts aimed at escaping from their clutches were not long in reappearing and they gained in strength during the course of the ninth century: the independence of Brittany is finally regained, first of all in fact as a result of the victory in 845 of Nominoé over the army of the Emperor Charles le Chauve, then in Law when the latter conceded the title of King to Erispoé, the son of his victor11 .

This "Royaume de Bretagne" remains short-lived, as it proves to be incapable of resisting Norman attacks : at the beginning of the 10 th century, the country was entrenched in anarchy whilst the leaders had beaten a retreat, in search of refuge in either the centre of France or in Great Britain.

A new page is then turned in the History book of Brittany, which will close five centuries later in the reign of Duchess Anne : it is the period when the debate on the extent of the subjection or independence with regard to France acquires significant importance, resulting progressively in apparently irreconcilable positions. At the beginning, however, there was nothing such, for Alain Barbetorte, the Norman victor, even though he took the title of Duc de Bretagne, was in a position that was too weak to assert any power in the issue of independence which, in any case was not a question of major importance in the feudal system and the attendant deliquescence of the power of the Kings of France. The Kings considered, however, that Brittany was included in the kingdom and that its Dukes were only feudal lords, admittedly powerful and largely autonomous in their domains, but still officially subject to the suzerainty of the King.

As an illustration of this subordination, the King did not hesitate to transfer the suzerainty of Brittany to the Duke of Normandy at the beginning of the 12 th century (Treaty of Gisors, 1113), considering even the Breton Dukes as mere Counts. A century later, Philippe Auguste takes advantage of a crisis in the ducal succession, in the context of an English political and military attempt at seizure, to consolidate the power of France, by arranging the marriage between the heiress of the Duchy and Pierre de Dreux, alias Pierre Mauclerc (1213), a descendant of the French Royal family. The Duchy of Brittany is thus deeply embedded within the Capet sphere of influence, symbolised by the renaming of the region as a "Duchy Pairie", a peerage Duchy of France (1297).

Nevertheless, the Breton Dukes did not totally renounce their leanings towards political autonomy, and succeeded without too much difficulty in having it to all intents and purposes, by arranging if necessary some English support. The question takes a completely new turn with the beginning of a new dynastic crisis in the middle of the 14 th century (1341) which degenerated this time into a real civil war within the general context of the Hundred Years War : in spite of the support given to Charles de Blois by France, Jean de Montfort succeeded in crushing him by military means and became officially recognised as the Duke of Brittany, with the name of Jean IV (Treaty of Guérande, 1365). This new dynasty, which does not in any way owe its succession to the power of French politics, transforms the Duchy of Brittany enormously, making it into a Principality endowed with modern institutions, independent in effect and where possible in Law from the kingdom of France. From then on, Breton and French jurists, joined by Historians from both countries tackled the dependence issue unsuccessfully, a question which, in the final count, would only be decided by military means.

The existence of an independent Breton state in the 15 th century : an object of constant historical and legal controversy.

Nowadays, contemporary chroniclers agree in recognising the fundamental link which exists between the rising of the western states at the end of the Middle Ages and the parallel development of historical studies 12 . What is certainly true for England and France (with, for example, the Chronicles of Froissard, covering the period from 1326 to 1400), is too a lesser extent also valid for Brittany where the Dukes of the Montfort dynasty understood that History, which could underline the origin of the Breton past, could be a useful weapon in their emancipation policies13 : it is, in fact, particularly valuable in providing jurists with legal precedents, which form the major elements in a system of legal reasoning, largely dominated by Coutume. The context of the 15 th century is particularly propitious to this, because it is possible that the ducal entourage, trained at the University and taught by glossarists would have been exposed to the theories, previously put forward by Barthole (1313Barthole ( -1357)), and then by Balde (1327-1400) in the affair of the territorial sovereignty of the Cités-Etats of Northern Italy. These authors developed, in fact, a theory in which these territorial entities could henceforth be considered legally independent from the power of the Roman Germanic Empire, given the superior power of the will of the people for emancipation 14 .

All things considered, Law and History are closely intertwined in Brittany, in concept as in personal viewpoint : six out seven of the well-known medieval Breton chroniclers, legal graduates of the Faculty of Orléans and Angers, were later employed in the ducal Administration service, often even as personal secretary to the Duke : amongst the most famous were Guillaume de Saint Andre (+ 1390) and especially Pierre Le Baud (+1505) and Alain Bouchard (+1514), who were members of Duke François I's Council, officially entrusted with compiling a History of Brittany, by his daughter, the Duchess Anne. Their fame is, however, undoubtedly overshadowed by that of their renowned 16 th century successor, Bertrand d'Argentré, another Legal Historian, great nephew of Le Baud and Sénéchal of Rennes from 1547 to his death in 1590. In their official dual capacities, these writers had full access, notably to the documents held by the ducal Chancellery and by the Accounts Chamber of Brittany (in Vannes and Nantes respectively) whose archives are zealously protected to be used, advantageously, if needed by the members of the Ducal Council, in the course of sensitive negotiations with the royal powers that be. It goes without saying that the latter also pursued a similar course of action, especially given the fact that they were confronted by claims from the English kings and, as such, were well ahead of the Dukes in this sort of action. In fact, it was as early as the beginning of the 13 th century that permanent archives were stored in Paris, close to Sainte Chapelle. Now held in the Archives Nationales, this "Trésor des Chartes" contains several collections of documents specifically pertaining to "Breton Affairs", the earliest of which date back to 1185.

It would have been logical to expect that Duchess Anne's successive marriages to two French Kings (Charles VIII, from 1491-1498 ; then Louis XII, from 1499 to 1514) would have put an end to this historical/legal controversy with regard to the independence of the Duchy, and would have rendered the question obsolete thereafter. However, it was not at all the case and the debate maintained its virulence, at the pens of impassioned and often talented Historians. To the Breton arguments, splendidly put forward by Bertrand d'Argentré, at the end of the 16 th century, there was an immediate riposte from Nicolas Vignier, doctor and chronicler of Henri III, published posthumously in 1619, eloquently entitled " Traicté de l'ancien estat de la Petite Bretagne, et du droict de la Couronne de France sur icelle : contre les faussetez et calomnies de deux Histoires de Bretagne composées par feu le Sr. Bertrand d'Argentré, Président au siège de Rennes 15 ". A century later, at the end of Louis XIV's reign, the controversy was rekindled with new vigour, on the back this time of the monk Mauriste Guy Alexis Lobineau, whose Histoire de Bretagne, composée sur les titres et les auteurs originaux was printed in 1707 ; this work which intended to rise up " contre les prétentions des Rois de France à une suzeraineté remontant à la première race 16 " , after having been censured in part, did not fail to provoke a violent reaction from the Abbé de Vertot, court Historian at Versailles, who immediately published "Traité historique de la mouvance de Bretagne, dans lequel on justifie que cette province, dès le commencement de la monarchie française, a toujours relevé immédiatement et en arrière fief de la couronne de France, contre ce qu'en a écrit le Père Lobineau 17 " . The Abbé de Vertot, in turn, received firm contradiction from the Abbé Gallet, a priest originating from the diocese of St. Brieuc, who wrote his opposition in two volumes modestly entitled "Dissertation historique sur l'origine des Bretons, sur leur établissement dans l'Armorique et sur leurs premiers rois" (1739). It falls finally to another Benedictine, Dom Pierre-Hyacinthe Morice, to continue the work of his predecessors, the Breton Historians, to publish, from 1742 to 1756, an enormous synthesis on the History of Brittany, which covers all of the period from the 5th century to the 16th century, a work whose main interest today lies in the three volumes of « pièces justificatives ».

Thus, on the eve of the Revolution, the controversy on the question of the independence of medieval Brittany was still waging, fanned strongly by the general climate of opposition to royal absolutism which was prevalent from the 1750s onwards. It is, thus, that in 1783, Guy-Charles Le Chapelier, Deputy Attorney general, trustee of the Assemblée des Etats de Bretagne, addressing himself to Louis XVI, did not hesitate to speak of the marriage of Duchess Anne as a " heureuse union dont l'amour forma les noeuds et qui joignit à Votre Couronne une Couronne Ducale qui, nonobstant son alliance avec Charles VIII et Louis XII, est rentrée dans sa première indépendance à l'extinction de la branche des Valois 18 ". This time, no court Historian leaped to protest against this flagrant affirmation of independence, since the monarchy, already fragile, had to address a host of political problems of greater and more immediate magnitude.

The question of the independence of medieval Brittany, considered from the legal point of view

All of the writers -whether they are Breton or French -agree in considering that the central issue in deciding the legal situation of Brittany in relation to the kingdom of France, lies in the conditions of settlement of the Bretons, when they left the British Isle to settle in Armorica. Did they arrive as conquerors or, at least as mere occupants of a country, largely 15 " Treaty of the former state of Brittany and the Crown of France's rights over it; against the lies and falsehoods of the two 'Histoires de Bretagne', written by the late Sr. Bertrand d'Argentré, President of the parliament of Rennes". 16 "Against the pretensions of the Kings of France towards a suzerainty going back to the original settlers". 17 "Historical Treaty of the domain of Brittany, in which there is justification that this Province, from the outset of French monarchy, has always been dependent on and subordinate to the Crown of France, contrary to what Père Lobineau has written". New edition : De Vertot, Histoire critique de l'établissement des Bretons dans les Gaules, et de leur dépendance des Rois de France et des Ducs de Normandie, Barois, Paris, 1720. F. Bluche, Dictionnaire du Grand Siècle, Fayard, Paris, 1990, p. 1583. 18 "A happy union whose love formed bond, and which united a Ducal Crown to Your Crown ; the Ducal Crown, notwithstanding the alliance with Charles VIII and Louis XII, entered its first independence on the demise of the Valois branch".

in WATKIN (Thomas Glyn), SOLEIL (Sylvain), Law and justice in the integration of two lands : France and Brittany ; England and Wales (A Colloquium held in Cardiff and Rennes in April 2005), The Welsh Legal History Society, vol. VI, Bangor, 2016, p. 165-179. abandoned by the Gallo-Roman population ? If this is the case, it is easy to conclude that, since the Bretons do not owe their original implantation in the country to the Franks, they are in no way subordinate to them ; by way of consequence, the Duchy of Brittany will later be able to claim this original independence to assert their rights to sovereignty, whilst its Dukes, from Jean V (1420) onwards will not hesitate to call themselves "Ducs de Bretagne par la Grâce de Dieu", in the same manner as the Kings of France. Sixty or so years later, François II (Duchess Anne's father) pushes this view to its ultimate point, declaring that "de toute antiquité, [lui-même] If, on the other hand (to go back to the early Middle Ages) the Breton immigrants were only peacefully settled in Armorica after the conquest by Clovis of the whole of Gaul (supposing, moreover, that the conquest encompassed the western Peninsula), it is then clear that this significant movement of population was only able to take place with the agreement of the Franks : such is really the case concludes the Abbé de Vertot, of " l'origine de la Souveraineté de nos Rois sur la Bretagne et les Bretons… à qui la charité et la compassion ouvrit un asile sur les cotes de France 20 ".

Thus, the existence or not of a truly independent Brittany at the end of the 15 th century will depend on the date of the passage into Armorica of the Breton populations, that is to say dependable on a question which is, in truth, unsolvable, given the rarity and interpretation difficulties of written sources and the important time span of this phenomenon of settlement in the area. What does it matter then if, after the event, the most recent discoveries in the field of Historical Science, supported by the results of archaeological digs, seem rather to show that the old Historians and legal writers of the Duchy were, in fact, correct, placing the earliest settlements as far back as the 4 th century 21 : the question of whether or not Brittany can be considered independent is obviously not so simple ! Indeed, the legal-political statute of the Breton Duchy at the end of the Middle Ages must really be defined more in relation to the context of the Feudal System and to the rules of Feudal Law, than to the dating of settlement in the Hexagon of France. That is to say, the focus of the definition revolves around the notion of Homage by the Vassal : the homage afforded by an inferior lord to his superior, the suzerain. The very existence of this act of homage by the Dukes to the Kings of France remains, moreover, open to debate until the end of the 12 th century and the reign of Philippe Auguste. If, in historical fact, it does seem that the first 19 "From the earliest times, (he) and his predecessors, Kings, Dukes and Princes of Brittany have never recognised and do not recognise any sovereign except God Almighty". Ordonnance ducale du 22 septembre 1485. M. Planiol, La très ancienne coutume de Bretagne, avec les Assises, Constitutions de Parlement et Ordonnances ducales, Rennes, 1896, et Slatkine, Genève, 1984, p. 423. 20 "The origin of sovereignty of our Kings over Brittany and the Bretons… for whom charity and compassion provided refuge on the coasts of France". 21 Pierre-Roland Giot, Philippe Guigon, Bernard Merdrignac, Les premiers Bretons d'Armorique, Presses Universitaires de Rennes, Rennes, 2003. André Chédeville, Hubert Guillotel, La Bretagne des saints et des rois : V° -X° siècle, Ouest-France Université, Rennes, 1984, p. 29-30. in WATKIN (Thomas Glyn), SOLEIL (Sylvain), Law and justice in the integration of two lands : France and Brittany ; England and Wales (A Colloquium held in Cardiff and Rennes in April 2005), The Welsh Legal History Society, vol. VI, Bangor, 2016, p. 165-179. medieval Dukes -such as Alain Barbetorte in 942 or Geoffroi I st , sixty or so years later 22 -were indeed recognised as faithful to the French Kings, these facts are carefully unacknowledged -in truth denied -by the Breton historians, such as Alain Bouchard, for whom "oncques auparavant jusqu'alors, le Duché de Bretagne n'avait jamais été, du consentement des princes et principaux suppôts du pays, soumis en chef ni en membres au Roi de France, ni à quelque autre prince 23 ".

As we have seen, everything changes when, after dynastic difficulties, the Ducal power falls to the Capetian Pierre Mauclerc, husband of Duchess Alix : the documents, indeed, state categorically that he took an oath of fidelity on two occasions, the first to Philippe Auguste, in 1213 24 , then to his successor Jean I st , le Roux, taken in 1237 and detailing precisely two years later his commitment "caution particulière au Roi". In this text, the Duke "promet et jure à son très excellent Seigneur Louis, illustre Roi de France, en tant que son Seigneur lige, qu'il ne lui fera jamais la guerre, ni à ses successeurs 25 ".

The expression of the original Latin ("tamquam Domino meo ligio") is a priori unequivocal as regards the nature of the homage given. In fact, there exists two legal types of homage whose political consequences in terms of dependency are very differest : Simple Homage and Liege Homage.

The first contains a promise to "serve his Lord in times of war and to defend him against all 26 ", and brings with it the recognition of the statute of " fief lige" ("liege fief") for the territory in virtue of which it is paid. The Liege Homage links closely, therefore, not only the Lord to the King, but also contains the formal acceptance of the submission of his territory to the kingdom, as well as the official recognition by the Lord that he holds his land by virtue of a royal concession. Simple Homage, on the contrary, only marks a theoretical engagement of faith and fidelity by the Lord, "without other personal and military duties", more in personal than real terms 27 ; it can, therefore be considered as relatively compatible with an overall territorial autonomy, in truth real independence. Jean Bodin, himself, father of Modern Political Science, poses the question as to what point a "Prince Tributaire ou feudataire 28 " can be sovereign, and recognises finally that "le vassal simple qui doit foi et homage du fief qu'il tient, n'est pas pour autant sujet de celui duquel il tient le fief 29 ". He refuses formally, nevertheless, to recognise the statute of Dukes of Brittany which for him are "anciens vassaux des Rois de France…vrais sujets et hommes liges…néanmoins qu'ils fussent reçu à simple hommage 30 ".

All the political efforts of the Breton Dukes of the Montfort dynasty were aimed at making the royal powers accept only a Simple Homage for Brittany, even though the Liege Homage had been clearly exercised during the course of the 13 th century, its strength had even been reinforced by the concession of the high position of "Duc Pair de France 31 ", awarded to the Dukes of Brittany in September 1297. The situation remained unchanged until the Hundred Years'War and the beginning of the Civil War of Succession in Brittany (1341), when a rapid evolution is brought about, when the descendants of the victorious Jean IV managed, in effect, to triumph completely in their claims from the time of the accession of Duc Arthur II, the second of his sons in 1458 ; this is, moreover quite paradoxical in so far as he, then aged sixty four years old, had, at the time, a brilliant career as Hight Constable of France (with the name Connétable de Richemenont), companion of Joan of Arc and former commander of the royal army. Strengthened by the importance of his contribution to the liberation of the kingdom, he succeeded in making Charles VII accept a Simple Homage, whose symbolism is unequivocal : standing in front of the King (not on his knees), keeping his sword on his belt, refusing to bow and to take the oath, he simply declared, his hands within those of the monarch that "Tel hommage que mes prédécesseurs l'ont fait aux vôtres et à Vous, je le fais, mais je ne le fais point lige 32 ". The King, after several protestations from the Chancellor of France in opposition to this formal innovation, finished by accepting it, replying "je n'entends préjudicier en rien à vos droits 33 ".

François II, Duchess Anne's father, continued on the same political path, when he, in his turn, came to pay homage to Louis XI in December 1461. By the end of the Middle Ages, the homage paid by the Breton Dukes to the French monarchy had thus legally become a Simple Homage, the first step towards the claim of prerogatives touching on sovereignty and on the "exercice de droits royaux 34 " according to a formula used by Jean IV from 1394.

Conclusion : Breton independence in the historical facts of the 15 th century

In the course of its turbulent history throughout the Middle Ages, it was only for very brief periods that Brittany was placed under any other administration than that of its Dukes. For example, this was briefly the case during the English protection from 1166 to 1182, or in the French occupation of 1373 to 1379, at which time power was held by a Lieutenant General, the King's own son. The significance of this is, therefore, that with the exception of a few decades, the Duchy was essentially in the de facto fringe of real royal power, whatever, in other respects, may have been its legal situation in regards to France. Was it benefiting simply from the same wide degree of autonomy that any great fief of the kingdom might have enjoyed, or did it really constitute a true Principality, connected to the King by a simple, personal and symbolic link?

The answer, manifestly, develops with time and with one's own point of view !

The Breton Dukes, of all times, used in a concrete way and to varying degrees the many rights accorded theoretically from the marks of sovereignty. However, the context of the 13 th century and of the 14 th century generally only allowed them to use these rights in a limited and contested way. This is blatantly not the case in the following century, when Jean IV (1364-1399), then his sons Jean V (1399-1442) and Arthur III (1457-1458), as well as his grandsons afterwards, François I (1442-1450), Pierre II and François II (1458-1488) fully implemented and developed prerogatives expressing sovereign power. Let us cite a few examples:

-In the matter of currency: all of the Montfort dynasty Dukes minted gold coins, bearing the inscription "Dei Gratia Britonnum Dux", although, at the time, the minting of money was asserted as a royal monopoly from the time of St. Louis, in 1262 35 . -In the matter of international relations : Very early on, the Dukes were looking to pursue an international policy distinct from that of France, a tendency which was, of course, reinforced by the vicissitudes of the Hundred Years' War. Once the painful episode of the Civil War of succession was over, Brittany strove to maintain a certain neutrality, leaning towards either England or France, whichever way the wind was blowing. In the same way, the Breton Dukes received and nominated ambassadors for numerous countries, and signed international maritime treaties with notably the kingdoms of Castile, Leon, Portugal, Denmark, with the Hanseatic towns (Bruges) and with the Duchy of Burgundy 36 .

But it is most notably in its relations with the Papacy that the independence of Brittany is most affirmed internationally, for the sovereign pontiff had a vested interest : that of extracting Brittany from the "pragmatique sanction", by which King Charles VII had recognised in 1438 the superiority of the authority of oecumenical synods over the Popes. It is thus that in 1463, Pie II declared that " le Duc de Bretagne, bien que moins puissant que le Roi de France, vit selon ses lois propres, et ne reconnaît pas de supérieur au temporel 37 » Coming to the end of this rapid study and insight into the political, administrative and legal situation of the Duchy of Brittany on the accession of Duchess Anne, I can do no better, in 35 Jean Kerhervé, L'Etat breton aux XIV ème et XV ème siècles : Les Ducs, l'argent, les hommes, Maloine, Paris, 1987, Tome 1, p. 180-182. 36 Marcel Planiol, Histoire des Institutions de la Bretagne… op. cit., Tome 3, p. 89-91. 37 "The Duke of Brittany, although less powerful than the King of France, lives according to his own laws and doesn't recognise any secular master". Barthélémy-Amédée Pocquet du Haut-Jussé, Les Papes et les Ducs de Bretagne : essai sur les rapports du Saint-Siège avec un Etat, Coop Breizh, Spézet, 2000, p. 544. the final analysis, than to ally myself to the opinion formed, more than a century ago, by a famous legal writer, renowned not only for his moderation but also for the wisdom of his judgement : Marcel Planiol, Professor at the Faculty of Law in Paris, a man seldom accused of political bias. In 1894, he wrote some observations which, it seems to me, later research has never succeeded in disproving : « Au moment où elle a succombé, la Bretagne constituait réellement un Etat à part, jouissant sous la suzeraineté nominale des rois de France, de toutes les prérogatives de la souveraineté 38 ». A century later, Mickael Jones shares his opinion, considering that " without exaggeration, it can be said that in the last ten years of his reign, Jean IV behaved as if he were an independent prince whose state bordered that of France and was not included within 39 ". Th. Hamon.

38 "At the moment at which it succumbed, Brittany consisted of a separate, real state, enjoying all the prerogatives of sovereignty, under the nominal suzerainty of the Kings of France". Marcel Planiol, Histoire des Institutions de la Bretagne… op. cit., Tome 5, p. 4. 39 Michael Jones, Ducal Brittany 1364-1399 : Relations with England and France during the reign of Duke John IV, Oxford University Press, 1970(Sandpiper Books Ltd. 1997). French translation : Michael Jones, La Bretagne ducale : Jean IV de Montfort (1364-1399) entre la France et l'Angleterre, Presses Universitaires de Rennes, 1998. 

  et ses prédécesseurs Rois, Ducs et Princes de Bretagne n'ont jamais reconnu et ne reconnaissent créateur, instituteur ni souverain, fors Dieu Tout Puissant 19 ", in virtue of which they consider themselves holders of Royal and Sovereign Rights.
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