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INTRODUCTION

de Jean IV, 1364~73" (1855)." John IV

to La Bordcnc in the guise of a Breton traitor,

g the strife of the Breton Civil War

' pwvokm.g Charles V of France through his

| mept:tudc and misplaced allegiance to England,

‘causing a further period of anarchy in the duchy

3 to 1381. John's actions stand in direct contrast
Blois, whom he defeated at the battle of A

is contrast is intensified by an adulation of Blois

ical levels. It is true that con-

m ﬂl‘l

_until this present century.
£ !ohn v's history has been writ!

the extent to which John IV
d English advisers from 1364
i words. Pattl

by Blois’s piety and asceticism
family pressed for his canonization soon
tho batt!eﬁeld, but his claims to sanctity

by explaining awa [@hn
meg due to hlsymemb;d
English guardian, father-
for his constructive ar
terms of release from his E
In the early work of B.
division is explmﬂyw
it 3 uite clear that certain
before 13 M] are.
indebted to Pocqu
important and illumina
Brittany, and esp
tional and theoretical
his study of legal forms
see how the Du




INTRODUCTION

st regrettably, Luce did not live to complete his life
Constable. game forty years ago prob]erl:ls of the Ci:if
ar in Brittany were reviewed in an interesting paper by
E. Déprez.! Although the thesis of English exploitation of
defenceless duchy, which Déprez accepted from Luce

between the great chevauchées. It is nc
innovations in Brittany which
way in which occupying troops ac
to them, who were sometimes
territory. This side of warfare and thi

‘Bord now requires modification, most gene
the period still echo Déprez’s views. e
st important recent contribution to Breton four-
y history has been the publication of M. Henri
e Commerce maritime breton (Paris 1967), which
Ty comprehensively with many problems of medieval
‘economic history. I was aware of M. Touchard’s

thesis when preparing my own; consequentl
work I have oﬁy touched upon the :gjm o%'
term

S.
vols., Paris 1909—
to 1380) ina ;rider context
s some criticism of minor
 while accepting most of his

the English kings in their <
emphasized here, rather than
of which have received atten

The main aim of this book is t

the duchy of Brittany with
gating John's career it is h
upbringing in England and
to win his duchy :
became Duke, and how far,
he was able :
ruler with di




INTRODUCTION

blem of whether his policies after 1381 differed
he used before 1373. This Prob:l;em can Ec:[e
ﬁiﬁm two points of view, John’s relations with his
d his relations with the great powers. This entails
ion of his political role in the 1380s and

period during which England and France were at
war and then reconciled to a succession of truces,
of ueal relations with the great powers leads
m:tl%fion of English military inter-

ch nature of intervention is of

e; it is characterized by the holding of

uable as a military stronghold and

nglish-held fortresses around the

of maintaining it and its

their relations with both

to this dxscussmn. Like-

car.ld.om of

Museum MS. Cott. ]
ducal archives at
teenth- and mghteen
Breton and foreign quaries
records. At Paris th& notes 1
their travels, other s c
Nationale, and the
Archives Natmmalc

Administrative ©
Chronicles have pr
aterlal







THE FIRST TREATY OF GUERANDE

 the future legal relationship of the Duke to his sovereign,
ug the final word on this sufjcct had not yet been

oken since John's performan homage to Charles V
still to be done. The treaty closed one episode, the
m‘_ opened a new Jsha.sc in Breton history
efDube John IV. Underlying the politics of the
however, was mecd ition in which the

_ Bﬂtﬂn‘y ? ymlg'o:lidcpcndcnt duchy
h:onmm parcel of th:hkﬁaggdmof France, it still

. wi n The ruler of thy

@ to take at least three major interests mt:
n—th Klng of France, the King of England,

governing the Duke of Brittan
m ﬁfol;nnee in the fourteenthrtl:cntlfr;
as a peer of France in 1297.' This entailed
fealt: for the duchy, and encumbered

turn of the century and in the ear

But alongside the royal int DI
can be set the notion '
grchenswa:liy e reé;sc:,m the ;

ohn de Mon MM
be garalle]cd in examples drawn
John 1 onwards. Based, it must
False and anachronistic 2
idea that Brittany had once
the ducal theory was set in
More seriously, since pra

gs of France. from '
ega.l and sovereign
hardened into cust
in such matters as
did so less fi




e exercise of their sovereign rights in Brit
1. We should, however, avoid dgramatizingtatgi
sm between the interests of the Kings and Dukes,
‘the King-Duke in Guyenne, the Duke of Brittany
] the King of France by force, and, in
s in the accepted code of behaviour were

by di lam;’tic x?ca.ns.

Brittany’s relations with England be
dealt with a little more summarily% Once afo;c
feudal ties linking the Duke and the
‘hese stemmed from William I's grant
Alan, a cadet of the reigning comital
ed him in 1066.! Count Alan’s
eventually descended to the counts
ter thirteenth century the kings of
e em ir possession of the
. This tenure was often

AND ITS ANT

in the course of this survey. From
duchy as a whole, the main con
with England stemmed from the gr
economic links across the Channe
particular, being exported
tities.! Brittany's position asti
trade route was likewise of
ance to England. The

been treated very fully in the 1
Touchard,? and it is not

here, although econo;
mind in assessing t!

policies of the D

century.




THE FIRST TREATY OF GUERANDE l

the lack of any over-all form of taxation. To hel I .
these assets, quite sophisticated adminismtivg ' cessious. 49 t?cm b ?m e
had been created by recent Dukes.! Although srict contral over SRS
ation was directed closely from the househoid about ducal rule could be settled,

AND ITS ANTECH

experts could be deputed to deal with financial, P """’;‘;’g ff ;’m‘&m“
e, and judicial matters whenever necessary,? ;P::asar:su]tofeonwl '

dealt with in the ‘Constitutions’ of John 11, eccl
ompiled between 1334 and 1341, were thoa: vassals, both la{hm;d &
‘with the spread of corrupt practices in an increas- "dﬂwm-’:;ogl the lre‘llp .
ic administration.s This was already well e itations to/the camehe:
secking to fill their pockets at the expense chy, therefore, in the recc
_ whm?mmetheymed,whosc authoril o
recognized, and whose writings and sealz h
fitabl, ﬁn‘f Again the competence of the
ganized 1n a hierarchy of ascending authority
the courts of the eight séné-

- 5



THE FIRST TREATY OF GUERANDE

to see John serving against him and et maintain
ns with the Duke, The Duke an!

gratae at Westminster and Paris. Neither

' the Duke nor those of his people were well

Mmk of war; whilst English concern for

hvip‘ “Phiﬂs Ed“rd’s [

confiscate Richmond. But the death of John 111
) ce of two candidates for his title upset the
which the former Duke had maintained by
rence to the accepted chivalric code of his

his servants

AND ITS ANTECEDENTS g

—yr - - w
Philip VI would intervene in t
also encouraged to this end by ¢
already possessed by Joan and
These were, at once% ::h e

rth—ﬂStcm l}ar.t 8} L L] :.u:
l;:mnunicatim: with Nermdy.
John 111" death also qmckly
the most important seigneurs
bishops supported Joan.? The
not lost on Philip VL.

As a short-term explanatiol
Brittany in 1341, Froissart’s
distract Philip VI,3. _
tunity was not to be mi
the French after the




10 THE FIRST TREATY OF GUERANDE

o~ ports.! Control of this latter route was difficult because of
.~ theinability of medieval ships to stay at sea for long periods.
 whilst, although Edward held, and had reinforced, the
‘Channel Isles, they had not proved defensible against a
 sustained French attack.2 As isolated outposts of Englis'h
ol, as watering spots and safe harbours, they had their
but the worth of the islands in the war with France
not substantially increased until they formed part of a
of defences ringing Valois France in the last quarter
e century.? For Edward's strategy, control of the
peninsula seemed to offer a far better guarantee
- E;EESh shipping. Although Brittany might
other bridgehead for his attacks on France,
n of the duchy from the rest of Valois
isadvantage when, as Edward was to
d be age more easily on the Norman
reasoning took into consider-

AND ITS ANTECEDENTS

offered, together with the fact that
England were relatively easy by sea,
III was interested in the fate of Mo
& . IS
Broadly speaking, Breton society was spli
socially and physically, by the events :
the alignments briefly indicated above,
the duchy tended to favour the claims
whilst the western and northern littor
support John de Montfort. The conc
was that the greater seigneurs suj
lesser supported Montfort, but
phasized a far earlier divisio
Celtic-speaking regions o
shows that the language was
approximately from Pontorsor
ga‘zaire.’ But by the twi
area had contract
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But more specifically Celtic elements had been driven
or survived only in the western parts of the

broad terms, the Civil War of 1341-64 reopeneq

: the division between Bretagne-GaH: off

the area under Penthi¢vre influence, the

at seigneuries, and Bretagne-Bretonnante or

area which was prepared to acknowledge

the region of the lesser noblesse.! 1t was a

was recognized by the ducal administration

of the Civil War need not concern us
itorial dispositions and composition of the
le were quickly established. Even the
spective sovereigns, in the form of
or of attempts to settle the
ty, little to alter the positions

LA enmadthatgdmns

be
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n of the duchy after nearly twenty years
d M presents Euitc a comp]ei );)icmr‘;f
rations—the Anglo-Breton and the Penthigvre
ach other to control regions which were dis-
ﬂm&n, and to eke out the ducal resources
in the areas it already possessed. Often
ons were in conflict with their own servants,
controlled the armed garrisons in the field
- war as an opportunity to make their
! acknowledgement of a particular
d on considerations which bore
or otherwise, of the respective
 Anglo-Breton side a number
or mby their acquisition
Ist ‘I ' Breton seigneurs,
were not averse to using
ouple to enrich their own

AND ITS ANTECEDENTS

had released Blois on almost impossible
holding his two eldest sons as hostages in the m
he had forced the captive French K
transfer the sovereignty of Brittany to
what the final outcome of the succession
Edward, apparently, could not lose. Yef
modified his demands. Sovereignty ov
returned to France, whilst the co:
dispute led the two Kings to a
special commission to settle th
ment might not jeopardize the more
agreed upon at Brétigny-Calais in.
made to fulfil these terms, and
there was little chance for eithe
role in the Anglo-French war.3.

The breakdown of the
failure to implement
efforts of the two.




THE FIRST TREATY OF GUERANDE

tfort was the only son of John de Montfort,

. half-brother of John III, and of Joan de Flandres,
f Louis de Flandres, Count of Nevers. The date
‘uncertain, although it appears to have been
-and 1341." He inherited his father’s claims

of Brittany, by right of his descent from
of Brittany, and to the county of Montfort
‘mother came a number of claims on

¢l and Nevers.? But the misfortunes

in the early part of the Civil War

oan de Flandres and her children,

under the protection of Edward

been captured by the French.

ing from France, did homage to

committed his infant son into

that the privations Joan de

eroic defence of the duchy

or the breakdown of

AND ITS ANTECEDENTS
rights to Richmond, once John II of '

admit him to homage for the count of'm tfort,

been confiscated from John’s father ir
tutelage of John was, therefore, okl
episode in 1383, his concern for

was usually fair. Although the

duchy from 1342 were free to do m
1358 Edward began to take a much
duchy, linking its administration
Jimiting the lieutenants’ powers, a
supervision of financial matter

the titular captain?r of his s

relations with William Latimr
in the duchy, were clos

these lieutenants had

Duke jointly. But any
tinued maintenance

in 1362. The
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date. Perhaps more realistically, however, th

of pohtmal, financial, and legal ties: er:
(which conformed to the terms of Brétigny-
ledged debt of 64,000 nobles to Edward,

g over of two castles as surety for this sum;

not to marry without Edward’s

:d by his former English mentor, Latimer,
nglishmen in his immediate entourage and

in the duchy, whose own financial claims on
jaeomidemble 3 John was in no position to
‘generosity’. These features of John's con-

| 111 mbnund to influence his actions

ly og his return, cspcl:lall
'-mport the Enghshmen still in

o}ﬁport, the circum-
the next couple of
dent on the unofficial
R \ents for the

AND ITS ANTECEDENTS

ent, and for troops. The Prince’s
::ﬁr?rtigceg:spl;ted succession by a partition : .
in the winter of 1363—4 again oundered on Joan
thievre's mtractablhz 1 The result of this defian
siege and battle of Auray, leading to John dg

2

“c:t[?);xyn s immediate problem after Auray was
agreement with Charles V. The Duke

phrased by a later chronicler who put ito
'}:?n s envoys this speech: vl

Sire, a vous nous envoie le conte Jan, qui
Jattend avoir 'honneur. Bien scait
vous la. duche doibt estre tenue o W
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= wmx. GOVERNMENT
: 1364-1373

ler Jean de ’.Vencttc sat down to
unt of events in the previous two
time in the late summer of 1363,
description of affairs in the duchy

his account one can sense

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

ment, and an index to developments which took p!
and after the Civil War, are to be found in
administration of Brittany.
The ducal accounts which survive cover
1260s and the early 1300s.! There is then
the inconclusive accounts pre’senmd
fortist treasurer in the 13408 and the -
ones of Giles de Wyn| easul
1359 to 1362 But
duchy during & war. The earlier one
no permanent seat at which accounts ¥
for accounting, and no orga
although there obviously were
financial matters, These cler:




N

 officials, however, were onl

L w officers, including the master-mon

<

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

€yer and the

of the brefs at La Rochelle and Bordeaux, Aj) these

y part-time financi
- The seneschals of the cight by

' JuOuz (1294),! for example, had judicial an

sénéchaussées mentioned in the
d military

as well as financial ones. Matters of dis
occasionally between the Duke and his deml;u:
and these were cither settled by the dispatch of
to establish the rights of contending parties or by
settlements with the Duke in his Parlemens2
were struck and local taxes commuted by a
to the ane of equivalent income from other

ipal reason for this amateur organization

inability to impose over-all taxation, which
require a much more elaborate collecting

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

vinces there was still confusion m
lc)gltlk;ca;?i for the Dukes’ households., which cai
domanial revenutr_:s:, atr_id ::thrf::t;m - revenues

inistration of justice or fror _ ents.
:gfr::ing techniéucs were 5inulu,.md beth rulers
ersonal interest in holding da .o'f account
about them, much as King John in England a
in France had taken an active interest. 5

justice. From this point it was but a sh

to delegate his authority when he w
and hisgzlerks would quickly form the
des comptes.? Yet in the small o
needs of the Dukes of Bur

was not the rule, and those hold
themselves be responsible for the

accounts.




DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

on local pfﬁcia.ls using the castellany as the basic
accounting system. It was the stimulus of duca]
crisis of the Civil War that provided the incentive

gg a more sophisticated financial machine and
place of royal example to the rulers of the
~duchy. Domanial revenues continued to be im-
C de Blois and his wife,! but their expenses
source, They were forced to run the risk of

_ mggssin_ on their subjects the need for

al form of taxation. The lack of sympathy
of view, even in times of extreme urgency, is
a gradual hardening of attitudes can be

: t‘hat provides an insight into ducal

in 1345. The burgesses of Nantes,

res, were also anxious to see some

itions to the war-effort. They wanted

on merchandise sold in the town, the

2 de la recepte de nostre dite

L d an extraordinary five

up to five leagues

to local defence measur

L2 v,

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

o hold our accounts’, so thzt they

:1}::- g:elt;s‘?ilctes choses esclarcir et _c}cclm_r.er".l
in this development was reached with efforts to raise
ransom in 1356—8 by means ofa gcnez_fal' ¢
on seigneuries and a levy on towns undcr Be_
It is at this moment that a receiver g
appears alongside the Duke’s personal trea:
existence of specialized financial officers, toge
records, is further implied by :I};mda
1360 by Blois which ordered ‘the men
our accounts and their successors
future accounts for whatever the
at this present time’.3 _

As far as can be told, the .
did not attempt to impo -
mainly extradomanial, ¢
by sums, known as ‘ran
on parishes within t
calculated in money.




DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

 of John IV saw a major change in the organi-
es of ducal revenue. It has been categoric-

at this change occurred almost immediately

; but the only documents quoted in support of
ent come from the 1390s. By then a chambre dps
fully institutionalized with its own officers,
fures, and administrative competence,! M,
ussé, summarizing largely from the work
 likewise described the chambre at Vannes

nt and auditors examining the accounts of the
of the duchy, domanial officers, and local
ages. He emphasized that members of the

t mere collectors but had considerable

on, free from ducal interference, to

and take decisions on how revenue

) A limitation to their powers

appeal to the Parlement of Brit-

ges which took

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

them in the chambre, the clerks pr
lg:::;cln 1373, at a time when nermal ucal
ractices were bcling abt:g.n'd(f:nsd yecause
esperate political situation,? a «
iﬁ;m’, sitﬁing in the seneschal’s court at N
Tours’s accounts since 22 November 1369
them in a register, just as they had done
three years before.3 It is probab w
number of important transactions between the |
English mercenaries were sealed at
1365 and November 1366.4 In 1
of Nantes, Mr. Guillaume Sc
the accounts’ indicates the ic
chambre.s




unlike John IV, had been able to call on
_very practical manner by inviting or
cials to reform and staff their administra-
iy no firm date for the origin of the
ren, but it obviously antedates some of

ly equals.
y there is not sufficient evidence to enable
of the Breton chambre des compres
officers with the precision that is
France. But there is little doubt that
‘ducal administration equal in significance
- the chambre in the Bourbonnais, for
consultative and executive

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

revenues.! The Duke continued Se
g;'lct?lle demesne, based on ca.sr.cl}gny unite,
for revenues in money and kmd_,--. g,_.:,__:f@g .
Duke of Berry's receivers.? And just as

rocedures and techniques do not seem to have

into ducal administration, neither
practices. The Duke, for mmplg, .
sided great seal, countersealed in t
small seal on the reverse.3 The
characteristic document, was
contracting with Englishmen,
rare occasions, despite the
such an instrument not 1
civil purposes.* The u
documents was a commor
tion, just as it was in




DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

often confusingly referred to as treasurer or

al of Brittany, who was the most important
ducal government apart from the chancellor,

7 responsible for collecting and disbursing the

was able to take.! His domination in financial

ontrol of the local receivers, and, in the case of
ne, receiver-general from 1365 to 1 373,

1 relationship with the Duke meant that he

i parable to that of Berry’s treasurer-
treasurer and receiver-general .2 Indeed,

he nce in _-t!;\tcéL _%ucal cc};uncil makes it
~was surveyed by that body in the wa

seems to have been. Xlthough S.H

s seem to have originated with the Duke

€T 8 competent to deal with

ion and implementa-

on occasion exercise his

ence in this early period

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

Duke a fouage of one écu d’or on all their
reason stated for this concession to Jol
loan (pour cause des neccessitez que
was to be taken in two parts, h
Blessed Virgin (8 September) and half
also sealed letters which allowed the I
pleases, to commission his officers to i
expense, into the number of hearths
The fouage was to be raised on all
exception, apart from gentlemen,
their lands already con y
people who because of
the ransoms of a forme
was to take 1,000 écus fi

The fouage was thus 1
ment or by individual ag




DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

recent writer discussing the ducal demesne during
1342-81 concluded: ‘Durant cette période de
ans le duché de Bretagne cessa pratiquement
tré."t This may well be true for the demesne
resources were available to the Duke, although
this judgement may be registered with regard

cts of]o%‘m’s activities fronﬁ 1365 to 1373.ga
1ay be noted that the period during which the
iblished in Brittany corresponds to that
y Fawtier for Valois France as ‘La période
ire de I'établissement de I'impot . . .’.2
rance, on the royal domain, in Brittany,
Gascony, to mention but a few, the 1360s
sponse to a financial crisis facing all

des

1ents on Valois France have
ry: ‘Pendant ces années et

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 13641373

them for protection.! It is unfortunate that the onl
for John's exercise of régale—the enjoyment of
temporal rights during a vacancy—come from the
after 1381. John, like his predecessors, had exerc
right before then, and a valuable one i ]
later accounts witness.? John also anxio '
gneurial and ducal rights over the coasts and rivers
duchy, a particularly lucrative source of re
increase in trade that occurred in Brittan

Earlier Dukes had achieved a monc
in Brittany, although their currencic
King.# Both sides during the Civil V
right, although one commentator ha
monnaies sont d’une frapp
Nevertheless, some gold
gratia’ in the Duke’s
seems to have followex
Brittany paralleled the 2
In both provinces \




DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

controlled by the Dukes.! Guillaume de Saint-
his eulogy on John, wrote:

Et fist faire monnoye nouvelle,
A soult tres-bonne et tres-belle,
Car de son droit le povoit faire,
En son pays est Prince et maire.2
on of this and the other resources mentioned
a wealth that allowed John to sustain some
claimed for him by his eulogist.

eld, that of law, John showed himself

: conscious of the need to streamline

‘exploit the considerable rewards

. Certainly, after 1365 the

local ducal and seigneurial

rom there to Rennes (or

~seen in the duchy.3 The

ant for the large amount

-witnessing that was

the Duke’s

ncerning -

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

loss of whole series of records, such as those c
ducal finances. Lawyers and notaries seldom
employment. ] )
In the Parlement of Brl-ttangethc Duke
an appeal court, which a number of his
to create for their own territories (for examp
established by Berry in 1370, the jours
bonnais created at about the same time, an
de Beaune reorganized by Philip of
The main external pressure necess
princely fear of the Parlement of P
also an element of convenience
for the royal administration. ]
in setting up Berry’s appeal ¢
these rulers, like the I
the Count of Flanders
the succession of courts
to cut out many app
opportunities for




DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

’s reign,! the Parlement of Brittany met g
financial and political matters. Its members were the
ls of the %ukc afforced by the members of his
it was only after 1379 that any traces of con-
with representatives of the third estate oceur,2
ess, the Parlement was called quite frequently in
1373 because of the Duke's extremely
commitments. Such meetings were as

land propagandist as constitutional. But while
fouage, for example, reveals that there were

‘to ducal power and that seigneurial

spected, the ducal council was concern-

every type of problem. Recourse

o Parlement, seems to have been en-
ablishment of maftres des requéres who

uiries before passing on the most

un e maitres came from the

f government was thus

laimed that only

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

because they were present with the Duke can be
in practice it was usual for the same cou and
to witness document after document.! 15t
assumed that those whose names recur fre:
‘working’ council which followed the
tions. ; )

From the scrappy information
John consulted a wide cross-section of
Naturally some of the great seigr wh
and yet survived the épuration of th
prominent in John’s service. But son
lower strata of Breton society John
distinction from those wha
and those who had serve
John'’s Chancellor, the
Bishop of Saint-Briet
resence of a number




40 DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373

these only Latimer (before 1368) and Melbourne helg
s of real authority.! The same proportions of

to Englishmen can be discovered by examinin
office-holders or the names of those entrusted with

ortant strategic items as the castles.

was one place where the Duke was surrounded
Englishmen, and that was his household. Despite the
_ ization and specialization that have been dis-
d in other aspects of government from 1365, it is
ry to remember that much still depended on the active
ation of the Duke. In such an organization the
ained considerable importance. Charles V was
1 by John’s reliance on Englishmen, and the Duke
> excuse himself by pointing out that he had been
ngland and that automatically some English-
household officers. He had married an
d she also had a small retinue of her country-

But what was the size and influence of this
on which John had a large entourage
ey to

nt-Omer in 1361.

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364 11

of the household in 1405 for John V si
John 1V, although not miserly, had ng
on surrounding himself with court of
Even in the 14208, when many hot
shared in rotation, only about 2 50 pec
attached to the court.! In John
duplication, but the Duke had
minstrels, his manors and garc

the household into a number of
can be found in 1370) was othe

in other noble households i
period.3

The only slightly remar
number of Eng%ishme_n in
of the household, John B:
Curteys, the ducal but
ward, Adam Blake
held positions during
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d, either, that some of these men, fifth columnists
s to Charles V’s calculations, were involved in
ant secret negotiations which John held after

oh it seems that their loyalties lay with the

e rather than with England.! However, it will almost
ain impossible to weigh the true significance
‘nglish complexion of the Duke’s immediate en-
Some household officers did hold strategically im-
—FitzNicol, Admiral of Brittany in 1370, isa

2 But evidence of grants and rewards to them

est undue partiality by the Duke, and the

nt governmental tasks were carried out only

ad been obtained from the council. The making

licy involved many of the most influential o%’
dvises mé it 1s, indeed, ible to trace

men by Bretons. Robert
136 5—6, for example, had
supporter Sylvestre de la
iptains deserting the Duke

- but Bretons who

DUCAL GOVERNMENT,

It was misunderstood not only by (

Edward 1115 and this focgses_ tel

the problem of Breton ‘mdgpe:_a

John, was for the first twantﬁ‘

Anglophile.! He orientated .

Edward 11I. He generously

service. He relied on their advice.

English royal circle, and he fled
eople turned against lum in 1373

?or England did he fail to p

cannot be gainsaid. John's

steadily increased between

'jus_t-iﬁcation that ms;gu

: &
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Edward automatically assumed to be disloyal. The
ation of Edward’s peremptory request that neither
, Saint-Mathieu, nor any other port should be delivereg
gmsdms was that the position obtained by the
Montfortists before 1362 should not be sacrificed.r
hasized Edward’s economic and military interest
rol of Brittany’s western coastline. Further

s also expressed about John’s conduct of his
t. E&w; w ﬂ urged him not to rely too much on
n Englishmen who had not failed him in the

, it was hoped, would treat them better in

n, que pour les causes susdictes le duc

nour, et face meilloure chere en temps

_qu'il n’ad fait par avant; car le roi ad

ein des entrevenants que le duc, quanta
oint fait.’ The inference is again clear.

n| their advice, but wisely, from
Bretons into his mﬁénm ;

[11]

DUCAL GOVERNI

neland with the thrills of the
Ear;gier realities of political life,
the construction of a council of
Two gOVernors, both Engli
ointed. John was aw
Enancial ones he was disch
he was not prepared to leave
several other ways he
that must have come as s
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the agreement. The presence of a number of
 servants on this occasion indicates how correct
I1I's fears of John's policy of appeasement,
was of considerable prestige value to John
eing too ambitious a start to his foreign policy)
have been acceptable to Edward 111. But jts
ohn's marriage, seems to have taken place
> consultation rendered legally necessary by
ements with Edward 111, and, like the
ige, may have been distasteful to the

hold over the Duke was weakening.
e feature of John's foreign policy was
France. After French mediation at
to Charles V was unavoidable. Some
as well as in the fulfilment of
at Guérande, was only to be

DUCAL GOVERNM

espite the recitation of two
ﬁcgg, was ambiguous. The roya
this and attempted to force the
position. Hugh Montrelais re
they asked for. The Breton
scribed in a late fourteent 1
Livre des Osiz, 18 mar

The ceremonial had ¢

Thus there is much to

thought that he could

and yet interpret
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ment and in establishing a foreign policy
ted to steer between the lines that Edward I1]

5 V sought to circumscribe are interesting features
after Auray. In domestic affairs, however, 2
culties were not easily solved. There were, for
lems of English settlement in Brittany and

th to his mercenaries and to Edward I11. John’s
obligations was further delayed after 1368 by
ompanies of routiers in the Breton Marches,

were several spectacular cases of Englishmen
zigneuries for themselves in the duchy during

. After Auray, Robert Knolles and Walter
those who had their possessions

s, it was said, also received large terri-

1gh the authority for this is an inquiry

 difficult to tell what advantages the
ew from them. For many the

D

UCAL GOVERNMENT.

t foresee a long occupat%on of tl
%?n, apart from the occa_smnal.mgiﬁ nd
or his own chevauchée of 1370-1, olles
wife, Constance, made the du

His respecta

bility in Breton society

pagl favours as early as T

uet, like

Knolles, owe

evidence to suggest that some
England. But it c-.ann_ot:: now |

For a period
life of a full
employing a

‘Huet was f
feudal se

Duke, and negatfwtmg

of the lands
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at such sums were paid for worthless deeds. If other im-
English captains at Auray did not put down roots
any, they did so elsewhere in Normandy, Poito,
 Guyenne, where they acquired wives, lands, and titles
an mde ‘similar to that of Knolles and Huet.
soldiers may have been amongst the first in
Years War to attempt to settle in their former

ds; they were certainly not the last.2
] still, there was an infiltration into Breton
a umbcr of lesser captains who found their
William, Lord Latimer, whose main task after
that John IV fulfilled his financial obligations
size of these meant some delay in pay-
' a detailed summary of debts owed to

" other English soldiers under him was

red as long ago as 1360-1 or at
were remembered, In October

ts were made, including a com-
't settlement of the debts agreed

DUCAL GOVERNMENT, 1364-1373
did occupy positions of importance and powe:

 Jucrative offices and lands, and were often tc

Breton affairs; but it is é,asy to see that
tly been exaggerated. _

qugnim}i)iarly Jolf:’gs payments to Edward

in general, considerable as they

indicate another :}\fpect of John's

sary to distinguish certain ci

Iirythc first m%uMCc John's

III was 64,000 nobles. Of

£L13,000, 0r almost two-thirds of

1366 and 1369. Unggu} thou

in no position to refuse paym

feet, a policy which

course of events alloy

pardon the rest of

Likewise, e
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een; yet these payments made by the hands of the

, Thomas Melbourne, ‘prestre de la nation
 companies largely composed of Englishmen
) cause resentment at the time, and have un-

caused some confusion in the minds of historians

on, who have seen, once more, indications

s anglophilia.2 John was well aware of the
h the companies posed to lawful government,
of paying them to go away was perhaps the

& t in the circumstances. It meant that he
greater and greater sums by fouages, but it
tion for his subjects, and he does seem to

Qhalrl:es V when a determined drive

routiers in 1369. Similar co-operation
ill be noted in the next chapter.
to note about John’s payments

fi

g the money for these as well as for
- the E;&!sinsr-‘-delayed the

hn had discharged a considerabl
gc? Edward 111, Latimer left the d
of his interests devolved g&m 1
had little control.! But ducal pol
misconstruction as John s:ﬁht
over seigneurs unaccustomed t
The application of ducal-sei
was unpopular and hit hard.
John did not unFrovemattar{s
sible activities of his pred i
Dinan in February 1368,
holdings, certain household

i
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of Bertrand du Guesclin (Constable of France
1370) or receiving pensions from Charles V1
‘was to dominate Breton internal politics to

s reign, that of the Duke and his former
ire de Clisson (created Constable of France
nated in quarrels over the increase of ducal
to that of the greater seigneurs. It was
that Clisson moved towards France. As late
be described as John's chief adviser and
ing delicate diplomatic tasks for the Duke.2

h the compliance of Charles V, he practised

upon John IV. By exchanging some

Chiteau Josselin,? formerly held
and his son, and by substituting
- lord of Josselin, Clisson

ibitions by the Duke on.
b

had a difficult task_beigm_h r
ghg ‘;)Egblem of reconstructing ducal pe
traditional forms c_:f government, He
cross-section of his subjects in
used officials whose roles were

Few innovations can be attril

ing. Changes that were
ﬁ-r?an_ce-—cannot often be af i
inspiration and are aralleled
ments elsewhere in :

obligations towards

But the chambre des co
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iy ons serving Charles de Blois before or at Auray

12314567

By 1ot
X olo'o o ¥ %5
X R e A e 5
X o x
X x o o X X x
olx X x
X (B s s Pl
X 0 0 x X o
0 0 O
X x
x o o ol x x %
X o|lo 0 X i
: X x o|lo @ o x 3
. o, 5 SRR o
.‘ - ¥ by
T

A neoulevant, Berthelot d* x
mﬁiﬁe: Jm-‘ §. de =
Brochereul, Robert
Guitté, Robert de
Kaermartin, Guillaume
Keranlouet, Jean de

- ion, Rollant
Lannion, Briant
Lanyalay, Robin
Lévéque, Guillau
M 7

me




I11

'WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN
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of the Gﬂ;cqg seigneurs to the Parlement of
68— lfgsultcd in renewed war between
and France. In June 1369 Edward III
of France’, troops were mobilized

Eﬁé::rd_ may have informed John

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN,

of the Breton nobility’s defection,
us and which can have been hardl
saw his seigneurs ~.=;m-vi1.1§l in th
most we can hope to do here is to
from the tangled skein of events in_
some of the paradoxes of ducal
moment. -
There is no denying tha the
French initiative at a i Lt
Gascon difficulties were exploi
for the loyalties of towns
zones of English and .
‘the presence of the k




and could still wage successful war.1
d ! ! Edw
de t:f lead his army in person on the Cantim:::-tii },Ig
M_ of Queen Philippa seems to have drained his wil)
proposed expedition was transferred to Gaunt's
which was uninspired. The English war eff :
Jargely restricted to negotiations for allies.2 -
northern France England possessed, in Calais, a foot-
hm_: b" but her.strptcﬁic position would be
b?.ﬂ taining allies in Normandy and Brittan
he advantages which Charles V possessedovz;-

MDuke ohn by his sovereignty, Edward 11T

. This pressure resulted in an abortive

e treaty in December 13703 and in an

n 1372. Militarily it led to Robert
F 13701, ‘which followed what was
route for such chevauchées, through

tween Brittany and Normandy.”

ambiguous personal relationships
captains dating back to the time of
but at a meeting in July I 169
against the companies.? Such join
an attempt to restrict Charles V’
were already at work3—but the ev
Edward 11, for his part,
ies could jeopardize his
this quarter. In the winter
were made to come to terms

%g_msans in Normde:
icomte, and a sprat to cat
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to Charles 11 during their meeting in July 1369, baseq

: nceiv d ideas of the Duke’s anglophile ;eng:i e

5 not gu?pmtod,by any evidence for John's com l_cms,

. Edwm-d II's policy. Even in the autumnp:;ce

- Edw?d confirmed his earlier alliances with the’Duj::
oht g,ebhgmona were not specified.?2 Edward may have

| the conditions of 1362 in mind. He still had zevc;'i

; tia Duke, including the occupation of Bécherel

e power to th_reaten ?ohn by rclcasing John dc

t there is no record that John reciprocated
ances. ’I'he indications are that John was bein

; __}f;%ll:‘nto an open acknowledgement of
ined, whether sincerely or not we o

S V about his difﬁculti&: in attempt?nngr'l:;

other castles held by Englishmen.

had contemplated, and may even have

el.5 The es exacted by the

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-1381

As the Anglo-Navarrese alliance of 13"
stood aside. He dissembled to Charm '
from any scheme which the King could label
Some of these excuses may have been false. O
founded on a keen appreciation of Brit
reciprocated by allowing the Duke to
duchy rather than send them to the

robably made in view of the potentiz
From the companies.! But the Du
the French cause either. Well
Navarrese entenie by both principa
to London in the winter of I
these representatives was a private
and the contentious citizens of
in England of Melbour
had been involved in
Bad, is significant in
the Anglo-Navarrese

placed in the success o
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destroy John’s work since 1365 and to arouse cjv:

estro _ S civil
. rivalries.! But John did not tamely submit to Charllesw;‘r

Collet castle had been captured and Brittany’ : nt ile it was still |
: : S south- bargaining counter while it was still
~ western coastline was exposed to piratical atthks (}‘;;?n e d, t

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-1381

assumed that ducal comp']jance with its wishes
extensive. But the English were now

EEare s C g ds.! The release of Bécherel was s
i the Fret_}c-_h:-contro.lled Marches of Brittany and Poitoy 2 E:;nr_h ihe delivery of Chizé, Melle and Civray
.. Ducal relations with Clisson, another Important marcher Marches to the Duke. Remission of 9,0

Fa iowner, had y.ror-scncd steadily since 1390.3 Tohn b also offered. But, consider
.- ttempted to relpforc_e his position in B%gztanyj by ::vdv :;t;zsa: a_S]ghn‘s envoys w::re eage
iances _wit;h. his seigneurs and by new contracts for desire to win John over. They saw
rvice with his castellans.# But their loyalty was a fmgilc - in a position to argue himself out
V. -_m%va.l service offered lucrative pensions and whilst the castles in Poitou, wh
5 In 1371 also, the movement to canonize Charles the Bad in 1370, 1
e Blois, scotched by John three years earlier, was French advance.? The r
in motion. The mutual confidence established with the handing-over of
e and some former Penthiévre supporters '
, and the canonization process had behind it
is, Duke of Anjou, and the approval of
‘he Duke’s only course was simultaneous
- and France.
' the winter of 137

ang 'nBed{'-'.d t Pmm
carbon copies of those of
dr.:nt itiative would

d in
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 returned to England, and by dint of harg
y was drafted.” During the next two months
eparations for campaigns on land and sea and
ity force to go to Brittany were made.? In June
e negotiations in England led to a treaty of
August troops were waiting to g0 to the
o ded in October, and John then confirmed
aty.# Edward 111, for his part, finalized a dona-
of all lands, apart from those of the Church

that he could capture in France.s
failure of the 1372 alliance, with its con-

for the Duke and occupation of his duc

es in 1373, should not obscure John’s
¢ victory in relation to England,
the face of Breton desertion, John
reject Edward’s Novem-
become Edward's cipher.
be suspected (as ;

it as seeking

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 136

cessions now granted to John IV s
were very anxious to make sure t|
friendly. Tt might yet be used as a.
Mutual trading rights, a monetal
Guyenne, and the promise to inclu
ally in any future peace-talks were
He was also promised support ‘b
means’ against his domestic er
made of specific ports to behmm
300 men-at-arms and 300 arche
duchy, so that John could use his¢
them, a freedom reinforced
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1l that remained was to obtain John's ratification and
the treaty.! But when John, Lord Nevijle

English auxiliary force, arrived in October.
elay, the Duke wanted one significant addition.
ation of 22 November a clause was addc‘d't‘;
John would not do homage to Edward if he
 of France.? A year before, the English had been
ege homage. John’s insistence now is under-

itted as he was to the English cause after
deliberate prevarication, the prospective

endence offered him by the alliance was a
to be wished. I)_rI

ward's own standpoint with regarc
the royalist view g(; provincial ik
oW gh he was at loggerh
entially at one with t
~duchy. His perso
bjects along with

nlike Charles II in

WAR, EXILE, AND RETUR)

on the implications of _d_m. process to
were proved to be a saint, Jo n
In the uncertainty still surrounding tk
John being childless—many

Some earthly representatives ¢

France among them, had positiy

It has also been assumed too re

his dealings with Charles V, ¢

it was by English or
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cery and by the Constable (from October | 370
in), and other infringements of ducal rights b;
or simply by lawless seigneurs.! Such actiong
to put the Duke on the defensive and make
of Charles V’s offers. They might also have given
his cue.2 But John continued to send envoys to
and it is likely, though impossible to prove, that
h troops not landed in Brittany in October 1372,
 have continued to play off the great powers

‘while maintaining his own via media.3
sparked off an explosion which quickly
exile. The French reconquest of Poitou in

y brought home to John his isolation. His

1 whom he had not broken off relations
e 1370 triple alliance, departed in July
kingdom.# Deserted by many of his

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-1381

ind John of his obligations; It was
::}irillle th{ King, realizing John's weak |
barons, took them into his conﬁdeneem
them the messages he was sending the
of the justice of his case, a con
interference,? he hoped to avoid open confl
John to abandon his course. But
to Charles's re_as_c::tl:ling-. He absolved
behind counter-charges against
Bishop and citizens o Saint-Malo,
ducal overlordship. He asked
hrejudice to cover his own ac
.1 his earlier promises..
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treaty and accepted Edward’s charges. His

ed subject, and his attempt to arouse Char?;":-

the way in which regal and ducal ri
Wzt S_mnt-MalD, were b%tlh artiﬁciailll:-:gél:glm
m hlonm.guc, Earl of Sahsbgry, indented to sew:':'d’
fmmx Marc__h 1373 with 600 men. Under h;;
admirals, William Neville and Philip Courtenay
3

: a.ma.'ller retinues. The combined total of soldiers

| his force approached 5,000, but th
much to remedy John's position.! Byetyl;cw::;
3, Du Guesclin was finally victorious in Poitou.
Brittan a.ndwas soon attracting Bretons to
2 John's administration had switched to an
basis, and payments were being made only to
eauig. Id be depended ué:ou to support the
n the favour o luchﬁ noblemen
1l throws of the dice. By the
no alternative to flight4 ~

duchy tgﬂhﬂﬂYdefé? |

Englishmen who had settled in the duchy.®

the typical temper and attitudes of the
The men whom John had entrusted

martin, for example, controlled four
Carhais. He had not followed the Duke

... ja soit ce que le dit duc de Bret
garde au dit Guillaume les dis cha

mis et tourne au parti de nos ennemis les
Guillaume ne se soit mie tournez a es
a la male voulente . . . dudit duc

de les livrer aus dis Anglois . . 2

The places left to John could I
one hand. His hopes of a retur
the amount nfthmﬂ:my '

taincies had simply turned against him.
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li had first proved too small and latt

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-138

only to agitate opposition. He found c}:}rn::ﬁf .
ana to his father’s in 1341, with few b
m duchy, ht.tlc territorial hold, and wiﬂslu

 to re-establish his authority. He was thrown b:lku
d 111, the ally whose own personal schemings ang

s had drawn John actively into the Anglo-French
_ .:___gambled for high and not too illusory s

duchy was concerned, but he was sadly dis-
Eﬁ;i’gegrélr:ﬁw?r tfmspﬁas- The Duke had
f n into an allian i
by ce which had more

@ms.o’-r'nn.ucn WAR AND NEGOTIATIONS
1373-1381
himself at Edward I1I's court in May
as a landless and poverty-stricken
to pity and thoughts of reven
o fleet at sea, but a decist

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-1381

spent cutting a damaging swathe of destruction ar
through the eastern and central regions of the
dom.! Since Charles V had to withdraw some
Brittany to chase Gaunt, the chevauchée did help
some of the pressure on the Anglo-Montfor
But for John it only increased the enmity of his
Diplomatically it was a suicidal venture, fin
its lack of military success. What

temporarily q}\uarrclled with Gaunt. |
before it reached Bordeaux, he paic
early in 1374. This did little to restore
in the previous year, the late sprin
England.2 el

Apart from this secret journey,
were directed by lieutenants |
task was the defence of B:
resources there.d The
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WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-13:
inexplicably the sailing date was continuall P, ; bt
e ] mpuiendy oo s oR oy | vl P o e

i m_“""ks g Béchereliha_d fallen that he con: g!:“io;latiﬁts.l In Edward IIl’s
John 1V and March as his licutenants in France, stxPong centralized government with definite id
ﬁ;e;:‘ :were further delays, and they did not saj] conduct of war and peace. Half- | efl

SYEE ; 2 : directions at once had resulted in the sacr
sults of the campaign, which began in northern nglitary objectives achieved by J
witha h!-'sge,f?rce of 4,000 men, were disappointing. | the Duke remained in high dudge
ell, giving the invaders a useful pied-d-terre, Guesclin and Clisson about the appl
was no general rallying to the ducal standard by & truce in the duchy,? a domes:
walls of Saint-Brieuc soon halted the expedi- both war and peace policies
pportunity for speedy action was lost. Personal Parliament of 1376. For the n
1de _the-_Duke’s _]_ud‘gement as he lost sight of for John IV.
objectives of his campaign. Hearing of an In August 1373 John
e four of his personal enemies, he gave V.3 In it he claimed
Brieuc, which was on the point of him into exile and that
but to renounce his
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R 5 ARDRETURN, 1369-130) | WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-1381

eats later, there was much to be said on
chﬁff:I V was in no hurry. Although both

ension during the truce and, in order to

he appoi i n of these clauses, he was to leave
leutenant in the duchy in October 1373, hc,pﬁm t];triad Eﬁf:;no s
irs in the hands of Du Guesclin, Clisson, and By the time this draft was discusse
‘notables.2 John had travelled to Bruges.! The su
intment of Anjou was a sop to the Penthidvre | was dropped. His pension was to be paid
despite their eclipse at Auray, were the legal ! Vannes, although the amount of ﬂ-.\ as n
the Montfort dukes should their male line fail, ' was still to hold the three towns

could well be construed as a disqualification, But
~ was equally determined neither to compromise
' nor to pronounce in favour of a Penthiévre
n ince with the terms of the first treaty of
ticipation in Gaunt’s chevauchée only
rles’s resolve. Further, the papacy’s
in Franco-Breton disputes, apparent in
; yed by its encouragement of
pe was lucky to obtain a local
ctly threatened by the Gaunt
373and 1375 John IV was

Anglo-French

and the terms on which he could
extradomanial revenues by
But although thescfrms ‘were
e Janu ones, they were nd
e loon ot hine el
be satisfied with the prosp
certainly for the
realty. So fa his
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Ed‘m-d II1. After the recriminations of the spr;

d again appears to have ignored ducal righﬁs I
conservators of the truce to Brittany without the
onsent. When tl:.us was pointed out to him, in ord
-a misunderstanding he invited John to sent,i his 0\: ;

tives.! There was a considerable correspondencz
nged allies in the winter of 1376—7. But
hopes Charles V may have entertained of driving
s between Edward and John and thus arriving at a
olution of the Breton question were destroyed

w 1377, John was lured back to England by
i e campaign.? The Duke forsook the

and placed his hopes once more in an

s the military situation in Brittany had
ratorium imposed at Bruges in 1375.
on the alert, and neither En andns"
hope that thoef truces would be
* beginning of 1377 France p
for the mnﬁnl?

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-
policies have been posited for this force.!

Channel and contain the French ﬂeat,m"

intended to relieve Brest and extt _
Brittany. But the death of E&Wﬂﬁi‘{i
series of French naval raids on
temporary defence measures. Th
postponed, and it was not until a

attack on England in August 1377 .
Government was able to return

small assistance was sent to.

ing.* Now under the leadershi

ingham, and John IV, the fleel

those proposed for June. P

ports around the mout

ing in the ports
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. { WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 1369-1381
/as some gain to be shown.! Several prizes had been ' ’ i . e 1 chitian
-and, more importantly, French ascendancy in the English efforts and excite hostxle h;?m !
which had allowed them to launch their attacks continuing 1ﬂ°f?°‘5t‘£’;“°55£ #) l:::g el
he previous summer, had been checked. As for Johnly. B it unlikely that John wo e tc |
was now chronically short of finances and had agreed to shortly. Chiarles Vs peint of i ORI
t to the English for the duration of the war with From ;r 'ess Ié;e—mp:'mé was desirable :
He had played one of the few cards left in his hand, n;_cnt on_g 0 I:ly oty 13"78' ot <1
_ 2s were even more dependent on the success of 30;1331@;.;“?0 pﬂ,.gm,;,_a With t
Wd with a mino,r success for Johnls a]lies, ‘ the cxj)mprlatlon of Charles

. i im but also of the c
not long continue. Once more, ambitious %‘?&dt}lﬁ inu; 369 (which had t

ed to extend English influence in France.
. summarized in the speech of Richard

r of England, to Parliament, which met
the end of this year, in which he ex-

licy the Government now favoured.s
taining a ring of castles around the
ne in the south to Calais in the
lace England’s first line of defence
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 formed to set aside his claims, or

tﬁ? s;olntiol?, t}}eir talks seem to ﬁ}tl'ztgfx::f:mgﬂ :
Penthitvre faction in their resistance to Charles v

the Breton nobility in a plan to recall John IV Oind
. stood aside in unrelenting opposition.2 The En lish,
part, agreed to these new moves and facilgltax::’-
s by issuing safe-conducts for the envoys
p John IV with a fo ;

¢ and her third son, Henry, procrastinated

_’bo find out the exact nature of the |

gneurs and the plans to reinstate John IU. In:
atmosphere Charles V| after contem

; latin
: dm:hz by force, decided ncgotiationf was 5;;:

k some ttme to become fully convinced that :
for his return were sincere. Financial
hnmg:d the English Government’s

mulhma of the force'-:

rce of 4,000 mend
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uired Anjou’s attention in southern
:,chc ted thejo&'crs of mediation that Anjc
of Flanders made on John's behalf.t
Once back in Brittany, John was
p al conflict of dual allegiance.
dﬁrﬁ somewhat from those in
not regained his duchy exclusively
aid was forthcoming only com
winter of 1379—80. The only E:
was the isolated one at Brest.
rtant English advisers than
Egld contained a number of
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‘un certain sage Clerc Anglois qui est dou conseil dou Roy because of overtures which were being
- d’Angleterre’.’ Clisson also had knowledge of the outlines to come to an agreement with France,
<3 of John's agreement with Richard I1. He was of the opinion the command of Sir John Arundel,

Ebut John had aE"‘Ecd, as in 1372, to declare Anglo-Breton unite with the Duke’s own forces in a ¢
! e a by C

y once he could get his subjects to consent. This sea attack on the Nantes region
g _ "althouﬁh inaccurate in detail, was based on a short of this olsiiectwe. The indis
v ﬁm dation. The implications of John's agreement with the wintry conditions, and tb,e lack of
Richard were plain enough. England had agreed to pay for ship conspired to make this one of
ﬁetmepsthat were with the Duke, and the Duke was to act failures of English arms in the S
th the advice of Englishmen accompanying him, as the The hallmark of the Duke’s
I' Ing s lieutenant not only for the reconquest of Brittany but indecision. The good offices

an expedition into France.3 The logistical terms of the co-operation of Joan de
: 1372 alliance were confirmed by the Duke, who was ex.ploitecr in an attempt to come
make arrangements to feed, house, and reinforce the Negotiations were held in J:
from England by rousing his own subjects to the - more or less seriously for the r
Breton cause. By this service he would discharge sides prevaricated at times.3 |

ebts to England incurred since 1372. dally with the English. N
' the m tfr.nim; .of;&tix; indenture could not bassadors to go

: y a fraction of the suggested Gaunt’s schemes is
There was no at s seally with

SV
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specific as those of 1372, the Duke offered a refuge in
ﬁqttany for any English force sent to France. If the King

- were personally to lead such an expedition, the Duke would
| make every effort to put more castles and troops at his
- disposal. The existing treaty over Brest was reconfirmed.
~ The King conceded that the Duke would owe him no homage

if Richard succeeded to the French crown. In view of the
- double negotiations with England and France at this time,

- itis difficult to decide the Duke’s true position. Was he, per-

- haps, merely insuring himself in case of a further period of
* This is suggested by the way he now waited on events,
t there is little doubt that the English took the alliance
asly and initiated its implementation. They were cager
the long campaigning season now before them,
eparations were i hand by the time the Breton
rs were ready to go home. Boats were arrested in
May, Thomas, Earl of Buckingham, agreed
large force on 4 June for a year’s service.!

ed immediately and at least passively

did not give in to those of

WAR, EXILE, AND RETURN, 13691381
kingham was able to turn Westwm'dsm
21:;]:1?1%5 way towards Brittany in the ear
had intensified his efforts at thc_ Fren
to Buckingham and the English Go
making arrangements as la,te as Fi
reinforcements to Brittany,? John,
a second treaty of Guérande—this
monarchy—which was drafted 5
firmed at Guérande in APnI.-! i
this coup, he kep Bucl;xnghazn
wasteful siege of French-h
winter months. Prcsentcd wmh
was astounded. Solaced part
his depleted and demoraliz
of April.# 5
In just over a demde
tions involving Brit
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> d' a chevauchée had been played, and amphibious actions
; ‘had been tried as well. The net gain to EPng]and in terri-

~ tories won or defended was small; whilst the cost of the war ¥

g had brought domestic controversies to a head—on their ,
m.]}uﬁﬁm's troops were used to put down rebel BETWEEN ENGLAND
peasants, English policy hesitated between prosecuti ng war 1381138
on a grand scale, reminiscent of the heyday of Edwardian -

, and the temporary plugging of gaps in a defensive
which placed England’s first line of defence across the nE second treaty of
nel. It was doomed to failure on both counts unless the first treaty sixteen
nt finance were available. The ambitious schemes of John IV’s limits of

d Buckingham were expensive luxuries, especially | regulated his relations both
the French had m t:rgut their military hgusc i:); | wi%hﬂhis own people.t Wi
and to avoid pi battles.! With the benefit of not so severe as might
ht it can be said that E%::ﬁlish military objectives eventually performed
n ill-defined, schemes badly executed, and tactical had been used in

orly exploited. Communications between Eng-
&m m John 1V were often poor, and -_tEc
s were mixed or frankly contradictory.

this war ohn was in nafmiﬁaﬁ to give
i?n ent on English
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the period of the expedition.! The Duke obtained relief for
the iard-pressed English troops at Bourbourg,2 an action
~ which merited adverse criticism from the Religious of
. Saint-Denis,? who also found the Duke’s mediation at the
- succeeding Anglo-French talks objectionable. The talks
. werelengthy and expensive; for the Duke ‘aliquantis namque
~~ diebus cum hostibus tempus in vacuum tenens, multa verba
- secretissima habuit super componenda pace; quam tamen,
~ ut promiserat, minime solidavit'.4 But they had served John’s
- purpose admirably. The royal uncles were so impressed
that full remission of the outstanding Guérande in emnity
was quickly granted.s
- Brittany’s relations with France settled down into the
itte ady developed before 1373; whilst John’s own
p with the royal uncles, Berry and Bur-
uttressed his position in the duchy. The second
had been achieved through the media-
of Anjou. His commitments in Italy
om the scene his brothers ed

BETWEEN ENGLAND AND F

1, whilst his exercise of the offic
:v(gaat the expense of the royal
When Clisson’s attcmptg to
Count of Penthiévre, brc,:ught h
with John IV, the lgtter s frien

undy was vital to his surviy

After 1381 the Duke again f

seigneurial power. On occasion
where John’s friends helped to
opposition to the legal a
But despite the campz
in the dispossession of | e
defence of taxation at Paris
building, the aj
and so on,? the
There Wl'e_re no longer such
anglophile. -

pglonblie
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Franco-Breton affairs in this period reveal the : ohn’s volte-face at Guérande was
factory and inconclusive naturepof this type of dgpilonsms_ hojcs, A radical reassessment of
where both sides had some aims in common, but wher:?hcy ; Porir_ies was called for. The massive
also had im t differences of opinion. The Duke w?; in the 1372 and 1380 alliances had
often powerless to secure favourable terms, no matter how expenditure for a 1:mmm_al eturn.
cleverly he played off rivals against each other in France personal feelings, his sub ectsha;d
}t was part of th-e penalty he paid for his ambiguous semi: did not want an Engli h alliance.
md%mdmt position between England and France. suitable provisos, a subordinate pos
~ Within Brittany, Guérande wiped the slate clean. War English diplomats in 1381 had
- crimes were pardoned, and there was a return to the status Breton matters were a dom
~ quo ante bellum. Grievances as old as the first treaty of Gué- John's homage to Charles V
; m were finally satisfied, and few stood out against the further nail in the cpﬁ‘m of !
- treaty.! The administration b to function once more as it The English Government re;
efore 1373, and the eﬂ?ke surrounded himself in mond, and the s;tuat:fm '
ith Bretons. Few indeed are the Englishmen to continued to retain Brest

w
 found holding administrative posts after 1381, and if to Brittany.?

is.ncght (and there is reason to believe him), In four successt
d was purged.? With the death of the England from B
1384, there was little reason to recruit new ‘ﬁ‘:g 1393 =

The occasional differences of opinion

Fren
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- the duchy.! Yet over the main issues, Brest and Richmond ¢'s interest, much as the French
b the En,-glg;h were adamant, and nothing, in their eyes, could glu,:ediatc rewards and by holding
- absolve John from his treachery in 1381. much greater future recompense, 1l
- This state of affairs can best be illustrated by reference to neutrality, but the persistent c
+the Salisbury Parliament of 1384. This meeting emphasized met time and time again b{n ocras
© ©* the inconsistencies inherent in English foreign policy since tions on England’s part. In 1384

' the reopening of the Anglo-French war in 1369. The tained by the Bretons was the
e - prosecution of the war was extremely expensive as a result of not before their threat to revert
. * the decision taken in the late 1370s to maintain a number baric right of drisage had been
- of barbicans in France. In the early 1380s a further extension danger to England’s sea-links
.- of this defensive ring was attempted in Flanders by takin English were confident t
© advantage of the Count’s difficulties. Louis de Male’s dea happy by offering to treat
anuary 1384 and the succession of Philip of Burgunlc:ﬁ fmﬁmﬁng gcne'ml-_ s

a critical stage in this battle for control. But Engl

, a8 John 1V knew so well, had latterly suffered a number

setbacks, and there were several Englishmen who criti-

ed the bellicose ujolides of the King's uncles and would,

~ in turn, have settled for an accommodation with France if it '

' ave been arranged without too greata sacrifice of

ichard II. Amongst these critics, it has lately be
: Chancellor

weakness in international
might well have contin
the English had resol
foreign policy, had
of 1384.

Joan Hol
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Brittany would dangerously embarrass the Duke. Together
~ with the widowed chess of Anjou, Penthiévre's sister,
- Clisson was working for his release.’ But this was not simply

a question of raising a certain sum of money. In England

and Brittany there was now room for diplomatic manceuv-

-r-ing_, In November 1384 Parliament, though it kept its

decision secret, declared Richmond officially forfeit. At

Christmas a small private Breton embassy was in England

seeking terms for the ransom of the Blois hostages, and in

February the Urbanist Bishop of Nantes was licensed to go

to Brittany.2 The reasons for this pressure on John IV are

- not easily discoverable, since the English Government does
not seem to have been planning a more active policy in
north-western France, and recent tradition had been to
the support of the duchy, at least in theory. Even if
rernment was thinking of making peace with France,
~ the ne itrality of Brittany was a useful balance, and yet there
; seems, a deliberate attempt to provoke the Duke. The
to grow still wider.
tumn of 1384 John had taken a strong line over
. his noblemen, many of whom

BETWEEN ENGLAND AND FRAN(

Paris, thereby making them waste v:

John also used evasive tactics to m

almost simultaneously, created :

approaches to England by sending
aris.?

In England the matter of Penth
becoming one of factional
received short shrift from a G
in organizing Richard II's firs
France, as many of his subjects
The envoys claimed that t
chargeantz matiers pour trete
le Roi’ on the strength of :
Council. Yet they had lost
staying at an inn in Dey
barely formal.# Was this
section of the (
enabled the envo;

was alsoa gr
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~ expeditions disprove that theory. But Richard’s heart was
+ ot in the Anglo-French war, and it is clearly apparent from
| 1386 that the King was prepared to turn his back on France
~ and on Brittany. Perhaps he was wedded to the idea of
' although there is still much to be explained about this thesis,
- but certainly he was prepared to compromise, to seal truces,
- possibly to search for a definitive peace settlement.! Opposed
! to these views, as is known only too well, were the belligerent
: mﬂ of men like Thomas, Duke of Gloucester, and
Richard, Earl of Arundel.? From 1386 the dissonance of
e clashing policies became more strident. The release by
ard of his interests in John de Bretagne to his own
favourite Robert de Vere, Earl of Oxford, seems, for example,
. e been a cause of discord. The original warrant for
elease was unconditional, but a later warrant stipulated
_ransom obtained was to be used to furnish a force
in Ireland under Vere.3 Possibly it was felt that,
had decided to break finally with Brittany by
g John IV, the profits of the transaction should
| up by the favourite. That there was some
: to at that time (it was, of course,

BETWEEN ENGLAND AND

receiving, it is not surprising that in
indicates, quite ga:;g:cly, to the
pared to take a much tougher
ison at Brest and over other
regained neither Brest nor Rich
The Religious of Saint-Denis,
discreditable motives into John’
The Duke was, he said, trying t
ating correspondence
action.2 It is true that the siege
especially after Gaunt
into the castle in July 1
was forced to take action
subjects.* But Brest, th
activity since [
tensions. John
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and began to implement a more realistic war policy, continued simultaneously.! In the lig
whilst appeintingtoa commission to survey the domestic of Arundel’s voyage to Brest, and.
administration.! Stores and money were dispatched to Brest 2 IV, it is difficult to avoid the
Arundel, financed by a subsidy granted in Parliament, was attack on Olivier de Clisson in
ointed Admiral in December to reply in kind to the by English pressure—a fact s
ench menace. By the spring a large fleet was ready.3 Saint—l%cnis.’

. Diplomatic contact with Brittany was re-established witha But in order to understand the z
view to using the duchy as the right wing of a two-pronged | reference is necessary to cer
attack on France; the other wing was to involve Flanders.+ ' year the Count of Penthiévre ha

The Commission’s initiative was a belated response to a the Angevins had been im ;
Breton h in the previous summer.s But although a to help ransom him.3 Vere ¢
number of new ideas emerged from the talks in February ransom with Clisson, prol

| March 1387, es cialiFy over the vexing question of the 1386 Commission, sin:

Brest, the English offer was not yet convincing enough. contrary to the

ndel’s two expeditions in March and May 1387 ﬁid

some minor successes, but tion with con-

nental allies d unreliable.6 The siege of Brest con-
iewhat spasmodically, but the Commissioners
John IV were eager to compromise, and negotiations

ai_e_ge of Brest in t
intended as 4

t, Chapters, iii. 411 ff.; Nicolas, i. 3-6.
£ 88 oedr 9 send 500 bausal o cors iom
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- French invasion of England as he had been in 1386.1 The
:* _ Constable’s capture brought preparations for this expedition
. to a halt.2 This might have made the Commissioners so
= m to John that they would have ensured that Pen.
= thidvre was not released. But the plan misfired. The con-
- cessions, forced from Clisson when in ducal hands, were
%aid:ly forgotten once he had returned to the royal court.s
~ Unlike an attack in 1392,4 this one did not lead to the
. Constable’s disgrace. Berry and Burgundy, aware of the
.=+ general shocked reaction to the Duke's deed, had to accept
- . Clisson’s return to power, and, by the autumn, they stood
: sureties for part of Penthiévre's ransom money.5 More
gl traoﬁs were sent to Brest as a precaution against a
r attack, and the siege was raised.® The Duke found

surrounded once more by danger. His political
s were leading him into dangerous isolation and
to cause his downfall. His friends in England, the
oners, had been rless to halt Vere's own

2l g tot ? ﬂ%hjﬂ Ii .i I-en ..i A

By January 1 38-8 Penthiévre, free after more

Clisson’s daughter.? Although
¥> there was no option open

L e

BETWEEN ENGLAND AND

advisers) were sf.ru%?ling for contro
royal 3314:1 provinci licies had
mixed, a curiously similar set of ci
England between the King and his
attempted entente of e_arl'.v 1387, 4
been confused by Vere's n
Richard’s own secret dis
reason to believe the
to sabotage the Commission’
war.! Fear of the King’s foreign
the factor that caused the
directly and accuse the fit
In that month the 138
but its most vigoro
tangled skein of Englan
and an attempt mads
Vere's hands failed,
ference.? But
made with John
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this throws on the Appellants’ foreign policy, and because
of the central position of Brittany in their schemes, it is
desirable to set out the main details of Arundel’s expedition
of 1388.
()%' the chroniclers, Froissart has the fullest account of the
expedition;! the Monk of Westminster both confirms and
entsfhis story, aélod, because of his close
knowledge of Arundel’s ings, his account must be given
considerable authority.2 Froissart recounts how Arundel,
after much deliberation with his colleagues in vernment,
crossed the Channel to the Norman coast, mmch:orthwnrds'
ieppe, but found all French ports prepared against
¢ then sailed south and west to Saint-Malo, where
son had garrisoned the town and had raised a number of
seigneurs against the Duke.+ Nevertheless, Arundel
le to find shelter in some Breton ports, although he
the Duke was engaged in the complicated negoti-
d to his temporary reconciliation with Clisson in

in’s machinations, or in ignorance of their

BETWEEN ENGLAND AND F

onk and to Thomas Wa
gcn successful, if not quite

Do official records help to d
doubt it. At the moment whm
the Appellants had been app:
only up to April.? Since then
meet the royal uncles. On or
them at Blois fdrlithe_': :
reversal of his policy of
he seems to have made
Charles III of Navarre, to
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7 mﬂg the credence but follow it. They can be tentati
s ¢. August 1388. Again, as in the credence, John
to desire the honour and profit of Richard I and
realm. He wanted to maintain the alliance between them
- assetout in his most recent letters to the King and Council,

o

= The terms of the unknown letters and alliance were based
. ontheagreements of 1372 and 1380 and were probably first
*° . discussed at length in the summer of 1387.! In return for
*help against his domestic enemies, John was repared to
- 'release castles to the English and to take the field with them,
~ But the general tone of the ‘Articles’ was apologetic. John
~ excused his failure to help men who had been sent in the
~ ‘daraine flote’ by sayin they had had no mounts. Any
.. future force would find him ready to do his utmost to aid
“them, provided that they brought their own horses. Indeed,
essed for immediate assistance, to arrive as soon and as

tly as possible. A body of 1,000 or 1,200 men would be

Sevaen;of his b

if no larger force could be raised. Other clauses

the of the Duke's position if an
et Sheild e ealed, ton it for John's

i

BETWEEN ENGLAND AND F

for the alliance. Unconvincing
appear on such evidence alone, Ji
in the winter of 1387-8 wo
insurance measures summar,

:sccking exile in England in the

been pushing ahead with the
his fcgd with Clisson had takm:
release, and this explains the

offer for a{;al English alliance.? ]
find reliable information ab
his magnates, John realized
Gloucester’s approval for his
as in 1372 and on other |
subject of an English a
j'ohn’s evident failur
based on a real
approve an allian
seeking to stir u
against Flanders.2
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entibus’ to Brittany in July 1388.! His journ :
::‘:é had a political or diplomatic end. But it sicms galmy
then immarE:te communications between England and the
Duke had broken down. The English Council attempted to
inform Arundel, whose rather uncertain course is explained
Zhis poor intelligence of the way events were moving in
? duchy and in Paris. Hindered by a lack of horscs,%iku
-+ the Earl of Cambridge in Portugal seven years before,
Arundel .ﬁ:t to the coastlands in the Marches between
Brittany Poitou.? He disruftcd local trade by his attacks
on enemy shipping, but in the long run the results ex
- of his expedition were not achieved. Even before he returned
~ home early in September, there were indications that the
. Appellants would have to sue for peace with France.3
¥y In the winter of 1388 and the earlycga-t of 1389 there
number of important domestic changes in England
France. In France the Marmosets came to power after
return of the King from an armed gmon:fmmeﬁg
o ey to holter o PLi : o
w%?:ned change partis })extmp ished theg:-

BETWEEN ENGLAND AND FI

the first of a number of truces with
lead to the twenty-el%hg years

sealed.” But towards rittany
generous, despite the regranting
in November 1388. Messengers
and the Duke, but all the in:
the anomalous diplomacy of the

For all his flirtations with

been dangerous episodes, the
started in 1381. t and
hands. For their failures
The off-hand treatment
created an atmosphere of
The actions of the Ki
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-~ ational scene, John man
e ;3::;5’ the position he had
F i pmzmsew:th Charles V1. But
ENGLAND, FRANCE, AND THE DUCHY against, the encroachments o
T OF BRITTANY was able to foster Breton in
Bt we have seen how the idea
"""' 1389~1399 grounded on a historical
2 glories as a kingdom (al
é‘.'-.. T an mqmry held in 1455 into the Duke of Brittan *, . and, more mct:ca_d]y, on
Py ‘J:t;?o :'tr:l!'lue\t'.t'l1 Ebcrcd his f'outh an ! trative mtha ;::Ipﬁe '
:, mmnon wi uncle Eustace de la Houme ' say here that, ‘
'?'.' M he said, had declared that ‘le duc n’estoit pomt | ooyt’mnum alarms in the

1380s an 139&0
3 for Al

the attitudes of
towards their obligations to France,
mutoutafkmpmgmthBreton ideas in the
Another octogenarian cross-examined at a similar
hnﬁmedan the subject of liege homage
- hstmntPrmmet

suget au Roy quel le Roi estoit au Duc’.! Although these
l.p(él characterize
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crown. Details regulating the standing of expeditionam England was con
forces to be sent to Brittany were also wc%rkcd oug. By (':ntcr_ fail‘?.:c fixo iz_opcgate with the Aj
preting these diplomatic documents in the light of other trained Anglo-Breton relations,
mﬁo_rmatxon about the Duke’s personal circumstances and ili'cad}’ shown himself somew.
feg;lmgs, we may hope to demonstrate the real value of some duchy and tended to ignore
~ of the documentary clauses. But before discussing these in Richmond and Brest, although

greater detail it may be useful to sketch in the main outlines he needed help against his do

- of the story to follow. the ducal position in 1390 1

.+ The back-cloth before which the diplomats played their with England ap.pﬂafﬁdf  be

~  parts was the Anglo-French attempt to bring the war toa instance, to increase his d

- conclusion by negotiation. Both sides frequently feared, and { fears about the Duke’s En
.~ made preparations for, the renewed outbreak of hostilities, Towards the end of 1391
~ but there were no major military operations interrupting the as the Duke moved towar
 talks. These talks took place in'almost every year from 1389 —a move which seems |
- to 1396, and from 1392 onwards were conducted at the dangers of letting
. t level by the uncles of the Kings of England and became implicated in
_g:mcntfsgar a mce:iﬁg :ff' the two Kings'wqg@ i
- revised, especially after August 1392, in
i o g e s
)3 eral solution to Anglo-French troubles

e -

i both

.
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the Duke’s English supporters and his confessor urgeq k; . ition. Minor favours were
suit.! In the following E})P:ccmbcr another Council mgee(gi:ls hli;wn“?:::IOHeartcned by

attended by all the old Appellants except Warwick, as we;‘i g:ren Pt}(: John felt bold enou
as by the Archbishop of York, the Bishops of Winchester : thf French that they were not
and St. Davids (respectively Chancellor and Treasurer), b

ticular he a.sserted_ that they .
Gaunt, the Duke of York, and the Earls of Northumberland the Parlement of Paris fromy OE

THE DUCHY OF BRITTANY,

and Huﬂtin%don, likewise put off ‘a final reply’ over Rich- Longueville, who had been fort
mond until Parliament should meet in January, when even of La Guerche to the Duke.?
weightier opinions could be sounded.2 The Duke’s own The Duke’s actions at thi
failure to reply to earlier Council communications was given in the light of his concern for the
as the reason for this delay. Using the strict letter of the 'I Throughout the 1 380s the F
Leulinghen truces to cover their actions, the English were Normandy a number of

able to ignore ducal imprecations. ; vulnerable to sorties

John had first started to pick up the threads of the
alliance that had failed in 1388 his domestic position
seriously threatened, if not quite so dangerousl
—8. It is not unlikely that the uneasy truce wit]
the duchy, agreed in July 1388, led the Duke to
ures to England which, so one chronicler believed,

Cherbourg and from
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-+ advance had come through Poitou, the Duke had reacted
' vigorously to French threats. The King, whose interest jn
.. ltaly was being fanned by the Duke of Touraine (better
~ =~ known by his later title, Duke of Orléans), now feared for
~_* these ambitious plans. He could not possibly leave his king-
"+ dom without obtaining guarantees of good behaviour from
.. John IV. The situation was intensified by fears of a break-
< down in the negotiations with England. An embassy, led
. by the Bishop of Meaux, was sent to resolve the Breton
- John'’s defence before the Bishop and his complaints of
_previous summer over Longueville’s appeal may be
in a composite fashion to illustrate the Duke’s
e towards France.2 Other vassals besides Longueville,
had appealed to the French court g:nsim:@s

. not been paid; nor had lands, pledged under
1 been released. Ducal drefs issued
been ignored. The crown spokesmen cou

cr

perhaps by this, John instru

Charles V in compensation for ducal losses

THE DUCHY OF BRITTAN

: een obliged to make. Yet
30::,;1—[; and ur%dermine his trust.
regard to internal Breton matters
in a plea for a return to tb ter!
Guérande and a promise to deal
then seeking judgement again.
At some point Charles VI h
of the progress of the Anglo-F

the King and to ask that he
might be concluded
France. Indeed the

notice—a move
fears that he
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eldest son of the Count of Périgord, in which clauses for
mutual military aid were stipulated.’ Secondly, John re.
mained on good terms with the royal uncles.
The Duke of Berry’s mediation in Breton internal
uarrels was almost inevitable. Once some difficulties arising
from their respective limits of jurisdiction in the Britt
Poitou Marches had been amicably settled in April 1390,2
Berry and Brittany remained on terms of the closest friend-
ship. Berry's apanage interests in Poitou and his connections
Wﬁgl the Angevin party, protectors of Penthié¢vre, reinforced
his natural inclination towards compromise and peace.
! Berry also realized that Breton domestic quarrels might
s J; ypardize the success of the Anglo-French peace talks. His
influence at the royal court had never been entirely replaced
by the Marmosets, and in 1390 he had used this influence

1391 it was Berry again who brought John and
e tgcaegmm:es face to faz% before the King at Tours.#
e Philip, Duke of Burgu

cessation of the An

lo-French c

ade the King to treat over Champtoceaux.3 Towards intervention in I

1dy, whose interests were

THE DUCHY OF BRIT

although tantalizingly their business
A more important em.bassy was
ask, it goes almost without
mond and Brest. It was also
dentre Monseigneur le_ Roy e

ressive show of solidarity from
of opinion who gathered to w
fortunately, the embassy does
duchy.

There was, however, st
general trend of English for
pacific. A devoted D
royal Council as well
ing towards a solution
there was also some
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of preparation lest the peace talks fail that England real:
thali ducal complaints could not continue to g% unml;ﬁ;ﬁ
_ if Brittany was to be of any value in persuading France to
. give up belligerent policies. '
Thus in December 1391 a commission was appointed to
investigate conditions at Brest. It was to review the men and
- installations at the castle and regulate any breaches of the
.~ Leulinghen truces.! More important, however, as reveali
° the English dilemma over Brittany were the Council dis-
 cussions to decide whether the commissioners should be
*  entrusted with an embassy to John's court.2 Eventually it
+» . was decided that they should be so entrusted and that their
-~ main business would be to discuss certain proposals for
LT iages for the Duke’s children. It was recognized that
5 nke might need help against his domestic enemies and
this mu]% be turned to good account in persuading him
up some of his castles to the English. But the K}tgﬁ

as instrumental in getting the aid clauses stru

THE DUCHY OF BRITTANY, {

1288. Charles V'I a.lso com
:vfhg;ﬁy]ogn was conducting his dos e
his striking of money, and about the
which did not mcntt,xon the all

own. In November 1391 LAhar
g(Pecting to meet his vassal. But it
the Duke of Berry to thc_dx_;@hy in
of a marriage between the Duke
that John was p_ersuaded_ ¢
respects this could be consid
but it is also typical of hn
this course of action o
English were still inte
some Anglo-Gascon
duchy.2

In January -?9:3
direction of
many of th
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still employing English troops, and there was still the
posslblht{ that he would contract a new alliance which
could only contradict all that he had said at Tours. Thig
diplomatic juggling act could continue only so long as
neither great power called John's bluff.

France did just this when Pierre de Craon attempted to
assassinate Clisson in Paris on the night of 13—14 June 1392.
Craon’s motives and the extent to which John IV might
have been implicated in this attack have been discussed
inconclusively several times.! As in 1387, when John im-

_ Et:samcd Clisson in Ermine castle, Vannes,? there seems to

his envoys were in England during or immediately after
_ ime of the attack, and that an English envoy hurried to
- the duchy in July 1392.3 We may suspect that these activi-

ties were not coincidental, but there is no evidence to show

e Q:ﬁ's'té.ble"s death.

Despite the op
edition
Mors

little doubt that John was in close contact with England,

there were any carefully pre-arranged plans to take

THE DUCHY OF BRITTAN

ed assassination.? It ma;
:;txf:: ink, but the defence of Sablé ¥
irritating the Marmosets. Charl VI
castle when he was seized by a i
1392. Craon had already fled
esperately to improvise a d
Sxpgditionywas called off and t
pofv\;ft:r.z " _

It is in these panic co
hints of an Anglo-Breton ¢
of draft schedules, thoug
mentation. Such evidence
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at ﬁngei-’s_l In the autumn he claimed that he had provided

i ~ remedies for most of the charges.

 The reasons for John’s compliance are not difficult to find.
Philip, Duke of Burgundy, had been dispatched in July to
settle the Breton domestic disputes between John and the
Clisson—Penthiévre party and to bring the Duke to heel.
Philip was to remind John of his homages of 1366 and 1381
and of the terms of the second treaty of Guérande. Pressure
. on John from the French was intensified by their fears that
- the general truce, recently extended for another four years,
might be broken by an English invasion of the duchy. The

h were by now aware of the nature of John’s negotia-
ions with the English for the use of troops in Brittany.
They were .-Pg,tgntly afraid that the force which Richard ﬁ

‘ormed of marriage proposals affecting a match
Breton -_héi‘i-es's and the Earl of Derby’s he

4

ng for his expedition to Ireland was really
fpr France.3 Moreover, the French royal Council

these discussions, the Council
not to infringe the terms of his

THE DUCHY OF BRITTA

conceded that Gaunt qnd his son
private negotiations with John. The
wer was cautious an‘c}, as | :
was exercised very leniently.* And it
initiative that John and Clisson
1395.% e 1
During the years 1393-6
plications that would have ens
alliance with England. Desult
the semi-permanent -probtams
relations. A solution to these

marriage alliances, alre:
sions, received considera
and from private




134 ENGLAND, FRANCE, AND

years old he had been promised in one projected marrj

~and betrothed in another. The first match was linked to ..g
. Eﬁtim—military alliance with the Count of Arm |
K But its result was to lever out of Charles VI the concession
- . agreed at Tours in 1392, that one of his daughters would
- marry John.2 But acceptance of this offer had not prevented
~_ John 1V from discussing a similar project with the English
+  royal house. The Duke saw no bar to using his son to shield
himself against French threats at Tours and as a pawn in

- Anglo-Breton talks,
S ut this -i;zi?endencc of action was curtailed when the
. French resorted to marriage compacts as a way of con-
-~ solidating the Anglo-French truce in 1395.3 For all the
e matches mentioned at this time, Charles VI's
ers and other well-born French princesses were th
John IV was competing alongside such eligible
as Richard II of England in 1395-6. The time had

to offer more than promises. In March

11 was plighted to Isabella of France. In July Jo
Marie 'éne' of the children involved in

THE DUCHY OF BRITTANY,

The renewed acquaintance between
in the 1390s had been a useful asset t
It has been argued that, after his v
Gaunt's motive in turning his !
establish an apanage similar w
uncles. In this he was halﬁsd by |
His relations with John I
well as a personal content, It
Gaunt kept Breton interest
French negotiations.?
attempt to impose his
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THE DUCHY OF BRI
de Rays was seeking a judgement in the Parlemens of Pas: 111 and Johnt
.?gainst the Duke.! As Richard II's captain of Brest, }fﬁ In ;;6?.05;1‘;’:‘;1:1;; ort for}thi
ingdon alrea.dy held Brest castle.z John IV wanted Gaunt uwn:_r bp relcgating' reton
to do all in his power to obtain full satisfaction for his claims com yin::tt:d agreement. Al
on the lands exchanged for the lease of Brest and to facilitate u:-lemiszs had been vitiated b
the return of Richmond. If Brest were returned to the Duke

ked Charles V to revenge.
under the terms of an Anglo-French peace treaty, com- ::is:d occasionally at the /

l

pensation would be granted to the young couple. On d 1390s, discussion was -
a-g .Nevember 1395 the two Dukes sealed an alliance in acznseigatc;ts of the truces

w ch they promised to be loyal to each other, saving only but discussion of its
certain superior allegiances.3 Only one thing was required differing interests of 1

for the marriage treaty’s fulfilment: the approval of Richard Each great power knew
IL. But though this was not forthcom:Png, there is no Each gvra.s eager
evidence that this was due to Huntingdon’s influence over that the (};:f ;

g But so off

is ‘ua'lly impossible to say whether Gaunt advocaf
cl as strongly as he was bound to do. Yet t
ce to indicate that Gaunt's mediation d

uncertainty of




with the general war-weariness of most Engli d in return were promised that
_ Further, th% release of Brest was almost inevitabl%ll:r]::;c;; zl:;cal brefs and customs dutlﬂs
-~ Anglo-French war had been brought under control, There letters were sent to Paris by
- -~ was little point in continuing to antagonize the Duke of Duke’s interests were %‘;‘m of
- Britt_gny, although he was certainly made to pay for the With the return to 1tta.n .
. repossession of Brest. " 1397, John started to raise a
v Indeed, the Duke faced a number of difficulties in gaini | payments that he had to '

& ___.%gs'es‘sian- once Richard had agreed to the return. The son. On 30 June the tow

- llustrate the weakness of his small independent duchy cn{ |I to the Sire - Mdﬁ%
- international affairs; he had to pay for his neutm}rity;_ | official E_nghsfl}thm At
Yot ard’s terms were severe. John was to pay 120,000 franes military '5“%}‘3 g. i
o lesdin in the Low Countries by Easter 1397.2 The castle duration wd th:
S ~ would then be handed over within three weeks. Possibly EWP-}"“";“ e
.. Richard had been persuaded by Charles VI at Ardres to tio doubt-onbEss
ety the castle. Perhaps, too, John IV hoped to use the

his French daughter-in-law (150,000 francs) to
- payment to England, since he had confirmed t

Breton marriage plans in December 1396 s,
: ?thﬁ Duke that

cteristic
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English optimism about the Duke’s future behavioyy

h R} .I Prompt payn
was not mis.p]a;ccdl. Favours began to flow from John's uns T::ﬁ;?f;}é::dtﬁi impression g
friendship with Paris, but at the same time there Was growin Brcsthcsc ears were not without
confidence in Anglo-Breton relations, stemming from the tha];ut while John enjoyed someth:
restitution of Brest, This reached a climax in the sPring o | Richard’s impolitic absolutism ¢
1398 when John visited England for the first time since caused his downfall. How far J
1379. He was reinvested with Richmond, took up his stal] of Lancaster’s plans or how fa

as a Knight of the Order of the Garter, and concluded 2
- military pact with Richard 11. The Richmond-Brittany link
and an investigation of the true value of Richmond to John
LV will be examined more closely in the final chapter. As
John was himself the founder of a knightly order, his personal
pleasure in wearing the Garter may be taken for granted.!
he military covenant, which provided for mutual aid of
300 men-at-arms and 300 archers, harked back to previous
~ alliances.2 But its terms were simple summaries of what

with whom he had earlier co
alliance are unanswerable qu
Bolingbroke visited h
spring of 1399. In on
for his descent upon
duchy.3 But Henry sailed |
The stories that Breto
dismissed once he la

licence granted to Jc
had earlier been concluded at great length, when both sides - Richmond business,
- had sworn to be true and loyal friends, to encourage n retained i
by each other’s enemies, to send mutual ai entourage

Was now no on of the legal status of |
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- but it is not clear who inspired this move.! In hjs need

. Henry IV did not fail to use his newly won power to make

- his position stronger by the promotion of his lieutenants,

A new chapter, if it were to be opened in the history of

Brittany and the honour of Richmond, would be written for

another duke in another century, for on the night of

~ 1=2 November 1399 John IV, Duke of Brittany, Earl of
~ Richmond died.

v Rot. Parl, iii. 427.
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The strategic importance of the Finistére peninsula to the ‘oy civilian revenues from
English has been mentioned several times aElJready, but :15:. 1 g: oz;:;::gl trade, and from
fact may be stressed. When the Hundred Years War began J dues exacted at Saint-M
England held no footholds on the southern shore of _thé of military and civilian duties in

Channel. The early campaigns started from the lands of alleled by the role of the
England’s Flemish allies in north-eastern France. In the Fdward 11 and the Duke o
Channel, England possessed the Channel Isles, but their Within the castellany t
~ defence was difficult. Channel Island ports served as useful Appointed at the K
- harbours for keeping ships at the ready to suppress Norman free from official supervis
- or Malouin piracy. But they were not so well placed for Dagworth, King's lieute:
atrolling the northern and western Breton shoreline, nor personally holding Brest.
e n that came under French influence from La A quittance issued L
¥ By the time Edward III intervened in Brittany, the ca

ong stretches of the vital Anglo-Gascon sea-route were
threatened by France.! The possession of the Finistére
would make communications between French
1 Rochelle and the Channel ports of Normandy
ult. Occupation of the Brest region above all o

ttany was necessary to Edward I1I's s
m Ib:l . ! - Im‘la




pgh

A Gournay held his captaincy at the King’s pleas

~ control over his accounts, if exercised at agll, gassem
= our grasp, for in 1358 he and a number of other captain.
~©  in Brittany were made directly responsible to the Kj s
. Chamber rather than to the Exchequer.! No more capm'f,g
* . indentures for Brest survive before 1362, when England

"*handed the duchy over to John IV.

o T t the Civil War, the captain of Brest had been
.. almosta free agent. Aware of the dangers of such indepen-
. dence, the English Government had taken some measures
© _ to stamp out the worst excesses of military occupation and

+

is no evidence that Gournay was particularly ex-
mate at Brest, although it is unlikely that he
lip through his fingers. In 1362 he was im:

.mta‘tiqn by irresponsible captains in the duchy at large. :
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French,! JohnIV allowed an
to take over control there in
titioned Parliament over v:
g?s captaincy. He co;_nlpl
him to go to Brest. He
d the castle \;vhi:]e- tl‘ie'. Duke
because it was closely el
1373. Ducal hel fa:fed
large sums to redeem
to obtain a short truce wit
King and the Duke, Ne
treasure at Brest to ¢
After being pressed
lifted, and Nev
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This lease was confirmed in April 1378.1 Ag 4

fuller lists of captains and officials and their terms of resul,

service

can be obtained from surviving indentures. Robert Knolles

‘had re-joined the garrison in January 1378 with a small force
of men when he was deputed captain by the leaders of the

Buckingham expedition.2 By April the English Government

had drawn up indentures with Richard Abberbury and
John Golafre. They were to be joint captains at an annual

fee of 10,000 marks. They were succeeded in 1379 by Hugh
Calveley and Thomas Percy, who were granted 8,000 marks
forexpenses. In 1381 Percy became sole captain, first at a rate
of 7,000 marks a year, then, after 21 June, at 4,2 50 marks
in wartime and 3,250 in peacetime. His final indenture,
drawn up in December 138, was only valid for a few weeks

the rate of 2,000 marks a year. John Roches, his successor

o

in F ry 1386, received this same small fee.

Earl of Arundel, was made captain for life i
4,000 marks per annum. But he was rep

B9 by John Holland, Earl of Huntingdon, who t

ENGLISH OCCUPATION

mean loss of wages. As it h
little direct aid from the
The way in which he had

eriod of captaincy is lleled |
?n of Berwﬁzk and m

ut if Holland in the 13
rather like Gournay in the
had been more depenc
and Golafre’s first indenture
whether by land or by T
minster, The King
of the land and a q
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s -1397 ENGLISH OCCUPATION ¢
indentures of the captains of Brest, which were ; , in, in addition to
res%ec‘ts typi:;ai of their }i:criod.‘ | o Cil:cl?r:rizgai? g;lais' Jo

he captains had full powers to discipline the ison :: the South and West.2
and to conclude truces in the King’s name with the Dukez sometimes did fulfil his

. W:hqn Arundel was appointed King’s lieutenant and com- rsonally at the castle
' missioner ‘in those parts’ in 1388, special conditions ob Eipt an eye on them to see
- tained because of the political role he was playing in addition their duties adequately.3 But
- to his fulfilment of duties as Admiral of the English Fleet hold other castles along with
.0 .imd'captmn of Brest.3 The geographical limits o his juris- When the captains were
+. diction were defined. From the places mentioned it can be assisted at Brest by lie
~seen that the English hoped to control a very extensive soldiers, men like D:
- portion of the dangerous Finistére headlands and the off-shore
. slands, similar to the area occupied during the Civil War.
captain’s authority extended for more than twenty-five
from Brest as the crow flew.+
captaincy of Brest was thus a very important
e to see in the choice of officers at Brest atten
ho were both experienced and acceptab
is was not a guarantee that no dispute w
to smooth the path to negotiation v




-

wm the garrison.3 Thereafter muster rolls are lacking,
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Under the captains and their lieutenants w garrisor
Indications fro:g the early period of E ol o
the duchy suggest that most garrisons
Brest was defended against the Montfo
have been held by 300 men.! But

there is no definite
evidence for the size of the garrison until some muster lists

were small. Whep
rtists in 1341 it may

for 1375~7.2 At the time of the Bruges truce in 1375, when '

the diplomats at Bruges agreed that John IV needed only

200 men-at-arms to hold all his castles in the duchy, the
garrison numbered about 100 men. Throughout the period

- of the truce the garrison numbers rose. In 1376 the ave

quarter was about 160 men-at-arms. Just before :g ¢

mof 1377 this average had risen to about 200 men;
Wwhilst in the crisis of early 1378 about 240 men-at-arms

.

the captains’ accounts, although giving total

occasional references to troops of from 20 |

nglish occupation jn :

; expenses, do not give a breakdown of these expeum victualler, he

ENGLISH OCCUPATION

o men in residence.! The st
is pal'ﬂY expla.incd by thc failure
with outlying castles, like
the 5vn.u-roundin%“:;Gﬂ-l'r«-‘l‘-'i"?liiﬁ}l‘3
raiding parties from Brest, but
lished. Nevertheless, as will
even this small garrison required

After the captain and |
official at Brest was the
the direct supply of
garrison. Like th
to have been caretull
ducal official at §
eneral of th.z duch;
or a period during
appointed by Ri
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‘merchants or as factors, although obvious connect] : ! - o
between some of them and theE— captains. Sor:: ﬁ;ﬁn:ém' defcctmg: Ll;::iw tt}.:;e captni:rs '
at Brest or with John IV before their appointment.1 I g caity about :r 1:mum, Pesiipd e
hkcl{r that this, combined with their expertise, enabled the rf%o_ F;C - if eo. it 1o L IREE
glish to choose relatively reliable receivers and ones who o E .0 is};i’on’s mandate to
would be acceptable to John IV. a odmir;la recognition of the
- One of the best summaries of the receiver’s duties is to be 1| 0 His office at Brest can
found amongst the details of Norwych’s enrolled accounts 2 king’s victualler at Calais,
Norwych was appointed by the King to receive all the have been described in detail
revenues due to his master, but he was under the super- this official was ‘not to
~ vision of the captain. His wages of for]t(y francs a quarter u
~ (£26. 135. 44. p.a.) were paid from the King’s receipts. He
- wasto keep the castle well stocked by looking after the stores
and the artillery. He also ordered and arranged the g
ort of stores. When he obtained large quantities of g
gland he might come under the surveillance of d
officials, %ut usually he acted on his own i
the Government sent provisions to Brest, N
the oading and inventoried them. On
the repair of the defences. Fin:
xch for all his actions,
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at Brest often found the o
to be missed.!

The other ofticers who helped to run the
ministration at Brest may be quickly dismissed.
letters from the English Government to its castellans and
receivers in Brittany referred also to constables.2 The town
of Cherbourg had its English constable in the T 380s,3 and
in 1385 Thomas Ashelden was appointed to the same office
at Brest during the King’s pleasure. Ashelden had previousiy-
held civil office in Dartmouth and had helped to supply
Brest in 1377-8.4 At Cherbourg the constable’s jurisdiction
appears to have been principally limited to the town, but at
Brest Ashelden also had jurisdiction in the castle. Probably
in the smaller township and garrison the administration
could not be rigorously departmentalized. Ashelden’s
earlier experience fitted him for military and civilian duties,
He had mercantile connections and was also friendly with
John 1V during his exile.s The other known constable, John
Hobeldod, was principally a soldier, who is known at Brest
from protections issued to him between 1389 and 1395. The

- only other reference to him is in a document where, reading
- between the lines, it is possible to see him condoning, if not
uraging, intimidation of commissioners sent to inquire
ome acts of piracy.b In this he was supported by
nant, but of his actual duties little is known.

pportunities for piracy too good |

English ad.
In the 1350
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sergeant were originally royal appointmen

ma)gr have been Hollanyd’s gmtgg;l g

Richard II had also appointed clerks to bene

using all the privileges that appertained to .

the castle, which he obviously considered

sovereignty like any other in his power.
Passing now to the defences of .

very well informed about their 1

century.? Only one important remaining to

Midi) has been attributed to this pe

century features have been dis

completely destroyed. No speci

to the efforts of the English ca|

have been no more than a heav

walls, and the sour d’Azenor, bot

were the main defensive w

board sides of the castle,

Another thirteenth-century
into the bay. The imn
position may be a
print reproduced .
The 1375-7
th,
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The captain’s household consisted of about the same umber ! e
of e;'f-at-arms and twelve to fifteen archers ang :,ntg: bastide Vhtﬁi Jﬂhfhﬁw‘
serving-men, who probably lived in the donjon. There are no HICOFPOH ti]:-lsnu from the
particular distinctions drawn between the rest of the garri- had uﬁaﬁ PR 7T
son, except that some were paid at slightly higher rates; Zat::?;s = o;::j;..

.4

this in turn cannot be put down to a distinction
n men-at-arms and archers. Nor is there any indica-
of any particular section of the defences being com-
tted to their care. But there is good evidence that a large
of soldiers lived in the enceinte and the town, either

| there or in their own houses. Once again the analogy
rg suggests itself. There the Government

mpt to secure amicable relations between the ga;
wnspeople. After a petition, the Government
-. ons on which men could be billeted. The key
of their instructions was that the citizens should be

y wer lishmen’.t At Brest in 1382 sol
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ENGLISH OCCUPATION
Porchester and Corfe! on England’s south coast, or by the

French princes, Berry and Burgundy, in their domains.2 At : f{?»'ssgin;.ﬁt&“

Cherbourg in 1379 there were ten guns, seven casting stimate% damages o

24-inch calibre stones and three casting 1g-inch stones.s Ay :n dthe Kig g’s?ouﬁeil had t
- Roxburgh on the Scottish border Percy, who was alss repair of four towers and a ¢

captain of Brest, was using four cannons in 1384. When the lagsed.’ Unfortunately for

siege of Brest began in 1386, amongst the first stores de- Arundel,

livered from England were four cannons ‘vocatos gunnes’, captain’s own cost. It

Ib. of powder, and oo round stones for the guns, had to be 1t on res!
se cannons were described as large, and one was double- therefore, :
(‘dont un ove ij testes’).* Their effectiveness is
unproven, and they may not have been as large asthe
g guns, but nevertheless this artillery train out-
the ducal one. Brest carried armaments equivalentto
the other English castles except the two great
‘and Calais. Moreover, the appointment of %’d'

lieutenant there after the siege of 1
Wfor e safety of the castle. Dall

tion of artillery features in












1350s,and it contained over 260
350s, B 1w o ot
M‘I_II rather than
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II, Queen Anne, and various farmers held -
se documents, too, are often isolated .

_ -AJmofRachmond...wasoneofﬁm
‘owners in the whole of England’, holding
5.1 Only William FitzOsbern and ger de
‘had he,ld more land, and only the hnnour' :
{  to have been larger thmathg b
e actual term ‘honour’ is 3
. 1182, and although the value of‘ﬁ&e
fallen as a result of the unce
in the twelfth century, the |
hed in the el cent
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actual mechanism of making a
o

~was similar to that




h : s receipts from the honorial
Rétﬁhmondmntedw,g533 65. 6.
p of Boston (the honorial |
d foranmcome of £519. 165.
£452. 5. profits
~ his expenses into account,
m incameasmr 83—4.2
I ercy, Earl of } orthln_
; 75. 63d. in 1384
‘£§. ? igh the 1




- d’unng the exile thm W
. In just a week over one
personal treasurer received £826. 1
for household d expenses.! Ohn
&Hh&smadneflwmg, and this sy
a period of straitened personal _
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CONCLUSION

side with Edward IIT in the A
t he was merely waiting for th
> declare his allegiance. It is at
iation of the importance of duc]
65 and 1373 impinges on
1 policy. It has been su
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