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First of all, I would like to thank the ESF for offering me a grant to travel to Antwerpen to take part in the colloquium “The Key to Power? The Culture of Access in Early Modern Courts, 1400-1700”.

It was a pleasure to listen to so many interesting papers about the access to the King all over Europe during the Middle Ages and the modern period and I was very happy to be able to present a part of my work, I mean a paper about the perpetual closeness of Anne of France next to her brother King Charles VIII.

I was very interested in hearing so different cases of ways of approaching or not being able to approach the King, as my subject is directly connected with this issue of the access to the sovereign in France at the end of the Middle Ages. 

Indeed, my aim was to show that access to King Charles VIII was monopolized by his sister and her husband Anne and Pierre of Beaujeu who detained power over the realm as well as on the royal person. The feminine power built by Anne of France was based on this privileged access to Charles VIII during more than six years (1483-1489). This presence next to the king has a double sense: first, the Beaujeu assume their role of guardians of the royal person, secondly they keep the power into their hands by monopolizing access to Charles VIII and reserving it to their followers.
I also wanted to show that the Beaujeu as well as their opponents knew that access to power proceeded from an open access to the king. As they all claimed their rights to govern, access to the royal person was the heart and central point of their preoccupations and demands. A rhetoric was built by the Beaujeu and their opponents on the subjects of access to the King as they all claimed their right and legitimacy to govern the realm.

In comparison with the examples developed in the different papers during the colloquium, it seems to have been an extreme instance of monopoly of access to the royal person, probably because of the young age of Charles VIII. Even in France, it was an exception if compared with the former period (this point was developed by two others colleagues and was extremely interesting).

Many remarks about my paper were very interesting too. 

I mean those of Dr. Hans Cool about a similar case of monopoly at the same period: it was the case of Philip the Fair in Flanders, the son of Maximilian of Austria, one the main enemies of the Beaujeu. He was detained by the cities of Flanders fighting against the duke of Austria, Maximilian. In this case too, access to the prince was the center of a long political fight for power.

Another remark was made by Dr. Christina Antenhofer about German researchers working on feminine power during the Middle Ages and the modern period. Her bibliographical advice were very useful and we may contact Dr. Michaela Hohkamp soon. 

My stay in Antwerpen at the colloquium was thus very rich : I learnt a lot about the context surrounding my PH doctorate and it was a great opportunity to be able to speak of my work in front of so many researchers coming from whole Europe and the USA.

Once more, I thank you the ESF for giving me such an opportunity.
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