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Abstract

Thomas Sumter Jr. (1768-1840) and Natalie Dela@&82-1841) marriage in 1802
joined prominent families from the United Stated &nance. Although both families
enjoyed an elite status in their societies, thaystaarply divergent political ideologies
and commitments in a revolutionary era shaped eglayical conflict. The South
Carolinian Sumter family was as steadfastly rematnlias the French de Lage family was
royalist. Despite holding to these seemingly diohwbus ideologies, this emergent
Atlantic family pursued vigorous strategies in #irt to uphold their status, and ensure
the financial and social stability of future gertemas. In their efforts, the family
employed connections in surviving Old Regime stedasd the emerging post-
revolutionary states in Europe and the Americass €hsay examines these strategies by
following the de Lage and Sumter families as thetiogencies of the Age of Atlantic
Revolutions allowed for their unlikely union. Iteh traces their uneasy and uneven
attempts to forge a common transatlantic familgtetyy over the course of the following
forty years. Focusing on these families’ often aggive relocations, and their careful
deliberation over marriage choices, this essaystelnderstand how a family
attempted to interpret and respond to the unceieaiof the revolutionary and post-
revolutionary Atlantic. Despite the Delage-Sumtnily’s tenuous ideological and
cultural disharmony, they were able to forge cohetansatlantic strategies for several

decades. They did so for as long as they did bysiog on what they shared: the
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importance of the family’s continued economic seégwand social status, within an
ordered and hierarchical political system. In exiplp their story, this essay participates
in the turn to micro-history by historians of théaktic World, for micro-history’s utility
in articulating the details of macro-historical pbenena, and for probing prevailing

historical meta-narratives.
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INTRODUCTION

AN ATLANTIC FAMILY IN THE AGE OF REVOLUTIONS, 17751804
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So quickly did Thomas Sumter Jr. (1768-1840) anthlaDelagé (1782-1841)
fall in love, that not long after their ship arrdven Nantes in December 1801, Aaron Burr
was worried about how Delage’s mother, “a furiouwg/&tist,” would receive the couple.
Delage was an émigrée from a French aristocratiiyavho had fled the French
Revolution in 1793. She was sent by her parentisedJnited States. There, she lived in
Burr’'s household in New York City from 1794 to 18@% the end of 1801, Delage had
left Burr and the United States to return to Frasee reunite with her family, who had
returned earlier in the year from their exile ira®p Thomas Sumter Jr. was en route to
Paris to join the United States diplomatic deleafs the secretary to Robert
Livingston, the newly appointed American minis@iFHrance. Sumter, the son of Thomas
Sumter, a Revolutionary War General and CongressroanSouth Carolina, obtained
this position thanks to his family’s political cagctions. These connections included
Burr, who had recommended Sumter for the posifi@iage and Sumter met at port in
New York City, and were inseparable from that péamvard. Burr’s concern about how
Sumter might be received by Natalie’s family inkta was well founded. The Marquise
de Lage (1764-1842), Delage’s ardently royalist @atholic mother, found her
daughter’s relationship with the republican andsEppalian Sumter repugnant. But, as
Burr noted, “[Natalie’s] heart was in the Unitedcatés.” The de Lage family
begrudgingly approved the union, and the couplemasied in a Catholic ceremony in

Paris on 20 March, 1802.

! A note on spelling: | have employed the Anglicizgelling, Delage, which Natalie Delage took
when she moved to New York City in 1793. When &rdb the family in France, | retain the original
French, de Lage. Likewise, | use de Lage for othembers of the de Lage family, such as the Marqgigse
Lage de Volude, and Stephanie de Lage, Nataliege&danother and sister respectively.

2 The romance between Delage and Sumter is discirsgeton Burr’s correspondence with
General Horatio Gates in Aaron Burr 30 March 180®atthew L. Davis, editoiMlemoirs of Aaron Burr,

2
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This study traces the formation and strategies®Delage-Sumt&family with
particular attention to their migration and margagrategies within the Atlantic Worfd.
Chapter One covers the period from 1750 to 180&ddresses the Sumter family’s
arrival in British North America, Thomas Sumter'$Sestablishment in South Carolina,
his career in the Revolutionary War, and the Sufiat@ily’s role in the politics of the
early United States. It then addresses the de tzagdy in theancien regimend
Revolutionary France, Natalie Delage’s life in theited States, and the heated
negotiations over the Delage-Sumter marriage imiinger of 1802. Chapter Two
follows the Delage-Sumter family from 1802 to 18B2iring this period the family
frequently worked together to consolidate theiafinial and social status in France and
the United States despite their often considerdifierences of opinion over politics and

polity. Even as the de Lage and Sumter familieengpted to work together, considerable

Completg(New York, 1836); the Delage-Sumter romance is disoussed at length in Thomas Tisd&le,
Lady of the High Hills: Natalie Delage Sumig&olumbia: University of South Carolina Press, PQ@9-
36; and in Countess H. Reinach-Foussemadne,Fidéle: La Marquise de Lage de Volude 1764-1831
(Paris: Perin et cie, 1907), 192-198; Burr's oba#on was recorded in a letter to his daughter o@ibsia
Burr Alston, in DavisMemoirs19 March, 1802.

®Here and throughout the essay, | use Delage-Sumtlemote the extended family in the United
States and France whose common connection wasdatreage between Delage and Sumter in 1802. See
the Appendix A for a genealogical chart, AppendiBeand C for timelines of the de Lage and Sumter
families respectively.

“Though its earliest antecedents are older, conteamp@tlantic History coalesced in the late
1960s. Drawing from both the new social historyrasm contemporaneous political movements, Atlantic
scholars sought to move past traditional narratbfehe European expansion and colonization, whiely
criticized as overly simplistic, teleological, andtionalistic. In sketch, the new Atlantic paradignas
follows: Early Modern European exploration bornamoperial competition led to demographic, economic,
and cultural exchanges within the Atlantic basit@assequence of encounters between Europeans,
Africans, and Amerindians. These links fostered seuieties, ideologies, cultural forms, identitiasg
eventually polities, within a relatively coheremidadiscrete Atlantic World. These exchanges wetgafo
course, on an even footing. Much of the coheremt¢ieoAtlantic World is owed to the developmentioé
African slave economy and racial slavery, the oseew world commodities (especially sugar, riag] a
cotton), and of a wide range of ideologies, fromgtevery thought based on racial categorizatiaciadical
political egalitarianism emerging from the Enlighteent. Distinctly Atlantic civilizations emergedfn
this cacophony, as did the interconnected revaistiaf the late eighteenth and nineteenth centuryaFo
discussion of some of the methodological and idgiold challenges of Atlantic History, See Bernard
Bailyn, Atlantic History: Concepts and Contou{@ambridge MA: Harvard University Press, 2005k se
also Jack P. Greene and Philip D. Morgan, Atlantic History: A Critical Appraisa(Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2009).
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disagreements emerged between the aristocratitrasitlonalist Marquise de Lage, her
much more liberal and republican daughter Natalwe, Natalie and Thomas Sumter Jr's
children. Despite these differences, however, évesal decades the Delage-Sumter
family navigated the revolutionary and post-reviooary Atlantic World. They found a
common cause in the endeavor to retain their fasndyoperty and social status in the
United States and France, and in building a stabliéical order that rested on a
hierarchical social order. The Delage-Sumter faimigfforts to execute informed
strategies concerning migration and marriage tda&eoas they interpreted the changing
political and economic circumstances of the posbitgionary Atlantic. Duly, this study
will seek to interpret the family’s movements witlihe context of changing geopolitical

as well as familial balances of power.

The historian is ill-equipped to discern the nuangkromance, bound as the
discipline is to the limitations of sources, andidéinted by the ordinary opacity of the
human heart. Accordingly, this study seeks to ustded the romance between Sumter
and Delage (as well as the bonds of affection withe family) by examining the
outward expression of their affection, as welllas ¢ircumstances in which the family
acted on familial and romantic impulses. The decisimade by members of the Delage-
Sumter family reveal overlapping priorities thatlided the impulses of romance and of
familial duty, and commitment to religious and pichl ideologies. These overlapping
commitments are common, but the Delage-Sumter yaaaied upon them during an

extraordinary period. The Delage-Sumter marriage802 was the genesis of a distinctly

® A note on sources: Much of the correspondencel tise for this largely epistolary history is in
French; | have provided courtesy translationslicg €ssay. The French language originals can bedfou
the Papers of the Sumter and Delage Family atdhé¢hSCaroliniana Library, University of South Canal
in Columbia, South Carolina. (Hereafter cited as$lumter-Delage Papers.)

4
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transatlantic family. It joined elite families in France and the Uni®@&tes during the
chaos of the Age of Atlantic Revolutidrfsom the contingency of Natalie and Thomas'’
romance. Although their marriage was bitterly opgabby Natalie’s mother and
grandmother in France, the de Lage matriarchs aabyt if reluctantly, acquiesced to

the union. Their acquiescence was due to NatatieTélomas’s tenacity, the Sumter

®This thesis owes a particular debt to Sarah M.e@rdall's Atlantic Families: Lives and Letters
in the Eighteenth CentuDxford: Oxford University Press, 2008), which madamily and epistolary
history within an Atlantic framework. Additionallyt owes its origin and historiographical framirmgthe
considerable literature on families and the impuréof “generation” in the study of the Revolutipna
Atlantic, and the post-Revolutionary world, muchadfich has been published by French scholars in the
past twenty years. See especially André Burgulézamariage et I'amour en France de la Renaissance a
la Révolution(Paris: Le Sueil, 2011); Philippe DaumBamilles en révolution: Vie et relations familiales
en lle-de-France, changements et continuités (1Z835)(Rennes: Presses universitaires de Rennes,
2003); Christopher H. Johnson et al. ettainsregional and Transnational Families in Eurcgred
Beyond: Experiences since the Middle A@ésw York: Berghan, 2011); Ralph E. Giesey, “Rués
Inheritance and Strategies of Mobility in Prerevtimioary France,’American Historical Revie\82.2 (April
1977);Vincent GourdonHistoire des grands-paren{fParis: Tempus, 2001); Agnés Martial, d.valeur
des liens: Hommes, femmes et transactions fansl{@leulouse: Presses universitaires du Mirail, 2009)
Iréne Théry and Christian Biet, edsa famille, la loi, 'Etat: De la Révolution au Cectivil (Paris, 1989);
David Troyansky “Looking for Grandparents in thekech RevolutionAnnales de demographie
historique(1991) 127-131; David Troyansky, “Generationalddigrse in the French Revolution” Tine
French Revolution in Culture and Societyl. David Troyansky, Alfred Cismaru, and Norwooadfews
Jr. (New York: Praeger, 1991), 23-31; Anne Verftespon mari: Une histoire politique des hommesest d
femmes a I'époque révolutionnaifaris: Fayard, 2010); Michel Vovelle, “L’enfancel@ famille dans la
Révolution francaise,” in Marie-Frangoise Lelgenfant, la famille et la Révolution francai§@aris:
Orban, 1989).

" For a look at the approach to the Age of AtlaRt&volutions that was dominant in the mid-
twentieth century, see Jacques Godedhaince and the Atlantic Revolution of the Eightée@éentury,
1770-1799trans. Herbert R. Rowan (New York: The Free Rr£865); R. R. Palmethe Age of
Democratic Revolution: A Political History of Eureand America, 1760-180@rinceton, NJ: Princeton
University Press, 1959-64). Godechot and Palmeheasiped the democratic, liberal and emphatically
Western character of the Atlantic Revolutions, ppraach that almost completely ignored the Haitian
Revolution and the role of non-Europeans in shaghegpolitics, societies, and cultures of the Atilan
World; for a recent critique of this, as well adiscussion of recent studies that seek to integhate
Atlantic Revolutions with fidelity to the importae®f Haiti, see Laurent Dubois, “An Atlantic Revtiun”
French Historical Studie82 (2009); interestingly, this Atlantic World tasy largely comes out of the
American and British academies, see Cecile Videthe'Reluctance of French Historians to Address
Atlantic History,” Southern Quarterly3 (2006) 153-189 for her sharp analysis on théigall and cultural
reasons behind this reticence in the French acad8egy/the analysis of the peculiarities of the
development of nationalism in the Americas as opgdse Europe in Don Doyle and Marco Antonio
Pamplona, ed$\ationalism in the New Worlghthens: University of Georgia Press, 2006); ther
historiographical issues with the “Age of Revoluigd in the Atlantic World, see Wim Klooster, ed.,
Revolutions in the Atlantic A Comparative HistNew York: New York University Press, 2009); adlwe
as David Armitage and Sanjay Subrahmanyam, &tie. Age of Revolutions in Global Contéxbvndon:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2010); See also Trevor Bermaud Allan Potofsky, “The Political Economy of the
French Atlantic World and the Caribbean Before 1860ench History25 (2011).

5
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family’s elite status in the United States, anddbkd_age family’s unstable position in

Napoleonic France in 1802.

For the duration of Thomas, Natalie and Natalietgher, the Marquise de Lage’s
lives, the de Lage and Sumter branches of the yaenilployed coherent transatlantic
strategies in the effort to preserve the familyereomic and social well-being on both
sides of the Atlantic. Blurring the lines betweéd and new patterns of wealth and class,
the Delage-Sumter family relied on their politicahnections and landed wealth in both
France and the United States. The de Lage fantlgisn to noble status reached back to
the medieval period. By the eighteenth centuryahaDelage’s family was the lords of
estates in the Saintonge and Gascoigne in soutbmdstance, and in Champagne in
northwestern France. The family also owned hous#sa important cities in these
regions, Bordeaux and Saintes. By the height o&tglkteenth-century Bourbon state,
however, the de Lage family resided in Versailled worked for the monarchy. Thanks
to this long historical connection, the MarquiseLdge remained an ardent supporter of
the senior line of the Bourbon royal family in amat of power throughout her life.
During the Bourbon Restoration, the reigns of LoXNAIl (1815-1827) and Charles X
(1827-1830) — both of whom she knew personally Latge enjoyed a renewed
connection to political power. Conversely, the Semfiamily’s elite status in British
North America and the incipient United States wasaauct of New World imperial
expansion, eighteenth century war and revolutiod, Bhomas Sumter’s military
advancement and political connections. Thanks twths 1767 marriage to Mary

Jamison in South Carolina, and his military conioas, Thomas Sumter emerged from
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middling origins as one of the largest landownarSouth Carolina’s midlands, holding

over 150,000 acres.

Thanks to his father’s political connections, Tharnsaimter Jr. served as a United
States diplomat in France, Great Britain, and Bi@ae latter from 1809-1821), before
returning to his native Stateburg S.C. to managestimmter family’s plantation. When
Natalie Sumter and five of her children visited det's mother in France from 1823 to
1827, the Sumters were in financial duress ancéedrof Natalie’s father’s inheritance.
During Natalie and her children’s trip to Frandes Marquise de Lage successfully used
her wealth and political connections to negotiaterrages to European aristocrats for her
two eldest granddaughters (Fanny, in 1825, andiNag28). Although Natalie and
Thomas were initially hesitant to arrange marriagesheir daughters to European
suitors, they nevertheless acknowledged the santhleconomic utility of doing so.
These marriages revealed generational rifts witmenfamily over appropriate marriage
practice and family strategy. Nevertheless, theriages had the double effect of
satisfying the Marquise de Lage’s wish for her gaaughters to marry into respected
and economically stable aristocratic families, whgermitting Natalie to inherit her
portion of her father’s estate in France despitesteus as an émigrée to the United
States. Thomas and Natalie Sumter’s children waased in a distinctly cosmopolitan
family. However, theirs and subsequent generatiichgiot have the same personal,
economic, or ideological incentives to continusti@tegize across the Atlantic. Because
of this, the connection between the French and Aaebranches of the family declined
by the mid-nineteenth century, after the generatian had forged the family’s initial

transatlantic strategy had died.
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By the mid nineteenth century, upheaval in bothUhéed States and France
severely curtailed the family’s connections to pcdil power. The family’s coherence
was already weakened following the deaths of thenTds Sumter Jr. (1840), Natalie
Sumter (1841), and her mother, the Marquise de (B842). Familial affinity was not
enough to stem the tide of estrangement betweethhea of the family as they faced
separate challenges in France and the United Stdtegyrrhic victory of the Bourbon
Restoration was ended by the Revolution of 1848elBanore than a decade later, the
American Civil War (1861-1865) crippled the Sunfmily’s political fortunes in the
United States. These two midcentury upheavals dgattverful double blow to the
Delage-Sumter family’s social and political staitugrance and the United States. The
result was by mid-century the family no longer liael personal, economic, or political
incentives to maintain strong relations acrossAth@ntic. And thus, the reasons why
subsequent generations no longer acted in coneedear. A transatlantic family
strategy that drew on economic and political adzge$ was no longer possible, and the
personal bonds of affection between the de LageSamater families had naturally faded

after its founding members died.
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CHAPTER |

THE SUMTER AND DELAGE FAMILIES AND THOMAS AND NATALE’S

MARRIAGE (1750-1802)
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The transatlantic scope and elite status of thet&uand de Lage families came
before the Age of Revolutions. By the onset ofAllantic revolutions, both families
were well-placed landed elites. Their path to edtegus, however, was markedly
different. The de Lage and Amblimont families irafce claims to elite status antedated
the sixteenth-century establishment of the Bourfb@mch state. Thomas Sumter’s his
military career for the British in the Seven Ye®War and for the South Carolina militia
in the American Revolution, however, was the catdigr the Sumter family’s
emergence as an important political family in tadyeAmerican republic. The Sumter
family came to the colony of Virginia from obscuBatish origins in the mid eighteenth
century. William Sumter (1692?-1754) was born ington, Cambridgeshire, in England.
His family’s origins are lost to history—thoughistthought that Sumter’s father was
Welsh and that William became an orphan in hisdtiwbd. His father’'s name was only
recorded as “Nicholas,” and nothing further is knoet him or of William Sumter’s
mother, Katherine Matthews. Though no record remafrwhen William, and his wife
Elizabeth (née Iveston, born 1695), also of Hinstorived in Virginia. They must have
migrated before the birth of their first child, eaitce Sumter (1729-1814), who was born
in Albemarle County in the Piedmont of Virginia. & Bumter family was of modest
means. William Sumter worked as a miller in Virginparish records show that the

family moved frequently within the region duringetmid-eighteenth century.

Thomas Sumter (1734-1832), William and Elizabegi#sond son, was born in
either Albemarle or nearby Hannover County. Itnfikely that Thomas Sumter, or his
five siblings, relied on any inheritance from thigther’'s estate. Furthermore, coming

from a middling family in the backcountry of Virgay Thomas Sumter received a

10
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rudimentary education. He learned to read and yaitd, it is likely, was taught
agricultural techniques common to a rural educafidms education provided skills that
prepared Sumter for a livelihood as a farmer atdsanan. William Sumter died in
Louisa County Virginia in 1752. After his fathedgath, Thomas Sumter joined the
Virginia Militia at age 18. His decision to enlistmilitary service was sound and a
common track for second sons in societies that t@iaied primogenitur This decision
proved to be a propitious one for the Sumter familgrtunes. Soon after, he participated
in the French and Indian War. For the next centilmy family’s social and political
fortunes would rise largely thanks to war and ratioh? Although the Sumter family’s
early history in the British American colonies ddigi#e to suggest the family’s rise to
prominence, the latter half of the eighteenth cgntiemonstrates the opportunities
available to talented and bold individuals in ag@marked by imperial warfare. The
French and Indian War (1754-1763), as the Ameribaater of the Seven Years War
was known, was the first major global war. Althoweytery major European power was
involved in some aspect of the conflict, the SeVears War was principally an imperial
contest between Britain and France. Though mamiglfit in Europe, and Europe’s
Atlantic coast, the French and British empires &smht in North America, the

Caribbean, Southeast Asia, and Afriéa.

®Primogeniture and entail lasted in Virginia unfii86. See C. Ray Keim, “Primogeniture and
Entail in Colonial Virginia,”William and Mary Quarteri\25.4 (1968), 550-551.

® For a discussion of the Sumter family in the eaighteenth century in Virginia, see Robert D.
Bass,Gamecock: The Life and Campaigns of Thomas Suidew York: Holt, 1961), 1-20. Bass’ work
remains the best and most complete biography ofriiscsSumter.

% For recent scholarship in the Seven Years Wargshal imperial struggle, see Daniel Baugh,
The Global Seven Years War, 1754-1{88w York: Pearson Press, 2011) and Fred AndeGatible of
War: The Seven Years' War and the Fate of EmpiBzitish North America, 1754-178lew York:
Faber and Faber, 2000). For scholarship on theawiérconcerned colonial North America see Williem
Fowler,Empires at War: The Seven Years' War and the StefggNorth AmericgVancouver: Douglas
& Mclintyre, 2005).

11
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The North American theater of the war was not eseggically important as the
European and Atlantic naval arenas. It was lar@mlght by colonials and their native
allies on both sides. This included Sumter’s VirgiNlilitia, in which George
Washington served as major. The British victori 163 led to several important
outcomes. First, the French lost Quebec, theieeastost province in North America.
Although Quebec was sparsely populated, it was\waasl to British domination of the
Atlantic seaboard of North America, and was an irtggt region for its fur trade. Their
victory, however, was a mixed blessing for the iBhit The expense of the war helped set
in motion a tax-revolt-turned-revolution in thirteef the British North American
colonies. When the American Revolution began imestrin 1775, it was the first in a
series of colonial revolts across the Atlantic Worevolts that were aided and

exacerbated by rival European and American powers.

The American Revolution is viewed as the openingosaf the “Age of Atlantic
Revolutions” that continued into the early ninetierentury. This Age of Revolutions—
comprising the American, French, Haitian, and doewtlantic revolutions—were
deeply connected politically and ideologically. Bohe Sumter and de Lage families
were drawn into the American Revolution. During Aioan Revolution (1775-1783) the
American colonists were aided by not only Franag @pain, but by many other foreign
nationals. Foreign aid for the American cause wagd by differing motivations; some
certainly were moved by a belief in the Americanss and its use of the Enlightenment
ideals articulated in the Declaration of Indepergeiowever, those who aided the
American colonial cause were also motivated byojyortunity to strike against the

British Empire. French intervention in the Ameridaavolution under Louis XVI

12
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followed the American victory at Saratoga in thetsr of 1778. The great-grandson of
Louis the XIV harbored no affection for republigamlitics; his aid was motivated by the
real politik of imperial strategy. Louis seized the opportutattrike the British Empire

that had defeated France just two decades b&fore.

The years between the Seven Years War and the gdanmeRevolution were a
period of transition for Thomas Sumter. Thanksitodonnection with Henry
Timberlake, with whom Sumter had participated ireapedition to the Cherokee
“Overhill Country” during the French and Indian Wa@homas accompanied a group of
Cherokee chiefs to London in the spring of 1762 aHe Timberlake left America in
May and returned in August of 1762. The chiefs wereived with interest by the
London public. Their tour even included an audientb George Ill. However, the
voyage threatened both Timberlake and Sumter witintial ruin. Timberlake likely
died in a London debtor’s prison. Upon returningtoerica by way of Charleston,
Thomas was unable to pay his outstanding travetesgs. He was stranded in South
Carolina in the winter of 1762, until he was senVirginia where he was imprisoned in
1763 as he was unable to pay his debts. Sumteeveywas more fortunate than
Timberlake. His friend (a future Revolutionary geaigJoseph Martin, loaned Thomas

the money that allowed him to leave prison, afterclv, Sumter relocated to the High

YSome of the important works on the diplomacy anlitips of the American Revolution,
especially concerning France’s involvement, incl@a@enuel Flagg Bemig Diplomatic History of the
American RevolutioNew Haven: Yale University Press, 1937); Edwai@dwin, French Policy and the
American Alliance of 177@\ew York: Archon Books; 1962); Jonathan R. DAlIDiplomatic History of
the American RevolutiofNew Haven: Yale University Press, 1985). For@en intervention of the
politics of the Age of Revolution, see David Arngieaand Sanjay Subrahmanyam, etlee Age of
Revolutions in Global Conteftondon: Palgrave Macmillan, 2010); David Armitag€&he Declaration of
Independence: A Global Histo(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2010), anchivda Albertone,
and Antonino De Francesco, ed®ethinking the Atlantic World: Europe and Amerinahe Age of
Demaocratic Revolutiond ondon: Palgrave Macmillan, 2009).

13

www.manaraa.com



Hills region of central South Carolina. He marrMdry Jamison in 1767, and due to
successful business ventures he became a memiher egtablished local elite by the
time of the Revolution. Thanks both to his marritgdamison, and Sumter’s use of his
own connection to colonial officials, Sumter becamne of the largest landowners in
South Carolina. By 1775 Sumter owned over 150,@08sz0f land, in several districts of
the midlands and upstate South Carolina. Sumtesgipn as an important landowner
was central to his decision to participate in theekican Revolution, and his early

appointment to the South Carolina militfa.

This rapid rise in social and economic standing svasoduct of Sumter’s work
and good sense, as well as the connections tHachenade during the war. When the
Revolution came, Sumter rapidly advanced from laaanht Colonel to Brigadier General
in the South Carolina militia. He acquired a refiotafor fierceness for his involvement
in the war. Thus, Sumter’s participation in twcelaighteenth century wars propelled
him and his family into heights of the social amdm@omic hierarchy that would have
been much more difficult otherwise. His role in ®Revolution, however, meant that
Sumter was part of the founding mythos of the eArherican Republic—which was
undoubtedly more valuable than vulgar economiastdy the end of Revolutionary
War Thomas was a war hero in addition to beimgaveau richglanter. He parlayed his
status and reputation into a political career, isgrn the United States House of
Representatives from 1789 to 1793, again from 1I/&&L, and in the United States

Senate from 1801 to 1810. Sumter’s role in the ltdian as a general in the South

2 Henry Timberlake’s account of the expedition tatlon survives in his prison memoirs.
Samuel Williams, editotMemoirs, 1756-1768Marietta, Georgia: Continental Book Co., 1948)sBa
discusses this briefly in Bassamecock65-70.
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Carolina militia has been well documented—his les@iemented his position within the

South Carolina elite.

Unlike the Sumters’ obscure origins, Natalie Delagme from nobility, with a
well-established genealogy. Her maternal line ,dtanblimont family, was originally
from the region of Champagne in Eastern France (theze perhaps of Saxonian
origins). Through the d’Amblimont line, Natalie [gle’s family had a long connection
to the French Atlantic. Throughout thacien regimgMembers of the D’Amblimont
family served in the Admiralty, beginning with thisst Marquis d’Amblimont’s (1642-
1700) tenure as the Governor-General of the Frémthies in the late seventeenth
century. Following this tradition, Natalie’s matafgrandfather, the Marquis Renart de
Fuchsamberg d’Amblimont, was an admiral in the EneNavy. During his career, he
played a role in the French Navy’s decisive actiorthie war; his participation in the
American Revolution was a continuation of his fansilongstanding connection to the
French Atlantic. Though most of his service tookgel in European waters, he was
briefly stationed in New York City in 1782. The Hage family’s long history in the
Atlantic was augmented by this meaningful connectigth the emergent United
States—a connection to which the family returne@nvievolution upset France’s

political and social order, and put the family airtal risk*

In addition to the d’Amblimonts’ longstanding sex®iin the French Royal Navy,
the de Lage family had close connections to thed&'a royal family, the Bourbon

dynasty. Natalie’s father, the Marquis de Lage déudle, was from a noble family in the

13 The Marquis Fuchsamberg d’Amblimont’s record vitie French Navy is discussed in
Reinach-Foussemagridne Fidéle 2-24; perhaps the best English language workertench Navy
during the period is Jonathan R. Dlhe Age of the Ship of the Line: the British andrfeh Navies, 1650-
1851 (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2009).
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Saintonge in southwestern France. He married Be&taphanie-Renart d’Amblimont in
1782; their marriage certificate was signed by koXi¥/1. After his marriage, the
Marquis de Lage also took a commission in the N&#wyugh he was too late to join his
father-in-law in the American Revolution. Nataliether, the Marquise de Lage was
thedame d’honneu(lady in waiting) to Maria Teresa of Savoy-Carignthe Princess
Lambelle (1749-1792). Lambelle was a close contidaiarie Antoinette, and the
governess to the royal family. The Marquise de [sagest was a boon to the family
before the Revolution, but it was a dangerous assoe during it. Natalie’s mother’s
personal connection to the monarchy is cruciakiplaning her post-revolutionary
politics. In addition to serving in Louis XVI coyrthe maintained lifelong relationships
with the future Louis XVIIl and Charles X. Her per&al connection with these men
meant that de Lage remained a Legitimist, a suppoftthe senior line of the Bourbon

monarchy, for the rest of her lifé.

The dynamism of the years between the end of therfsan Revolution in 1783
and the beginning of the Terror in 1792, whichtiedlage family’s emigration from
France the following year, demonstrates the dispafiects that the Age of Revolutions
had on the de Lage and Sumter families. While theeAcan Revolution elevated the
Sumter family, the French Revolution not only dimeired the de Lages, it threatened
their lives and compelled them to leave Franceriéf took at the two families in the
years from 1783 to 1802 reveals their widely diesrtgrajectories. Thomas Sumter’'s

service in the South Carolina Militia propelled hionBrigadier General during the

!4 Rejnach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle xi-xvii.
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American Revolution and to the upper echelon oft&@arolina politics after the war.
Conversely, the French Revolution was an existethiraat to the de Lage family, as
their close ties to the monarchy left them paradyl exposed to risk. Recognizing the
danger that the revolution posed, even in itsikebt moderate and liberal early stages,
the de Lage family fled Paris in 1789. Initialliaety removed themselves to the de Lage
family’s provincial seat in the Saintonge, southigas France. While in the Saintonge,
from 1789 to 1793, the family’s situation deteriechfurther:® The first years of the
French Revolution, power was contested between ratazland radical elements within
the revolution’s supporters. From 1789 to 1792 nuelerates sought to constrain the
monarchy through constitutional reform. This effiaited due to a disastrous lack of
interest by Louis, and lack of trust by the peopleuis XVI was no proponent of
constitutional constraints, and attempted to es€apece and rally his supporters in

1792. This led to Louis’ arrest in August 1792.

The radical phase of the French Revolution begariatowing month, in
September 1792, This radicalism emerged from the power vacuum fibigwed Louis’
arrest, and the paranoia stemming from the thrigfatreign invasion. The beginning to

the “Reign of Terror” saw mob violence and summexgcutions during the “September

15 BassGamecock25-150.
*Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle 57-108.

" While much of the classic historiography of thereh Revolution has sought to explain its
causes internally, Jean Jaurés etHittoire Socialiste 1789-190@®aris: J. Rouff Presse, 1901) argued that
to understand the causal forces that underlay #éwIBtion historians must look beyond metropolitan
France. Jaures’ insight —has proved useful asrias®have cast and recast the meta-historicahtiagrof
the Revolution, and successively reevaluated the gfdrevolutions and the Atlantic World. Historiaofs
other national academies have acknowledged th&r#iech Revolution had causes and consequences that
transcended national boundaries. Particularly érftial to this reexamination of Haiti was Yves Beha
Révolution Francais et la Fin des Coloni@aris: la Découverte, 1988).
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Days” of September 1792. Among the victims of retiohary violence was the
Marquise de Lage’s benefactor and friend, the Bead.ambelle. Following his arrest,
Louis XVI's deposition, trial, and execution on 2dnuary, 1793 marked the definitive
end of theancien regime® The execution of the monarch also ignited the raimsént
expression of counterrevolutionary violence to cdroen the French Revolution—the
War in the Vendée (1793-1796). Although counterhgtmnary sentiment existed across
France, it was particularly strong in the Vendéegastal territory in southwestern
France between Nantes and La Rochelle—a regiomidsaperilously close to the de
Lage’s position in the Saintonge. Inspired by tli@votion to the Catholic Church and
the monarchy, the Vendéen counterrevolutionarigosged the French Republic’s
anticlerical policies and were inflamed by the Rapm's regicide. Despite their
proximity and their favor of the royalist causeg tihe Lage family did not participate
directly in the counterrevolution. However, the fmvas close to several of the
important leading royalist figures. The atrocitsnmitted by both sides finally

compelled the de Lage family to flee France in 1793

The War in the Vendée was patrticularly savage. Wais due to the French
Republic’s need to legitimate itself through estdbhg a national consensus, coupled
with the broad popular support that the anti-refwalol revolt had in the region. Support

of for the Royalist cause in the Vendée was thanokke region’s divergence from

Georges Bertinladame de Lamball@rans. Arabella Ward, (New York: Godfrey A. S.
Weiners, 1901).

1% The recent historiography on the War in the Vertiers on Reynald SecheRs-rench
Genocide: The Vendggans. George Holoch (Notre Dame, IN: UniversitfNotre Dame Press, 2003)
originally published in 1986. perhaps the bestmebandling of the War in the Vendée and of thé-ant
republican counterrevolution is Jean-Clément Mafiontre-Révolution, Révolution et Nation en France,
1789-1799Paris: Editions du Seuil, Points d’Histoire, 1998r a discussion of the Revolution’s
militaristic spirit, see Frank AttaAux armes citoyens ! Naissance et fonctions dicksstie
révolutionnaire(Paris: I'Universe Historique, 2010).
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eighteenth-century trends across France toward3atlaslicization, and towards the
noble class being increasingly removed from locgdytations. The Vendée’s strongly
conservative political culture thus favored colledimn between noble and common folk
under the Royalist cause. The Royalist leadershthe war was the local nobility.
Among the most prominent of these were the Roclejamns, who were close friends of
the de Lage family. Thus, the Vendéen conflict toaka personal dimension for the de
Lage family. It set the Marquise de Lage againgtibéicanism for the rest of her life.
During 1792 and early 1793, the de Lage family ndowéh trepidation between the
family’s countryside estates and the region’s chiegés of Bordeaux and Saintes, where
the family also held property.

The September Massacres, the executions of LoulsaKy Marie Antoinette,
and the War in the Vendée convinced the de Lagéyfamleave Francé’ In their
decision to emigrate, the de Lage family particdpan a mass emigration from the chaos
of the French Revolution. The political instabilapd violence led as many as 160,000
people to leave France from 1789 to 1799. Thesgrésiiwere chiefly moderate
republicans and royalists who felt threatened leyrdvolution’s radicalism. The tumult
of the Revolution demanded improvisation, and ahbse who had financial means,
personal connections, or wherewithal, were abledage. Unsurprisingly, the majority of

those who left did so to adjacent territories. Tglomost émigreés left for Britain, Spain,

% Jacques Godechdta Contre-révolution, doctrine et action 1789-18®4ris: Publications
Universitaire Francaise, 1961);Jean-Clément Ma@ontre-Révolution, Révolution et Nation en France,
1789-1799Paris: Editions du Seuil, collection Points, 1998argery WienerThe French Exiles, 1789-
1815(New York: William Morrow and Co., 1966); Kirsty @aenter and Philip Mansel}ie French
Emigrés in Europe and the Struggle Against Revolution, 1789-181@New York: MacMillan Press,
1999).For a discussion on the communities thaetf@snch immigrants created in the French Atlasge,
Darrell R. Meadows, “Engineering Exile/Social Netk®and the French Atlantic Community, 1789-
1809.”French Historical Studie23 (2000) 67-102; and his “The Planters of St-Duguie, 1750-1804,
Migration and Exile in the French Revolutionaryakttic” (PhD diss., Carnegie Mellon University, 2004

19

www.manaraa.com



The Netherlands, Switzerland, and various Germatestbetween 10,000 and 25,000
émigrés left for the United Stat&sLike other royalist émigrés, the de Lage family lza
clear preference to immigrate to states that supgdhe overthrown Bourbon dynasty.
Increasing revolutionary radicalism and violenaaybver, meant that French
counterrevolutionaries were harbored across Euasfteuropean powers formed the First
Coalition against the French Republic. The de Lfagaly, however, had a unique
network of connections. This was thanks to thestdry of service to the Bourbon
dynasty, not least of which was the d’Amblimontaval service in the French Atlantic
Empire. The family escaped the worsening violerfcE783 by employing these
connections, inadvertently establishing an Atlafdiily in the process.

However, the violence of the Terror should notooios the fact that the family’s
immigration from France was done with a great @¢alanning and rational decision
making? When the situation turned grave for the famil\L#93, the family escaped
France. They did not, however, leave as a growgbe#d, the family chose to split up and
weather what they hoped was a temporary storm. \illeefamily committed to
immigration in 1793, they did so incrementally. rtetrategy centered on Spain, due to
Spain’s proximity to the family in southwestern iica. Furthermore, Spain’s Bourbon
monarchy ensured the family political connectidds.account of her age, the family’s

matriarch, the Marquise Fuchsamberg d’Amblimoma&ed in the southwestern of

Zgee Jean Vidalentes Emigrés Francais, 1789—18@5aen: Publications de I'Université de
Caen, 1963); Margery Wienerhe French Exiles, 1789-18{New York: William Morrow and Co.,

1966). See also, Thomas Sosnowski, “RevolutionamjgEes and Exiles in the United States: Problems of
Economic Survival in a New Republican Societyfgnch History and Civilizatior-France.net, 2005).

2 A collection of letters written by the Marquise ldege during her exile in Spain was published
as Léon Audebert La Morinerie, e@ouvenirs d'émigration de Madame la Marquise deeldg Volude
(Paris: A Hérresey, 1869); For a recent perspectivthe Marquise de Lage’s exile in Spain, see Rose
Davidson, "Time and Exile: The Case of Mme la Mésgqule Lage de Voludd'umen: Selected
Proceedings from the Canadian Society for Eighte€éntury Studies / Lumen : travaux choisis de la
Société canadienne d'étude du dix-huitiéme siBg1€1999), 69-82.

20

www.manaraa.com



France at the family’s properties in Bordeaux drel$aintongé® For the rest of the
family, Spain took on crucial importance in theldgye family’s strategy. Spain’s
Bourbon monarch, Charles IV, was a relative offhench royal family. The de Lages’
close connection to the Bourbons played a keyirmotkeeir immigration to Spain. It also
meant that the de Lage family had reliable conpestin the Spanish colft.

While Natalie’s mother, the Marquise de Lage, $nugfuge in Spain, the
Marquis d’Amblimont and his son-in-law, the Marqdis Lage resigned their positions
in the French Navy after the collapse of the mdmaro 1792. They received
commissions in the Spanish Navy that same yearMdrguis d’Amblimont served as
rear admiral—the same rank that he had held indecawhile the Marquis d’Amblimont
took an active, martial, role in the European warfaf the 1790s, Natalie’s father, the
Marquis de Lage accepted a land grant in Puerto fRoen the Spanish government. In
his service to the Spanish Navy, d’Amblimont serirethe First Coalition against The
French Republic from 1793 to 1795. The coalitionmposing Great Britain, Spain, and
numerous German states—disintegrated in 1795. $padle peace with the French
Republic the following year and entered into araatte against Great Britafi Because
of this change in alliance, when he died in theldaf Cape St. Vincent in 1797, he did

so fighting against the British for a French-lelibalce?®

2 For their discussions of the de Lage family infingt decade of the 1800s, under Napoleon’s
empire see Reinach-Foussemaduee Fidele,247-257; Davidson, “Time and Exile,” 79-82.

4 Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle 110-130; William DoyleOxford History of the French
Revolution(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1989), 197-220 liis account of the First Coalition’s efforts
against the French Republic.

% Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle 120-124.

% Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle 120-124; John D. Bergamirfiihe Spanish Bourbons: The
History of a Tenacious Dynaglyew York: Putnam, 1974); Jean Tulaté Contre-Révolution: origines,
histoire, postérit§Paris: Perrin, 1990).
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While the Marquis de Lage established himself iefRuRico in 1793 (where he
died in 1799 from unknown circumstances) the Maeguie Lage sent their eldest
daughter, Natalie, to the United States in Septerhb@3. As the Marquise de Lage
attempted to immigrate to Spain, Natalie, stilBordeaux, was unable to acquire a
passport to join them. So the family improvisedtadila was sent with a family friend,
Madame Senat, who was leaving from Bordeaux tdJiineed States in the spring of
1793. Senat had five children, and the Marquiskatge correctly assumed that Natalie
would be able to more easily escape France witlat3snblending in with her large
family.?” Natalie and Senat arrived in the winter of 179Bhdugh Senat only makes a
fragmentary mark on the historical record, she whbtedly played a large role in
Natalie’s life in New York. Like the Marquise deds it is likely that Senat was an
educator in France. On her arrival in New York, &arstablished a school for émigré
children in order to provide for herself, her chdd, and Natalie. Though Senat proved to
be an able guardian for Natalie, it is clear thatde Lage family did not wish to remain
separated long-term. Indeed, Natalie’s motherMhequise de Lage, attempted to join
her daughter in the United States only months &ftgalie arrived in New York City.
Traveling under an assumed name and a false passpdarch of 1794, the Marquise de
Lage attempted to take tRéuyvasanta Swedish ship, bound for the United Stéfes.
The ship was intercepted by a British warship atdrned to Spain. During this ordeal
she was nearly arrested and returned to FrandeebBritish Navy. However, she was
eventually returned to safety in Spain. De Lagep wias ambivalent from the outset

about her planned adventure to the United Statee, Wrote in her memoirs that she

#"Morinerie, Souvenirs180-181.
% Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle108-110; MorenerieSouvenirs30-40.
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“would not have left for America at all, if not save her [own] life, and, would [have
wanted] return immediately to Europ€After this encounter, she did not again attempt
to leave Europe. Whatever thoughts the de Lagdyamght have entertained of a
reunion in the new world ended in 1794.

In New York City, Natalie and Senat were takenymdaron Burr in early 1794.
Whether this came about through connections itteed States that were established
by Natalie’s grandfather, the Marquis d’Amblimoby, Burr’'s own connections to New
York’s French community, or mere good fortune i&nmwn. However, there is cause for
some speculation. While serving in the French Rdyaly during the American
Revolution, the Marquis d’Amblimont was stationedNew York City. After the war,
d’Amblimont was a founding member of the Frenchnstaof the Society of the
Cincinnati—a hereditary organization for officeffstioe Revolution and their
descendants—which gave the family a substantivaeexdion to the United States. Aaron
Burr, a colonel in the Revolutionary War and a tdman politician, was a member of
the order as wefl’ Regardless of how Burr was made aware of de LadeSanat, he
moved quickly to bring them into his household. Bufirst mention of Natalie and
Senat in his voluminous records comes from 4 Aud8d, only months after the
immigration. They were enthusiastically integraitetd Burr’'s household, and lived with
Burr until 1801.

The de Lages’ decision to send Natalie to the drates is surprising at first.

Their migration from France was precipitated byfédeof the monarchy and the

“Morinerie, Souvenirsl99; Kirsty Carpenter and Philip Mans&he French Emigrés in Europe
and the Struggle Against Revolution, 1789-184dw York: MacMillan Press, 1999).

% william Doyle, Aristocracy and Its Enemies in the Age of Revatufi@xford: Oxford
University Press, 2009) especially chapter 4: "tgsacy Avoided: America and the Cincinnati,” 86713
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radicalism of Republican France. Even though Nataks unable to gain passage to
Spain in the winter of 1793, why then, did her fignechoose to send her to the young
American Republic? Some likely reasons emergs.pgbssible that Natalie’s
immigration became part of an improvised strategytlie family to temporarily escape
Europe altogether, as war had erupted across titeneat. The family had a connection
to the Caribbean through Natalie’s maternal linkiclv gave the family an Atlantic
scope. Finally, the United States wasearvogualestination for émigrés in the 1790s.
Although most émigrés to the United States wererdiband moderate republicans, some
monarchists also emigrated. In all, some 10,0®5t600 French émigrés came to the
United States, mostly to the port cities of Philptlea, New York, Boston, and
Charlestor?* Apart from all of these reasons, above all, Natalas unable to join her
mother in 1793. The family made an improvised cadacsend her to the United States
when the opportunity was presented to them to rentev from Francé.

For both personal and geopolitical reasons theddrfitates must have seemed to
be a reasonable location in 1793. However, it wadseta temporary solution to what was

hoped to be a temporary political crisis. Even aparation was supposed to be short.

3 patrice HigonnetSister Republics: The Origins of French and ArsetiRepublicanism
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1988).

32 American historians have long acknowledged theaithgmigrés of the French Revolution had
on the politics of the United States—even as tteasionally conflate them with refugees from the
Haitian Revolution. However, most of this work cioefs itself to the short-term political impact bése
migrants, and largely focuses on the politicallg anlturally active men who formed vibrant — andrsh
lived — communities in American cities in the 1798atalie Delage was of course not alone in her
migration. Many others, perhaps 160,000 in alt, fle&nce for the Americas and elsewhere in Europe.
French migration from the Revolution would havamés political ramifications for the countries thhey
to which they immigrated, as well as their nativariee. Natalie Delage’s example should encourage
historians to investigate further the impact of W@men and children émigrés, as well as the role of
conservatives who were certainly less vocal, bubges no less vital. See Frances Sargent Cliilgsich
Refugee Life in the United States, 1790-1800: Aarfsain Chapter of the French Revoluti®altimore:
Johns Hopkins University Press, 1940);Jocelyne ioZanelli,Gallipolis: Histoire d’'un mirage
ameéricain au XVllle siecl@Paris: Harmattan, 2000); Darrell R. Meadows, “lBegring Exile/Social
Networks,”; Allan Potofsky, “The ‘Non-Aligned Statuof French Emigrés and Refugees in Philadelphia,
1793-1798, Transatlantica? (2006).
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Natalie’s mother, the Marquise de Lage, initialbpght refuge with the Countess de
Montijo in Madrid, a wealthy supporter of Spain’siBbon monarch. Montijo was also
the cousin of the Duke d’Havre—a friend of the d’Blimont family. The Montijo

family remained important players in European pediof the nineteenth century. Her
daughter, Eugénie de Montijo, married NapoleomilFrance. Montijo was a gracious
host and benefactor to the Marquise de Lage fodthation of her immigration in Spain,
which lasted from 1793 until 1831 The incremental migration that the de Lages’
employed was finally completed at the end of 1Athough Natalie was sent to the
United States, and the Marquise de Lage escapdddod, Natalie’'s younger sisters,
Stephanie and Calixte, remained in France in 1788y remained in Bordeaux in the
care of their grandmother, the Marquise d’Amblimontil the two were able to join their
mother in Madrid in the fall of 179%.

By improvised design or happy accident, NataliealDelspent her adolescence
under the attentive care of Aaron Burr. Burr wasaent widower in 1794. He had one
child, Theodosia (1783-1813), to whom Burr was i@aarly observant parent. Burr
was an ardent advocate of women'’s education, adakegreat care to provide for
Theodosia’s intellectual development. Furthermasean avid Francophile, Burr
encouraged Theodosia to learn French. When henitadly made aware of Natalie and
Senat’s presence in New York in 1793, he saw thargdges of bringing them into his
home. Natalie and Theodosia were only one yeat apage, and Burr saw the benefits
of having an aristocratic French companion fordasghter. Burr served as a surrogate

father to Natalie, providing for her education avell-being. Theodosia and Natalie

¥ Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle 111-180.
34 Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle 100-108.
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became lifelong friends, and Senat played a pivolalin Theodosia and Natalie’s
education. Furthermore, it was through Burr’'s padige that Senat established her school
for the children of New York’s French émigré comrtynSome intimations in his
correspondence indicate that a romantic relatignskisted between Burr and Senat as
well—though Burr’s language is opaque, he was plagmhd familiar—often referring to
Senat asna bonne ami& Furthermore, Burr took personal interest in Natali

education and her progress in Engfi8ftheodosia was Natalie’s constant companion in
New York and they remained close until Theodosi&ath in 1819’

Though unlikely at the start, Natalie’s immigratimnNew York was the most
lasting of the de Lage family’s moves in 1793. Alligh Natalie remained in contact with
her mother, grandmother, and sisters in Europdetters are no longer extant. It is
unknown if Natalie was in contact with her fatheiFuerto Rico, and his career there is
absent from the historical record. Whatever rolenght have played in reuniting the
family, either within the Spanish Empire or the tédi States, ended with his death in
1799. His death, and the Marquise de Lage’s intghii surmount the British blockade,
halted any attempts the de Lage family made toiteimthe Americas. The first

coalition against the French Republic collapsetiif5, and Spain was forced into a

% See Burr’s letters to his daughter on 21 Marcl®118nd 26 May, 1801. Davislemoirs.

% See Burr's letter to Natalie 15 August, 1801. Bamaises her progress in English, and
encourages her to read Edward Gibbon; promisingthiey will discuss it when he returns from
Washington, in the Sumter-Delage Papers, 4:1.

3"Burr’s relationship, particularly the forthrightleche took in providing for her education has
been studied closely by his biographers, includiésgmberg, and especially Omasglgron Burr.
Additionally, Theodosia Burr Alston is the subjeétRichard N. CotéTheodosia Burr Alston: Portrait of
a Prodigy(New York: Corinthian, 2002).See also, ChilBsench Refugee Lifand GreerThe Incidence
of Emigration during the French Revolutioflllan Potofsky, “Non-Aligned Status.™.
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peace agreement with France in 1798lIthough this was a humiliation for supporters of
the Bourbons in both France and Spain, it alsolshimave signaled to the de Lage family
the weakness of a family strategy that centered guick return to modes of politics
modeled on thancien regimeAs the violence in France subsided, the politecder that
emerged was neither republican chaos nor retutimetold regime, but rather the
emergence of the First Empire under Napoleon héas new political order, it seemed,
was too strong for the family to hope that it wobklsoon swept aside. However, the
violence that had driven the family to escape Fedrad passed. Furthermore, the
character of French politics changed dramaticalti the emergence of Napoleon, First
Consul under the Consulat, and as Emperor in 1804.

The rise of Napoleon meant that although Francengdenger ordered by the
pillars of the old regime—the monarchy, Catholiciemd a legally privileged
aristocracy—it had emerged as an autocracy, netrodracy’® Although the Marquise
de Lage thought of Napoleon as a usurper, hisditzexd policy towards émigrés meant
that most émigrés were allowed to return safelyramce, including noblewomé&hBy
1800, the amelioration of the political and econoolimate had allowed several
prominent émigrés to return to France—includingMaquis de Lafayette, and Louis-
Philippe. The following year the Marquise de Lagd aer daughter Stephanie left
Madrid for Paris (Calixte, the de Lage’s youngemighter, died in 1800). There, the

Marquise de Lage was rejoined by her mother, thegilae d’Amblimont. The two

% John A. LynnThe Bayonets of the Republic: Motivation and Taatitthe Army of
Revolutionary France, 1791-179Boulder: Westview Press, 1996); Lynn Hunt, Clagxititics, Culture,
and Class in the French Revoluti®erkeley: University of California Press, 1984).

39 Martyn Lyons,Napoleon Bonaparte and the Legacy of the FrenctoRé&en (Oxford:

Palgrave, 1994); Keith Baker, eéthe Political Culture of the Old Reginj@xford: Pergamon Press, 1987);
William Doyle, Old Regime France.
0 See WeinerFrench Exiles 180-200.
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widowed matriarchs set themselves to reestablighi@dgamily in post-revolutionary
France. The death of the Marquis de Lage meanthbaturviving members of the
family were in France, apart from Natalie in NewrkK.dOn her return to Paris in 1801,
the Marquise de Lage called her daughter to ratuffrance from the United States.

In New York, Burr financed Natalie’s return in tfadl of 1801. He purchased her
way on a ship embarking for Nantes, with his fri&wbert Livingston (1743-1813.
Livingston was a fellow Republican politician fradew York, and the recently-elected
President Thomas Jefferson’s nominee to be Minist€érance. Livingston was en route
to Paris with his personal Secretary Thomas Sudnt¢o take this post. Burr was
acquainted with Sumter through his father’s militaervice during the Revolution, and
had written Thomas Jefferson on Sumter’s behakégards to the post in France. Burr’s
attempts to strengthen his personal and politiealwith the south were clear. His
recommendation of Sumter came after his daughfiarisé, South Carolinian Joseph
Alton, declined the position. Burr was unhappy tRatalie was returning to France, but
expected that she would attempt to return to thitedrStates. He undoubtedly saw the
possibilities inherent in a match between Sumteridatalie. Thomas and Natalie met at
port, and were inseparable throughout the jourBgythe time they had arrived in
France, in December, they had decided to marry.n/Miesvs of the romance arrived to
Burr, in a letter from his friend Horatio Gates,rBapproved of the coupfé.Natalie’s
relationship with the South Carolinian Sumter wambtical opportunity for Burr, a fact

Burr made explicit in his letter congratulating teuple. He remarked to Natalie that

! George Dangerfield;hancellor Robert R. Livingston: 1746-18M8ew York: Harcourt-Brace,
1960); Peter J., Kastor and Frangois Weil, éfisipires of the Imagination: Transatlantic Histagief the
Louisiana PurchaséCharlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 290

*’Aaron Burr to Theodosia Burr Alson, 8 March, 18®iwhich he asks “would Mr. Alston be
willing to go as secretary to Chancellor Livingstdrbeg your immediate response.” Dalgmoirs 413.
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“Nothing could be more grateful to me than yourgmeed connexion with Mr. Sumter...
These circumstances never fail to generate attaatsmend | am truly happy in being
more closely allied to him*® Burr and Natalie’s sentiments and motives werdals;
What chord was struck within Thomas Sumter Jr.,dw@w, is largely outside of the
historian’s view, as Sumter left scant personabrés. The only son of Thomas Sumter

Sr., he was twenty years Natalie’s senior, anfedding bachelof?

Natalie’s age and social status play a crucial irokxplaining why she was
inclined to remain in the United States. Her attaeht to the United States perhaps
explains her romance with Sumter, which began afigr she began her return to
France. Although no record of Natalie’s reactioméing called to return to France has
survived, it must have been bittersweet. The surgiaccount of the journey to France
indicates that Thomas and Natalie were insepatsditee the ship had even left harbor
in New York*® They presented their intention to marry to Natsifamily soon after
they arrived in Paris in January 1802. Their impagness may reflect an intrinsically
amorous nature. However, the manner in which tleegdamust be interpreted within the
context of Natalie’'s background—a history that apdsed aristocratic privilege,
revolutionary violence, Atlantic transmigrationdaa childhood in exile in a vibrant port

city under the care of a dynamic statesman of éve American republic.

Although Natalie was strong-willed by all accourite impetuousness of the

relationship shows that Natalie was cognizant thatriage to a prominent American—

“3Burr to Natalie Sumter, 5 July 1802 in Dawemoirs.

*4 See the discussion of the political calculatidre surrounded his ministry to France, in
Davidson,Chancellor 290-315.

> For these accounts see the letter from Thomasedumt as recorded in DavidsGhancellog
330; the letter from Horatio Gates to Aaron Burr3@ihMay, 1801, Davidyiemoirs.
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one with political ties to her paternal surrogateevided her an opportunity to return to
the United States. If those were her motives, temter was a good marriage choice for
Natalie. However, Natalie’s intention to marry Sendnd return to the United States
was angrily and bitterly opposed by her mother grashdmothef® The relationship had

a jarring effect on Natalie’s family, and for goaghson. No sooner had the family
reunited, after nearly a decade of separation, ttain reunion was jeopardized by
Natalie and Thomas’s relationship. Not only dicttinallenge the family’s resumption of
life in France, but it also challenged the de Lag#riarchs’ ideals. Natalie intended to
marry a man whose republicanism and Episcopaliggiar was not immediately or
easily reconciled to the de Lage family’s worldviesuich was shaped in France’s old

regime.

Adding to de Lage and d’Amblimont’s shock was tbddenness of Natalie and
Thomas’s announcement was the rapidity with whinehdouple went forward with their
intended marriage. Arriving in Nantes on 31 Decenil@®1 and in Paris in January
1802, the couple spent the winter months pushirtgle& family on the question of
marriage. Robert Livingston, the American MinigieFrance, played a key role in
persuading Natalie’s mother and grandmother thatt&uwas a suitable marriage
partner!’ In order to overcome the seemingly intractableosjifpn of Natalie’s family,
and to have his secretary resume his work, Livimgglied his diplomatic skift® In
order to allay the fears that Natalie’s family radmbut the viability of the American

republic, Livingston emphasized the Sumter familgputation, standing in South

“*Stephanie de Lage to the Marquise de Lage, 26 1808, Delage-Sumter Papers,
12:1;ReinacHFoussemagnejne Fidele 191,

" Tisdale A Lady of the High Hills43-48.

“8etter from Robert Livingston to the Marquise deyeain March 1802. Delage-Sumter Papers,
13.1;
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Carolina’s social hierarchy and the Sumters’ ecan@acurity rooted in land and slaves.
Initially, Natalie’s mother and grandmother wangedharriage contract for Natalie and
Thomas, as was customary in France. Livingstonakéesto diffuse this contentious
issue by arguing that Sumter’s honor would be gaigned in the United States for
having a marriage contract as it would be in Frdoc@ot having a contract.

Livingston’s intercession was pivotal in explainiagd smoothing over the differences
between American and French marriage practicesinaselling the de Lage matriarchs
on the Sumter’s status as American quasi-aristgckdis intervention made the Sumter’s
politics more palatable to the de Lage family. plissentation demonstrated that the
Sumter’s republicanism coexisted within a hierazahand conservative social system.
However, despite its centrality to this social @ednomic system, slavery was never

discussed.

Not only did Livingston encourage Natalie’s famityaccept the marriage, but
some of the de Lage family’s closest confidantsadidvell. Natalie’s grandmother’s
confidant, the Abbé de Montisquiou played a simitde as Livingston. His counsel was
perhaps decisive in convincing the de Lage matmgto allow Natalie and Thomas'’s
marriage to go forward. Whereas Livingston waslae and incisive advocate for the
Sumter family, Montisquiou focused on the emotiangort of Natalie’s life in
America, and urged her family’s understanding acguigescence. In his letter of 2
March, 1802 to Natalie’s grandmother, the Margui'genblimont, Montisquiou offered
his thoughts about Natalie. He focused his insighbhow Natalie’s life in the United
States had profoundly influenced her outlook. Awafrthe deep shock that the

relationship was to d’Amblimont and de Lage, hedregith a note of understanding. “I
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know how long you have been tormented...but whatpwgou suffered were for
principles and morals that are foreign to otherivever, he continued, “[y]our
granddaughter is young and charming, spiritual]-vein, full of good works, and
possessing reason beyond her age. But, it is thg #pe reason, and even the morals of
another country, of the country in which she livAdd nothing of it resembles ours.”
Natalie’'s decision was not easy, Montisquiou expdi Rather, “she has felt deeply her
separation from the family. | have never seen somuguief, and so many tears.”
However, he continued, there were good reasonsNealtglie wanted to return to the
United States. “Her gentleness and good naturedcmilve the good will of everyone,
but | doubt that she would find what she needs.héoe all of the charms of life for us,
she finds foreign.” Montisquiou had intervenedhe tncreasingly acrimonious family
situation as the discussions between Natalie amné@ls, and Natalie’s family developed
in January and February of 1802. He carried onnskte conversations with both

Natalie, and Natalie’s grandmother.

In his letter Montisquiou related to the Marquis&mblimont that his
conversations with Natalie revealed a stark dilideveen the generations, and of old
and new worldviews on family, love, and duty: “Wisé&ie calls love is a penalty for us; it
is a fancy, a convenience. It is the same goodstiatcould experience within the family,
with all of its tenderness. And, those feelingthatbottom of her heart must be absorbed,
or else she would be sacrificing religion, famayd homelandBut | saw that she wasn't
listening to m&[emphasis mine]. Montisquiou was certain thataliats mother, the
Marquise de Lage’s protestations would not be hdaedpite Natalie’'s “good nature and

reason,” Montisquiou pointed out, “she was raised country where each follows the
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religion that they want, where children are useddeking a family, and forgets their
own, and in a country where no one knows eithdr timeland or their ancestors.” To
Montisquiou, Natalie’s years in tidouveau-Mondé&ad not only estranged her from her
life in France, but they had instilled in her nealues that challenged the importance of
her family’s values, rooted in the politics andgeisity of the old regime. In short, he
echoed Burr’'s assessment of Natalie that “her heantthe United States.” While Burr
clearly was doubtlessly buoyed by this, from Mamqti®u’s vantage Natalie’s embrace of
American values was a thing to be endured. Amerniepnblicanism was damningly
related to French revolutionary republicanism, \wihde Lage held responsible for the
destruction of the Old Regime in France and forpbigical instability, violence, and

war that followed.

Having explained Natalie’s point-of-view as he urstieod it, Montisquiou then
turned to the extraordinary circumstances thatdraen the family apart. He sought to
give the Marquise d’Amblimont some comfort: “whabwid | say to you madam? It is a
sacrifice that you have been condemned to undargogithe Revolution. It was
necessary to choose between separation, and theflaschild.” Nevertheless, because of
these circumstances “l feel, as do you, the uptighg to be done, is what our ancestors
would have rejected.” Montisquiou adroitly acknogded that the politics of thencien
regimehad been eclipsed. Now, Montisquiou attempted twitwe the de Lage family
that although it was “a sad destiny” for the famity endure permanent separation,
however “there [were] certain advantages” to Natalmarriage to Thomas Sumter Jr.:
“Mr. Sumter is an estimable man, of high accourtighcountry, for his connections and

his fortune. Carolina, where he lives, is a colohguperior order...compared to all the
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others, its inhabitants are thought of as a raeetaand who have nothing in common
with the origin, and the vagabondage, of the offiraerican States.” He concluded,
noting that “it’'s long been said that the feelimfs mother are more tender than their
children,” imploring the Marquise d’Amblimont shbé an example [for her daughter,
the Marquise de Lage], so that “that which teansryeeart not become a disastrous
legacy.” Both Livingston and Montisquiou’s contrtmn to the family’s negotiations
emphasized the cultural and political differencenaen the United States and France.
However, both also made the case for a common dgrdaand in the both families’

landed wealth, and position at the top of a hidriasd social structure.

The Abbé de Montisquiou’s powerful letter clearlgyed as key a role in the
marriage as that of Livingston. The following d&8March, 1802, the Marquise
d’Amblimont wrote on behalf of the family to welcenThomas Sumter Jr., and to give
her blessing to the marriadiéln her biography of the Marquise de Lage, the GessH.
Reinach-Foussemagne aptly stated that “[i]t waonbt Madame d’Amblimont who
gave way... it was the entire old regirtt@ D'’Amblimont’s letter to Thomas Sumter Jr.
was courteous, but it was also frank. She begaackgowledging that her granddaughter
had already made her choice, and that “Natalieday more yours than mine.” However,
the Marquise admitted, “you must have seen thiatdl it repugnant to give my
confidence in [Natalie’s] happiness to a foreigmam, assent to rending an eternal
separation.” Echoing the counsel given to her byitidguiou, she deftly blended two

ways of choosing a marriage partner. “I see,” shatay “that it would be you that |

%9 Letter from the Abbé de Montisquiou to the Cousté®\mblimont see Reinach-Foussemagne,
Une Fidele 193-195; the letter from the Countess d’AmblimmnThomas Sumter Jr. on 3 March, 1802
appears in the Delage-Sumter Papers, 13.1.

*Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle 196.
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would have chosen, if she would have left to mectih@ice.” And so, d’Amblimont
concluded, “I put her happiness in your hands,yands in hers. Afterwards, there is
nothing left for me to do than to give you my fafid entire consent; my most tender
blessing for the mutual happiness of you both.” iHggiven her blessing to Thomas
Sumter Jr., the Marquise d’Amblimont then wrotd&r granddaughter, Natalie, that
same day. Although conciliatory, d’Amblimont’s kettshowed that the pain of loss for
herself and Natalie’s mother was still raw: “ah, ayld!” she exclaimed, “If you had but
a quarter of the tenderness that | have for you,would hesitate before you did this

misfortune of my life, and that of your poor motfer

Again echoing Montisquiou’s views, d’Amblimont tolhtalie that, “the results
may have been the same...In recognizing that youpihags is attached to that eternal
separation, your heart must be telling you thas eoust be sacrificed.” Finally, the
Marquise acquiesced: “and there it is—the last pireproaches against you. My heatrt,
and my religion command me to pardon the evil yloafve done me... | give you my
consent and | extend my blessing fully.” She enaged Natalie to “believe me...your
poor mother’s heart, completely broken though,itigl always be open to her Natalie—
to her child, who she loves painfully and tendémBut more than giving her assent, the
d’Amblimont offered some kind words to her grandglaier on her husband-to-be. She
wrote Natalie that “Mr. Sumter seems to me to leentfost worthy, sensible, and the most
loyal of all men. | was less stunned that you hetiiced everything to your desire to be
with him.” Led by The Marquise d’Amblimont, the dage family begrudgingly
assented to Natalie’s choice of husband. The nugriitself reveals the negotiations and

compromises made by both the de Lage family andrilsoSumter Jr. Natalie affirmed
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her commitment to the Catholic faith, and the cewpas married in the Church. Thomas
Sumter Jr. however, remained Protestant. (ThomaqNatalie maintained this peaceable
confessional division throughout their lives.) TdeeLage family succeeded in having
Thomas and Natalie married in the Catholic Chunchwever, there was no marriage
contract. Natalie de Lage and Thomas Sumter Je warried on 20 March, 1802 in a

Catholic ceremony in Paris. And with that, #irecien regimestood asidé?

In 1802, the aristocratic and deeply royalist dgd_gamily’s matriarchs permitted
their eldest daughter to marry a republican, ad3tant, and a foreigner. After the
Marquise de Lage had spent the previous decadendixygeher energy maintaining the
family during the Revolution, it is astounding tlsae would acquiesce to her daughter’s
wishes, despite the apparent sincerity of NataBewtion, and Sumter’s well positioned
family in South Carolind? That the de Lage matriarchs allowed Natalie todegrance
without any expectation that she would return sstgthat the Marquise de Lage and her
mother the Marquise d’Amblimont were constrainedhmsir family’s political and
economic situation, and were willing to engage pr@active strategy to ensure the
family’s survival. This “repugnant” outcome was pibnceivable because the de Lage
family’s confidence in their position in France waigken in the wake of the revolution
and its aftermath. These uncertainties were adelddsg Livingston and Montisquiou.
The appeals of these judicious and savvy advisaenthe scion of an elite American
family acceptable to a French aristocratic fantigttremained devotedly royalist

throughout the French Revolution and throughouinitheteenth century.

*1 The letter from the Countess d’Amblimont to Natdlielage appears in Reinach-Foussemagne,
Une Fidele 197-198.

*2W. R. Ward Christianity Under the Ancien Regirf@ambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1999).
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The struggle over the Delage-Sumter marriage &igealed differing views
within the family on questions of politics in theerging post-revolutionary world of
participatory government. The Marquise de Lagel#ips were conventional for an
aristocrat of the old regime. She was motivatetblgglty to monarchy and the Roman
Catholic Church; the semi-sacerdotal absolute kipgthat the Bourbon monarchs had
embraced throughout the early modern developmetheofFrench state. As their strategy
in exile demonstrated, the de Lage family employednservative cosmopolitanism.
Though the family was French, the Marquise de Lawggyalty was not to the French
nation—and certainly not to a government that erajzieal individual equality, and
sought to remove the privileges of both the chunoth the aristocracy. Such principles
seemed self-evidently dangerous to the de Lagdyamany observers agreed with such
sentiments in both France and the United St&t&he Marquise de Lage’s opposition to
emergent republican politics was informed by hemiative experiences during the
French Revolution, and undergirded her unwavererggnal devotion to the Bourbons
and to the principles of thencien regimeMontisquoiu and Livingston’s insights into the
affinities between the Sumter and de Lage familias likewise evidence of some
possible harmony between the South Carolinian SwshAenerican republicanism and

the de Lage’s values.

3 Edward Berenson, et al. edshe French Republic: History, Values, Debatdsw York:
Cornell University Press, 2011); Bernard Bailyhe Ideological Origins of the American Revolution
(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1969); DreaQdy, The Elusive RepubligChapel Hill;
University of North Carolina Press, 1980); for thistoriographical assessments, see Daniel T. Rogers
"Republicanism: the Career of a Concept," 79 (Ju862), 11-38; Ed White, "The Ends of
Republicanism,Journal of the Early Republi80 (Summer 2010), 179-199; See Carol Harrisorcarre
Romantic Catholics: France’s Post-Revolutionary &mion in Search of a Modern Faiftthica: Cornell
University Press, 2014), which points to the unewanys that French Catholics sought to understagid th
role in 19" century French society and politics without jettilg their faith. Natalie Sumter’s relationship
to the Church was metted out in the United Stdtesher religiousity bears certain similaritieghose
articulated by Harrison.
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Natalie undoubtedly shared her mother’s cosmopuoéita and Catholic faith.
However, her politics were not that of an aristoofahe French old regime. Instead,
shaped by her years in the United States, Natalieiss were an amalgam of her
aristocratic background, her own formative expexeemm the French Revolution, and her
years in New York. This was a fact that both AaBamr and the Abbé de Montisquiou
observed, and her mother came to accept, in theemah 1802. Natalie, however, was
never as interested or engaged in politics in #&mesway as her mother. Instead, her
personal religious devotion, and her family lifecme her chief concerns. Natalie
remained a devoted Roman Catholic, and she hetpedrture the Catholic Church in
South Carolina. She also passed her Catholicidgmertahildren. However, her religion
was more inward-focused and did not have the saniitgcpl implications as her
mother’s old regime Catholicism. Natalie’s decistormarry an American, from a
prominent political family best speaks to her podit It at least proved Aaron Burr’s
assertion correct that “[her] heart [was] in that®e States.” The negotiations over the
marriage, however, showed that both Natalie andrdsSumter’s politics were pliable.
Thomas Sumter Jr., too was cosmopolitan, but Hisgeowere shaped by the American

Revolution, and the project of building an Americation-state.

Sumter gave up little of importance in the marriaggotiations. He acceded to a
Catholic ceremony, but was not required to con\égtavoided a marriage contract, and
Natalie was returning to the United States to Th&mative South Carolina. Thomas and
Natalie’s children, on the other hand, were raiGatholic, and given a Catholic
secondary education. Although this was not a paficbntest for Thomas Sumter Jr., it

was his sole major concession in 1802. Nataliecsiigration within French aristocratic
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society had been cut short by her migration tdth#ed States. Instead of coming of age
within aristocratic French society, she spent bemative years under the tutelage of the
republican, liberal, and eccentric Aaron Burr. (Boelieved in the intellectual equality of
women, and was accused of sexual libertinage.) 8\Rtdtalie never disassociated herself
with her aristocratic heritage, this heritage weedily integrated within her embrace of
American culture and politics. The negotiation @it&lie and Thomas’s marriage was not
the first test of the de Lage’s or Sumter’s fanaibhesion. It was, though, the firstin a
series of challenges facing this newly-creatediitafamily, as they reassessed their

position within the post-Revolutionary Atlantic Wabr*

** Martyn Lyons, Post-Revolutionary Europe, 1815-6&f6rd: Palgrave, 2006).
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THE DELAGE-SUMTER FAMILY, 1802-1842
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Thomas and Natalie Sumter's marriage created aredional family network
across the Atlantic World. The struggle over thermage revealed the profound and
unresolved ideological fissures that shaped thelyantontentions as they maintained
their transatlantic relationship in the early neesith century. Nowhere were these
disagreements more pronounced than over Natalaigltter's marriages in the 1820s.
As with Natalie and Thomas Sumter Jr.’s marriagenemic and social considerations
played a decisive role. In the years that immedidt#lowed the Delage-Sumter
marriage, the de Lage family in Napoleonic Frammatioued to endure material
challenges. Conversely, the Sumter family prosper&buth Carolina along with the
fortunes of the United States. The family’s trapeies, however, shifted in the 1810s.
Thanks to the changing political and economic eusé France and the United States,
and the Sumter’s own financial mismanagement irl8t0s, by 1823 the two family’s
positions had reversed. The Bourbon restoratidframce in 1815 and the Sumters
worsening financial situation in the United Stdte@sdamentally changed the balance of

power between the American and French branchdsedamily.

In 1802, economic and political uncertainty in Fraforced the Marquise de
Lage into the untenable position of consentingaodaughter’'s marriage to an
American, and a son of a prominent family of theekiwan republic. The changed
circumstances within the family—and the Atlantic kddowrit large—meant that Natalie
and Thomas Sumter Jr. were forced to make sindlacessions for their daughters’
marriages as the Marquise de Lage had made inidlatadl Thomas’s marriage. In the
1820s, Natalie and Thomas Sumter’s two eldest daugiNat (b. 1803) and Fanny (b.

1805), married European aristocrats, thanks ton@irz assistance and the political
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connections of Natalie’s mother, the Marquise dgd.a he period from 1802 to 1823
that led to Natalie and her children’s visit to ik¢a is poorly documented. However,
enough remains to understand the dramatic chanfgenitty fortune in both France and
the United States. This reversal of interfamilyamale of power underlay the Marquise de
Lage’s insistence that Natalie visit France, arad Natalie’s daughters marry suitable
European aristocrats, and not their American edgivs. Unlike her failed effort to

thwart Natalie’s marriage in 1802, this time thertylase de Lage was able to impose her

will on the marriage of her daughters.

Natalie and Thomas Sumter had seven children fi8d3 1o 1820. They lived in
France (until 1803), the United States, (from 1803-and Brazil (from 1809-1821),
where Thomas Sumter served as a United Stateswipldwo years after Thomas and
Natalie Sumter and their children’s return from Brto South Carolina, Natalie and five
of her children prepared for an extended visitranEe, which they took from 1823-27.
Thomas Sumter Jr. remained in South Carolina emdtto the family’s land, human
property and finances. By the end of the 1810Stimater’s financial situation was in
poor shape. The Sumters were in debt, after neadydecades of the Sumter’s
absenteeism; with the elder Sumter serving in Waggbin, and Thomas Sumter Jr.’s
extended diplomatic ventures in Europe and Brazitemaining in the United States it
seems that Thomas yielded control of his daughteggiages to Natalie’s judgment
during his family’s visit to France. Even if Thomiaad initially demurred at the prospect
of his daughters’ marriages in Europe, his famifinences, and his mother-in-law’s firm
control of the family assured his acquiesce. Altifohe is mostly absent from the record,

the fact that Thomas permitted his wife and chiidieeleave for France on his mother-in-
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law’s insistence indicates an initial level of cdrapce. Natalie and her children’s
voyage to France was likely funded by Natalie’s Imeot the Marquise de Lage. De
Lage’s generosity, however, was matched by her Kesite to shape her family’s future,
by making sure that her grandchildren married blet&uropean aristocrats with landed

wealth>®

Although Natalie did not want her children’s magea to be determined by her
mother, she had little choice. The Sumter famitigbts in South Carolina had hemmed-
in Thomas and Natalie’s ability to find suitablywattageous marriage partners for her
daughters in the United States. The Marquise de uaglerstood her ability to direct the
family’s decisions. In addition to her ability tmél husbands for her granddaughters, she
also knew that for Natalie, an immigrant, to inh@er portion of her father’s estate,
Natalie would need her assistance.Because of Feapast-revolutionary inheritance law
first enacted by the French First Republic thab&ole foreigners and expatriates to
inherit French estates. Still in effect under LaxiMlll, the law reflected French
concerns over the drain of capital out of Francéfygrés such as Natalie. Some thirty
years after the demographic disruption caused &éyeatolution, Louis’ government
reformed France’s inheritance policy. The 1825 tithece Law liberalized France’s
inheritance policy for the émigrés who had fled Fnench Revolution. Even after 1825
Natalie could still only gain her portion of théhgritance through a transfer from a
French citizen. This transfer was arranged withntlagriage of her daughter Nat to

Gabriel de Fontenay in 1828. Because the underogomic and political situation

*>See Appendix A for the Sumter family’s genealogyl &ppendices B and C for the
extended families’ timelines.
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was so starkly in the Marquise de Lage’s favor,ghged a determining role in her

granddaughter’s marriages in the 1820s.

However, the de Lages’ and Sumters’ reversalsrifii@ developed over the
course of the first decades of the nineteenth centu 1802, the de Lages’ position in
France had not yet reached its low point. In Napile France, the de Lage family’s
connection to political power was greatly redud@dring this period, de Lag&and her
mother, the Marquise d’Amblimont, struggled to remeconomically solvent. They
survived thanks to the 5,000 francs de Lage wasdedarom the Spanish government
for her father, the Marquis d’Amblimont’s servigethe Spanish Navy in the 1790s, and
an additional 8,000 francs from the governmenhef@ount of Savoy for her years of
service to the Princess Lambelle in pre-Revolutipiraance. This was a substantial sum,
but neither payment was substitute for an inconm&ldd the empire the de Lage’s were
unable to establish sustained incoth€he Marquise de Lage returned to France in 1802.
During the next decade, she moved between Parisatechusband’s land in the
Saintonge, and with friends in the southeasterionegf Provence. De Lage held a
precarious place within Napoleonic France’s pditierder. She remained a forthright
advocate of the supremacy of the Bourbon monarcher-eefusing to lodge Napoleon

in her family’s chateau in the Saintonge in 1807.

*% Hereafter, the Marquise de Lage will be refereds de Lage, as after the death of her husband
in 1797 the Marquise de Lage is the only promingEmson in this study with the surname de Lage.

>" Although the Marquise de Lage refers to these suorisres, the French government
transitioned fronlivres to francs in 1795. However, it remained commorefer to large sums ilivres for
some time afterward.
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Stephanie de Lage, Natalie Sumter’s surviving sgylmarried Louis-Francois
the Count d'Isle de Beauchesne in 1809, in Saiit8sephanie and her husband left
France for the Portuguese island of Madeira, whdsée had property, not long
afterward® The Marquise de Lage, now in her late 30s, begaakie on the sole
matriarchal position within the extended family.rii@isband’s parents had both died in
the 1790s, and her mother, the Marquise d’Amblinvesxs in poor health. She died in
1812%° Less than a decade after the de Lage family redlifieein France its coherence
was profoundly threatened. After the death of dgdlssmother, the Marquise
d’Amblimont, she was forced to sell her family’satéau in the Saintonge to remain
solvent®® This was the nadir of the family’s economic andiablife in France’s First
Empire.

In contrast, the Sumter family prospered duringfitst decade of the nineteenth
century. The Sumter family enjoyed prestige andipal connections within the
Republican Party. Thomas Sumter Sr., Natalie’'sefath-law, served as United States
Senator from South Carolina from 1801-10. After Mas Sumter Jr. served in Robert
Livingston’s diplomatic delegation in France (dgrwhich time Jefferson’s government
negotiated the Louisiana Purchase), he briefly edrk the American consulate in
London in 1802-03. While in Europe, the Sumter’stfchild, Natalie Anne Sumter
(1803-1855) was born in PaffSsHowever, Thomas and Natalie Sumter’s time in Earop

was brief; by 1803 they returned to the United &ta@\fter arriving in South Carolina in

**The marriage announcement for Stephanie de Lagéhar@ount d'Isle is found in the Delage-
Sumter papers, 15.1; the marriage is also discuegedinach-Foussemagriéne Fidéle 250-260.

*See Davidson, “Time and Exile,” 69.

% The death of the Countess d’Amblimont in Sainsediscussed by Davidson, “Time and Exile,”
78-81 and Reinach-Foussemaddae Fidéle 284-285.

®1 Reinach-Foussemagrigne Fidéle 199-303.

%2To avoid confusion, references in this essay t@hafnne Sumter will use her nickname Nat.
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1803, Thomas and Natalie Sumter relocated to thet&uamily’s land in the midlands
of South Carolina [present day Sumter County]. fesdlder Sumter was in Washington,
it fell on Thomas Sumter Jr. to help manage thalfgpmoperty, mostly in undeveloped
real estate, and of farmland in South Carolina'dlamds, in which the Sumters raised
cotton. From 1803-1809 Thomas, Natalie, and thHaldeen lived at Stateburg, South
Carolina.

This was undoubtedly a period of difficult transitifor the family, but was so
especially for Natalie. In 1803, when she arrivethie village of Stateburg, South
Carolina, she was twenty-one, and fresh from livmblew York City, Paris, and
London. As Natalie’s marriage to Sumter was negedian 1802, the de Lage family had
been assured of the Sumter family’s social posi@isprosperous members of South
Carolina’s social and political elite. Though tpertrayal was not inaccurate, the de
Lage’s experience in France underscored that somnnic status was no guarantor of
safety and stability in tumultuous times. Nataliéfs in South Carolina was a distinct
departure from her previous experiences, in sonteeoAtlantic World’s most important
cities®® Natalie was now married, having children, anchiivin a country plantation in a
rural district of the midlands of South Carolinaafel, communication with friends and
family, and connections to the Catholic Church wadtenore difficult for Natalie in
South Carolina than the places she had lived pusiyoDespite the difficulty, Natalie
was able to keep in contact with her family in Frerand her friends in the United

States—especially Aaron and Theodosia Burr. This @gpecially the case as Theodosia

% Tisdale,A Lady of the High Hills45-55.
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too married a South Carolina planter. She and tgbdnd Joseph Alston lived in
Georgetown, South Carolina, a port city north oa@éstor®*

Thomas Sumter Jr. had not abandoned a careeblit gervice. Napoleon’s
dominance of the Iberian Peninsula, which had irtgghthe de Lage family in Spain in
the 1790s, forced the Portuguese royal family extibe to Brazil in 1807. The following
year, James Madison’s government offered Sumtesdipn in the US delegation to the
Portuguese court in exile in Rio de Janeiro. Thoat&epted the post, and he, Natalie,
and their children lived in Rio de Janeiro from 286 1821°° Natalie and Thomas's
children were spared the trauma of revolutionaojerice that their parents experienced
in the United States and France. However theislivere as peripatetic as their parents.
When the family returned from Rio de Janeiro in 1,&®ne of the children had spent
more than six years in the United States and Naked lived in South Carolina for only
eight years. The two youngest children had livedrtantire lives in Brazif® When
Thomas, Natalie, and their children returned tot®@&@arolina in 1821, the family was in
debt. Their finances strangled by Thomas Sumtés Sismanagement after he had
retired from politics in 1810. The financial Panicl819, too, meant that the Bank of
South Carolina had constricted of the state’s maupply. This, alongside declining
cotton yields due to soil exhaustion, meant that3omter family faced dire financial
straits when they returned from Brazil, and wereéd to look to France to ameliorate

their situatiorf’

® Tisdale A Lady of the High Hills55-78.

% Tisdale A Lady of the High Hills79-90.
% etter from Natalie Sumter to Mary Anderson SeptenttOth 1823, Mary Virginia Saunders White,
editor, Fifteen Letters of Nathalie Sumtgolumbia: Gitman's Book Shop, 1942).

White, Fifteen Letters.

" Murray RothbardThe Panic of 1819: Reactions and Polic{dlew York: Columbia University
Press, 1962); Sean Wilenfzhe Rise of American Democracy: From JeffersorattkSon(New York:
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Even as the Sumter family experienced social andauic difficulties in South
Carolina during the 1810s, the political fortuné&atalie’s mother, the Marquise de
Lage, had improved dramatically after Napoleonlsffam power in 1815. The
subsequent restoration of the Bourbon monarchymetuto power the family that de
Lage had served before the French Revolution, addémained loyal to during the
ordeal of the First Republic and Napoleon’s rulartég in 1816 de Lage received a
yearly pension of 1,200 dollars from Louis XVIllyB 823 she lived on 3,000 dollars a
year. This was thanks to de Lage’s royal pensiod,tae revenues from her property in
France and ltaly that she reacquired after the IBms were restoreé§. The Marquise de
Lage always insisted that the women in her famigrned men of respected social
standing and property. However, the struggle owaahe’s marriage to Thomas Sumter
Jr. made de Lage’s preference for European aratgaver Americans all the more
ingrained. In 1802, these preferences had beeansuented by the de Lage family’s
precarious position in France and Natalie’s vehdrdesire return to the United States by
marrying Thomas Sumter Jr. The extraordinary cistamces of the age of Atlantic
Revolutions that surrounded Sumter and Delage’siatgr had forced an exception to de
Lage’s preferences. The circumstances that théotamaches of the family found
themselves in during the 1820s had been sharpbrsed from those of 1802. These

changed circumstances, not a change in de Lageddogy or temperament, account for

W.W. Horton, 2010). See also Walter Eddgaouth Carolina: A HistoryColumbia: University of South
Carolina Press, 1998), 245-288.

% White, Letters 90. These figures were reported by Natalie Surinidrer letter to her friend
Mary Anderson.
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the striking difference in her control over hermgtdaughter’s marriages as compared to
her own daughter's marriage, during the Sumtesst t France in the 18268.

The Sumter family’s debts forced the family to IdokNatalie’s mother in France
for aid, when Thomas and Natalie returned to SQatolina in 1821. In addition to their
financial difficulties, the Sumters’ relationshiptivthe Burr family was no longer a
source of strength. Aaron Burr, Natalie Sumterdiest benefactor in the United States,
was scandal-ridden, bankrupt, and no longer a factAmerican politics. Burr’'s
daughter Theodosia, Natalie’s oldest friend, dieskea in 1812. Along with Thomas
Sumter Sr.’s retirement in 1810, Natalie and ThoBaster Jr. were now deprived of
their two chief patrons in American politics onithreturn to the United States. They
must have felt an acute dearth of influential fde@t a moment when it was most
needed? Though the family had ling discussed a visit tarfee, the Sumter’s financial
constraints changed the nature of such a visitjrabded it with a new urgency. While
Natalie was still in the United States, her portodiner father's estate in France was
inaccessible. Because of the Sumters’ financiaésiiand their diminished avenues for
amelioration in the United States, and at her nrtghrequest, Natalie and five of her
children visited France. Her two oldest male sdages! in the United States, but her
three oldest daughters, Nat, Fanny, and Mary, ¢bhrer, as well as her two youngest
children, Pauline and Sebastian. Thomas Sumteednained in South Carolina to see to
the family’s affairs in the United States. The suxbwof their visit to France could not be

clearer: both the Sumters’ current financial praideand the family’s long-term stability

9 William W. FreehlingPrelude to Civil War; the Nullification Controversy South Carolina,
1816-1836(New York: Harper & Row, 1966); Charles Sellefae Market Revolution: Jacksonian
America, 1815-184@0xford: Oxford University Press, 1991).

® The discussion of Sumter’s financial situatiopasticularly rich in TisdaleA Lady of the High
Hills, 91-109.
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could be addressed through advantageous marriatyjgedn Natalie’s daughters to
landed European aristocrats. Their marriages woeldrranged by their grandmother,
the Marquise de Lage.

The details of the negotiations over Nat and Fasamarriages in the 1820s
survive through the few extant letters that Nataliete to her friend Mary Anderson in
Stateburg S.C., and the numerous letters that trglike de Lage sent to Natalie during
Natalie’s visit in Francé® Accordingly, little of Natalie’s or Thomas Sumtir’s
opinions on family strategy remain from their ttgqpFrance. However, the extant letters
do show that Natalie was reluctant to remain imEegfrom the moment she arrived, and
that she did not want her daughters’ marriage pastdecided by her mother. However,
the letters also show that Natalie and her childvere under the financial control of
Natalie’'s mother. It seems likely that the Marguileel age paid the Sumters expenses for
the voyage to France, for the indebted Thomas Suinteould not have paid for such an
expensive trip. The visit lasted longer than Nataltended or wished, as she explained
in a letter from early in her voyage. Writing to Ma\nderson that “I don’t think 1 will
be able to return next April...I am afraid it woldidl me, but however | will not

determine anything until April comes...it is verydily that Mr. Sumter will not be able

"Although there are no contemporary accounts of wefamily thought of their sudden
privation, Mary Boykin Chesnut made the followirgs€inating observation in her diary, in January 16
1862: “When Mr. S could not pay his debts, he refut® live in luxury. Mr. Sumter and his childreardd
in accord to their present circumstances. But fadame—Born Natalie de Lage, thrown by a cruel date
our rough shores—they provided, as her delicatesamd habits required, separate pantry, separate
cuisine. Miss S C had been so trained to admird#aetiful and accomplished lady, she could notiisee
this anything but what was right—no selfishnesscold-heartedness. It was but her due. Her just
rights.”In Mary Boykin Chesnut, C. Vann Woodward, Mary Boykin Chesnut’'s Civil WgNew Haven:
Yale University Press, 1982).

"2 The wife of Dr. William Wallace Anderson of Stated, little is known of her outside the
letters written from Natalie Sumter to her duringtélie’s visit to France. These letters are presbim
White, Fifteen L etters.
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to send the money to return.” Regardless of whd fmithe outward journey, the return
was beyond what the Sumters’ could afford to pajda3’>

That Natalie and her children could not affordeturn to the United States
underscores the changed economic circumstancemhik transatlantic family by the
1820s. During the 1810s, when the Sumter family wdrazil, Natalie and her mother
were less and less frequently in communicaffois she wrote from Rio de Janeiro, on
31 August 1817, to Mary Anderson, “I'll go to Franley myself | think, it will be
time...I've not heard from my mother in some tinfé Plowever by 1823, Natalie’s visit
to France was driven by economic concerns far rii@me a desire to see her family and
friends. Although Natalie’s daughters’ suitability economically advantageous
marriages in France quickly emerged as centrdddovisit, Natalie was initially quite
hesitant to leverage her daughters’ marriagesdoead the Sumters’ financial concerns.
Nevertheless, both Thomas Sumter Jr. and Natatlerstood that their daughters were
more attractive marriage partners in Europe tharlthited States. This was largely
thanks to the Marquise de Lage’s connections ind&abut also because of the Sumter
girls’ exoticism in France, and that marriage itite Sumter family promised American
citizenship to European suitors. Despite their &varcentrality to the family’s strategy,

Thomas and Natalie Sumter’s two eldest daughteas, d&hd Fanny did not originally

3 Tisdale A Lady of the High Hills103.

" It seems likely that Natalie and her mother’stiefsship had been strained for some time prior
to the visit. It only became more so during theds832atalie remained in contact with her mother
throughout her life; however, their contact had éduring the 1810s. There is one extant letterdwt
Natalie and de Lage among the substantial correfpme between Natalie and her other contacts. This
letter, from 1820, discusses family gossip, sonmnemic speculation, and little related to any imgiag
trip to Europe. The personal and economic hardghiisthe Sumters’ underwent in the 1810s undolypted
added to the strain between Natalie and de Lage Stimters’ return to France went forward, but only
with the Marquise de Lage’s financial assistandes Tetter, from 28 January, 1820, appears in that8r-
Delage Papers, 16:1

S White, L etters 90.
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accompany the rest of the family in Paris. Thepgali a year later, in 1824. Once Nat and
Fanny did arrive, their grandmother immediatelydretp push for them to marry. In the
1802 contest between the Marquise de Lage’s ar&iowalues and Natalie’s American
liberal values, de Lage allowed her daughter tarynaer choice of husband. The
reversed circumstances that surrounded Natalie @iawisit to France, the Sumters’
economic dependence on Natalie’s mother, meantithaage imposed her will on the
family. Fanny married in 1825, and Nat married 827; both married European
aristocrats selected by their grandmother.

In Bourbon Restoration France de Lage’s connectiotsgh society and high
politics was returned, as much of the politicahbishment from the old regime had
returned to powef® Her steadfast support of the Bourbons in exile reasrded. In
addition to her royal pension, de Lage had relatage of access to the royal family.
During Natalie and her children’s visit, Natalie®ther provided for her grandchildren’s
education, and gave Natalie a substantial allowé&ceer expenses. There was,
however, a stipulation: she did not let Natalie ts¢ money to return to the United
States’” Furthermore, The Marquise de Lage’s aid to the 8Bufamily during their visit
highlighted the changed dynamics of their relatmpsin exchange for providing Natalie

with financial support, her mother took an activeven domineering — role in decisions

*See the letter from Natalie Sumter to Mary Anderd@nSeptember, 1823 in Whit€ifteen
Letters and the letter from the Marquise de Lage to Netaumter, 4 June 1824, Sumter-Delage Papers,
17:1.

" Anne-Marie Fuger.a Vie Elégante: ou la Formation de Tout-Pa(faris: Artheme Fayard,
1990). The Marquise de Lage even arranged an aaligith Louis XVIII for her grandchildren, which
took place in 1824, discussed in Tisd#d,ady of the High Hills102. De Lage knew figures from
Restoration’s political and intellectual order,ld®e’s correspondence includes references to tichés
d’Aumont, the Duchess de Berry, and the Madameatth&aquelin, among others. For one notable
example see her correspondence with Joseph-Madkadd, an early member of the AcademieFrancaise,
and a member of the Assemblée Nationale both danmigafter the Bourbon Restoration. Michaud was a
long-time supporter of the Royalist faction. See létters from Joseph Frangois Michaud to the Maegu
de Lage 29 and 30 July, 1825, Sumter-Delage Papers,
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affecting Natalie and her children. Unlike 1802 L@ge was not interested in her
granddaughters’ personal preferences, nor wasasttert to let them leave France and
marry Americans. The Sumters’ tenuous financialtmysin South Carolina on the
outset of Natalie’s return to France undoubtediyficmed to de Lage that American
elites were no more stable than their Europeantegpiarts. Under Louis XVIII, France
had returned to a political and social order tinat gerceived as more stable. Her
daughter’s position in the United States would ¥erebe suspect, in de Lage’s eyes, due
to its republican government.

Natalie’s letters to the United States made itrdleat she chaffed under the new
inter-family balance of power. The first of hertégts from France, which she wrote to
Mary Anderson on 10September 1823, provided Andessmne information on her
arrival, and the Sumters’ living situation and fical arrangements. “[M]y mother is
very kind,” Natalie began, “she gives me everythangl more than | can wish.[O]f
course | am at no expense in her house, and skeengab00 dollars for any little thing |
should want, and besides, [she] has given meallitbsses hats, caps, etc., etc. that | am
in need of.[S]he has spent for me, Natalie, Braahd Sebastian one thousand dollars.”
Natalie’s letter began on a boastful note; howeVbg Marquise de Lage’s willingness to
spoil her and her children revealed the ever ptesmrcern that troubled Natalie’s visit
to France. Her mother’s lavish spending laid banedontrol of her family’s finances,
and thus, their ability to act. As Natalie contidushe continued to reveal due cause for
unease, explaining to Anderson that “when | beg pnogher] not to spend so much, she
says that | am her daughter as well as my siss¢ephanie, who was now in Madeira],

and that she has put this money in reserve for De.Lage also spent lavishly on her
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grandchildren, as Natalie related: “[my mother] p&yazilia's expenses in the convent,
which are very high for this country. For her boatone is 200 Dollars and with the
masters and other expenses it will come to 400s’ ot difficult to understand Natalie’s
unease with these arrangements: the school exptrasdete Lage paid for Brasilia alone
was nearly equal to the three hundred dollarsahaturn fare to the United States cost.
As she noted, “I could not take a governess andh@ajth did not permit me to attend to
[Brazilia]... my mother will spoil her very much... [ashe thought she had the same
temper that my sister [Calixte de Lage, who had iti€1800] had.”

Although Natalie’s mother was willing to spend ciolesable sums on her
daughter and grandchildren while they were in Feasbe would not pay the three
hundred dollars needed for Natalie’s return tolinged States—not until she had
secured marriages for her eldest granddaughtasshére that the limits of de Lage’s
generosity were brought into view, as well as tharfcial straits that gripped the Sumter
family. A month after her first letter, Natalie agavrote to Anderson. Her letter of 31
October 1823 discussed Natalie and Thomas’s imgsgrvations on having their
daughters marry the European aristocrats. Natekeavledged that Nat and Fanny
would draw the attention of rich suitors. She atedito Anderson that “Nat... was very
agreeable...and young men of talent and fortune woeldappy to be the grandson of
my mother, for she would have them placed in theyaor in the corps dipomatiqué®
Despite this, Natalie was disinclined to have Nat Banny married in Europe. This, she
claimed, was because her husband would not appiHoxeever, she later explained to

Anderson that “when | went away, [Thomas] left me our daughter Nat] entirely

8 Letter from Natalie Sumter to Mary Anderson, 1@@®enber 1823 in Whitd,etters 196.
L etter from Natalie Sumter to Mary Anderson, 31 dber 1823, in Whitel, etters 97.
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mistress [sic] about [the question of marriageyjrsa [that Nat] would be 21 before [the
family’s] return [from France] and able to judge ferself.” Thomas, it seems, had
largely recused himself from his daughters’ maeg favor of her daughters’
employment of their own judgment.

Natalie asserted that her daughters ought to chtbheseown spouses as well. As
she continued to her friend: “I assure you thaefguf | had the best offer in the world |
would not encourage [marriage], for it is too graaesponsibility.*° Natalie was
certainly thinking of her own marriage as she penhese words. As the Abbé de
Montisquiou had observed in 1802, marriage was temaf personal choice to Natalie.
For her, directly choosing her daughters’ spousas two great a responsibility and not
her prerogative. Moreover, Natalie displayed attipaowards Paris, claiming that the
city “[was] not what it was 50 years ago...you wofifdl just as much pleasure in
Charleston®' De Lage’s attitude towards marital choice ran ¢euto her daughter. The
role that she played in her granddaughters’ magsagade it clear that marriage was
matter that necessitated more than parental guedamd confidence in the wisdom of
babes; it demanded the firm-minded control. De Latempted to impose that control on
her granddaughters, as Natalie had abdicated tnatrésponsibility.

Nat and Fanny both married European aristocratstlagir grandmother, the
Marquise de Lage, played an integral role in sgigdheir matches. Throughout 1824-25
the Marquise de Lage immersed her granddaughtehe isocial life of Paris’
aristocracy. Undoubtedly, de Lage and her threegpsingle American granddaughters

were becoming well-known in the first years of thasit in Paris. As Natalie predicted,

8Quotation from a letter from Natalie Sumter to Manyderson, 10 September 1823 in White,
Letters 98.
81) etter from Natalie Sumter to Mary Anderson 31 ®et01823 in Whitel etters,117.
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their exoticism as French-Americans attracted ttenfion of eligible suitors. Fanny was
the first to wed, to Giuseppe Agamemnon Sylvested® (1790-1864) in 1825, a year
after Nat and Fanny arrived in France. Binda was bma noble family from the city-
state of Lucca, in Tuscany. He attained Frencheriship after Lucca was incorporated
into Napoleon’s Empire in 1805, when Binda was#ft. Like Natalie Sumter, Binda’s
adolescence was shaped by the French Revolutiothartelirst French Empire. Binda
used his socioeconomic and political status to ncakeections with people of influence.
During his service as a diplomat in the short-likedgdom of Etruria (a Napoleonic Era
puppet state), he established contacts througheutriench Empire, Great Britain and
across the Atlantic—during which time, he first eaotered the Sumter family in Rio de
Janeiro. Despite this diplomatic career, Binda'®fcpreoccupation was selling art to
wealthy patrons. He used his diplomatic positioa aseans to establish connections and
cultivate clients for his art trade in cities agdlse Atlantic, a pattern he continued after
he married into the Sumter famff§.

When Binda learned of the Sumters’ presence irsPathe summer of 1824 he
acted decisively. First, he first visited the Masgude Lage on21 August, 1824, likely as
an attempt to ingratiate himself to the family maatth. A few days later, on 27 August
1824, he arrived unannounced at the Sumter famiggilence in Parf§From these
initial meetings through the end of 1824, Bindaorded nineteen visits to de Lage and

twenty-seven visits to Natalie and Fanny Sumtdrisnconcise but consistently

8 This history is explored in detail in Arnold Blueaty, “The Strange Career of Joseph Bindd@ South
Carolina Historical Magaziné7 (1966) 155-166. Binda first encountered the ®ufamily in Rio de
Janeiro during his service in Napoleon’s Empiredaie also gives an account of Binda’s career &nd h
relationship with the Sumter family i Lady of the High Hills103-109.

8 See Joseph Binda’s journal in the Joseph AgamerBitata Papers, 1824-1889, The South
Caroliniana Library, University of South Carolir@plumbia, SC. (Hereafter the Binda Papers.)
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maintained journdl? Fanny and Binda’s courtship lasted through theeviof 1824-25,
and they were married in Paris in the spring ofSL8heir marriage caused Natalie
considerable anxiety. Her letter to Mary Andersamt 14 March 1825 discussed Fanny
and Binda’s marriage. Natalie highlighted her mothacus on Binda’s landed wealth
as pivotal in securing the relationship. Howevegcduse Binda married into the Sumter
family, he acquired American citizenship. Bindaielihood was tied to his
cosmopolitanism. Thus, the opportunity to gain Aiggar citizenship, as well as ties to
the then still-prominent Sumter family was clearhportant to him. Natalie informed her
friend that “it was likely instead of leaving anfyray girls [in Europe] | should be
followed by another intended son who means to becamAmerican.” This was “a great
cause of uneasiness” for Natalie, who was unsuheohusband’s approval. What was
even more disconcerting to Natalie was that aftembarriage, it became evident that
Binda intended to move to the United States, aatttiey would be reliant on the
Sumters’ already meager resources in South Carolina

Natalie voiced her concerns to Anderson: “I dokmadw yet how to settle [Binda
and Fanny]. What will [Thomas] do for his daughté&H?s want of money is really a
great torment.” Clearly Fanny’s marriage to Bindaswot the boon for the Sumter
family’s financial woes that Natalie or her motied hoped it would b&What's more,

it seems that Natalie perceived of Binda’s intamdionore quickly than her mother.

8 See Binda’s journal in the Binda Papers; Blumbtgjange Career” discusses at some length
Binda’s career in the 1830s. Thanks to the Sumpmiical influence Binda secured a position as
American consul to Lugarno, Italy. However, higginent truancy from this post in favor of his own
interests in the art trade made him a constamairrio the United States Department of State. dgiinout
his career for the United States in the 1830s ftemagnored letters from Washington. What's m@mda
spent as much time in London and Paris, furthemis@rt business, as he while he was supposedito be
Lugorno.

8 Letter from Natalie Delage Sumter to Mary Andersbh March 1825 in Whitesifteen Letters
120-124.
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Despite Binda'’s thinly veiled intention to relocatethe United States, Natalie’s mother
had different expectations for the couple. EveNatlie bemoaned Binda’s intent to
relocate to America, her mother argued for Itabtperiority over South Carolina on
both economic and social grounds. In a letter ttalg de Lage insisted that Fanny and
Binda should settle in Europe, arguing that Bindargled wealth, and the natural
advantages of Italian life over the United Statesnt that the couple should live in
ltaly.®De Lage made a case to her daughter and grandeadigét Italian life was far
superior to South Carolina. She argued that tleatlimate was more agreeable, and that
“there were no negroes, or the drivers of negraestaly.®” De Lage’s final barb was
instructive: although slavery underlay the Sumtersalth, and indeed, the whole
political economy of South Carolina, apart fronsthole reference, the institution was
conspicuously absent from the family’s discussi@sswas de Lage’s tenant-based
landed wealth in France). Her negative assessnieh\eery perhaps speaks to de Lage’s
assessment of the deleterious of slavery on araioconstitutions.

Perhaps because of her concerns about her motioerti®l of the family, after
Binda and Fanny’s wedding in March of 1825, Natale her newly-married daughter
left France. They spent a year and a half on thiugwese island of Madeira, where they
stayed with Natalie’s younger sister Stephanietarchusband, the Count d’Isle de
Beauchesne. During Natalie and Fanny’s journeyd®iemained in Europe pursuing his
business interests in France and Italy. As he ledyée maintained sporadic written
contact with his wife in Madeira, and his grandnestm-law in Paris. The record of

Natalie and Fanny’s visit to Madeira does not réttesir precise motivations for the

8| etter from the Marquise de Lage to Natalie Surfi@September 1827, The Sumter-Delage
Papers, 19:1.
8Discussed at length in Blumberg, “Strange Carek53-166.
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visit. However, the letters that de Lage sent laergthter and granddaughter on their trip
to Madeira do provide some clues. These letterslvnin all, were written between 26
May and 20 October 1825. What is discernible i$ Hetalie and Fanny’s trip to Madeira
had strained the relationship between Natalie andriother. The earliest of these letters,
from 26 May 1825 fills in the gaps of Natalie Sundad her daughter Fanny’s trip to
voyage. The excuse Natalie gave was that theytdlddadeira for Fanny’s health, but the
timing suggests they were escaping de Lage’s wkéthletters to Natalie and Fanny
began at the time that they left for Madeira inldte spring of 1825, returning over a
year later, in the summer of 1826. In additioneweaaling the acrimonious relationship
between Natalie and her mother, the letters algaighe insight on de Lage’s religious
devotion that undergirded her loyalty to the Bourlnoonarchy, and, as ever de Lage’s
persistent attempts to find a suitable husbandN&delie’s eldest daughter, Nat. De
Lage’s efforts culminated with Nat's marriage tob@al de Fontenay in 1828.

These matters were informed by de Lage’s poottineahd her pessimism about
the future of the Bourbon monarchy on whose largdssh she had become
economically dependefit.Louis XVIII died in September 1824 and his brott@harles
Philippe the Count d’Artois, ascended to the thrag€harles X. On 29 May 1825,
Charles X reinstated the ornate coronation cerenobiiye old regime: royal anointment
and confession at the Cathedral at Reims. Thidipealsad been abandoned by Louis,

returning to this ceremony signified Charles’ engps@®n strengthening the ties between

8 These letters, and those that de Lage wrote talid&@umter after the fall of the Bourbon
dynasty have been described by the Marquise’s épigr the Countess Reinach-Foussemagne, as filled
with “enormous amounts of things that are oftereegpd—details on her health, the categories of gédht
to Charleston, but not one important fact.” Fortehg the purposes of this study differ signifidgrftom
that of the Countess de Reinach-Foussemagne in a@fation from the Countess H. de Reinach-
Foussemagne to Stephanie Brownfield, 16 June Td@5Sumter-Delage Papers, 25:2.
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the church and state. His ultra-royalist governnvead out of step with France’s political
culture in the 1820s; however, his attempt to vogsty reinstate the politics of the
ancien regimealeeply resonated with de Lage. She attended tleencery in Rheims, and
provided moving details of it in her letter to N&aon 1 June 1825.She exclaimed that
“for the first time in [her] life... [she] had seerday so already perfumed with
nerves...of which there was no remedy.” This momentuent had clearly lifted the de
Lage’s spirits and broken the monotony of her presgcumstances. After giving some
details on her Natalie’s children in her care ini®ale Lage discussed the coronation
ceremony and Natalie’s travel to Madeira—she garedaughter advice on where, and
with whom she might visit en roufg.
De Lage wrote to Natalie several days after thermation in the full flush of
exuberance.
| won’t give you a mere recitation of the sacrda: hewspapers can give you all
of the details. But no such relation can expressrtipressiveness of this
ceremony. And that is what | will try to do: thii@ance of Religion and Royalty,
the maintenance of the King, this sort of callimgrisled on his forehead is a
sublime thing. And yet, the moment when he waseatbnfessional, and the
crown was placed upon his head, and while on heg&re received the royal

coat, and humbled himself to receive the pardah®King of Kings in view of
all.*

The ceremony’s marriage of religiosity and the powof the state deeply moved de
Lage. Heretofore her letter had a rather commoortese discussed Brasilia and
Sebastian’s desire to return to Paris, and Br&siiducation and other such matters. Her
tone changed as she concluded; she took care hohersdaughter well, giving her “the

blessings of all [her] heart” and offered Natalene kind words regarding Thomas

8 etter from the Marquise de Lage to Natalie Sun28rMay 1825. The Sumter-Delage Papers,
17:1.

“Quotations from the letter from the Marquise ded &mNatalie Sumter, 1 Junel825. The
Sumter-Delage Papers, 17:1.
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Sumter Jr., wishing Natalie that “[he] would malex uite happy.” Finally, de Lage
directed her wishes to her granddaughter Fanngaqd get better...it is good that you
are in Madeira, because the air you have there fiav®rable...l embrace you, my dear
child and think only of your health.”Throughout themmer of 1825 politics and high
society remained at the forefront of their corresfence’’De Lage’s focus on the wider
political and social milieu was shaped by the drigrstylistic changes employed by
Charles X’s government, which proved to be deeplyapular to the French body politic
that had little desire to return to the ethos gh&enth century absolutism.

Natalie never provided a satisfying explanationthair trip; it seems to have
been a shortsighted and obstinate response torésses that she was experiencing in
France. By the summer of 1825, de Lage’s patienttelver daughter and was wearing
thin. She worried that Natalie and Fanny’s prolahgesit might strain Fanny’s
relationship with Binda. The de Lage and Sumterigsalways-tenuous ability to
strategize together was especially difficult duridatalie and Fanny’s extended absence.
De Lage wrote to Fannyonl June 1825: “I would nalike your husband if he makes
you happy, and of that | have no doutfiThree days later de Lage wrote again to say she
had received Fanny’s letter from Madeira, and sih@ was glad to see that the voyage
from France to Madeira had seemed to improve Farnmgalth. Binda, meanwhile, while
continuing his own travels across Western Euromeptained that he had not heard from
Fanny in ten months. Relating this to Natalie, dgé retorted that “a wife should stay in

her husband’s home"—a less than subtle remindtheo€ircumstances of Natalie’s own

%1 Sheryl KroenPolitics and Theater: the Crisis of Legitimacy iasforation France, 1815-1830
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 2000);De&ge’s biographer pays particular attention to her
religious devotion during the Bourbon restoratiBejnach-Foussemagrigne Fidele 304-351.

9 etter from the Marquise de Lage to Natalie Suntelune 1825, The Sumter-Delage Papers,
17:1.
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marriage’® Natalie’s relationship with her mother was freqlietense, and the Sumters’
years in France exacerbated the rift between Naaaiil her mothéfAs de Lage
attempted to keep close watch on Fanny and Birrd&sionship, Natalie began to make
plans to return to the United States.

While Natalie was on her extended visit to Madeirdn Fanny, she had left her
other children in her mother’s care. In so doingdNa had practically conceded to
having her mother arrange Nat's marriage to a Freodor. During this year and a half,
de Lage set out with determination to negotiateitalsle marriage for Nat, now twenty-
four years old. De Lage immersed her granddaudlaerin the aristocratic world that
Natalie had been deprived of by her immigratiomfrihe French Revolution a
generation prior. De Lage introduced Nat to friemdand around Paris, among whom
were Caroline Ferdinande Louise, Duchess de Bait98-1870), the future Princess of
the Two Sicily’s, Marie Louise Victoire de Donnissdahe Marquise de La
Rochejacquelein (1772-1857), of the Vendéen nabtaly that had led the anti-
Republican fight in the 1790s, and the Count andn@ss de Fontenay, from Autun,
Champagne, close to the Marquise de Lage’s fanlgyid in northeast France. While the
Binda marriage had some elements of spontaneousn@nNat and Fontenay’s union
was an orchestrated affair that de Lage conducted beginning to end. Furthermore,
Natalie ceased her protestations against her mstt@ntrol of the process. Despite her
position on the outset of her voyage to Francd,“#haen if [she] had an offer for [Nat] |

will throw cold water on it...God only knows whathest, and what matches are

9 etter from the Marquise de Lage to Natalie SunitérSeptember 1827. The Sumter-Delage
Papers, 17:1; Tisdal@, Lady of the High Hills103-107.

%Letter from the Marquise de Lage to Natalie Sumtelune 1825.The Sumter Delage Papers,
17:1.
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happy.® Years of her mother’s admonitions that social eashomic considerations
were of paramount importance in marriage seemye kaultified Natalie's earlier

stance, even though it likely caused some reserttb@ween mother and daughter. By
the end of 1826 de Lage was firmly in charge ofdranddaughter’s marriage
negotiations. Because de Lage was so clearly itralosf her family’s marriage strategy,
she relented from her previous refusal to helpdaeghter and grandchildren’s return trip
to the United States. De Lage financed her daughteturn to the United States in the
summer of 1827. Natalie and her children (includtagny and Binda) left in August
1827, except for Nat, who stayed in France as tardymother continued to arrange her
marriage to Gabriel de Fontenay with the Fonteaayilfy.

The negotiations over Nat's marriage to GabrieFdetenay exposed the family’s
generational rift concerning attitudes toward neaye strategy. After Natalie and her
children returned to Stateburg, de Lage accusedlidand Thomas of obstructing their
daughter Nat's marriage to Fontenay. In a lettemfiParis in September 1827, de Lage
claimed that the Sumters’ slowness to approve@hthrriage put the arrangement in
jeopardy. De Lage complained that this stall haggithe Fontenay family the chance to
reflect on the situation. She wrote to Natalie tifiie Fontenay family has] judged, with
some reason, that there was little reason to ch@egé who had no money... a girl of
25 years who was neither pretty, nor pleasanthaadnone of the advantages to please
him nor give him aid...” indeed, the Fontenay'’s imh@d de Lage, “Mr. [Fontenay] had
no great love for [Nat].” De Lage cautioned herglater that unless Natalie and her
husband had the good sense to use de Lage’s camzett the French monarchy,

Natalie Sumter “ought to renounce the idea of magyNat] in Europe,” as she was “a

% White, L etters 97.
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girl with neither fortune, nor youth, nor beautyicathus “could not hope to be married in
the old world.®® Her letter continued, as de Lage reminded Natdltae Sumter’s
deplorable financial situation in South Carolindieh the Fontenay marriage would help
to remedy.

Furthermore, de Lage reminded Natalie that heinif8outh Carolina, “amongst
the negroes and the owners of negroes” might liatdaifor Natalie and Thomas,
however, the spontaneity of their romance shoutdsaose as a model for their children.
De Lage stressed instead— as she always had—titatdacial status, and stability
should be of paramount importance in establishiegamily’s marriage strategy. Both
the Sumter’s personal financial situation, andréiative instability of South Carolina’s
politics in the early 1820s, fed de Lage’s prejedicShe scolded Natalie, in a letter from
late 1827: “As you have plenty of daughters to mauate Lage wrote, “it is necessary
nonetheless to tell you the truth...at any point,ghestion of marriage and that which |
want to speak of the guarantee of the land likewhch Mr. Sumter profits from in
Carolina. One does not marry for polity... but foe gjifts to be afforded.” De Lage
concluded by reminding Natalie that the de Lageligsnconnections—not Nat's own
dubious beauty or charm—had secured Nat’'s marriagd.age employed her political
connections to Charles X’s government to have @hba Fontenay placed in the French
diplomatic corps. Doubtless, both de Lage and Nasaw the parallels to Aaron Burr’'s
role in Thomas Sumter Jr.’s placement in Paris3iall

Following this intemperate exchange between de laamgeNatalie, Fanny Binda

wrote from Stateburg to rebuke her grandmotherd®8iexpressed anger over what she

%Letter from the Marquise de Lage to Natalie SunitérQctober 1827. Delage-Sumter Papers,
19:1.
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perceived as attacks on her sister Nat. “I belteaé the devil had burned up three or four
of the lines of this letter” she began, “our good@ [Nat], she is noble, she is sensible,
she is all that one could desire. | have reas@ayahat it was the devil who wrote these
lines.” Stephanie then took aim at her grandmoghiEmancial preoccupations, tepidly
adding that her grandmother can “have her maroetérself, for you, or for me, but if
this is a marriage for profit, never...believe me d@ar grandmother, | cannot write all
that | wish [on this matter]’”” Despite Fanny’s aggressive defense of her simterher
criticism of her grandmother’s effort to arranget’Slanarriage, the marriage was already
set in stone. The Sumters’ debts in South Carodind,their need for Natalie’'s
inheritance in France, made the Fontenay marridge accompli. Although de Lage
was concerned that Natalie and Thomas were dradigeigfeet in acceding to Nat’s
marriage, the matter was soon resolved. After dgelsaimpatient prodding, the Sumters
gave their assent to the marriage.

Fanny Binda’'s rebuke of her grandmother, howesteoyed that Natalie and
Thomas Sumter’s children shared their parents’ rdimand relatively liberal views on
marital choice. Despite such inclinations, howetes, Sumter daughters had no choice
but to accept their grandmother’s guidafitBespite de Lage’s aggressive tone in her
correspondence with her daughter in 1828, nonehat whe argued throughout her
granddaughters’ marriage arrangements in the 1&p0esented a change in philosophy
for the family’s matriarch from her stance durihg hegotiations over Natalie and
Thomas’ marriage in 1802. Rather, the differentoutes of her daughter’'s and

granddaughters’ marriages demonstrates the chgui¢idal and economic conditions

% etter from Stephanie Binda to the Marquise de |.2jeDecember 1827, The Sumter-Delage
Papers, 19:1.
% |bid.
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within the Atlantic World generally, and their imgiaon the Sumter and de Lage families.
Economics, and the effort to situate the familyaiplace of political and social stability,
were the determining factors in both 1802 and 8{0%. As Natalie had acknowledged
at the outset of her trip to France, the Sumtedbility to provide a substantial dowry
was little obstacle to finding a suitor for NatRrance. In place of a dowry, the family
offered political connections. De Lage used hdugrice with the French government to
attract a young man “of birth, talents, and fortli@ntenay’s courtship also proved
Natalie’'s cousin’s prediction true that “a youngmud fortune... would be happy to be
the grandson of [de Lage], and she would have thleed in the army or the corps
diplomatique.®After Nat and Fontenay were married, in October818®at secured her
mother’s portion of her grandfather, the Marquid_dge’s estate. Natalie was finally
able to recover her inheritance, but was only &bl so thanks to her mother’s efforts
on the family’s behalf. Thanks to de Lage’s conmed to the government of Charles X,
Gabriel de Fontenay received a post in Floreneectuple soon left for Italy. The
Fontenays remained there for over a dec&8ledeed, both Nat and Fanny’s marriages
were cemented thanks to the Delage-Sumter fanglysection to the American and the
French diplomatic corpS” Natalie’s two eldest daughters had married Eunopea
aristocrats. Nat's marriage to Gabriel de Fonteadboyved Natalie to inherit part of her
father’s estate. Additionally, the Sumters werey@tlle to repatriate Natalie’s father’s

estate thanks to the France’s 1825 Inheritance bad her daughter Nat's marriage. The

9 | etter from Natalie Sumter to Mary Anderson 10 t8egber 1823 in Whitd,etters 97-98.

10 The details of these marriage arrangements aralfouthe letter from the Marquise de Lage to
Natalie Sumter, 11 October 1827. The Sumter-DelRageers, 19:1.

191 This inheritance was finally passed from the Foayés to Thomas Sumter Jr. by notarized
action in 1828. See the Par-Devant Notaire [No¢arizetter] to Mr. Thomas Sumter, 1828 in the Sumter
Delage Papers, 19:1.

66

www.manaraa.com



newly-liberalized inheritance law allowed Nataliéssnily inheritance to become the
decisive factor in the inter-family negotiationseoWat’s marriage to Fontenay.

Thus, by 1828, a year after Natalie and all ofdieidren apart from Nat had
returned to the United States, by many standaelsxtended voyage was a success.
Despite Natalie and Thomas'’s apprehension aboundaieir daughters marry in
Europe, the Sumter family’s finances had changed#lance of power within this
transatlantic family. The Sumters’ debt in Soutlidlaa meant that they were less likely
to arrange suitable marriages for their daughtetbe United States than in France. This
alone speaks to the profound and uneven effectshtbadge of Revolution and early
nineteenth century had on the Atlantic familied tentinued to employ transatlantic and
transnational strategies into the nineteenth cgnitlre French Revolution brought
Natalie to the United States, and the post-revahatiy political instability that faced the
de Lage family in France was decisive in their aesgence to her marriage to Thomas
Sumter Jr.

By the 1820s, however, it was the Sumter familauth Carolina who were
politically and economically vulnerable. The Sumsthad fallen into debt thanks to
mismanagement and absentee lordship in the earfdéds of the 1800s. South
Carolina’s grim economic situation in the 1820sé&at the Sumters to look to France,
and Natalie’'s mother, for help. Natalie’s daughteese married during the “Indian
summer” of the France’s Bourbon monarchy. For ttegddise de Lage, the Bourbon
Restoration was a return to the proper social atitigal order. Her confidence in the
stability of monarchy undergirded her firm-handegrach to her granddaughters’

marriages, and her impatience with the liberaliittlialism of her family in the United
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States’? During her involvement in Natalie and Thomas Surdtés marriage in 1802,
and her grandchildren’s marriages in the 1820%,ade stressed the importance of land,
reputation, and financial solvency in making a na@ge partnership. As consequence,
class, religion, and political stability trumpedioaality in de Lage’s calculus. Although
she had a clear preference for European aristoctisisywas due to her conviction in the
inherent stability of inherited wealth and hieraceh government and society.

When the senior branch of the Bourbon monarchystiisn place, de Lage
orchestrated her granddaughter’'s marriage to Gdboiggenay. A marriage into a family
of the Fontenay’s status was unlikely to be arrdngehe United States. However, the
marriage also facilitated the Sumters’ employméritrance’s inheritance law, and
transfer Natalie Sumter’s father’s estate to theddnStates. After Charles X was
overthrown in July of 1830, de Lage took a self-usgd exile to Baden, in the German
Confederation. There, she remained a vociferousgorent of the legitimist Bourbons in
exile. When Gabriel de Fontenay chose to accepilardatic position offered to him by
the government of Louis-Philippe, she lashed otheain both for supporting “a usurper
and an imposter->*However, during her years in exile, de Lage sofiemer tone. Her
correspondence with Natalie and her grandchildnew; scattered across the United
States, France, and Italy, was mollifying and dfteate. Despite these reconciliatory
gestures, after the Marquise de Lage, Natalie,Tdmmanas Sumter Jr. died, only Natalie

and Thomas’s youngest daughter, Pauline remainegtaningful contact with her

192 5ee the introduction to KroneRolitics and Theatefor a discussion of the place of the
Bourbon restoration in French historiography; sgen_Hunt's discussion of the teleology of French
historiography in “The French Revolution in Glol@dntext;” in Armitage and Subrahmanyahime Age of
Revolutions in Global Contexor de Lage’s exile in Baden, see Reinach-FouagemUne Fidele 352-
388.

193 etter from the Marquise de Lage to Natalie de Enay, 2 January 1835. The Sumter-Delage
Papers 3:3.
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French relatives through the mid-nineteenth cenflimg political order of the post-
Revolutionary Atlantic emerged from the strategiesetworks like the Delage-Sumter
family. However, the de Lage and Sumter familiebmbt survive as an integrated
Atlantic family when the circumstances in whichytttmme together were eclipsed by
emerging political and social changes in the mitkteenth century.

For two generations, the family’s character waskeaiby dynamic Atlantic-wide
strategies over migration and marriage. Howeveselstrategies did not retain an
Atlantic scope after the generation that initiatieein died. Nor did the strategies
employed by this generation amount to a sharedntional, Atlantic, politics, nor a
common Atlantic identity. Just over a decade dftatalie Sumter returned from France
in 1827, these key figures that had fought to presstamily unity across the Atlantic
died. Thomas Sumter Jr., in 1840 at age seventyatwioNatalie a year later, died at age
fifty nine both in Stateburg South Carolina. Thertylase de Lage died in Baden in 1842
at the age of seventy eight. Their deaths mearndrto the personal links that held
together this fragile Atlantic family. Nat and GadbiFontenay died soon after; Nat in
1853, at age fifty, and Gabriel in 1856. The en@ofirbon rule in France in 1848
definitively ended the de Lage family’'s influendetfze highest levels of French
government. However, members of the Fontenay facaihtinued to furnish successive
French governments with diplomats into the twehtizntury'®* The struggles over the
Delage-Sumter family marriages in 1802 and the $82€re shaped by generational
divides, and animated by ideological and politmanmitments that shaped the Age of

Atlantic Revolutions. Although the French and Amsan branches of the family

194 Gabriel de Fontenay served as a diplomat for L-8hiippe, and his grandson, Viscount
Joseph de Fontenay (1864-1946) served as an ardbassa/exico for the Third Republic of France.
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remained in contact into the twentieth centuryirtbemmunication was increasingly
sparse. The identities and priorities of subseqgenerations were no longer shaped by
the events of the revolutionary Atlantic, and tamilies no longer shared strong personal
ties. Thus, the vitality, coherence, and utilitytliése connections also faded. This was
the natural consequence of a family that was ngdoeconomically connected, nor
pressed to action by shared political or ideoldgicacerns.

The Atlantic Revolutions of the late eighteenthtaentransformed the politics of
the Atlantic World. Although these two families wesimilarly elite in their own
societies, they owed their elite status to diffeemd at times incongruent political
orders. And their political allegiances caused themiew the Age of Revolutions quite
differently. De Lage’s old regime ideals were rentked by her experience in the French
Revolution, which confirmed to her the destabilgeffects of republicanism, she
maintained her pro-monarchical pro-Bourbon starereehtire life. It is not surprising
that an aristocrat with personal ties to the Boarbymnarchy rejected republicanism and
or the emerging concept of the nation-state. Deelsalgyalty to the Bourbons, the
monarchy, and the Catholic Church did not entaialty to the French nation, or even to
the cadet branch of the House of Bourbon. Instvabtj although the Sumter family
shared the de Lage family’s Atlantic cosmopoliteamishe Sumters’ rise to prominence
was thanks to the Age of Atlantic Revolutions, véas the same revolutionary era
deeply diminished the de Lage family’s social staind connections political power.
Indeed, the Sumter family gained its elite statua large part thanks to Thomas Sumter
Sr.’s role in the American Revolution, and they dwvtleeir transatlantic scope to the

family’s connections with the American and the Ftestates. Indeed, Natalie and
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Thomas Sumter Jr. met because of Sumter’s diplomast, and the family in France
continued to serve in the diplomatic corps intotthentieth century.

The Sumter family gained its elite status from Ameerican Revolution, and
emerged as a leading family in South Carolina jslin the early decades of the
American republic. Conversely, the French Revotlutipended the political order on
which the de Lage family depended, while threatgmineir lives. Despite this starkly
dichotomous relation to revolution, the Sumter dad_age families were able to forge a
transatlantic strategy based on what values thielyiheommon: the importance of land,
reputation, political stability, and social ordé/hat’'s more, the Sumters’
cosmopolitanism meant that Thomas and Natalie’'slydiorged a distinctly Atlantic
identity in the midst of rising nationalist moventeacross the Atlantic World. Their
children were raised in Brazil, South Carolina, &nance; they spoke Portuguese,
English and French with varying degrees of fluefddyeir continued cosmopolitanism
showed that the Sumter family was willing to emlergansatlantic family strategies
despite its profound connection the United Stdtesjuestionably, the Marquise de
Lage’s fidelity to theancien regimegand her daughter, Natalie Sumter’'s wholehearted
embrace of the United States’ culture and sociedglerfor a tense relationship. However,
these ideological differences could be subordintdgtieir shared interest in assuring
that they maintained their elite status and preymitation. The extraordinary
circumstances in which the Sumter and de Lage fesnibund themselves required both
families to improvise as they charted a coursedghan uncertain and often dangerous
era. Lacking perfect clarity of their circumstancasd possessing of a likewise occluded

vision for the future, the members of the de Lagg Sumter families often acted boldly
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in the face of their challenges. Their actions makident that theirs were an ordinary set
of overlapping motives and interests—individuaimiial, political, religious—set

against an extraordinary backdrop.
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Persons in Bold Appear in this Essay
[Brackets indicate name primarily used in theJtext

The Marquis Renart Fouchsamberg d’Amblimont [The Marquis
d’Amblimont] ,1736-1797

m. The Marquise Renart Fouchsamberg d’Amblimont [The Marquise
d’Amblimont] ,d. 1812

Beatrix-Stephanie-Renart de Fuchsamberg d'’Amblimot [The
Marquise de Lage]1764-1842

*kk

Thomas Sumter, 1734-1832
m. Mary Jameson

Thomas Sumter Jr,1768-1840

*k%k

Beatrix-Stephanie-Renart de Fuchsamberg d’Amblimon{the Marquise de Lage]
1764-1842
m.The Marquis Joseph-Paul-Jean de Lage de Volude [thdarquis de Lage],
d. 1799
Stephanie de Lage[Stephanie]l 787-1855
Calixte de Lage 1789-1800
Nathalie de Lage de VoluddNatalie (Delage) Sumter]1782-1841

*k%k

Natalie Delage Sumterl782-1841
m. Thomas Sumter Jr.1768-1840

Natalie Annette Sumter [Nat] 1803-1853
m. Vicomte Gabriel de Fontenay

Stephanie Beatrice Sumter [Fanny]L805-1864
m. Giuseppe Agamemnon Sylvester Bindal805-1864

Marie Thomasa Sumter, 1806-1828

Paul Thomas Delage Sumter, 1809-1874

Pauline Brazilimo Beatrix Sumter, [Bresilia], 1813-1889
Francis Louis Brazilimo Sumter, 1815-1866

Sebastian D’Amblimont Sumter, 1820-1909
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The Marquis Renart Fuchsamburg d’Amblimont
Born in Rochefort, France
Serves in the French Navy, rising to the positibrear admiral
Marries Marie Anne de Chaumont-Quitry
Briefly harbors in New York City during the Americ&evolution
Serves in the Spanish Navy as rear admiral
Dies in the Battle of Cape Vincent

The Marquise de Chaumont Quitry d’Amblimont
Born
Lives in Versailles during the reign of Louis XV
Her daughter, Beatrice, is born in Paris
Leaves Paris for the family’s land in the Saintoagd Bordeaux
Remains in the Southwest of France during the Fr&weyvolution
Rejoins her family in Paris on their return froma8p
Dies in Saintes

Beatrice d’Amblimont, the Marquise de Lage
Born in Paris
Serves at Court in Versailles under Louis XVI
Marries Paul-Joseph de Lage de Volude
De Lage and family live southwestern France dutinegTerror
She and her younger two daughters immigrate tonSpai
Lives in Madrid with the Countess de Montijo
Returns to Paris
Leaves Paris for the family’s property in the soveht of France
Returns in Paris during the restoration of the BoarMonarchy
Daughter Natalie visits from the United States

Arranges for her granddaughter Fanny’s marriageitseppe Binda
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1736
1751-1792
1754
1782
1792-1797
1797

cal740
ca.1755-1774
1764
1792
1792-1801
1801
1811

1764

ca. 1781-1792
1782

1792

1793
1793-1801
1801-ca. 1804
1804-1815
1815-1830
1823-1827
1824
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Is present for the coronation of Charles X in Rouen

Arranges for her granddaughter Nat's marriage tbri@hde Fontenay

Lives in exile in Baden after the after the Reviolntof 1830
Paul-Joseph, the Marquis de Lage

Born, likely in the Saintonge

Marries Beatrice d’Amblimont

Serves in the French Royal Navy

Resigns the French Navy and enters the Spanish Navy

Holds a land-grant to Spanish-held Puerto Rico

Dies in Puerto Rico

Natalie Delage

Born Natalie de Lage, in Paris

Leaves Paris for southwest France with her family

Attempts to join her family in Spain

Immigrates to the United States with Madame Sendther family
Natalie and Senat are taken in by Aaron Burr; begsing Delage
Leaves to rejoin her family in Paris

Meets Thomas Sumter Jr. in port in New York City

Marries Thomas Sumter Jr. in Paris

The Sumters live in Paris and London, Nat bornan$?1803

The Sumters return to Thomas’ home in Stateburg S.C

1825
1828
1830-1842

ca. 1760
1782
1782-1792
1792
1793-1799
1799

1782

1792

spring 1793
1793
1794-1801
1801

1801

1802
1802-1803
1803-1809

The Sumters live in Rio De Janeiro, Brazil, sevieitdeen born by 1820 1809-1821

The Sumters return to S.C., prepare for family’'gage to France
Natalie, Mary, Brasilia, and Sebastian leave fam€e
Nat and Fanny join the Sumter family; Thomas remainS.C.

Fanny marries Giuseppe Binda

1821
1823
1824
1825

Natalie and Fanny go to Madeira; they with Nataligster Stephanie 1825-1826
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Natalie and her children, except for Nat, but idahg Giuseppe Binda

return to the United States 1827
Nat marries Gabriel de Fontenay 1828
Natalie dies in Stateburg S.C. 1841
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Thomas Sumter
Born in Hannover County VA
Thomas Sumter joins the VA Militia
Thomas Sumter Serves in the French and Indian War
Thomas Sumter visits England

Relocates to South Carolina

Participates in the Revolutionary War in the SaD#nolina Militia

Serves as a United States Representative

Serves in the US Senate
Retires to Stateburg SC

Dies

Thomas Sumter Jr.
Born in Stateburg South Carolina
Appointed Secretary to Minister to France Robevirigston
Marries Natalie Delage
Serves US Consulate in London
Thomas and Natalie Return to Stateburg, S.C.
Serves as South Carolina Lt. Governor
Serves as Minister to Brazil
Returns to Stateburg South Carolina

Dies in Stateburg
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