
CHAPTER ELEVEN

No permanent refuge

For the great majority of Calvinist refugees in the 
United Provinces who chose to make a new home at 
the Cape of Good Hope, the Dutch East India 
Company’s distant refreshment station was to be

come a country of permanent exile. For many too it was to become a 
land of promise fulfilled, however difficult the initial period of adjust
ment may have been for them. The problems encountered cannot be 
underestimated, but they were perhaps less serious for them than they 
were for those who remained in the urban centres of Europe. It is true 
that those of the first generation of Cape Huguenots had to surmount 
the language barrier in most cases and had also to accustom themselves 
to new habits of life and work. On the other hand they enjoyed a 
healthy climate and endemic sore eyes and the great smallpox epidemic 
of 1713 notwithstanding,1 were probably less subject to disease and 
chronic ill-health than their compatriots who crowded in their thou
sands into poorer quarters of such cities as Amsterdam and London.
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Infant mortality was relatively low and the sad story of the merchant 
jeweller Pierre Layre from Soleirols in the Cevennes who lost twelve of 
his fourteen children at an early age at Augsburg in Bavaria finds no 
striking parallel at the Cape.2 Moreover the Cape of Good Hope was a 
society in the making and one in which the French speakers were far 
from being a submerged minority. It provided opportunities for material 
advancement, albeit in a restricted agricultural and commercial field, 
which would probably have been denied most of the settlers had they 
chosen to remain in Europe.
The Cape of Good Hope was not, however, a paradise, although its 
major social shortcomings -  the lack of a wide diversity of trades and 
professions; limited educational facilities; inefficient government by a 
trading monopoly; cultural isolation -  probably did not weigh heavily 
with many of the early colonists. Its cultural deficiences -  and the 
presence of a handful of men like the erudite secretary of the council of 
policy, Johannes Willem Grevenbroek, cannot be said to redress the 
balance here3 -  may not have been absent from Pierre Simond’s 
thoughts when the minister applied to return to the United Provinces, 
but his background and training place him in a different class from that 
of his fellow-colonists of French origin.
There can have been few, however, who did not occasionally look back 
nostalgically to the land of their birth. Others too must have hoped that 
Louis XIV would change his anti-Calvinist policy. Even though these 
hopes were dashed by his refusal to compromise on the religious issue 
after the end of the War of the League of Augsburg in 1698, they 
revived again during the subsequent War of the Spanish Succession, 
when it became known that Anne of England and Friedrich of Prussia 
were prepared to work for the restoration of Protestantism in France.4 
The Utrecht settlement, however, brought no relief.
Some echoes of the prophesies of the minister Pierre Jurieu from Mer 
in the Loire valley must also have reached the Cape. The former Sedan 
professor preached the overthrow of Antichrist and the triumphant 
return of the faithful from his Rotterdam retreat and his influence was 
present in the protracted Camisard insurrection which suggested that 
force of arms might reverse the revocation edict of 1685. The Camisard 
war, however, led to no general Calvinist uprising in France and the 
visionary nature of the religious outlook of many of the insurgents 
gained them little sympathy at home or among the leaders of French 
Protestantism in exile/
But although a return to the homeland and the free exercise of religion
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there remained an improbable dream, there were other circumstances 
which brought settlers at the Cape of Good Hope back to Europe and 
in some cases influenced them to travel further east. Ties of family 
provided an inducement, for Cape refugees had relations not only in 
the United Provinces but also in other countries of refuge, notably 
England and the German states. A few may have hoped to restore 
family fortunes and to claim inheritances; others found the obstacles to 
progress in a youthful settlement greater than they had expected and 
looked for material success elsewhere. One or two fell foul of authority 
and their return to Europe was not therefore necessarily a voluntary 
act. And for some no doubt there was the call of Europe itself: the 
chance to enjoy the animation of its towns and cities, or to share the 
established community life of its villages; the satisfaction of seeing 
around them the evidences of a continuing cultural tradition; the oppor
tunity of rejoining one of the flourishing French language congregations 
in the lands of European exile, congregations which in many cases were 
to retain their special exclusiveness far longer than would the church at 
Drakenstein and which helped to perpetuate an expatriate cohesion, 
sometimes on a purely regional basis.
Yet it cannot be said that the Cape refugees displayed a greater degree 
of restlessness than might be expected of immigrants in general. Fran- 
ken has estimated that some 12% of the French speakers who arrived 
between 1688 and 1700 left the colony for good.6 The figure errs 
perhaps on the generous side. The fact that France was closed to them 
unless they abjured or became non-practising Calvinists doubtless re
strained some from leaving; the provision too of a Calvinist church 
under a French pastor made for stability in the early years of settle
ment. The Cape must, however, have offered positive rewards beyond 
the spiritual and it is some commentary on the general satisfaction with 
conditions that only one family accepted the grant of a passage to 
Europe on reasonable terms at the end of the stipulated five year period 
of residence. None seems to have sought the permission to return which 
could be granted at an earlier date.7
Moreover, the family which returned at the end of five years did not 
sever its connection with the Cape. It was the surgeon Jean Prieur du 
Plessis of Poitiers who decided to leave in 1693 with his wife Madeleine 
Menanteau and their sons Charles and Jean-Louis. Although the histor
ian G.M. Theal has suggested that Jean Prieur returned to Europe to 
look into the family fortunes,8 Du Plessis himself stated in April 1693 
that his departure was occasioned by an inability to earn sufficient 
money either as a farmer or in his professional capacity. He hoped to do
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better in the United Provinces and in view of his lack of funds, he and 
his family were not required to pay immediately for their passages 
aboard the Sirjansland, which sailed under the command of Jan Ger- 
ritsz. with the return fleet of June 1693. The captain was doubtless the 
man from Bordeaux who brought the Java into Table Bay in April 
1688.9
The movements of the family after reaching the United Provinces are 
uncertain, but it is known that a daughter Judith was born in Ireland -  
or possibly England -  in 1694.10 Du Plessis may have joined the Irish 
settlement scheme for French refugees undertaken at this period,11 or 
perhaps had English family connections. The surname is not infrequent 
among refugees there: Francois du Plessis was the first chaplain to the 
Protestant Hospital in London which opened in 1718; Philippe du 
Plessis, like Jean Prieur a surgeon, lived in the Tower liberty of the 
English capital in 1702.12

Menanteaus, perhaps relatives of Jean Prieur du Plessis’s wife, were 
still living in Amsterdam in 1699, while at Delft on May 6, 1691, the 
child Louis, son of Charles Marette and Judith (du) Plessis, was bap
tized. Charles, with his brother Louis, had come from Laons, near 
Dreux, with Gedeon Malherbe in 1687, abjuring Calvinism in order to 
escape.13 Could his wife have given her name to Jean Prieur du Plessis’s 
daughter? This family connection is merely conjectural, but what is 
certain is that Jean Prieur du Plessis was in Amsterdam by 1700 and that 
his wife Madeleine Menanteau had died by that date. His subsequent 
marriage to Marie Buisset in the Nieuwe Kerk of Amsterdam suggests 
that his wife’s family had been long resident in the United Provinces.14 
It is clear from Walloon church records, as at Groningen, that there was 
a tendency for French speakers to move into the Dutch churches when 
they were fluent in the language of the country of their adoption.15 At 
the time of her marriage Marie was in her early twenties and her 
husband over sixty years of age.
Jean Prieur du Plessis, his children and Marie Buisset returned to the 
Cape, where the eldest son Charles followed in his father’s footsteps as 
farmer and surgeon.16 Marie Buisset was not the only member of her 
family to emigrate. Christophe Buisset stood godfather to her daughter 
Anne in 1704 and the company’s sword maker Jacob Buisset of Sedan 
must also have been related.17 The marriages of the children of Jean 
Prieur du Plessis and Marie Buisset indicate the process of assimilation 
through which the Huguenots at the Cape ceased to be an exclusive 
section of the population.18 While there are instances of families re
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maining 100% French in composition, if not in language, well into the 
nineteenth century,19 these are very much the exception. The Du Plessis 
family history also illustrates the movement of settlers into the interior. 
By the end of the eighteenth century branches of the family were 
farming in the Tulbagh, Swellendam and Graaff-Reinet districts, as well 
as in the south-western Cape.20
The name Du Plessis survives in South Africa; so too does that of Roux, 
although not in the line of Pierre Roux of Cabrieres-d’Aigues. He, like 
Jean Prieur du Plessis, left the Cape, but later returned to the settle
ment. Roux sailed with the return fleet commanded by Wouter Valcke- 
nier in March 170021 and on December 1 of that year was received as a 
member of the Walloon church in Amsterdam.22 He reappears only 
briefly in the next forty years and it is possible that he took service with 
the Dutch East India Company. On April 22, 1718 he is recorded in the 
Amsterdam church records as having left for the Indies, a geographical 
expression embracing the Cape of Good Hope.23 He was evidently at 
Drakenstein in 1725, since on November 9 of that year he left with his 
Amsterdam certificate of church membership to go to Batavia. He 
returned to the United Provinces, however, and on February 24, 1730 
was given permission to settle once again at the Cape.24 Towards the 
end of his life he was living with the heemraad Daniel Malan on the 
farm Morgenster in Hottentots Holland. In his will, drawn up on 
September 17, 1739, some three years before his death, he appointed 
Malan as his heir, on condition that he take care of him in his last 
years.25

Pierre Simond’s brother-in-law Louis de Berault, Cape deacon and 
Drakenstein elder, became a free burgher after taking part in the 
Noord expedition.26 A slave-holder,27 he turned to farming and in 1692 
provided contract employment to a soldier, Pierre Mourel.2® In 1693, 
however, he is again described as a sergeant and evidently sailed to 
Batavia on the Bantham. In March of that year he was given a power of 
attorney by a French-speaking soldier in the company’s service, Joseph 
Coulon of Grenoble, to collect a debt which a fellow-soldier at Batavia, 
Coenrad Staal, had incurred in Paris on May 20, 1689.29 Louis de 
Berault returned to the Cape, where he seems to have died some ten 
years later, leaving his assets to his sister, the minister’s wife. In his will, 
witnessed by the refugee Jean Durand, he states that he has long been 
separated from his friends.30 The Drakenstein settler Zacharie Massion 
remains an obscure figure. If he is the Zacharias Mession who re
quested repatriation in 1722 after twenty years in the colony, he would 
seem to have been twice to Europe, returning finally to the Cape.31



NO PERMANENT REFUGE 347

Another settler who returned to Europe, but came back to the Cape in 
his old age was Gilles Sollier. On December 16, 1717 he sold his 
premises in Table Valley to his compatriot Jean le Sage3' and applied 
for a passage for himself, his wife Anne Roulain and their surviving 
son, David. The request was granted on January 25, 1718, the emi
grants paying their own fares and obtaining permission to take with 
them whatever goods could be packed into two large boxes and a 
sailor’s chest. They sailed on one of the twenty-one ships of the return 
fleet under the command of Haijman de Laver which left Table Bay on 
April 18, 1718.33
It was a sad homecoming. David Sollier, who brought a Cape attesta
tion to Amsterdam on December 18, 1718, died there in the following 
year at the age of twenty and was buried on October 28.34 The Solliers 
settled at Montfoort, where Gilles became an elder of the Walloon 
church. Here he displayed something of that flair for financial dealings 
which was evident during his first years at the Cape of Good Hope. The 
funds of the charity board of the Montfoort church, administered by the 
elder Alexandre de Lavaux, showed an alarming decline between 1723 
and 1725, and Sollier was asked to take charge of them. He immedi
ately invested the major part of the money entrusted to him in a 
property in the town, had necessary repairs to it carried out and offered 
it for rent in order, in the words of the board minutes, “de faire profiter 
cet argent pour le bien des pauvres”.35 The pastor at Montfoort in the 
earlier period of Sollier’s residence there was the erudite Paul Maty 
from Beaufort in Dauphine, whose unorthodox theological views led to 
his suspension from the ministry in 1730. Maty’s son Mathieu, born at 
Montfoort, gained a doctorate in philosophy at Leyden and emigrated 
to London, where he became principal librarian at the British Museum 
and foreign secretary to the Royal Society.36
Gilles Sollier, accompanied by his wife, stepson and niece, left for the 
Cape after obtaining permission to return on September 15,1730.37 The 
younger relatives travelling with him were Andre Mellet and Marie 
Gautier, whose marriage must have taken place about this time. The 
Solliers rejoined the Cape congregation on December 15, 1731, bring
ing an attestation from Montfoort. They settled again in Table Valley, 
where Sollier died between 1745 and 1746. Anne Roulain survived him 
by more than four years. Mellet, a baker, was in trouble with the 
authorities for receiving stolen company goods and was compulsorily 
repatriated to the United Provinces on the Suijderburg in 1748. Also 
exiled from the colony at a later date was Jacob Taillard of Tournai. 
Both left descendants at the Cape.38
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Pierre Simond’s adversary, Jacques de Savoye, farmer, slave-holder,39 
heemraad and captain of the Drakenstein militia, also returned to the 
United Provinces for a period, accompanied by his wife Marie-Made- 
leine le Clercq and his mother-in-law Antoinette Carnoy. The Le 
Clercqs in Europe seem to have lost touch with the Cape settlers, but 
Alexandre le Clercq, the merchant in Germany, took steps to find out 
what had happened to Savoye’s mother-in-law. News of her was 
brought to Amsterdam for him in December 1710 by three men who 
had left the Cape the previous April: the independent merchant Jaco
bus Weijers, a corporal Jan Carl Binges and the Lion’s Head signaller, 
Hendrik Ehlers, all of whom had spent some years in the settlement. 
They had seen Antoinette Carnoy shortly before their departure and 
described her as “een seer oude Vrouwe van omtrent of meer als 
tagtigh jaere, wonende aldar ter huijse van haer schoon soon Monr. 
Savoij Vrij burger aen de Caap”.40 Was the signaller a family connec
tion? The first husband of Barbe-Therese de Savoye was the baker, 
Christiaan Ehlers.41

Much suggests that Jacques de Savoye’s finances were in as precarious a 
state at the Cape as they had been in Europe. He was heavily indebted 
to the company42 and in dealings with individuals he displayed, as Anna 
Boeseken has indicated, a marked reluctance to make prompt pay
ment.43 This was equally the case in family matters, as the delays in the 
recovery of his debt to the estate of his brother Jean in the United 
Provinces indicate.44 By 1700 he planned a change in his way of life, 
purchasing premises -  from Pierre Simond! -  in Table Valley.45 In the 
following year the company insisted on repayment of its loan and 
Savoye decided to give up full scale farming.46 He was able to raise 
some cash by selling his Drakenstein farm Vrede en Lust to his son-in- 
law Ehlers, accepting a mortgage bond for the balance of the sale price. 
And in this transaction it becomes evident that Savoye was then in debt 
to his old opponent Pierre Simond, since the bond was immediately 
transferred to the minister. Ehlers sold out to the farmer Willem van 
Zijl in two stages from January 1702 and Simond was presumably 
reimbursed before he left the colony.47 Land on the Cromme River in 
Wagenmakersvallei which had come into the ownership of the family in 
1699 was leased to other agriculturalists, Jacques Therond of Langue
doc among them. This farm, promised to Marie-Madeleine le Clercq by 
Simon van der Stel, was held in trust for her minor son Jacques, who 
evidently died young. Savoye only retained a third interest in it and 
does not appear to have derived much profit from its operations. Nor 
did he succeed in the commercial venture to which he turned at the
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Cape, dealing presumably in agricultural produce. Both farm and busi
ness were sold in 1708.48
Savoye did, however, play his part in burgher life as an elder of the 
church49 and as a leading opponent of officialdom in the quarrel with 
Willem Adriaen van der Stel’s administration which came to a head in 
1706. Like his sons-in-law Pierre Meyer of Dauphine, husband of 
Aletta de Savoye, born at the Cape in 1689, and Barbe-Therese de 
Savoye’s second husband, the former sailor and clerk in the company’s 
pay department, Elias Kina of Amsterdam, he suffered imprisonment 
for his stand before burgher rights were vindicated. Jacques de Savoye 
therefore takes his place alongside such men as the Du Toits, the 
younger Hercule des Prez and Abraham Bleuset among the French 
speakers at the Cape as a champion of the burgher cause.50

On February 2, 1712 an application for a free passage back to the 
United Provinces for Savoye, his wife and her mother was considered 
by the council of policy. A parsimonious government would not go so 
far as that, but in view of their age and indigence they were allowed to 
travel at half-fare as deck passengers on Cornelis de Geus’s ship, the 
Samson.51 Their house in Table Valley was not sold until April 1713, 
however, and Savoye and his wife were admitted to membership of the 
Walloon church in Amsterdam with a Cape attestation on December 
16, 1714.52 Antoinette Carnoy had evidently died before that date. Was 
Jacques de Savoye too proud to ask for help from his sons-in-law in 
paying for return passages? His three daughters were all married and 
living in the colony in 1712; Marguerite-Therese was then the wife of 
Henning, a son of the settler Francois Villion.53

Jacques de Savoye and his wife were given a certificate by the Amster
dam church authorities on April 20, 1715, prior to departure.54 Their 
son Philippe-Rodolphe, christened at Drakenstein on August 29, 1694 
and named for his godfather, the Stellenbosch burgher Rodolf Pasmann 
from Mors in the Rhineland, was sent to Europe in his youth, evidently 
for his education. He returned to the Cape in 1715, taking passage on 
the Westerdijxhorn as a soldier and subsequently joining the shore 
establishment where he rose to the rank of junior merchant.55 Philippe’s 
return may have induced his parents to leave the United Provinces 
again. They were admitted as members of the Cape congregation on 
March 16, 1716 and on September 15 of the same year Jacques pre
sented his son, then twenty-two years of age, for church membership.56 
According to Botha, Jacques de Savoye was buried in October 1717 and 
his wife in May 1721.57
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We have already noted some movement of settlers to Batavia; one of 
them made two journeys to the eastern capital. Marguerite de Zobry of 
Calais, married for the second time in 1699 to Pieter (Peter) Gobbels of 
Cologne, left with her husband for Batavia in 1706, but returned with 
him in 1723 aboard the Herstelling. He opened a bakery at the Cape, 
but the couple left again for the east in 1743. Marguerite had a daughter 
of the same name by her first husband, Anthonie Tippels, who married 
Jan Colomber in Batavia.58
Before discussing those who returned voluntarily to Europe, we may 
note some others who, like Andre Mellet and Jacob Taillard, fell foul of 
the authorities and were exiled from the colony, or who simply disap
peared. In the first category, although not French-speaking refugees, 
were two who were closely connected with that group. Johanna 
(Adriana) Julius, wife of Pierre Jourdan of Saint-Martin-de-la-Brasque 
in Provence, was found guilty of adultery in August 1708. A woman of 
notoriously loose morals she was sent to the house of correction in 
Batavia for five years aboard the Vrijburg. Jourdan obtained a di
vorce.59 The widow of Andre Gauch from Le Pont-de-Montvert, 
Jeanne de Klerk, found her second husband Peter Becker of Konigs- 
berg a sore trial. A man of violent temper he was exiled to Mauritius in 
1701 for dangerously aggressive behaviour at a military parade.60 He 
escaped, however, and made his way back to the settlement, but in 1710 
was banished to Europe for a murderous attack on a slave girl, Maria 
van Ceijlon. A second return to the Cape seven years later led to his 
imprisonment on Robben Island. Not surprisingly, his wife had some 
difficulty in raising her family and her testimony against her husband in 
1710 was scarcely flattering to him, although she too does not seem to 
have been above reproach.61 Her marriage to the immigrant blacksmith 
Gauch took place in August 1691; his death in somewhat mysterious 
circumstances occurred early in 1698 outside his home.62
The sentence of banishment passed on Pierre Cronier for the shooting 
of two Khoikhoi women on his farm in March 1707 was not carried 
out,63 but the authorities were disinclined to be lenient with Mathieu 
Frachas in 1710. Frachas had been associating with ne’er-do-wells and 
had been in trouble for stock theft. In conversation with his friend 
Pierre Dumont he gave vent to his fury against the government. He had 
been in jail, he said, but he would not be caught again. The Dutch had 
better take care. There were French ships lying off the coast to threaten 
the settlement from the sea; he would make up a party to cross the 
mountains and attack if from the rear. Asked by Dumont how he 
planned to survive in the interior, he announced that he would turn
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robber. There were, he pointed out, sheep and cattle on the farms for 
the taking.

Thieves and vagrants, some of them foreign sailors who had jumped 
ship, were becoming a menace in the colony. Moreover, talk of sedition 
in time of war could not go unpunished. The sentence was therefore 
particularly harsh. Considered a rebel and a good-for-nothing, Frachas 
was ordered to be deprived of his possessions and to pay the costs of the 
case. He was further to be whipped and branded before being taken to 
Robben Island to await perpetual banishment to Europe, or to such 
other place as governor Louis van Assenburgh and his council should 
decide.64 Listed as an exile in the contemporary Drakenstein records,65 
it seems probable that Frachas sailed for Europe on one of the vessels 
of the return fleet of March 1711, under the command of Pieter de Vos. 
His wife Jeanne Cordier and his daughter Susanne certainly returned to 
the United Provinces. Jeanne was living there in 1713, when her 
brother Jacques Cordier at the Cape left her twenty-five guilders in his 
will, and Susanne in 1718, the year in which the farmer from Provence 
Mathieu Amiel bequeathed a hundred guilders, Indian valuation, to 
her. She was then residing in Amsterdam with her cousin Francois Ree, 
a circumstance which suggests that her parents had died.66 The possibil
ity that the spelling of the cousin’s surname given here might be a 
variant of another form has been discussed earlier.
The Frachas case in an interesting one, throwing considerable light 
upon social conditions at the Cape in the period and upon the legal 
processes of the time. It is worthy of record that the Dutch authorities 
were prepared to accept the evidence of Khoikhoi as proof that Frachas 
was guilty of stock theft. It is also clear from the summing up by the 
Stellenbosch landdrost Samuel Martini de Meurs of Dordrecht that 
French-speaking settlers were generally anxious to dissociate them
selves from the anti-Dutch sentiments of any of their number. Whereas 
Pierre Cronier did not have to face the music alone, no one seems to 
have come forward to defend Frachas.67

The teacher Frangois-Louis Migault, who for a period gave instruction 
in Dutch, French and the Christian religion in a school in Table Val
ley,68 was also compelled to leave the colony. Before becoming a 
burgher he had taught on contract in the homes of farmers, among 
them the French settler Etienne Niel of Dauphine, whose daughter 
Marie-Madeleine he married in 1719. He was, however, a drunkard and 
a gambler, and after his wife’s death he was compulsorily repatriated to 
the United Provinces, sailing on the Hildegonda towards the end of
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March 1727.69 Members of the Migault family were widely scattered in 
the lands of refuge. Frangois-Louis’s half-brother Gabriel, born in 
Poitou in June 1669, was taken to Celle in Hanover by the Mauze 
pastor Louis Suzanet de la Forest de Puycouvert. He became a wig- 
maker and died at Celle in March 1752.7,1 The Cape burgher’s sister 
Madeleine ended her days at Farve in Holstein. Her baptism in Amster
dam on February 24, 1692 is worthy of note as her godfather was 
Frangois Guiteau, a name already encountered among company men at 
the Cape of Poitevin background.71 Madeleine died in August 1749 and 
her death forged links between the Migaults of Germany, the United 
Provinces and the Cape of Good Hope. Frangois-Louis had left a 
daughter Marie-Elisabeth in the colony and in 1759 the Cape orphan 
chamber received letters which indicated that she had inherited from 
her aunt’s estate. By that time, however, Marie-Elisabeth Migault had 
also died.72 The long delay in contacting the Cape authorities after 
Madeleine’s death at Farve suggests that the colonial branch had 
proved difficult to trace.
Disappearances do not not necessarily indicate a return to Europe, but 
unauthorized departures by ship did take place and this avenue of 
escape from the colony cannot be ruled out in such cases. One who 
vanished was the Wagenmakersvallei farmer Jean Duthuile, who was 
involved with Christian Uker of Pomerania in a vicious attack which 
began on the night of December 4, 1707 and resulted in the deaths of 
Duthuile’s slave Andries and his Khoikhoi labourer Caffer. The two 
men were savagely beaten and kicked on the pretext that one of them 
had stolen his master’s keys. Uker was perhaps the more sadistic of the 
two, but Duthuile, whose immediate reaction was to run away, appears 
in little better light. Both were found guilty of the crime and sentenced 
to death by shooting.73
Duthuile, however, had been tried in his absence and sentence was 
never carried out. He had been summoned to appear before the admin
istrator Joan Cornelis d’Ableing and the council of justice on December 
22, 1707, but excused himself on the grounds of indisposition. Instead 
he wrote a long letter giving his verson of the affair, in which he laid the 
major part of the blame at Uker’s door. He requested the authorities -  
in his own words and spelling -  “den faire enqueste juste et de mordon- 
ner ce quil leur plaira que jes fasse”.74 He did not wait to hear their 
opinion, however, and vanished without trace. His possessions were 
confiscated and his farm sold to Francis, youngest son of Hercule des 
Prez, senior. When an inventory of his goods was taken on February 13, 
1708, it appeared that most of the contents of his house had been
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removed or stolen. A considerable quantity of grain, twenty horned 
cattle, one hundred and sixty sheep, a mare and a filly were found, 
however, and his remaining slaves Francois and Sjambok were also 
listed in the inventory. It later transpired that Mathieu Frachas had 
purloined some of his cattle and it would seem that Duthuile’s liabilities 
exceeded his assets in 1708.75

Did Duthuile make for the lands beyond the limits of European settle
ment? He would not have been the only man who, to use the expression 
of a later age, “went native” in the wilds. In February 1715 Roeland 
Roos of the coastal galliot the Postlooper found four European poly
gamists in coastal Natal. One, Dr Fran?ois Gardian, was a Frenchman 
from Montpellier who had four wives and five children.7*' Was Duthuile 
perhaps murdered by Khoikhoi, or did he join one of the gangs of 
thieves and vagabonds infesting the colony? Or was he able to make a 
clandestine escape by sea? Extra crew members were often in demand 
and an English captain might have asked no questions. The burgher 
Pierre Sandoz seems to have taken this course in April 1754, after 
falsely claiming to have discovered gold. The name Duthuile appears in 
London Huguenot records for 1718 and 1719 and the signature, with 
one spelling variation, is markedly like that of the Cape farmer’s. The 
Jean Dutuille (sic) who worshipped at La Patente de Soho in the capital 
was married to Marguerite Champagne. Their names suggest that they 
came from the Dreux region of France.77

Mystery also surrounds the disappearance of Philippe Foucher, son of 
the first settler of that name. Eight horned cattle and a sucking calf 
belonging to him were valued for the orphan chamber by Jacob de 
Villiers, Jean Legeret and Antoine, son of Pierre Lombard, and the 
figure arrived at was communicated to the authorities on November 27, 
1711 in a letter almost certainly the work of Pierre Jourdan of 
Cabrieres-d’Aigues. Jourdan was married to Anne Foucher and the 
letter mentions that Philippe was the writer’s brother-in-law “que Ion 
croix (sic) mort ou perdu depuis 13 ou 14 moys”. Philippe Foucher must 
therefore have vanished in September or October 1710. Again, it is not 
impossible that he ran off to sea, although there is nothing to substan
tiate this hypothesis. His father was then dead and the livestock in 
question probably stemmed from a gift made to him by his mother 
Anne Souchay in December 1708 for his help to her. His brother 
Etienne was similarly rewarded at that time.78 Etienne was born at the 
Cape, as would seem to have been the case with Philippe, unless he was 
the second child of this name born in France.
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Perhaps the first of the French-speaking refugees of 1688 and 1689 to 
leave the settlement permanently was Pierre Batte, who was able to pay 
for a passage back to the United Provinces in 1696.79 Pierre Benezet 
and Pierre Sabatier sailed for Europe at the same time as Pierre Roux 
in 1700.80 Benezet sold his farm Languedoc to his neighbour Jean Garde 
on February 25, 1700.81 The name Pierre Benezet appears in Dutch and 
German records between 1721 and 175782 and we shall have occasion to 
refer to this surname again with reference to a connection between 
England and the Cape. Two more refugees emigrated in 1705: Louis 
Barret and Paul Lefebvre. The latter was accompanied by his wife 
Elisabeth Sezille and their children Marie-Madeleine and Gedeon. 
Marie-Madeleine married a David Taillefert of the Chateau-Thierry 
family and another daughter, born at Goes in Zeeland, became the wife 
of a certain Jacques Benoist.83 Barret and the Lefebvres must have 
embarked on a vessel of the return fleet which was at anchor in Table 
Bay when Paul Lefebvre negotiated the sale of a slave belonging to him 
on March 18, 1705.84
In 1708 Daniel Bouvat took passage for the United Provinces, the only 
French settler whose voluntary departure followed shortly on the quar
rel between the burghers and Willem Adriaen van der Stel. Bouvat was 
among those who signed the testimonial in favour of the then governor. 
Fie became a naturalized Dutch subject at Amsterdam on June 20, 
1711.85 Paul Couvret, whose application for a return passage for him
self, his wife Anne Valette and their four children was granted on 
February 9, 1712, had taken a hostile stand against the former governor 
six years earlier. The Couvrets evidently left the Cape with the same 
fleet as the Savoyes and Antoinette Carnoy.86 Jean Legeret, another 
supporter of Willem Adriaen van der Stel, had been in the colony for 
more than twenty years before he decided to return to Europe. He and 
the Stellenbosch burgher Dirk Bakhuijs made successful applications 
for passages to the United Provinces on March 17, 1716. Two days 
before, Legeret had been given a certificate of membership of the 
Drakenstein congregation and had indicated his intention of emigrating 
to Germany to settle in Hamburg.87
Three widowers were allowed passages to Europe in 1718, the year of 
Sollier’s departure: Jean Caucheteux, Gerard Hanseret and Salomon 
de Gournay. Caucheteux’s application of 1717 for accommodation in 
the gunner’s room of a vessel of the fleet sailing in the following March 
was favourably considered on January 4, 1718.88 Then thirty-five years 
of age, he had spent almost his entire life at the Cape and must have 
considered himself more Dutch than French. Hanseret’s request was
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approved by the council of policy on January 25, 1718, together with 
those of Sollier and a soldier Jan Fredrik Werkmeester, who had served 
aboard the Westerdijxhorn with young Philippe-Rodolphe de Savoye in 
1715.89 It seems very possible that Hanseret, who wanted to see home 
again before his death, returned to Saint-Omer where his daughter 
Marie-Gabrielle lived.

Salomon de Gournay’s application for a passage to Europe with accom
modation in the gunner’s room was accepted on January 11, 1718. An 
upholder of burgher rights against gubernatorial privilege in 1706, he 
had spent almost thirty years at the Cape, but now wished to join his 
brother Jean in England.90 On January 20, 1718 he was given a certifi
cate of citizenship before leaving the colony and early in the following 
month sold his slave Jantje van Macassar to Cecile Datis.91 Although 
the date of his arrival in London is uncertain, a marriage celebrated in 
1719 at the French Artillery church in the capital would seem perhaps 
to refer to the former Cape settler. On July 21 of that year Marthe 
Lormier, daughter of Jean Lormier and Rachel de Senne of Dieppe, 
became the wife of Salomon de Gournay. The celebrant was Michel 
Colombe, minister of the neighbouring congregation of La Patente in 
Spitalfields. The bridegroom’s signature resembles that found in Cape 
documents and the form of the entry suggests the marriage of an older

92man.

It was largely a Norman, and indeed a Dieppe affair, at a church with a 
high proportion of members from that town and province. Jean de 
Gournay and Jean Lormier were witnesses; so too was the elder, 
Thomas de la Haize of Dieppe. The Lormiers were a noted Dieppe 
family and one of their number, the deacon Isaac Lormier, was im
prisoned in his own house when the dragoons entered the town in 
November 1685.93 The anti-Calvinist campaign drove many members of 
the family to seek escape in flight and Lormiers from Dieppe were soon 
to be found from Jersey in the Channel Islands to Groningen in the 
United Provinces. It was, however, London which chiefly attracted 
them and they became firmly established in the silk manufacturing 
district of Spitalfields.94

We note in passing the return to the United Provinces in 1739 of a later 
Cape settler of French descent, Gedeon Courtilliat, and recall again 
the departure more than a decade later of another, the Swiss burgher 
Pierre Sandoz, perhaps to escape his creditors.95 However, there re
mains to be discussed in this survey of those for whom the Cape was no 
permanent home one important family of earlier date, the Simonds. It
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is no exaggeration to state that the arrival of Pierre Simond was of 
crucial importance to the small community of French-speaking refugees 
at Drakenstein. He thought at one time of remaining in the settlement 
and his departure undoubtedly hastened that inevitable process of 
integration which led to the fairly rapid extinction of the French lan
guage at the Cape.96

Pierre Simond’s clash with Jacques de Savoye had its wider implica
tions, but it was in part a clash of personalities. The minister’s fault in 
that particular quarrel was summed up during its course by Johannes 
Boudaen, director of the Middelburg chamber of the company, when 
he called for greater charity in human relationships.97 There is, how
ever, reason to suppose that Simond enjoyed the support of the major
ity of the French-speaking community.98 He pressed for the establish
ment of a Drakenstein congregation and gained his point, despite 
Simon van der Stel’s opposition and fears that ecclesiastical separatism 
would prove to be a stepping-stone to political autonomy for the 
French. He obtained land in 1694 on which the first humble 
Drakenstein church was built and seems to have worked on good terms 
with his consistory from the time of the appointment of the first mem
bers in 1691, when Claude Marais and Louis Cordier joined Simond’s 
brother-in-law Louis de Berault as elders and Pierre Meyer, Abraham 
de Villiers, Pierre Benezet and Pierre Rousseau served as deacons.99

Nor were his efforts on behalf of his flock confined to their spiritual 
guidance. He early saw the dissatisfaction of the settlers with the land 
allocated to them and the failure of all, save Charles Marais senior and 
his future adversary Savoye, to make a success of their farming. His 
approaches to the authorities led at least to a partial solution to the 
problem of land settlement. Simond also played a leading part in 
securing financial help for the Cape refugees from Batavia and super
vised the distribution of the money received in April 1690.100 He was 
also able to help at least one settler, the blacksmith Gauch in 1694, with 
a personal loan.101 Simond was, as was then customary among those 
who could afford it, a slave-holder,102 but was alive to the possibility of 
civilizing the Khoikhoi, an outlook which places him in advance of his 
time in the field of race relations.103 The father of the Marais family, 
Charles, was killed within a year of his arrival in the colony by the 
Khoikhoi Edissa, who attacked him with stones on his farm.104

Simond was a farmer as well as a minister of religion, living on the farm 
Bethleem beyond Helshoogte, near the source of the Dwars River. A 
pioneer of share-cropping at the Cape, a method of farming which
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enabled him to work his land in a manner which would not seriously 
interfere with his official duties, he evidently derived a substantial 
income from his labours. His salary as a minister was increased to a 
hundred guilders a month in 1695, but it is clear from the sums he 
remitted to his friend and colleague in the United Provinces, Pierre de 
Joncourt, and to Johannes Boudaen of the Dutch East India Company, 
that farming greatly added to his financial resources.105 He also owned a 
property in Table Valley.106 Did Anne de Berault bring a personal 
fortune to the marriage? No indication of this has come to light, but her 
family background and the fact that the Beraults left France compara
tively early and may have succeeded in transferring funds abroad sug
gest this as a possibility. Pierre Simond would not have been alone 
among reformed church ministers in marrying a rich wife.107
Here then we see a man of wealth, successful in his agricultural pursuits 
and presiding over a church which, as in other lands of refuge, helped to 
keep French speakers together and in many ways apart from the rest of 
the community. The minister was also a man of some learning whose 
labour of love during his sojourn at the Cape was to work on a new 
translation of the psalms in French to replace the version by Marot and 
Beze.108 Five children were born to the Simonds between 1689 and 
1697. Catherine Simond was baptized in the Cape church on April 17, 
1689, with Simon van der Stel as godfather. Pierre, born in 1691, and 
Jacques-Cleopas and Marie-Elisabeth, born between 1692 and 1694, 
were all christened at Drakenstein, as was Lydie, baptized on August 
25, 1697, with the refugee Isaac Taillefert as godfather.109
Why did Simond decide to leave the Cape? He was, we know, anxious 
to place his new version of the psalms before the Walloon Church 
synod in the United Provinces, but his protestations that delay would 
cause him financial embarrassment are strangely out of keeping with 
the known facts.110 He was also to declare later that he left the Cape 
because of disorders there.111 He was perhaps aware therefore of bur
gher dissatisfaction with administrative practices or was referring mere
ly to the general condition of a society still in process of evolution. On 
the other hand there is evidence of his personal involvement in the 
contest between burghers and officials. Petrus Kalden, who came to the 
Cape as minister in 1695 and went down with Willem Adriaen van der 
Stel before the burgher attack on privilege and profiteering, found, like 
Simond, the presence of Jacques de Savoye in his congregation a source 
of friction. Kalden was of the opinion that Simond’s desire to leave 
Drakenstein was not unconnected with the early quarrel between him 
and Savoye.112 This contention lends support to the view that Savoye’s
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attack on Simond was equally an attack on officialdom. What is cer
tainly true, however, is that Simond’s departure marked the beginning 
of the end for the French speaker in the colony as a separate element in 
the social structure and assured the success of the company’s policy of 
promoting an integrated, unilingual burgher population at the Cape.113

Pierre Simond first applied to leave with his family in November 1700, 
but his congregation requested that his services be retained until a 
successor arrived. This was the view taken by the Lords Seventeen and 
in March 1702 Simond, greatly disappointed at the delay, petitioned 
governor Willem Adriaen van der Stel and his council for permission to 
sail with the return fleet then at the Cape.114 He also made a personal 
appearance before the council to plead his cause and on the expectation 
of immediate departure had taken steps to dispose of his property, 
selling his farm Bethleem to the administrator Samuel Elsevier of The 
Hague.115 The Cape authorities refused, to Simond’s considerable irrita
tion, to override a decision taken in Amsterdam, but the minister did 
not have long to wait. The new pastor, Henricus Beck, arrived on 
Thursday, April 13, 1702 and Simond, who had preached a farewell 
sermon at the Cape church on the previous Sunday, fulfilled a final 
obligation by standing godfather there to Marie, daughter of Abraham 
de Villiers and Susanne Gardiolle, on May 7.116 He left for Europe 
shortly afterwards with his wife and children on the Abbekerk, giving a 
power of attorney to Elsevier and the junior merchant Willem van 
Putten to clear up his affairs. Final settlement was at length effected 
through the company and the Amsterdam merchant Nathanael Gau
tier.117

Pierre Simond settled in Amsterdam with his family in 1702 and in the 
following year submitted his revision of the psalms for the consideration 
of the Walloon church synod meeting in Utrecht. To his disappoint
ment, however, his work reached the authorities too late to be consid
ered, although he was able to publish his version at Amsterdam in 1703 
under the title Les Veillees africaines. The book is certainly one of the 
earliest literary compositions to have been written in South Africa. 
Some years later, in 1707, he published at Haarlem La Vraye adoration 
et les vrais adorateurs, a sermon he had preached at the Cape on 
January 25, 1699 and again in Amsterdam on October 17, 1706.113

In May 1703 Simond made application to the Utrecht synod for pastoral 
work. By the early eighteenth century refugee ministers from France 
were numerous in the United Provinces and he was only able to obtain 
employment on a contract basis for six months at a time. He preached
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regularly in Amsterdam between December 26,1703 and June 28,1705, 
and although he occasionally occupied the pulpit there after that date, 
he seems to have been attached to the Haarlem congregation from 1706 
until 1708. Haarlem gave him a pension in the latter year and by 
December 1708 he was again in Amsterdam with his family.119

It was at this period that Simond found himself in financial straits and 
the man who almost twenty years before had censured Savoye for 
alleged bankruptcy now found himself in the same unfortunate position 
and was compelled to seek a further pension in March 1709.120 A 
measure of relief, however, was at hand. By 1708 the tide was running 
strongly against France in the War of the Spanish Succession and before 
the year was out both the town and citadel of Lille had surrendered to 
the allies. Calvinist worship was no longer proscribed and services in 
French and Dutch were speedily provided for members of the reformed 
faith among the local inhabitants, as well as the occupying troops, some 
of them French speakers from Switzerland. An army chaplain, Daniel 
Mousson, was the first minister to the French congregation, but a 
permanent appointment in Jean-Louis Bonvoust was made in January 
1709. The states general of the United Provinces nominated Simond as 
second pastor to Bonvoust on October 10, 1709 with the rank of army 
captain. He received, like his colleague, a salary of eight hundred 
guilders a year and was provided with lodgings in the town and travel
ling expenses for himself, his wife and five children.121

Pierre Simond thus found himself on soil which had been French since 
the peace settlement of 1668 and was to play his part in the brief 
flourishing of Calvinism in Lille and the villages of the castellany 
around it. His wife Anne de Berault and his daughter Catherine were 
also active in community life. Their names appear as godmothers on 
several occasions in the church registers and Simond is mentioned as 
the officiant at baptisms in 1710 and 1712.122

The Utrecht settlement of 1713 restored Lille to France and although 
the Dutch position in what was henceforth to be the Austrian Nether
lands was not finalized until November 1715, such barrier fortresses as 
Tournai, Ypres, Menin and Furnes were garrisoned by troops of the 
United Provinces from the year in which Lille was evacuated.121 The 
news that their town was to revert to France caused consternation 
among the Calvinists of Lille and the peace settlement led to a further 
emigration, notably to the garrison forts of the Austrian Netherlands 
and to the towns and cities of the United Provinces, Middelburg in
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particular. Those who chose to remain often made clandestine use of 
reformed church facilities at Tournai.124

On May 3, 1713 Simond and Bonvoust were signatories of a petition 
addressed to the Walloon synod of ’s-Hertogenbosch on behalf of the 
French-speaking worshippers at Lille and at Armentieres, also ceded to 
France. It was a plea for help at a difficult time. Many wanted to flee to 
Germany and some had already left for Amsterdam to sail to Konigs- 
berg. Prussia, however, would provide no funds for the journey and 
Hesse, another possible refuge, was only prepared to admit merchants 
and artisans. Most Calvinists in the French frontier region were poor 
agricultural workers and unable to meet the requirements of controlled 
immigration schemes or to pay their own fares.125 Synod decided at its 
session of May 13 to approach the states general and in the meantime 
exhorted all Dutch congregations to remember their distressed brethren 
and “de leur accorder les secours prompts et abondans de leur 
charite”.126 The problem of Lille refugees was to exercise the Walloon 
churches for the next two years.127
Bonvoust and Simond were transferred to barrier towns under Dutch 
military control. The former went to the French church at Ypres, but 
left in 1714 for Utrecht, where he became a leading opponent of the 
theological views of Paul Maty. Pierre Simond was appointed on June 
13, 1713 to Furnes, the garrison guarding the coastal approaches to the 
Austrian Netherlands from Dunkirk.128 After this the career of the 
former Drakenstein pastor remains a matter for speculation. A separate 
Walloon congregation was in existence at Furnes in September 1717, 
but seems to have been disbanded by 1726.129 There were certainly 
French-speaking officers there in the Dutch service in 1716.130 An entry 
of August 23, 1717 in the register of burials for the Catholic church of 
Sint-Niklaas in Furnes speaks of a Petrus Simon, but there is no indica
tion that this has to do with the Calvinist minister to the French speak
ers.131 Only one reference to Simond has been found after his appoint
ment to Furnes and that within a few days of it. In 1698 he had paid a 
debt to the widow Anna Catharina Popinck, but as additional proof 
that payment had been made a copy of the original transaction was sent 
to the Cape from Tournai on June 22, 1713.132

Pierre Simond may have died at Furnes, or even before he reached it. 
He may equally have returned to the United Provinces, or perhaps have 
accompanied his wife and family on their subsequent travels. For al
though he disappears from the records, much remains to be said about 
Anne de Berault and the children Catherine, Pierre, Jacques-Cleopas,
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Marie-Elisabeth and Lydie. They all eventually went to England, where 
their names have been noted after the end of the War of the Spanish 
Succession. Whether they arrived separately, or as a family group, is 
not clear, but they soon established themselves among the expatriate 
Huguenots of London.133 Their history is as typical of the process of 
adaptation and assimilation in an urban context as is that of the French 
speakers at the Cape of Good Hope in a rural setting, but with one 
significant difference. Whereas the French language clearly died out 
comparatively quickly at the Cape in the first half of the eighteenth 
century, it is evident that it survived for a longer period in the British 
capital among many of the refugees and their families. Proximity to 
France, spiritual and intellectual leadership, the presence of a French- 
speaking leisured class and the prestige of that language as an internat
ional means of communication doubtless contributed to this. The 
Simonds, like so many other Huguenot exiles, responded to the chal
lenge of their situation and rose in the social scale of what, in the 
beginning, had been an alien society. And through young Pierre at 
least, they achieved a success in the business sphere which bears out the 
remark attributed to T.H. Huxley that “one drop of Huguenot blood in 
the veins is worth a thousand a year”.134
In one sense the Simonds were fortunate. They did not come to Eng
land as complete strangers, for they were not the first of the family to 
cross the Channel and the names of several relatives appear as godpar
ents at later family christenings. The Marthe Simond of Zierikzee, for 
example, probably the young Simonds’ aunt, was in London as early as 
1690 with her husband Jean-Frangois Nezon. On March 7, 1690/1 she 
gave birth to a son, christened Pierre four days later and entered in the 
registers of the Soho church of La Patente.135 Nezon was one of William 
Ill’s many Huguenot army officers, obtaining a cornetcy on February 
16, 1693/4. Five years later, after taking the customary communion 
according to the rites of the Anglican church at St Andrew’s, Holborn, 
he became a naturalized Englishman by an act of parliament which 
received the royal assent on May 4, 1699.136 His son Pierre followed his 
father’s calling. Wounded at Fontenoy in 1745, he was appointed colo
nel on March 3, 1745/6 and died in 1751.137
Another member of the family with a similar background was David 
Simond, Marthe’s brother. The children of Jacques Simond and his wife 
Elisabeth, they are variously described as coming from Nyons in Dau- 
phine and from Buis-les-Baronnies to the south of that town.138 David 
was married to Marthe Ytier (Ytidre) of a lace-making family from 
Milhau in Rouergue.139 At the baptism of their child Constance, born
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on November 10, 1692, the father was a lieutenant in the regiment of 
the distinguished Huguenot soldier Pierre de Belcastel de Montvaillant, 
like the Ytiers, a native of Rouergue. The baptismal ceremony is 
recorded in the registers of La Patente in Soho on November 23, 1692 
and it is interesting to note that David’s wife had been godmother to 
Pierre Nezon in the previous year.140

David Simond later campaigned under Ruvigny and after thirteen 
years’ service in the United Provinces, Flanders and Ireland was dis
charged in the early months of 1698/9 with a daily allowance of two 
shillings.141 The War of the Spanish Succession, however, permitted him 
to resume his active career and by 1706 he had attained the rank of 
captain.142 He had been unfortunate in the early years of Anne’s reign 
when a naturalization bill failed, but became a British subject by an act 
of parliament which received the royal assent on July 9, 1714, less than 
a month before the accession of George I from Hanover.143 In 1716 
David Simond was living in the London parish of St Giles in the 
Fields.144

There were certainly members of Anne de Berault’s family in England 
as refugees, but it is difficult to establish relationships. Louise de 
Challenge of L’Aigle, wife of Christophe de Berault, is known to have 
died in Southampton on January 8, 1717/8.145 A lieutenant Berault 
served in Ireland and the Netherlands, and a lieutenant La Maugere 
figures among William Ill’s pensioners, receiving his discharge in 1692 
on health grounds.146 Among women in receipt of British government 
pensions for Huguenots were Marie Berault in 1715 and Louise-Aimee 
de la Maugere in the following year.147

Anne de Berault de la Maugere148 is first named in the records of a 
French church in England on August 7, 1719, when she was godmother 
at Southampton to what was probably her first grandchild, David Cau- 
cutsaute. Her daughter Marie-Elisabeth Simond had married Samuel 
Caucutsaute of Nerac in Guyenne and was then living in the Holy Rood 
district of the Hampshire seaport. David was born on July 20, 1719.149 
Some years later Anne de Berault was in contact with the Drakenstein 
church. Her letter from London of February 1, 1725/6 came into the 
hands of the pastor at that time, Lambertus Slicher of Middelburg, and 
requested baptismal certificates for her children. Enquiries were made, 
but many of the old records had disappeared and entries could only be 
found in respect of Catherine, christened at the Cape, and Lydie, who 
had been baptized at Drakenstein. However, some of the oldest inhabi
tants were able to confirm that Pierre, Jacques-Cleopas and Marie-
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Elisabeth Simond had been baptized in the settlement.150 It seems likely 
that Anne de Berault was in receipt of a government pension between 
1723 and 1732 and that she died in the latter year.151 She was certainly 
present on March 19, 1731/2 at the London christening of Cleopas 
Caucutsaute, a son of Samuel and Marie-Elisabeth born on March 3.152
Anne de Berault’s eldest daughter Catherine was godmother on August 
9, 1720 at the baptism in Southampton of Marianne Caucutsaute, born 
to Marie-Elisabeth on July 21 of that year.153 Nine years later Marie- 
Elisabeth Simond named another daughter after her elder sister. Cathe
rine Caucutsaute was born in London on October 7, 1729 and 
christened at La Patente in Soho on November 12, with her aunt 
Catherine as godmother.154 Catherine Simond never married. Long 
resident in Wardour Street, London, she became blind before 1759 and 
found in her brother Pierre a kind and devoted support in her affliction. 
Her will was proved on December 4, 1786 and she was almost certainly 
the last of the French-speaking Calvinists who knew the Cape of Good 
Hope before the close of the seventeenth century.155
Marie-Elisabeth Simond and her husband moved from Southampton to 
London between September 1721 and August 1722. By that time they 
had a son and two daughters.156 A further eight children -  four boys and 
four girls -  were christened in London between 1722 and 1732, all but 
Catherine being registered at the French Castle Street church, not far 
distant from St Martin’s in the Fields, rebuilt in this period. The Cau- 
cutsautes lived in St Paul’s parish, Covent Garden. The baptism of one 
of their children indicates a link with a family in the United Provinces 
known to Pierre Simond of Dauphine. Willem Caucutsaute was born in 
London on January 10, 1731 and christened two weeks later. Although 
unable to be present at the ceremony his godparents were Willem Veth 
and his wife Constantia Boudaen of Middelburg in Zeeland.157
The name of the youngest of Pierre Simond’s daughters, Lydie, does 
not appear in the records of the Huguenot churches of London. She 
was, however, living in Westminister in 1751. Then the widow Fregier, 
she left her few possessions to Catherine Simond, who had evidently 
devoted herself to her sister’s welfare. Lydie died in July 1758.158
The younger son of Pierre Simond and Anne de Berault, Jacques- 
Cleopas, was godfather to Anne-Marie Caucutsaute on August 21, 
1722. He was active in the commercial world and became a British 
subject by an act of parliament which received the assent of George II 
on February 20, 1729/30. His place of birth is recorded in this legislation 
as the Cape of Good Hope “in Affrica”.159 He was the recipient of a
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legacy left in 1759 by the Dutch merchant prominent in London, Ge
rard van Neck, whose wife Marie Reneu was the widow of the wealthy 
Huguenot financier in the British capital, Sir Denis Dutrey.160

Jacques-Cleopas’s elder brother Pierre was apprenticed by his father to 
the Amsterdam commercial firm of Fizeaux.161 The merchant Jean 
Fizeaux of Montpellier in Languedoc had emigrated to Haarlem and 
moved subsequently to Amsterdam, where he became a burgher in 
1707. Two years later he obtained Dutch citizenship. Fizeaux was 
married to Madeleine-Marie Crommelin, an alliance which linked him 
with the old Calvinist business world of Saint-Quentin, the noted textile 
centre.162 The Crommelins, who had originally fled to this part of 
France from Alva’s reign of terror in the sixteenth century, were con
nected with two other noted merchant families, the Testarts of Paris 
and Saint-Quentin, and the Benezets, merchants of the latter town and 
of Abbeville. Pierre Testart had married Rachel Crommelin and their 
daughter Marie-Madeleine became the wife of Jean Benezet at Lehau- 
court, site of the temple for Saint-Quentin, in 1682.163 This branch of 
the Benezets finally settled in London and the family connection was to 
play a part in young Pierre Simond’s later career.

From the United Provinces the Cape minister’s son came to London, 
having first, it has been suggested, spent some time in Edinburgh in 
commerce.164 He was naturalized by act of the British parliament on 
July 5, 1717 and may henceforth be described, to avoid further confu
sion with his father, as Peter Simond.165 In March 1720 he was engaged 
in security transactions through the Amsterdam lawyer Philippe de 
Marolles and on July 1 of that year founded the London mercantile 
house of Simond and Benezet, located near the Royal Exchange.166 It 
was as merchant, banker and stock-jobber of Nicholas Lane off Lon
don’s Lombard Street that Peter Simond would make his mark.167

The Benezet part of the firm was probably represented by Jean-Etienne 
Benezet, who left Saint-Quentin in 1715 with his wife Judith de la 
Megenelle and his children to settle first in the United Provinces and 
later in London. An Etienne Benezet was active in the London stock- 
market in April 1720.168 The family at length emigrated to Pennsylva
nia, where their son Antoine, born in Saint-Quentin in 1713, achieved 
distinction as a leading Philadelphia Quaker and an anti-slavery cam
paigner.169 The Benezets were originally from Calvisson in Languedoc170 
and it is not impossible that the Pierre Benezet who left the Cape in 
1700 was connected with them. His departure was close to that of the
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Simonds and Jean-Antoine Benezet had a brother Pierre who was an 
Amsterdam merchant.171
Peter Simond married Susanne Groteste de la Buffiere on January 11, 
1724/5 at the Spring Gardens chapel of the French church of the Savoy, 
near London’s Charing Cross. The ceremony, performed by the visiting 
minister Pierre de Tacher under licence of the archbishop of Canter
bury, was a union which perhaps illustrates the prestige attaching to 
success in business among expatriate Huguenots.172
The Grotestes were a family of some distinction from Orleans and 
Susanne was the daughter of Jacques Groteste de la Buffiere and 
Susanne Groteste du Chesnay. Her father was one of the six children of 
a Paris lawyer of the same name who had married his first cousin Anne 
Groteste at the Charenton temple, where he served as an elder. Even 
before the revocation there had been a religious division in the family, 
but there were strong ties of affection between the various members 
which neither exile for some of them, nor doctrinal difference, seems to 
have weakened. Two of the six children became Calvinist ministers: 
Claude Groteste de la Mothe and Marin Groteste des Mahis. The 
latter, pastor at Orleans, abjured in 1683 and in 1686 it was reported 
that he had been instrumental in converting his parents, exiled to 
Bourges in Berry. Marin was a canon of Orleans cathedral at his death 
in 1694.173
Claude Groteste was minister at Lizy-sur-Ourcq between Meaux and 
Chateau-Thierry before the revocation and must have been known to 
the Tailleferts of the Cape. Like his father the lawyer, one of the 
secretaries at the last provincial synod for Paris and north-eastern 
France held at Lizy shortly before the Calvinist dispersal, he was forced 
to emigrate in 1685 on a French government passport. Granted deniza
tion in England on December 16, 1687, he became minister at the 
Savoy church in London and author of several religious texts. Claude 
died in 1713, leaving a widow Marie, daughter of a Paris banker Jean 
Berthe and well-known in London Huguenot circles for her good 
works. Claude’s property in France had been confiscated in 1687 and 
had reverted to his father.174
Another of the six children of Jacques Groteste de la Buffiere was 
Abraham, a lawyer for the Paris parlement who remained in France as a 
Catholic. Winifred Turner has described him from his correspondence 
“as a humorous, mellow old man, whose frank and affectionate re
lationship with his heretic sister-in-law (Claude’s widow) is very attrac
tive”.175 His brother Jacques, Susanne’s father, also continued to live in
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France, but as a Calvinist. His situation was not an easy one and to 
protect his daughter from attempts to convert her by force he placed 
her in the care of her kindly Catholic uncle.176 Some years after 
Claude’s death in London Susanne, accompanied perhaps by her sister 
Louise-Marguerite, came over to England to live with her aunt. It was 
to Marie Berthe that the shipwrecked sailor at the Cape, Jacob de 
Banc, turned for help in 1722 and in his letter he sent a respectful 
greeting to her niece.177 Peter Simond doubtless met Susanne Groteste 
through her aunt and Abraham in Paris approved of his choice. As he 
commented in 1726, “les gens d’esprit savent distinguer le vrai 
merite”.178
Peter Simond’s business ventures prospered and at one stage his 
younger brother Jacques-Cleopas was a junior partner in the firm.179 
Peter acted as adviser to Marie Berthe in her financial transactions and 
was closely involved in the complicated question of the Groteste family 
fortunes. It was in this connection that he visited Paris and Orleans in 
May and June 1725, travelling freely as a British citizen in the country 
from which his parents had been forced to flee forty and more years 
before.180 Soon afterwards he was to meet an exile from France of a 
different stamp. Voltaire used the firm of Simond and Benezet as a 
postal address while in London in 1728 and accepted the generous offer 
of the Huguenot merchants to act as a distribution centre for copies of 
his Henriade.m Voltaire’s attack on religious fanaticism was a contem
porary success;182 he was later to espouse the cause of religious toler
ance in his successful campaigns to reverse anti-Calvinist legal judge
ments in France against Jean Calas of Toulouse in 1762 and Pierre-Paul 
Sirven of Castres in 1764.183
Simond was engaged in the West Indian and American sugar and slave 
trades. Early in 1734 he associated himself with other merchants trading 
with South Carolina in opposing “an exorbitant Duty of ten pounds per 
Head .. .imposed and continued (since 1731) on Negroes imported into 
the said Province”.184 The departure of his partner Benezet does not 
appear to have affected the business adversely and a measure of its 
prosperity in later years is seen in 1783, when it was able to assist the 
Bank of England to the tune of £30 000.185 It is interesting to note that 
among the merchant ships crossing the Atlantic in the mid-eighteenth 
century was one which bore the name the Simond, doubtless owned by 
Peter.186 The books of the firm were kept in French until a later 
period,187 although on May 1, 1764 Simond took into partnership a 
young Englishman John Hankey, member of a family active in the 
commercial world as early as the seventeenth century.188 In addition to
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their transatlantic markets, Simond and Hankey traded in securities, 
selling British stock in the United Provinces in 1773 through the 
Amsterdam lawyer Daniel van der Brink.189
Peter Simond had successfully applied for a coat of arms, granted on 
June 30, 1760. Its description is as follows: “Azure, a chevron Or, 
between two roses Argent, barbed and seeded proper, in chief, and a 
cock in base of the third, combed and wattled Gules. The crest, a cock 
as in the arms”.190 The Simonds had arrived.
By 1760 too, Peter Simond had reason to congratulate himself on the 
excellent matches made by his eldest and youngest daughters. Four 
children -  perhaps five -  are known to have been born to Peter and 
Susanne, of whom the names of three appear in the registers of St 
Martin Orgars, the French church in St Martin’s Lane, now Martin 
Lane, situated near the Monument commemorating the Great Fire 
which had consumed the original Anglican building so dedicated in 
1666. This was Pierre de Tacher’s church and like the more famous 
church of the Savoy, was a conforming congregation, making use of the 
Anglican liturgy.191

The Simonds’ eldest child Susanne-Louise was baptized on November 
5, 1725, a second daughter Marianne on November 23, 1726 and a son 
Pierre-Frangois on November 5, 1727, a week after his birth.192 A 
fourth child Louise-Marianne was born on December 22, 1734 and 
christened on January 14, 1734/5 by Jean-Pierre Bernard of the Castle 
Street church. Members of the Grotestes of Orleans figure among the 
godparents. In January 1734/5, for example, Louise Groteste du Ches- 
nay of that city was godmother to Louise-Marianne, although not 
present at the ceremony.193
The parish registers of the Anglican church of St Edmund the King and 
Martyr in Lombard Street, London contain entries which, despite their 
English form, evidently refer to the deaths of two of the Simonds’ 
children and possibly to that of a third. Marianne would appear to have 
been buried on February 1, 1728/9 and Pierre on February 17, 1729/30. 
A third entry refers to the burial on January 14, 1729/30 of James, the 
son of Peter and Susannah Simmonds (sic).194
On December 13, 1755, at St Anne’s, Soho, Susanne-Louise Simond 
became the wife of John, 11th baron St John of Bletso in Bedfordshire. 
She died on October 17, 1805, three years after losing her third son 
George, an army colonel, who was drowned with his wife, formerly 
Lavinia Breton-Wolstenholme, and four of their children while sailing
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home from Bombay.195 It is of interest to note that the 20th baron St 
John, Andrew Beauchamp, lives at Kalk Bay in the Cape, not far from 
the scenes of his French ancestor’s pastoral labours at Drakenstein.196
The process of assimilation was now at work, taking the Simonds into 
the upper echelons of British society. Sixteen months after Susanne’s 
marriage, on April 20, 1757 at the London city church of St Peter le 
Poor, her sister Louise-Marianne married a future member of parlia
ment Sir John Trevelyan, 4th baronet, of Nettlecombe in Somerset. 
From this alliance are descended the distinguished British historians Sir 
George Otto and George Macaulay Trevelyan. Louise-Marianne died 
on February 29, 1772.197

It may be said of Pierre Simond, the pastor from Dauphine, that he 
loved freedom, sympathized with the problems of ordinary people and 
as F.C. Fensham has put it, “exerted a moral and intellectual influence 
on th e .. .community”.198 Much the same may be said of his direct 
descendant George Macaulay Trevelyan and it is tempting to think that 
these were qualities the historian inherited from a distant past when the 
Cape was young.

What of Pierre’s son, the English merchant? He died at his home in 
London’s Bishopsgate on November 23, 1785 at the age of ninety-four, 
leaving a considerable estate in England and the West Indies, including 
plantations and slaves on the island of Grenada. He named as his heirs 
his surviving daughter Susanne-Louise, his son-in-law Sir John Treve
lyan and his partner John Hankey.199 The firm he founded still exists as 
Thomson Hankey and Company, whose offices were until recently in 
Idol Lane, London, a short distance from the street in which it was 
established in 1720. Thomson Hankey’s interests continue to lie in the 
West Indian trade.

On July 1, 1825, Samuel Henry Peters, “only remaining clerk of the 
ancient and respectable house of Peter Simond and John Hankey”,200 
presented a copy of a portrait of the Huguenot founder to John Alexan
der Hankey. The painter of the original has not been positively identi
fied, but it may have been Jean-Baptiste Vanloo of Aix-en-Provence 
who spent some years in London during the reign of George II and 
enjoyed a considerable vogue for his portraiture. The copy is in the 
keeping of Thomson Hankey and Company and is probably the only 
surviving likeness of a French speaker resident at the Cape in the late 
seventeenth century.

Peter Simond is seen in the portrait as a man in his middle years.
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bewigged in the fashion of the day and somewhat heavy jowled, but of 
benign expression in keeping with his known kindliness of manner.2,11 
This gentle nature is also reflected in his correspondence, but his letters 
reveal another side of his character: a single-minded devotion to busi
ness. His letter from Paris of May 25, 1725 is largely confined to 
financial matters and even his reference to war clouds on the horizon 
serves merely to explain probable stock-market trends. There is not a 
word about the past and his parents’ part in it.2"2 His preoccupation with 
share prices is incongruously demonstrated in an invitation of Novem
ber 21, 1726 to the christening of his daughter Marianne.203

Peter Simond’s death occurred in the centenary year of the revocation 
of the Edict of Nantes. The climate of opinion in France during the 
eighteenth century had shown itself progressively more favourable 
towards the free exercise of all beliefs and in 1773 a French-speaking 
visitor from Hesse, Jeannette-Philippine Leclerc, could write of the 
flourishing Calvinism she witnessed among the Montalbanais of south
western France. Two years earlier Meaux on the Marne had given what 
was probably the last martyr to the Calvinist cause, as she had provided 
the first more than two centuries before. On November 17, 1787 Louis 
XVI signed the Edict of Tolerance, precursor of the full civil liberty 
accorded to Protestants in France by Bonaparte under the law of 18 
Germinal of the year X (April 7, 1802).204

When Peter Simond died in 1785 a new age was dawning. Already the 
British mainland colonies across the Atlantic with which he had long 
had trading connections had achieved their independence and had 
vindicated the right of peoples to overthrow what they felt to be arbi
trary foreign government. Within four years of his death a more sweep
ing revolution was to be initiated in the land of his forefathers which 
was to destroy the autocracy whose insistence on uniformity and confor
mity had driven his parents into exile. In the United Provinces to which 
they had first fled the long alliance with Britain had been broken by the 
republican Patriots in the War of American Independence and the 
Dutch had, joined France and Spain against their former friends and 
trading competitors. The United Provinces, politically divided, were to 
be deeply involved in the revolutionary movement which swept across 
Europe and in the Napoleonic wars which were its consequence.

The future course of events at the Cape of Good Hope was shaped by 
these new currents and new political alignments. Simond lived to see 
not only the decline of the great commercial company which had given 
employment to his father the minister, but also the growing influence of
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France at the southern tip of the African continent. A weakened Dutch 
East India Company welcomed the defence of the colony by French 
troops when Suffren sailed into Table Bay in 1781, turning the settle
ment in Table Valley for a few short years into a Paris in miniature.205 It 
is in this late period of company rule that the history of another well- 
known South African family of today begins, for it was on a visit in 1777 
that the French naval officer Francois Renier Duminy from the Breton 
port of Lorient married Johanna Margaretha Nothling, great-grand
daughter of the Dauphine settler Pierre Lombard.206
Duminy was not the only French speaker to make the Cape his home in 
the later years of Dutch East India Company rule. The names of a few 
others may be appropriately mentioned here. The arrival in 1783 of the 
Swiss regiment under Charles-Daniel de Meuron from the Neuchatel 
canton brought a lieutenant from Aubonne in the Pays de Vaud, Jean- 
Charles de la Harpe, to southern Africa.207 With him came the engineer 
from Picquigny on the Somme in Picardy, the famous Cape architect 
Louis-Michel Thibault.208 Among late eighteenth-century settlers from 
the southern Netherlands were Pierre-Frangois le Clus of Ghent and 
Jacob-Joseph Perot of Liege.209 Although born at The Hague, the 
lieutenant in the Dutch East India Company service, Jacques-Gedeon 
Tredoux, who reached the Cape in 1788, was the eldest son of a Swiss 
immigrant to the Netherlands, Claude-Frangois Tredoux, whose family 
has associations with Aigle in the Vaud extending over several centu
ries.210 Others too were of French language background. One among 
them was Abraham Duvinage from Rossow in the Uckermark, near 
Stettin, who reached the Cape in 1765 as a soldier on the Nieuw 
Nieuwekerk and established himself as a baker. The Duvinage family -  
then Du Vinage -  had a long connection with the Guines congregation 
in the Calaisis and had its origins in the neighbourhood of Lille and 
Armentieres.211
Before Peter Simond had died in London, company decline at the Cape 
had led to renewed burgher demands for greater economic and political 
freedom, while on the expanding frontier contact with the Xhosa 
brought new dimensions to South African history as far-reaching in 
their implications as the changes in government which then lay just 
round the corner. For within ten years of Simond’s death company 
control was brought to a close by a British occupation of the colony. 
After a brief restoration of Dutch rule by the Batavian republic, the 
struggle against Napoleon was to draw the Cape, and ultimately South 
Africa, into a British imperial connection which would endure for more 
than a century and a half.212
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This period marked the beginning of a new chapter in South Africa and 
one in which many of the descendants of the French speakers who had 
found a refuge at the Cape more than a century before would make a 
notable contribution. The intervening years had, however, greatly 
changed the nature of Cape society. By 1752 the visiting French astro
nomer La Caille had noted that the French language in southern Africa 
was virtually limited to a few newcomers and the children of the late 
seventeenth-century settlers.213 As mid-century approached only a 
handful of the earliest colonists from regions of French speech in 
Europe were still alive and many had reached the Cape in childhood. 
The names of Francina Bevernagie and Philippe Meinard (Mesnard) 
are encountered in 1749, the year of Marguerite Gardiolle’s death; 
Etienne Gauch and Marie-Catherine Wibaut are known to have lived 
into the next decade. Louis Fourie and Elisabeth Prevost died in 1750; 
Marie Buisset in the following year. 1751 also saw the death of Marie de 
Haas, whose husband Jean le Roux (Roex) of Normandy died in the 
next year, 1752. Marie Mouy lived on until 1758; Marie-Jeanne des Prez 
until 1763. Abraham Prevost is reported to have lived until 1767.
By the time of La Caille’s visit the process of integration was far 
advanced and in 1754 strong disapproval was voiced at an attempt to 
besmirch the characters of “alle de alhier geEtableerd sijnde brave 
ingesetenen deses lands van franse afkomst”.214 By the end of the 
eighteenth century the descendants of the early French-speaking set
tlers had quite ceased to be a separate and alien section of the popula
tion in speech and background and had become almost indistinguish
able from the peoples among whom they had made their homes.215 A 
few possessions jealously guarded no doubt survived from the past; 
some memories too, handed down from generation to generation, 
preserved a tenuous link with the first colonists. Treasures, however, 
decay and are lost; memories, as time passes, mix fact with fancy. What 
of permanent value remained was the proud heritage of men, women 
and children who suffered for a cause and took the road to exile to 
safeguard their spiritual integrity. This was certainly true of the great 
majority of the refugees and the longing they must often have felt for 
the country they had left for ever is reflected in the names they chose 
for the farms they tended among the hills of the western Cape: Langue
doc and Provence; La Brie, Calais and Cabrieres; and others too which 
recalled for them the scenes of childhood and the roots from which they 
had sprung.
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