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 Editors’ preface 

 The present volume contains papers from the sixth conference on the military 
orders, which was held on 5–8 September 2013 at the Museum of the Order of St 
John, St John’s Gate, Clerkenwell, London, under the auspices of the London 
Centre for the Study of the Crusades, the Military Religious Orders and the Latin 
East. We welcomed scholars from at least twenty-fi ve countries who between them 
presented over eighty papers. It has been possible to publish only a selection of the 
papers here; however, we should like to take this opportunity to thank everyone 
who took part in the conference for helping make the event such a success. 

 For the fi rst time the proceedings are being published in two volumes. Although 
each volume stands on its own and can be obtained and consulted independently, 
the volumes are best appreciated as an ensemble, for they are intended to provide 
the reader with the broadest overview of the most current research in the fi eld of 
military order studies relating to their military lives and culture. It should be noted 
here that the term ‘culture’ is understood by the conference organizers and the 
editors as denoting the visible and tangible products of human endeavour as well 
as the forms and means of ritualistic and symbolic communication and representa-
tion which are at the heart of what has been labelled the ‘new cultural history’. 
Whereas each volume focuses on a very broad geographical region (Europe and 
the Eastern Mediterranean respectively), their internal structure is chronological 
rather than thematic or geographic. That this should be the most satisfying order 
presenting itself is, of course, testimony to the vast variety of topics, approaches 
and geographical regions presented within each volume. This should come as no 
surprise: the study of the military orders has always been an international and truly 
interdisciplinary endeavour! 

 As editors we should like to express our gratitude to the editorial committee, 
Tony Luttrell and Helen J. Nicholson for their support and sage advice throughout, 
as well as to Jonathan Riley-Smith for writing the introductions to these volumes. 
Thanks are also due to John Smedley and his colleagues at Ashgate Publishing, 
Michael Bourne at Routledge, and Autumn Spalding at Apex CoVantage for their 
help and patience. The conference turned out to be an immense success because 
of the many months of careful planning by its dedicated organizing commit-
tee led by Michael Heslop, namely Alan Borg, Christina Grembowicz, Tony 
Luttrell, Helen J. Nicholson, Jonathan Phillips, Jonathan Riley-Smith, Keith 
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xiv Editors’ preface

Schnaar and Pamela Willis. It is to them that we extend our gratitude for helping 
lay the foundation for these two volumes. 

 Very special words of thanks are due to our sponsors and those who have con-
tributed to the conference: Cardiff Centre for the Study of the Crusades, Cardiff 
University, the Grand Priory of England, the Sovereign Military Order of Malta, 
the Most Venerable Order of the Hospital of St John of Jerusalem, the St John 
Historical Society, Royal Holloway, the University of London, Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Ashgate Publishing, the Institute of Historical Research, Brepols 
Publishers NV and to the Seven Pillars of Wisdom Trust for its subvention towards 
the publication of the proceedings. We are also grateful to three anonymous donors 
for enabling the conference committee to give seven bursaries to students, and to 
the Priory of England of the Order of St John and the Museum of the Order of St 
John for the use of St John’s Gate and the Priory Church. Finally, we would like 
to thank the volunteers and staff at St John’s Gate, in particular the members of 
the St John Historical Society and the St John Fellowship, the Reverend Gay Ellis 
(Little Maplestead), Paula Dellamura (Temple Cressing) and Stephane Bitty 
(Rosebery Hall). 

 Jochen Schenk (Glasgow) & Mike Carr (Edinburgh) 
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 19  The narrow escape of the Teutonic 
Order Bailiwick of Utrecht, 
1811–1815 1  

 Renger E. de Bruin 

 On 27 February 1811, Napoleon signed a decree ordering the dissolution and 
impropriation of church property in the Dutch departments he had annexed eight 
months earlier. The properties identifi ed in the decree were three former convents 
in the east of these territories and six chapters in and around Utrecht. But it was 
clear that more might follow: scope for further confi scations was provided by the 
following passage: ‘ Qu’il se trouve d’autres biens d’origine ecclésiastique, qui ont 
appartenu à des ordres militaires ou à d’autres corporations supprimés ’. 2  Izaak 
Jan Alexander Gogel, the most senior offi cer in the Dutch departments, promptly 
declared that the decree also applied to the  Ridderlijke Duitsche Orde Balije van 
Utrecht:  The Teutonic Order of the Bailiwick of Utrecht. After nearly six centuries, 
the demise of the Order seemed near. 

 In what follows, after briefl y describing the Bailiwick of Utrecht, I will recon-
struct the genesis of the decree of 27 February 1811, before describing the Order’s 
response and how the decree was carried out. I will close with the eventual success 
of the lobby for its reinstatement organized by the land commander, Volkier 
Rudolph Bentinck, after the collapse of French authority in November 1813. 

 The Bailiwick of Utrecht 
 The institution led by Bentinck was the product of one of the bailiwicks of the 
Teutonic Order in the Holy Roman Empire. Although founded in 1231 as a com-
mandery under the Bailiwick of Biesen, Utrecht had been an independent bailiwick 
with extensive possessions in the Northern Netherlands ever since the fourteenth 
century. Eventually there were fourteen commanderies under the land commander 
of Utrecht. Since 1346, the Bailiwick of Utrecht had its headquarters in the  Duitse 
Huis –  “the Teutonic House” – in a western quarter of the city. In the fi fteenth and 
sixteen centuries, the Bailiwick of Utrecht shared the destiny of the rest of the 
Teutonic Order: decline and a crisis involving its survival in the period after the 
Reformation. 

 During the Dutch Revolt, despite the best attempts of the land commander of 
the day, Jacob Taets van Amerongen, to ensure that the bailiwick remained Catho-
lic and maintained its ties with the grand master, the Provincial States of Utrecht 
imposed a Protestant land commander and the abolition of celibacy. 3  This led to a 
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break with the central authorities that could not be repaired. The Bailiwick of 
Utrecht became an independent secular association of Protestant nobles under the 
authority of the Provincial States of Utrecht. The admission criteria – four noble 
quarters (i.e. four noble grandparents) and membership of the Dutch Reformed 
Church – made it somewhat exclusive. The bailiwick became a noble bulwark in 
a republic dominated by urban patricians. 

 This diffi cult transition exacerbated the decline of the bailiwick. In 1753, Unico 
Wilhelm van Wassenaer van Twickel (1692–1766), then coadjutor, analyzed the 
problems and proposed reforms. These led to far-reaching changes, the most 
important being the automatic succession of the land commander by the coadjutor, 
the concentration of management in Utrecht under a newly appointed steward 
general (Gijsbert Dirk Cazius), and the introduction of proper book-keeping. 4  The 
commanders lost their responsibility for an individual commandery and became 
mere members of the Order, for which they received a fi xed stipend. The reorga-
nization was a success. Cazius was able to turn the defi cits into an ever-increasing 
surplus, thanks especially to better income from leases. By the time he passed on 
the offi ce to his son Unico Willem Teutonicus in 1789, the Order’s fi nances were 
in excellent shape. 

 Serious problems followed after the invasion by French troops in January 1795 
and the outbreak of the Batavian Revolution, which repudiated the class-based 
society embodied by exponents such as the Bailiwick of Utrecht. The Order 
averted concrete threats by keeping a low profi le. 5  The knights no longer met and 
left matters of management to steward Cazius and Volkier Rudolph Bentinck van 
Schoonheten (1738–1820), the knight who resided in the Teutonic House. It was 
only after the revolution was over that the members could meet once more – to 
conclude, among other things, that the fi nancial situation was rosy. The rise in 
agricultural prices since 1750, which had been accelerated by the hostilities, had 
helped to further increase the income from leases. 

 In 1806 and 1807, the bailiwick underwent various changes of leadership, with 
three elderly land commanders dying within the space of a single year. In August 
1807, the offi ce of land commander passed to Volkier Rudolph Bentinck. A former 
offi cer in the British and Dutch armies, he was already the  de facto  leader of the 
bailiwick, a position to which he now acceded formally. Some months after taking 
offi ce, he was faced with an expropriation order from Louis Napoleon, who 
intended to move the capital of the Kingdom of Holland to Utrecht and thus needed 
accommodation for the ministries. 6  After negotiations, the Teutonic House passed 
into government hands; in return, the Order received a building in The Hague. 7  
Although not fi nancially disadvantageous, the fact that the authorities could sum-
marily requisition a house so rich in tradition presaged nothing good. A further 
threat was the new law on nobility of 1809. 

 In the same period, the Dutch king’s imperial brother dissolved the Teutonic 
Order in Germany. Ever since the outbreak of the revolutionary wars in 1792, the 
French had been helping themselves to ecclesiastical possessions in the Holy 
Roman Empire, sharing them with allied states. After the Treaty of Pressburg in 
December 1805, this process gathered momentum. On 24 April 1809, Napoleon 
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signed the decree for the abolition of the Teutonic Order in the Confederation of 
the Rhine, the confederation of German states allied with France. At the stroke of 
a pen, Napoleon ended a centuries-old institution, just as he had twelve years 
earlier with the Order of St John in Malta. 8  

 The preparation of an order for dissolution 
 The French emperor had just as little respect for institutions he himself had created. 
Finding his brother in Holland to be insuffi ciently obedient, he annexed his king-
dom in July 1810. Land Commander Bentinck was quick to observe that ‘the union 
of Holland and the French Empire’ would bring futures worries. Which precau-
tions might ‘dissipate’ them, he wondered? 9  He had every reason to be concerned: 
Napoleon intended his new territories to fi ll his ever-empty treasuries. Fiscal mea-
sures and the decision to reduce the national debt to a third – the so-called  tiercer-
ing –  hit wealthy individuals and institutions alike, including the Teutonic Order. 
And the plans went further, one option being the confi scation of goods. Although 
individual expropriation was ideologically unacceptable, an alternative had been 
found in France in 1789: the dispossession of church property and properties of 
feudal origin. This was wholly in line with revolutionary doctrine. As a result, 
churches, monasteries and military orders in France and the occupied territories 
lost their possessions wholesale. 

 The fi rst sign of such plans came in September 1810, when the French minister 
of fi nance questioned Charles François Lebrun (1739–1824), the governor general 
of the Dutch departments, on the revenues of the  Hospices, Etablissements de 
Charité, Institutions Pieuses et autres de même nature . 10  Four months later, the 
burgomaster of Utrecht forwarded questionnaires to the town’s chapters (the 
Cathedral, St Saviour’s, St Peter’s, St John’s and St Mary’s). All responded that 
they were not ecclesiastical institutions. In the same period, late January 1811, 
Lebrun reported on the possible confi scation of church property in the area under 
his administration. He based his fi nding on preliminary inquiries by two members 
of the  Conseil d’État,  Izaak Jan Alexander Gogel (1765–1821) and Jean Henry 
Appelius (1767–1828). As minister of fi nance under Louis Napoleon, Gogel, by 
this time intendant-general of the imperial treasury in the Dutch departments, had 
proposed the dispossession of former church property. He now began by proposing 
the expropriation of the former convents at Zennewijnen, Ter Hunnepe and Ophe-
usden. When Lebrun’s report was being discussed by the  Conseil d’État,  these 
possessions were joined by the fi ve chapters in Utrecht. In the ensuing weeks, the 
proposal developed into a draft decree that referred explicitly to the three former 
convents, the fi ve Utrecht chapters and the chapter of St John’s in Wijk bij Duurst-
ede. Napoleon signed it on 27 February in the Tuileries Palace. 11  

 Because of the loss of the archives of the ministry of fi nance and the  Conseil 
d’État  in the fi re of 1871, 12  we cannot trace the decision-making process in detail. 
Between them, however, the appendices to the decree and the surviving archives 
in the Netherlands provide suffi cient information to support the aforementioned 
reconstruction. Napoleon seems to have had no personal involvement in the 
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measure: on 27 February 1811 he signed over seventy decrees, and the text of the 
dissolution order did not diverge from the original draft. But as the French empire 
was by nature authoritarian, it was of course Napoleon who was responsible for 
the decision. The decree was also fully consistent with his policy on ecclesiastical 
institutions. 

 How the Bailiwick of Utrecht responded 
 Once the decree had been signed, its implementation followed the procedures one 
would expect. On 2 March, it was the turn of the ministry of fi nance to deal with 
it. It was then sent to Amsterdam, where responsibility for it lay with Gogel – who, 
having been closely involved in its preparation, already knew what it entailed. 
After discussing it with his weekly meeting with his senior staff on 14 March, 
Gogel composed a letter to those it targeted: the deans of the chapters and the land 
commander of the Teutonic Order. Gogel declared the decree to be of immediate 
application to the Order. 

 Rumours were circulating even before the letters were received. After briefl y 
considering a protest – and even sending a delegation to Paris – the chapters 
quickly decided to resign themselves to the situation and to explore Gogel’s offer 
of compensation. But the Teutonic Order resisted. Land Commander Bentinck 
conferred with coadjutor Jan Arend de Vos van Steenwijk (1746–1813). Drawing 
comfort from the fact ‘that the Teutonic Order was not named explicitly in the 
Decree’, 13  they had the lawyer Cornelis Anthony Fannius Scholten (1767–1832) 
write a petition to Napoleon. 

 After stating that the decree did not explicitly identify the Order, the petition 
explained the institution’s  nature réelle . 14  Its origins did indeed lie in the establish-
ment of the  Ordre Teutonique  in the twelfth century. However, when the Nether-
lands became a republic in the sixteenth century, it had entirely changed in nature: 
since then, it had been only a ‘ simple association ’. Despite bearing the word bai-
liwick in its name, it had none of the powers of a bailiwick. The members derived 
no the advantages from it that would set them apart from other people in the 
Netherlands – they were, for example, equally liable to taxation. And as its mem-
bers were not subject to a vow of celibacy, the Bailiwick of Utrecht was essentially 
different from a military order. 

 With regard to its possessions, the petition observed that these were not origi-
nally  biens ecclésiastiques,  but had been derived from  donations particulières ou 
de leges testamentaires . 15  They had increased as a result of wise policy and the 
members’ contributions. In a reference to the successful reorganization under Van 
Wassenaer fi fty years earlier, it was stressed that this had above all been the case 
since 1760, members now receiving  répartitions fi xes  according to seniority. 
Together, the above meant that the Bailiwick of Utrecht was no  ordre militaire,  but 
a  tontine,  to which a man could accede only when a place became available upon 
a member’s decease, and even then only if he had been registered as a child upon 
the payment of a fee (525 guilders). It was therefore a form of life assurance that 
was most expressly permitted under French law. The bailiwick – referred to 
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throughout the petition as  cette association –  was not therefore a  corporation 
privilégiée  and had never belonged to a  corporation religieuse  or to the  ordres 
militaires . 16  In no way could the  association  be said to violate the empire’s 
constitution. 

 The petition was delivered to Governor General Lebrun by De Vos van Steen-
wijk and Fannius Scholten. Bentinck was ill. Lebrun informed them that the peti-
tion had little chance of success: it was the emperor’s intention to dissolve bodies 
that benefi ted individual members. He referred to the Knights of Malta who, just 
like the commanders in Utrecht, had paid a  fournissement  upon registration, but 
whose order had nonetheless been dissolved. He then reminded them of the rules 
that had been proposed for compensation, which would also apply to those who 
registered. However, agreeing that the Bailiwick of Utrecht had not been named 
explicitly in the decree, he declared the petition admissible, and promised to dis-
patch it to Napoleon. 

 No response came from Paris. When, in October 1811, the emperor visited the 
annexed territories, one of the members of the Order – Frederik Gijsbert van 
Dedem van de Gelder (1743–1820), who was also a member of the French Senate – 
inquired discreetly how matters stood. When it came, the answer was both clear 
and disappointing: in a decree signed in Amsterdam on 22 October, Napoleon 
confi rmed the Order’s abolition. It also indicated the revenue that was estimated 
to result from the confi scation: 16 million francs. The sum was to be spent on 
improvements to the military infrastructure in the Dutch departments and also on 
road building, which was of equal strategic importance. 17  

 How the order for dissolution was carried out 
 Once the decision with regard to the Teutonic Order was defi nitive, Gogel could 
set the Order’s liquidation in motion. Taking a decision to this end on 31 Decem-
ber 1811, he deployed his confi dant Elias Canneman, and also Everard Tem-
minck, the offi cer at  Domeinen,  the property-administration authority, who was 
already in the process of liquidating the chapters and had also been dealing with 
the Order. Land Commander Bentinck, who had now abandoned the struggle, 
provided his full collaboration. In consultation with Canneman and Temminck, 
he convened a general meeting in June 1812 to discuss the liquidation of the 
Order’s possessions. Turning their attention to the compensation and distribution 
of the funds promised by the authorities, the members now agreed a timetable 
with Gogel’s men. 18  

 An obstacle soon became apparent: the attitude of the steward, U.W.T. Cazius, 
who refused repeatedly to submit the documents needed for completion. Gradu-
ally, Canneman and Temminck began to suspect that Cazius had something to hide. 
There were indications that his accounts were not in order. When Gogel’s decision 
of December 1811 had been announced, there had already been signs that Cazius 
was unwilling to supply the documents. Although the parties to the liquidation had 
hoped to settle matters quickly after the agreements of June 1812, it was only a 
few weeks before Temminck noted new delays. The deadline agreed for submitting 
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the fi nal accounts covering the period until the Order’s dissolution was 31 Decem-
ber 1812. When it passed without result, Bentinck and Canneman attempted in 
vain to spur Cazius into producing the papers. 19  

 With Cazius consistently claiming that he was motivated by his loyalty to the 
Order, the authorities fi xed their hopes on Bentinck, but when Bentinck fell 
gravely ill in late February 1813, the process ground to a halt. If, as he himself 
feared, he did not survive the illness, continuity was uncertain, seeing as the 
coadjutor De Vos van Steenwijk had died in the same period. 20  The elderly land 
commander asked Commander Van Dedem van de Gelder to take over in the 
event of his death – even viewing him as the new coadjutor, although the regula-
tions provided no basis for this. 

 But Bentinck recovered. In April, he resumed his exhortations of Cazius. 
Though the tone became increasingly bitter, Cazius would not budge. Canneman 
and Temminck’s approaches were equally unsuccessful, and nothing was solved 
even when Gogel talked to Cazius. Though Cazius was indeed trying to hide his 
own fi nancial bungling, it is remarkable that these high government offi cers were 
unable to persuade him to submit the documents they needed to wind up the estate 
of the Teutonic Order and fi nalize its dissolution. French control may not have 
been so tight after all – a point that may also have applied to its censorship. 21  

 In the meantime, agreement was reached on a different point: compensation for 
the members. Though the settlement offered in October 1811 had been rejected as 
being too low, the Order changed tack in the general meeting of June 1812. In 
exchange for compensation and for sharing the funds between them, the members 
were prepared to accept dissolution – but if Cazius continued not to submit the 
documents, this would be impossible. 22  

 Compensation was a matter on which Bentinck had written to Napoleon, 
engaged by now in his Russian campaign. The only answer Bentinck received was 
that he could continue to live in the Order’s house in The Hague – a promise sub-
sequently laid down in a decree signed by Napoleon in Vitebsk, where the Russian 
army had just slipped his grasp. 23  After the emperor’s safe return to Paris in late 
1812, Bentinck tried once more, asking Appelius how matters stood with regard 
to the compensation. He was advised to approach the ministry of fi nance, which 
eventually made a concrete proposal. On 13 August 1813, Napoleon signed a 
decree in Dresden that allotted a fi xed annual pension to the members of the order 
after its dissolution. 24  

 The pensions were never paid: before the complex procedures for registering 
the national debt could get under way, the machinery of the French state was 
immobilized by developments on the front. When Napoleon had signed, the truce 
with the allies had just ended, and the fi ghting – now involving Austria – led to 
progressive collapse, a process that came to a head in mid-October at the Battle of 
the Nations near Leipzig. Some weeks later, French troops began their withdrawal 
from Holland. In mid-November, a group of prominent Dutchmen seized power 
and called for the return of the son of the last stadholder. On 30 November, he duly 
landed on the beach at Scheveningen and was inaugurated as Sovereign Prince in 
Amsterdam two days later. 25  
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 The lobby for reinstatement 
 At the French departure and the prince’s return, Bentinck saw immediately that the 
Bailiwick of Utrecht could be reinstated. He approached the sovereign in person 
and received a favourable answer. On 20 April 1814, he followed this up with an 
offi cial petition. In the rhetoric that became customary after the fall of Napoleon, 
all blame was attributed to ‘the whim of the despot’. 26  When requesting the Sov-
ereign Prince to reverse the injustice and return the ‘stolen goods’, he pointed out 
that none of the compensation promised had been paid – something that would 
become an important element in achieving a settlement. 

 On 21 February 1815, after reporting by the ministries of fi nance and the inte-
rior, a proposal for the annulment of the dissolution was submitted to the  Raad van 
State,  the sovereign’s new advisory council – a body that decided on fundamental 
questions in a debate on the reversal of revolutionary measures that was now rag-
ing throughout Europe. Its opinion was that, if compensation had been paid, the 
actions of previous governments – justifi ed or otherwise – should not be reversed. 27  
For this reason, it recommended that the ministry of the interior’s proposal with 
regard to the Utrecht chapters should not be adopted, as their members had already 
received compensation. But in the case of the Teutonic Order the situation was 
different, as no compensation had been paid. 

 William I accepted the recommendations of the  Raad van State  and signed a 
Royal Decree to this effect on 25 March 1815, nine days after proclaiming himself 
king. He reversed the dissolution of the Teutonic Order and, to the extent that they 
were still under the management of  Domeinen  and were not now in private hands, 
promised the return of the goods that had been confi scated. The king requested the 
Offi ce and the ministry of fi nance to prepare the submission of a bill to the  Staten-
Generaal,  the parliament of the new kingdom. 

 Obtaining a clear picture of the Order’s former possessions was still a compli-
cated matter, partly because it was still necessary to process the papers previously 
held by Cazius, now ex-steward. Eventually, a bill was put before the  Staten-
Generaal  on 31 July – ironically the very day that Napoleon embarked for St 
Helena. The fi rst article described the principle upon which restitution would be 
made: ‘The Teutonic Order, Bailiwick of Utrecht, shall be restored to the condi-
tion pertaining at the time of its suppression in the year 1811.’ 28  However, the 
king was to exercise greater authority over the Order than had previously been 
exercised by the Provincial States of Utrecht. The accompanying letter contained 
an important consideration regarding the policy on those affected by the Napole-
onic measures. The king expressed his heartfelt sympathy with regard to ‘the 
detriment to their property and essential interests that so many of our countrymen 
suffered during the foreign occupation’. But although he had originally intended 
to repair all such damage, he had quickly concluded that the sheer extent and 
complexity of the losses would make this impossible. 29  He realized that options 
for redressing injustices were possible only if they did not threaten the running 
of the state and would not harm any interests that had developed in the meantime. 
The reinstatement of the Bailiwick of Utrecht through the restitution of goods was 
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possible only if it did not harm the interests of those to whom its possessions had 
been auctioned. 

 The restitution policy of William I resembled that of Louis XVIII in France and 
the agreements made at the Vienna Congress. Like the Order of St John, which had 
hoped to recover Malta, the Teutonic Order in Germany received nothing. 30  On 4 
August the  Staten-Generaal  debated the bill, accepting it with the rider that 
although the proposed reinstatement of the Order entailed the restoration of its 
name and of some remaining goods, it did not entail the restoration of the Order 
as it had existed for nearly six centuries. 31  On 8 August, the king signed it into law. 
The fi nal step in the process was the publication in the  Staatsblad –  the bulletin of 
acts, orders and decrees – of the Act for the reinstatement of the Teutonic Order of 
the Bailiwick of Utrecht. 32  

 The procedures for reinstatement could then begin. Although the preparatory 
work had already been done by  Domeinen  and the ministry of fi nance, it would 
take six years for the process to be completed. Eventually, however, the Teutonic 
Order recovered the greater part of its possessions. In terms of land, this amounted 
to nearly 75 per cent: 1,420  morgen –  some 1,150 hectares. It had already been 
determined that only land administered by  Domeinen  would qualify for return. 33  
That only a quarter of the confi scated estates had been sold was due partly to the 
delays caused by Cazius but also to the cautious approach to sales taken by 
 Domeinen . The authorities had learned much from the infl ationary effects of the 
rapid sale of church property in France after 1789. Lots that could not be sold at 
auction for more than their reserve price were now withdrawn immediately and 
might be put back on the market later. It was for similar reasons that the sale of 
chapter possessions, which continued after 1814 because the chapters would not 
be reinstated, was to last for decades. 34  

 Now the Teutonic Order had been reinstated by law, Land Commander Bentinck 
was able to convene the remaining knights. On 27 September 1815 they met in the 
Order’s house in The Hague. Much moved, Bentinck began his address as 
follows: 

 Gentlemen, after the storms and shocks that have shaken the world for many 
years – shocks that also uprooted our noble Order – this is one of the happiest 
moments of my life. For that Order is risen anew, its former lustre undimmed. 35  

 But the mood during the meeting was anything but festive. First, three members 
responded frostily to Bentinck’s account of his actions between 1811 and 1815. 
They then attacked his proposal to dismiss Cazius and replace him by Christiaan 
Paulus de Vos (1781–1857), a  Domeinen  offi cer. Although the land commander 
was able to assert his will, relations were soured, and remained so for years. 

 Furious arguments also followed Bentinck’s death in later 1820, this time about 
fi nances, new regulations, and the Order’s offi cial seat. When De Vos decamped 
to London with the funds, the Order was in a serious predicament once more. Peace 
was restored only after new regulations had been accepted in 1830, fi nances had 
been put in order and, in 1836, new premises had been purchased in Utrecht. 36  Here 
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the Order remained until the end of the twentieth century, when the old Teutonic 
House that had been confi scated in 1807 became vacant, part of which was bought 
back. In the meeting room, the bust of King William I now stands behind the land 
commander’s chair, an arrangement that symbolizes the king’s saving of the Order 
in 1815. 

 Conclusion 
 The history of the Teutonic Order of the Bailiwick of Utrecht in the revolutionary 
period – specifi cally that of 1811–1815 – epitomizes not only the attack on insti-
tutions of the  ancien régime,  but also the tenacity of these institutions. The 
attacks were the product of a revolutionary ideal that wished to bring an end to 
anything reminiscent of feudalism and ecclesiastical dominion. Conveniently, 
revenue from their dissolution would also help eliminate state defi cits, which 
were largely the product of the wars that had been waged. Mixing active and 
passive resistance with fl exible responses to events as they unfolded, the expo-
nents of the old order did their best to save their skins. To recover their lost 
positions, they tried to use moderation in the revolutionary process and the fall 
of the Napoleonic regime. Their success depended on circumstance and those in 
power. Although some endeavoured to rectify revolutionary injustice, this could 
not be done if the cost was too high and if any recently gained interests were 
jeopardized. Property – ancient and recent alike – was inviolable. The Teutonic 
Order of the Bailiwick of Utrecht was able to return because its members had 
received no compensation and because the property of which they had been 
deprived was still largely in government hands. Other institutions such as the 
Utrecht chapters were disbanded for good. But because the Bailiwick of Utrecht 
was able to resume in 1815, the city still boasts an institution whose descent 
dates back directly to the time of the crusades – 1231, the year in which the 
commandery in Utrecht was founded. 
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