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In most reference resources Copernicus is referred to as a “canon”, and this is
generally accepted by historians. By and large, canons were and are ordained as
deacons, priests, or bishops — most frequently as priests. However, one may
speculate on whether those in “minor_orders” [such as acolyte, exorcist, lector,
porter, (eventually) subdeacon, etc.] were ever made canons. In very recent history,
certain laity within the Anglican Communion have been named “lay canons.” After
a 2008 consultation with an eminent church historian, it remains unclear whether
Copernicus was ordained at some level. However, in historian Rosen’s “Copernicus
Was Not A Priest” related information is most significant.

My apologies for my technical limitations, primarily the page gaps in the text of
this PDF version.
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COPERNICUSWASNOT A PRIEST *

EDWARD ROSEN
Professor of History, City College of New York

. andranno raziocinando a rovescio, e argomentando in dispetto della

evidenza delle cose.

I. THE BIRTH OF A MYTH

THROUGHOUT the scriptural seventy years of
Nicholas Copernicus' life (1473-1543) nobody
ever called the founder of modern astronomy a
priest, nor did anybody ever do so for more than
seventy years thereafter. Then this mistake was
first made by Galileo (1564-1642) when, in his
Letter to the Grand Duchess Christina, he de-
scribed Copernicus as "not only a Catholic, but
a priest and a canon." ! For his statement that
Copernicus was a priest, the renowned Italian
scientist offered no evidence whatever.

In a previous formulation he had characterized
Copernicus as "not only a Catholic, but a member
of the regular clergy and a canon." 2 For his
claim that Copernicus belonged to the regular
clergy, he likewise adduced no proof at all.

In short, Galileo put forward two unsupported
allegations. More significant than his failure to
buttress them is his tacit withdrawal of his first
allegation (that Copernicus joined the regular
clergy)? by substituting for it his second allega-

* A compact version of this paper was read to the
Ninth International Congress of the History of Science
at Barcelona on September 4, 1959, and the entire paper
was read to the University Seminar on the Renaissance
at Columbia University on November 17, 1959.

t Giacomo Leopardi, Operette morali, 11 Copernico,
scene 4; Opere 2: 59, Florence, 1845-1849.

1 Le opere di Galileo Galilei 5: 312, national edition
(cited hereafter as "NE"), Florence, 1890-1909, re-
printed  1929-1939: "non solamente cattolico, ma
sacerdote e canonico."

> NE 5: 293: "non pur cattolico, ma religioso e ca-
nonico," in a letter of February 16, 1615, to Piero Dini.
While the original draft of this letter in Galileo's own
handwriting has not survived, five manuscript copies are
extant (NE 8: 270-271). First printed in 1776, the letter
was included in the standard nineteenth- and twentieth-
century editions of Galileo's correspondence and works.

s Although this allegation was promptly withdrawn by
its author Galileo, it has been repeated by Benjamin Ginz-
burg, The adventure of science, 22, New York, 1930 ("the
Polish monk, Nicholas Copernicus"), as well as by the
anthropologist and popular psychologist George A. Dor-
sey, Man's own show: civilization, 675, New York and
London, 1931 ("this old monk Copernicus"). tion (that
Copernicus was a priest). Yet his second

allegation rests on no firmer basis than his first.

Leopardi *

Both are the merest allegations, without any
foundation in historical fact. Nevertheless,
Galileo inserted the mislabeling of Copernicus as
a priest, together with four other serious mis-
statements about the astronomer, in his Letter to
the Grand Duchess.#

Galileo wrote this letter, probably in 1615, as
part of his valiant but unavailing campaign to
save his Church from committing the grave
blunder of condemning Copernicanism as a
heresy. Under these circumstances the letter
was not printed. Its highly controversial nature,
however, aroused such intense interest that it was
reproduced in numerous handwritten copies.®
Some two decades after the letter was composed
it was printed for the first time, the original Italian
being accompanied by a Latin translation.® An
English version soon made Galileo's thesis that
"Copernicus . . . was not only a Catholick, but a
Priest" 7 available to the seventeenth century in
still a third language.

After being reprinted once in the eighteenth
century,® the letter was included in the four nine-
teenth-century editions of Galileo's works 9 as well
as in a collection of his rarer writings.!® It was
also selected to be the subject of a bibliographical
~+ Edward Rosen, Galileo's misstatements about Copet-
nicus, Isis 49: 319-330, 1958; reprinted, Massachusetts

Institute of Technology Publications in the Humanities
32, 1958.

s NE 5: 272-274.

s Nov-antiqua . . . doctrine, 5, Strasbourg, 1636.

» Thomas Salusbury, Mathematical collections and
translations 1 (1) : 429, London, 1661-1665; for new
light on this elusive individual, see Jacob Zeitlin, Thomas
Salusbury discovered, Isis 50: 455-458, 1959.

Lettera del Signor Galileo Galilei . .
Granduchessa, 3, Florence, 1710.

» Ed. Milan, 1808-1811 13: 10; ed. Milan, 1832 2 (Bib-
lioteca enciclopedica italiana 21) : 376; ed. Florence,
1842-1856 2: 29; NE 5: 312.

o Giambatista Venturi, Memorie e lettere inedite finora
o disperse di Galileo Galilei 1: 226, Modena, 1818-1821.

. scritta alla
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oddity, acclaimed as the smallest book in the
world .1

In the present century the letter has appeared
in the reprint of the national edition of Galileo's
works,'"? in two other editions of his writings,!? as
a separate publication,!* and in a comprehensive
anthology of Italian literature,”' besides being
translated for the second time into English.1¢

All sixteen of these printed editions and trans-
lations of Galileo's Letter to the Grand Duchess
repeated his misassignment of Copernicus to the
priesthood without raising the slightest question
about the matter or expressing the least doubt.
Even an otherwise astute historian of Galileo's
trial was equally gullible."

II. THE REBIRTH OF THE MYTH

If we wish to reach the second of the three
distinct historic contexts in which Copernicus
was falsely labeled a priest, we must take a long
leap forward from the denunciation of Coperni-
canism as a heresy in the seventeenth century.
Two hundred years later, Copernican treatises
were being removed from the Roman Catholic
Index of Prohibited Books. But a new contro-
versy concerning Copernicus had arisen between
a different pair of adversaries-Germans and
Poles-who bitterly disputed the astronomer's
nationality instead of his orthodoxy. In the heat
of this conflict between two great neighboring
cultures an ardent Polish patriot, Adrian
Krzyianowski (1788-1852), emeritus professor
of the University of Warsaw, giving no indica-
tion that he was awate of Galileo's misconcep-
tions about Copernicus' status as a cleric, pub-
lished the following mixture of truth and
falsehood :

+ Galileo a Madama Cristina di Lorena, 50-51, Padua,
1896; see La Bibliofilia 8: 221, 1906-1907, and 14: 280,
1912-1913.

" 5:312,1932.

» Opere 3: 363-364, Florence, 1935, ed. Pietro Pagnini;
Opere 1: 880, Milan and Rome, 1936-1938, ed. Sebastiano
Timpanaro.

« Galileo Galilei, Lettera a Cristina di Lorena, 8,
Florence, 1943, ed. Giovanni Gentile.

15 La letteratura italiana, storia e testi 34 :1=--Galileo,
Opere, 1010, Milan and Naples, 1953, ed. Ferdinando
Flora.

« Stillman Drake, Discoveries and opinions of Galileo,
178, Gatden City, 1957.

» Karl von Gebler, Galileo Galilei und die Riimische
Curie 1: 80, Stuttgart, 1876-1877. The revisions made by

Von Gebler for the Italian translation by Giovanni Prato,
Galileo Galilei e la Curia Romana 1: 86, Florence, 1879,
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and for the English translation by Jane Sturge, Galileo
Galilei and the Roman Curia, 65, London, 1879, left
Galileo's error intact.

In Krakow after 1502, the year in which he went
there from Rome, Copernicus embraced the ecclesi-
astical profession and was ordained there. There
also, as is proved by his astronomical works, between
the aforementionedy year and 1509 he wrote his im-
morttal treatise De revolutionibus orbium coelestium.
In KrakOw he found James Zaremba of Bydgoszcz, a
friend of his deceased parents, still alive. During
their stay in Krakow, in the year 1469 they had been
admitteci together with their children 18 by Zaremba
as provincial to the Third Order, that is, to participa-
tion in the spiritual good works of the Dominican
order of the Polish province (provincia polona), as
we know from an original parchment which attests
the affiliation of the Copernicus family with the
Polish Dominicans. This Zaremba was elevated to
suffragan of Krakow in 1502 by John Konarski,
bishop of Krakow, and to titular bishop of Lao-
dicea in 1503 by Pope Pius III. There are traces
that Copernicus received his priestly ordination from
the hangs of Zaremba and Konarski.

Krzyianowski's Kopernik w Walhalli, from
which the foregoing excerpt is translated, was
first published as a letter to a newspaper ;'° it
was promptly reprinted in two literary journals,?
and also as a separate pamphlet (Warsaw, 1843).
Its diffusion beyond Polish circles was rapid.
An abridgment appeared in German,-' and a para-
phrase in Russian.?? "An address delivered at
the annual meeting of the Polish Association, on

» Krzyianowski conveyed this detail correctly. The
same cannot be said for Artur Wolynski's statement that
"in order to obtain from Heaven the grace of having
offspring, both spouses became tertiaries of St. Dominic,
and before Father James Zaremba, provincial of the
Dominicans, who enlisted them in the militia of his
patriarch, they also made a vow to have their future
children entolled in the Third Order" (Cenni biografici
di NiccolO Copernico, 9, Florence, 1873). Exactly when
Copernicus' parents were matried is not known, but an
inheritance settlement proves that they were already man
and wife in 1464 (Leopold Prowe, Nicolaus Coppernicus
1 (1): 66, Berlin, 1883-1884). Nine years later (not
eleven, despite Prowe 1 (1) : 53) the astronomer was
born, the youngest of their four children; the birthdays
of their three older children are unknown. Despite
Wolynski, no "future children" are mentioned in the
document that admitted Copernicus' parents to the Third
Order in 1469. Nor did they become tertiaries "in order
to obtain from Heaven the grace of having offspring."

» Kurjer warszawski, February 19, 1843.

zo Rozmaitoici, pismo dodatkowe do Gazety |wowskigj,
1843, supplement to no. 16, with corrections suggested by
someone else in no. 18: 142-143 ; and Tygodnik literacki
(Poznan) 6 (23-206), 1843.

= Kopernik gehOrt nicht in die Walhalla, Jahrbficher
ffir slavische Literatur, Kunst und Wissenschaft 1: 247-
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252, 1843 ; our passage occurs at p. 251.

= Setgei Pobedonostzev, Nikolai Kopernik, Moskvity-
anin, part 5, no. 9: 119, 1843 (I wish to thank Peter Gay

of the Columbia University Library for helping me wit
this material).
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the occasion of the three hundredth anniversary
of the Copernican system" summarized Krzyia-
nowski's contentions for an English-speaking
audience. This address was preserved in a
brochure 23 offprinted from a British petiodical,?*
whose readers were told that "Konarski and
Zaremba of Bidgosc, two high dignitaries of the
church, are named by historians as particular
friends both to himself and to his family. . . .
Copernicus entered holy orders, and was conse-
crated at Cracow a priest." 2> This misinforma-
tion was soon repeated in French by one of
Krzyianowski's compatriots whose re-broadcast,
as we shall have occasion to see later on in Section
III, in turn evoked further repercussions with
deadly effectiveness. All in all, there were but
few regions in the civilized world which did not
have access in their own language to Krzyianow-
ski's asseveration that Copernicus was a priest.

If the struggle between Germans and Poles
over the nationality of Copernicus accomplished
nothing else, it did at least stimulate scholars in
both camps to undertake intensive research into
everything that affected, or might have affected
the astronomer's career. Utilizing the positive
results of these investigations, let us try to dis-
tinguish truth from falsehood in that curious
mixture quoted above from Kryzyianowski's
Valhalla paper.

In the first place, Copernicus is not known to
have been in Rome after the jubilee year 1500.
Secondly, he did not leave Italy in 1502, since
on May 31, 1503, he was personally awarded the
degree of doctor of canon law by the University
of Ferrara.26 Thirdly, when he left Italy in
" Krystyn Lach-Szyrma, Copernicus and his native
land, London, 1844 ; translated into Polish by Erazm
Rykaczewski, Kopernik i jego ojczyzna, Gniezno, 1873.
The Polish version was also included in Ignacy Polkow-
ski, Kopernikijana 2: 149-174, Gniezno, 1873-1875, with
our passage at 2: 160; moreover, at 2: 111-119, Polkow-
ski reprinted Krzyianowski's Kopernik w Walhalli.
These three publications of 1873, the four-hundredth
anniversary of Copernicus' birth, reinforced the impact
of Krzyianowski's arguments on Poland thirty years
after they were originally advanced in 1843, the three-
hundredth anniversary of Copernicus' death.

» Foreign and Colonial Quarterly Review 3: 361-393,
1844.

= Op. cit., 371; offprint, 11.

x His diploma was found in 1876 (twenty-four years
after Krzyianowski's death), and was published by Bal-
dassarre Boncompagni, Atti dell' Accademia pontificia de'
nuovi lincei 30: 341-397, 1876-1877, with an excellent
photocopy. Maurice Daisomont mistakenly postponed
Copernicus' acquisition of the doctoral degree until 1504
(Le clerge catholique devant |'astronomie, 14, Bruges,
1950). 1503,27 his destination was not Krakow,
but Frombork (Frauenburg), the seat of the
cathedral chapter of which he had become a
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member six years before, and which had twice
granted him leave of absence to study in Italy.
Fourthly, in 1507, by order of the Frombork
chapter,?® he began to attend his uncle, the
bishop of Varmia (Ermland), as personal
physician in the episcopal residence at
Lidzbark (Heilsberg). Fifthly, he did not finish
writing the Revolutions in 1509. Lastly, the
surname of the provincial who admitted his
family to the Third Order was not Zaremba.
Since Krzyianowski insisted that "Zaremba" was
one of the two prelates by whom Copernicus was
ordained a priest, it behooves us to scrutinize the

document which enrolled Copernicus' family in
the Third Order.

This document was first published in 1819.%
After being reprinted three times,® it appeated in
facsimile.3! An examination of the facsimile
shows that the name Zaremba did not occur in
the document. In it the "Order of Preachers'
provincial for Poland," who accepted Copernicus'
family in the Third Order, called himself simply
Friar "James of Bydgoszcz" ( Jacobus de
Bydgostia) without indicating his surname.
Modestly describing himself as an "unworthy

" - Hans Schmauch, Die Riickkehr des Koppernikus aus
Italien im Jahre 1503, Zeitschrift fur die Geschichte and
Altertumskunde Ermlands (cited hereafter as "ZE")
25: 225-233, 1933-1935.

= Prowe 1 (1) : 337.

» Pamictnik warszawski 14: 372-374, 1819. If the
characters at the close of the document were correctly
read as "L. S.," they undoubtedly constitute an abbrevia-
tion for Locus Sigilli (the place for the seal). The
document itself declares toward the end : "In witness
whereof, I have ordered the seal of my office as provin-
cial to be appended to the present document"; and when
it was first published, the seal was still attached to it,
according to R*** [Kazimierz Lucjan Ignacy Romer],
Beitrdge zur Beantwortung der Frage nach der Nation-
alitat des Nicolaus Copernicus, 124, Breslau, 1872. Hence,
despite Henryk Baranowski, Bibliografia kopernikowska,
no. 753, Warsaw, 1958, the letters "L. S." are not the
initials of any author, and certainly not of the writer
who published no. 3696 in 1953 (see Baranowski, 429).

so , 124 ; Franz Hipler, Spicilegium coperni-
canum, 298, Braunsberg, 1873; Polkowski, Kopernikijana
3: 6-7, with a translation into Polish at 3: 7-8. A brief
history of the document appeared in Wiek, no. 64: 3,
1877.

s Artur Wolyfiski, Autografi di NiccolO Copernico,
pl. XV, Florence, 1879. "The original is found in the
Krasinski Library at Warsaw," reported Wolyfiski, who
was cited by Prowe (1 (1) : 313). Yet the latter,
shortly after saying that the original "is now probably
in St. Petersburg" (2: 467), remarked that it is "lost,
as was pointed out in the preceding note" (2: 468).
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professor of sacred theology," he dated the docu-
ment on March 10, 1469, "in the monastety of
Krakow."

This same "James of Bydgoszcz, professor of
sacred theology and prior of the monastery of the
Holy Trinity" had petitioned the University of
Krakow on August 28, 1450 32 not only to admit
the local Dominican friars to the university by
incorporation but also to accept him as a teacher
of theology, "and this was done." 33 Moreover,
"Friar James of Bydgoszcz, master of sacred
theology, who ruled the province of Poland for
twenty-seven years," died in 1478, according to
the necrology of the Dominican monastery of the
Holy Trinity at KrakOw.34

Since James of Bydgoszcz, who made Copet-
nicus' family Dominican tertiaries in 1469, died
in 1478, he obviously could not, despite Krzyia-
nowski, have ordained Copernicus a priest after
1502. Nor, again despite Krzyianowski, could
James of Bydgoszcz have been "elevated to suf-
fragan of Krakow in 1502 by John Konarski,
bishop of KrakOw,35 and to titular bishop of
Laodicea in 1503." 36 In those eatly years of the
sixteenth century the suffragan of KrakOw

=2 Four years earlier, on August 22, 1446, James of
Bydgoszcz as prior and the other friars of the monastery
of the Holy Trinity in Krakow sold a house to the mu-
nicipal authorities ; see Codex diplomaticus civitatis cra-
coviensis 1257-1506 1: 208, Krakow, 1879-1882, ed. Fran-
ciszek Piekositiski.

« Conclusiones universitatis cracoviensis ab anno 1441
ad annum 1589, 15, Krakow, 1933, ed. Henryk Barycz.

2 Heinrich Zeissberg, Kleinere Geschichtsquellen
Polens im Mittelalter, Archiv fur iisterreichische
Geschichte 55: 150, 1877; the necrology records the death
of James of Bydgoszcz as having occurred on May 30,
1478.

22 The anachronistic idea that John Konarski made
James of Bydgoszcz his suffragan appeared as early as
Severinus, De vita . . . Hyacinthi, 54, Rome, 1594. But
after James of Bydgoszcz died in 1478, a quarter of a
century elapsed before John Konarski became bishop of
Krakow in 1503, as was pointed out by Sadok Barycz,
Rys dziejOw zakonu kaznodziejskiego w Polsce 2: 50,
Lvov, 1861.

« James of Bydgoszcz was in fact named titular bishop
of Laodicea, but not in 1503. Hierarchia catholica medii
et recentioris aevi 2: 190, Miinster and Padua, 1901-1958,
includes in its list of titular bishops of Laodicea in Syria
"Jacobus de Bydgoszcza, 0. Praed. 1481." While Hier-
archia catholica's date (1481) for the elevation of James
of Bydgoszcz to the Laodicean bishopric is not as in-
accurate as Krzyianowski's date (1503), both dates must
be belated since the bishop died in 1478 (see n. 34,
above). He owed his double elevation to Jan Rzeszow-
ski, who was bishop of KrakOw from 1471 to 1488; see
Barycz 2: 50, and Szymon Starowolski, Vitae antistitum
cracoviensium, 181-183, Krak6w, 1655. and titular
bishop of Laodicea was John Przyjaciel of
Krakow, who latinized his surname as "Amicinus."
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Furthermore, the surname of the provincial
who presided over the initiation of Copernicus'
family into the Third Order is transmitted to us
by one of his contemporaries, Jan Dlugosz (1415-
1480). This famous Polish historian recorded
the surname in an essay which remained in manu-
script until twelve years after Krzyianowski's
death. Then in 1864 one of the volumes in
Dlugosz's collected works appeared, containing
his list of the "Names of the provincials of the
Otzder of Preachers in the kingdom of Poland and
its province." There we read that "Friar James
of Bydgoszcz, professor of sacred theology, by
birth a noble of the house of Godziemba,38 prior
of Krakow, was unanimously elected in a general

»7 Jan Nepomucen Fijalek (1864-1936), Studya do
dziejOw uniwersytetu krakowskiego i jego wydzialu teo-
logicznego w XV wieku, Rozprawy akademii umiejct-
nogci, wydzial filologiczny, KrakOw, ser. 2 14: 17, 1899.
Amicinus was suffragan of Krakow as early as December
29, 1501 (Conclusiones univ. cracov., 95). Again be-
lated, Hierarchia catholica (2: 311) dates Amicinus' ap-
pointment as suffragan of Krakow in 1503 ; the month and
day must be August 9 or earlier, since it records his
elevation to the bishopric of Laodicea as follows : "Jo-
annes (suffr. epi. Cracovien.) 1503 Aug. 9" (2: 190).
For Amicinus' retention of both these titles as late as
1524, see Catalogus diplomatum pergameneorum universi-
tatis jagellonicae cracoviensis, p. 192, no. 394, Krakow,
1953, ed. Kazimierz Kaczmarczyk. Amicinus died on
October 16, 1526 (Acta rectoralia almae universitatis
studii cracoviensis 1: 726, Krakow, 1893-1909, edd. Wla-
dislaw Wislocki and Stanislaw Estreicher).

2« The credit for correcting Krzyianowski's substitution
of "Zaremba" for James of Bydgoszcz's true surname
Godziemba should be given to Ludwik Antoni Birken-
majer, Mikolaj Kopernik, 432, Krakow, 1900. Yet,
strangely enough, L. A. Birkenmaj er took a less decisive
position on p. 572. There, instead of rejecting the pre-
tended surname Zaremba outright, he merely termed it
"at least questionable," and said only that Fijalek called
James of Bydgoszcz "Godziemba." But this question of
the surname is not to be decided by citing a nineteenth-
century scholar who cries "Godziemba" against another
who shouts "Zaremba." Actually Fijalek found the true
surname Godziemba in Dlugosz. However defective this
Renaissance historian's accounts of remote times and
places may have been, he certainly can be trusted when
he is discussing his own contemporaries and his own
immediate vicinity. His "Names of the provincials of
the Otrder of Preachers in the kingdom of Poland" would
extend, he explained, from the first such provincial "to
the modern, namely, Friar James of Bydgoszcz," who was
prior of the Dominican monastery in Krakow while
Dlugosz was a canon of the cathedral chapter in the
same city. The misassignment of James of Bydgoszcz
to the Zaremba family did not originate with Krzyian-
owski ; see n. 50, below.
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chapter held in the monastery at Sieradz in the
year 144. ;39 becoming paralyzed at Krakow in
1478, he died on May 3 40 and was buried in the
monastery of the Holy Trinity of the Order of
Preachers." #!

As a matter of sober historical fact, then, it was
James Godziemba (not Zaremba) of Bydgoszcz
who inducted Copernicus' family into the Third
Order in 1469. Godziemba was later designated
titular bishop of Laodicea, apparently shortly
before his death in 1478. He had no part in any
alleged ordination of Copernicus as a priest after
1502.

Not content to offer a bare assertion like Gali-
leo's. Krzyianowski adorned his fantasy with a
specific place (Krakow), an approximate time
(after 1502), and the names of two presiding
prelates (Zaremba and Konarski). In venturing
to supply such definite details Krzyianowski per-
haps imagined that he was enhancing his credi-
bility. Instead these very details turned out to
be his Achilles' heel, since they permitted him to
be refuted by lovers of the truth using unimpeach-
able sources, the publication of which he did not
foresee.

Nevertheless, Krzyianowski himself may have
sensed the weakness of his Valhalla paper. For
he returned to the fray three months later in his
Spomnienie jubileuszowe %2 (or Commemoration

» The last digit is missing in Dlugosz, who reports
that Godziemba's predecessor died in 1441. According
to the necrology cited in n. 34 above, James of Bydgoszcz
had "ruled the province of Poland for twenty-seven
years" at the time of his death in 1478; if so, he took
office soon after 1450. Why did Baracz (2: 50) give
the date as not later than 1447? James of Bydgoszcz
is named as the provincial in 1454 (Codex diplomaticus
civitatis cracoviensis 1. 222).

« According to the necrology cited in n. 34 above,
James of Bydgoszcz died on May 30.

# Dlugosz, Opera omnia 9: 453, Krakow, 1863-1887 =
Liber beneficiorum dioecesis cracoviensis 3: 453; see
3: 449 for the passage quoted toward the end of n. 38,
above.

« This "Memoir in commemoration of Nicholas Coper-
nicus, the founder of modern astronomy, in the thtree-
hundredth year since his death and the promulgation of
his system" was published separately (Warsaw, 1844),
and also constituted pp. 1-34 of the appendix to KrzyZan-
owski's Dawna polska (Warsaw, 1844), a book on eatly
Poland and its contribution to human progress. The
Commemoration Memoir was promptly reprinted twice :
Kalendar Niezabitowskiego, 1844, and Przyjaciel ludu
(Leszno) 11: pt. 1, no. 4-8, 1844. Five years after
Krzyianowski's death, his Dawna polska was brought
out in a second edition (Warsaw, 1857) by Hipolit Skim-
borowicz, who included the Commemoration Memoir in
pt. 1:99-132; as did also Polkowski in his Kopernikijana

Memoir, as we may call it), which he dated May
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24, 1843, the tercentenary of Copernicus' death.
In his Commemoration Memoir he said about the
astronomer : "In Krakow after 1502, the year in
which he returned there from Rome, he embraced
the ecclesiastical profession and received his
ordination there." 43 The multiple errors stuffed
into this one sentence have been disclosed above
in our analysis of Krzyianowski's Valhalla paper.
But now in his Commemoration Memoir he pro-
ceeded to add the following new material :

This is the understanding of Samuel Luther Geret,
doctor of law, court secretary of King Poniatowski
in the administration of the city of Torun, in his
manuscripts known to us concerning Copernicus, and
this follows from the fact that after 1509, when
Copernicus left Krakow for Varmia, he was already
a ptiest. 44

The Commemoration Memoit's statement that
Copernicus was already a priest in 1509 when
he left Krakow is not really new. For the Val-
halla paper had previously maintained that the
astronomer lived in Krakow from 1502 to 1509,
and that Krakow was the scene of his ordination
as a priest after 1502 (and therefore before
1509). Thus the Commemoration Memoit's un-
supported assertion that Copernicus became a
priest at the latest in 1509 adds absolutely nothing
to the Valhalla papet's unsupported assertion that
he was ordained after 1502.

Hence the only really new element for us in
the Commemoration Memoir is its mention of
references to Copernicus in the manuscripts of
Geret (1730-1797). Born in Torun (Thorn),
Copernicus' birthplace, Geret filled various mu-
nicipal offices of his native city, and also edited a
local weekly newspaper for twelve years. Shortly
before his death he published two books about his
home town, one focusing on its contemporary
situation and the other on its historical past. He
was appointed to several royal posts by his ruler,
King Stanislaw Poniatowski, at whose court in
Warsaw he resided for some time. Living in the
period when Poland, once a major sovereign
state, was sinking below the political horizon
while the star of Prussia's might was rising,
Geret tried to instill nationalistic feeling in the
Prussians inhabiting Poland ; he called "the

2: 127-147. 1 wish to thank Wanda Borkowska, librarian
of the Bibliotheque Polonaise in Paris, for her courtesy
in making available to me the 2d ed. of Dawna polska.
» Spomnienie jubileuszowe, 23; Dawna polska, appen-
dix, %_fﬁd; 2d ed., pt. 1 : 122; Polkowski 2: 140.
s |bid.
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Poles the enemies of Prussia." 45 He would
hardly have sympathized with Krzyianowski's
thesis that Copernicus was a Pole.

What do Geret's manuscripts say concerning
Copernicus ? In all the vast literature that has
been published about the astronomer in the 115
years since Krzyianowski's extremely vague
citation of these manusctipts 46 first appeared in
print (his citation has been republished four
times), they have been discussed only once, and
that unique discussion is openly skeptical.47
Therefore, while awaiting more precise informa-
tion on these manuscript references to Coperni-
cus, I should be inclined to recommend suspension
of judgment about Geret's "understanding," as
relayed to us by Krzyianowski.

In the meantime it is possible to examine one
instance of Krzyianowski's use of a manuscript.
Dlugosz's "Names of the provincials of the Order
of Preachers in the kingdom of Poland and its
province" was still only an unpublished manu-
script when Krzyianowski's Commemoration
Memoir was printed. With regard to James of
Bydzoszcz, as we saw above,*® Dlugosz's manu-
script reports that his surname was Godziemba,
that he was elected in the general chapter held at
Sieradz in the decade of the 1440's, and that he
died in 1478. But Krzyianowski's Commemo-
ration Memoir airily declared that "James Zaremba
of Bydgoszcz . . . was elected by a meeting of the
chapter at Sieradz in 1478." 49 Why did
Krzyianowski accept the transfer of James of
Bydgoszcz from one noble Polish family to an-
other ? Why did he accept the transformation of
the date of James of Bydgoszcz's death into the

s s. L. Geret, Die aus den Graben' durchdringende
Stimme derer vor zwey hundert und hundert funfzig
Jahren verstorbenen wahren und iichten Preussen, zur
Erweckung und Besserung an die jetzt lebenden zu Polen
ausgearteten Preussen, 6, Mitau, 1774; Geret begins this
book, which was published anonymously for obvioas rea-
sons, with the lament "that we have become Poles and
have ceased to be Prussians” (p. 5).

« R¥** [Romer], 169, was impressed by Krzyianow-
ski's "explicit" citation of Geret's manuscripts. But
would not an additional indication of the exact passage
have made Krzyianowski's citation even more explicit,
thereby helping to settle the question whether he was
writing history or creating mystery?

v Gdzie jest Mandatum regium pro administratore
Copernico w rtkopisie Gereta?, Wick, 1887, no. 205.

48 In the text at n. 41.

» Spomnienie jubileuszowe, 24; Dawna polska, appen-
dix, 24; 2d ed., pt. 1 : 122; Polkowski 2: 141. date of his
election as provincial ? 5° Was it not because he
wanted to pretend that the provincial who made
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the astronomet's parents Dominican tertiaries in
1469 lived long enough to help ordain
Copernicus as a priest between 1502 and 1509°?
For Krzyianowski's Commemoration Memoir
continued as follows :

After serving the Order in this office [of provin-
cial] for twenty-four years, in 1502 Zaremba was
elevated to suffragan of Krakow by John Konarski,
bishop of Krakow, and in 1503 to titular bishop of
Laodicea by Pope Pius III. There are indications
that Copernicus received his priestly ordination from
the hands of Zaremba and Konarski.>!

The nature of these "indications" can readily be
surmised by witnesses of Krzyianowski's deliber-
ate distortions of Dlugosz's manuscript. No
wonder Krzyianowski's principal German an-
tagonist called him an "unreliable writer." 52
Even a staunch Polish admirer of Krzyianowski,
describing him as hot-headed, hasty, and rash,
spoke of his "numerous blunders and many un-
tenable, exaggerated assertions." 93

I1I. THE SPREAD OF THE MYTH

Despite such shortcomings Krzyianowski ex-
erted an enormous influence both inside Poland
and outside. We have already seen 3% how his
dubious doctrines were propagated in German,
Russian, and English. But by far his loudest
echo was Jan Czynski (1801-1867) ,55 the author
of Kopernik et ses travaux, Paris, 1847. There-
after most Frenchmen writing about Copernicus

« The misassignment of James of Bydgoszcz to the

Zaremba family appears as early as Severinus (De vita

Hyacinthi, 54), who also transformed 1478 into the
year in which James of Bydgoszcz was elected provin-
cial, even though at p. 66 Severinus dated the death of
James of Bydgoszcz in 1477.

s Spomnienie jubileuszowe, 24; Dawna polska, appen-
dix, 24 ; 2d ed., pt. 1 : 122 ; Polkowski 2 : 141. Although
Krzyianowski's "Zaremba" never existed, John Konarski
(1447-1525) actually was the bishop of Krakow for more
than twenty-one years from 1503 until his death on April
3, 1525 ; see Starowolski, Vitae antistitum cracoviensium,
191-193, or Ludwik Lttowski, Katalog biskupOw, pra-
latOw i kanonikOw krakowskich 2: 58-73, KralcOw, 1852-
1853.

s2 Prowe 1 (1) : 48. Prowe's general distrust of Krzy-
ianowski did not save him from being dececived by his
adversary's interpolation of "Zaremba" in the 1469 docu-
ment, which he reprinted (2: 468).

« R¥* [Romer], 111, 141, 162.

« In the text at nn. 21-25, above.

= For a brief sketch of Cuzyriski's life and character, see
Stanislaw Wecdkiewicz, Etudes coperniciennes 1: 58-61,
Paris, 1955-1957.
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drew much of their information (and misinforma-
tion) about him from Czynski. Thus at three
points in Czynski's extensive Table of Contents
they could read that Copernicus "becomes a
priest," "embraces the ecclesiastical condition
through love of science," and "becomes a priest
by profession, fulfilling all its duties with remark-
able punctiliousness." ¢ This last unhistorical
product of a devout imagination was expanded
in Czynski's Introduction,57 which located in
Krakow Copernicus' "embracing of the ecclesi-
astical condition as his vocation." 58 For this
supposititious action Czynski's text generously
furnished Copernicus' motive :

He hoped to find an unknown route, to discover the
true mechanism of the universe, and to give a new
impulse to the investigations pursued by the human
mind. In order to attain this end, he had to have a
peaceful refuge and a life free from storms. The
ecclesiastical condition corresponded best to his inner
calling and future plans. Guided as much by piety
as by the desire to continue his astronomical re-
searches, he renounced the life of the world and
became a priest. James Zaremba, suffragan, and
John Konarskig bishop of Krakow, conferred holy
orders on him.

Having provided the astronomer with a praise-
worthy purpose in picking the profession of priest,
Czynski proceeded to describe Copernicus' at-
titude toward the career which he actually did
not choose : "He wished to fulfill his duties as
priest, giving proof of great piety and bringing
much precision to his performance of the divine
mission." ¢° "Copernicus' scientific work did not
prevent him from carrying out his duties as a
priest and as a citizen." ¢! "Copernicus' be-
havior . . . provides an example which ought to
be followed by the clergy of all countries. His
position as a priest did not make him forget his
obligations as a citizen." %2 Czynski climaxed
his account of Copernicus' twofold services by
pinning on the astronomer the hyphenated label
"priest-citizen." 63

An entire chapter % of Czynski's book was de-
voted to Krzylanowski's Valhalla paper. From
it Czynski translated a sentence with which we

s Pp. xiv, viii,

- Dated August 10, 1845 (p. 19) ; the Dedication is
have already become familiar : "Upon his return
%alt)cc%ZSthcmbcr 10. 1846 (p. iii).

“ Pp. 34-35.

% P35

“ P44,

= P54

“ P83

« Ch. XIV, pp. 174-192.
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to Krakow, Copernicus embraced the ecclesiastical
profession, and it was at Krakow that he was
ordained." 5 After correcting an error committed
by Krzyianowski, Czyriski continued :

Here the learned professor enters into minute details
concerning the personal life of Copernicus. At
Krakow he finds James Zaremba, who lets him share
the rights enjoyed by the Dominicans in Poland. It
was this bishop, as well as Konarski, bishop_of
KrakOw, who presided at Copernicus' ordination.

By attributing to Krzyianowski the statement
that Copernicus joined the Dominican Third
Order, Czynski imputed to his compatriot a
blunder which Krzyianowski did not in fact make.
For in his Valhalla paper, as we saw above,07
Krzyianowski listed the persons admitted to the
Third Order as Copernicus' parents "together
with their children." But these children did not
include the future astronomer. He was born in
1473, nearly four years after his parents entered
the Third Otder, taking with them those of their
children who had been born before March 10,
1469. To enlist Copernicus among the Domini-
can tertiaries four years before his birth would
have involved an absurd anachronism of which
Krzyianowski was not guilty. He neither stated
nor implied that Copernicus became a Dominican
tertiary. It was Czynski who enrolled the as-
tronomer in the Third Ozrder ; and he placed that
event (which never occurred) more than thirty
years after the date of the document attesting the
admission into the Third Order of Copernicus'
family without the astronomer.

Close attention to chronology, however, was not
conspicuous among Czynski's virtues. Thus he
put Copernicus' researches "in the middle of the
fifteenth century," o although that century's third
quarter was nearly over at the time of the as-
tronomer's birth in 1473, a date which Czynski
knew perfectly well." While aware that Coper-
nicus died seventy years later in 1543,7° Czynski
nevertheless computed that the astronomer's "life
ended at the age of seventy-three." 7* Copernicus'
observation of an occultation of Aldebaran on
March 9 was assigned by Czynski to 1496 72 in-

® P.1KK.
“ P.189.
« In the text at n. 18.
o P. 14: see also p. 172.
o P. 20.
0 P.84
" P. 85.
P. 32.
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stead of 1497.73 In the dedication of the
Revolutions Copernicus declared that he had kept
his book away from publishers "not only nine
years but four times nine years" ; that interval
was mistranslated by Czynski as "more than
twenty-seven years."’ The first printed ex-
planation of the Copernican theory was written
in 1539 by Copernicus' disciple, George Joachim
Rheticus, who dated it "on the ninth day before
the calends of Octobet" ; this day in the calendar
of ancient Rome was misequated by Czytiski 73
with October 9 (instead of September 23).7¢ He
called Tycho Brahe (1546-1601) a contemporary
of Copernicus,”” even though the great Danish
observer was born more than three years after
Copernicus died. Jan Broiek (1585-1652) 78
was converted into a "friend and confidant" of
Copernicus by Czytiski,” despite the lattet's quo-
tation & of Krzyianowski's correct description of
Broiek as "professor of astronomy in Krakow at
the beginning of the seventeenth century."
Having noted 8! that Galileo's Dialogue was pub-
lished in 1632, Czytiski remarked : "it is on ac-
count of this book" that the eminent Italian sci-
entist "was summoned before the tribunal of the
Sacred Congregation of the Cardinals, under
Paul V,in 1610." &

Pierre Gassend (1592-1655), the famous
French philosopher whose life of Copernicus was
published in 1654, was called by Czytiski "the
first biographer of Copernicus" 8 and "the only
biographer of Copetnicus," 8¢ even though Czytt-
ski himself acknowledged that "a short biography
of Copernicus," 85 "two pages" 86 in length, had
previously appeared in the 1617 edition of the

» Revolutions, 1V, 27.

- P. 72; cf. p. 185.
= P. 62,

» Edward Rosen, 196, Three Copernican treatises, New
York, 1939; 2d ed., Dover Publications, 1959.

7 P. 103.

» For a brief account of this enthusiastic admirer of
Copernicus, together with a useful list of publications
about Bro2ek, see Wedkiewicz, Etudes coperniciennes
1: 7-11.

» P. 96.

so P. 182.

s P. 252,

= P. 258.

» P, 27.

84 P. 120; when he called Gassend "the only serious
biographet" of Copernicus, Czyfiski ignored Georg Chris-
toph Lichtenberg (1797, 1803) and Johann Heinrich
Westphal (1822).

s P. 168.

«P. 169. Revolutions.97 Erasmus Reinhold's
Prussian tables (Tubingen, 1551) gave Czyriski
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particular trouble. In one IEassage 88 attributes
them to Copernicus who, he says, sent them to
Rome (presumably before 1543) ; in another
passage he names Rheticus as "the author of the
Prussian tables.”® Copetnicus' reference to the
discovery of America was displaced by Czytiski
from Book
I, chapter 3, of the Revolutions to "the first chap-
ter." ¥ In describing Copernicus' living quarters,
Czytiski remarked that "the simple astronomical
instruments were made with his own hands." 9!
Yet previously Czytiski had said that "the only
instrument which Copernicus had at his dis-
posal" 2 was the parallactic instrument. More-
over. Czytiski added that "we see in the papers
of Tycho Brahe, found after his death, the de-
scription of the parallactic instrument made by
Copernicus' hand and used by him in his observa-
tions." 93 This formulation indicates that Czytiski
was unfamiliar with Copernicus' detailed de-
scription of the parallactic instrument in the
Revolutions.% By saying that Copernicus had
only the parallactic instrument, used mainly for
observing the moon, Czytiski showed that he was
equally unfamiliar with Copernicus' desctriptions

< This in turn had been preceded by the biography of
Copernicus in Melchior Adam, Vitae Germanorum .
clarorum, 126-128, Frankfurt, 1615; this work was issued
also at Heidelberg in 1615 under the title Vitae Ger-
manorum philosophorum. Besides these two biographies
of 1615 and 1617, a third biography of Copernicus was
published before Gassend's. In fact, this third biography
appeared in two quite different versions : one in the
first edition of Szymon Starowolski's Scriptorum poloni-
corum . .. vitae (Frankfurt, 1625; reprinted 1644), and
the other in the second edition (Venice, 1627). If it be
true that Starowolski's second version was actually
written by Broiek, the latter is still not Copernicus'
"first biographer," despite Wedkiewicz, 10; nor is the
1617 biography the "first biography of Copernicus"
(Wedkiewicz, 9), since it was preceded by Adam's.
Some people will doubtless enjoy being assured that
Adam came first. For the question whether Broiek
wrote the second version of Starowolski's biography of
Copernicus, see Aleksander Birkenmajer, Czy Leovitius
by?' przeciwnikiem Kopernika?, Kwartalnik historii nauki
i techniki 4: 20-21, 1959 (summary in English at pp.
32-33).

s P.57.

» P. 97.

» P. 37. Edward Rosen, Copernicus and the discovery
of America, Hispanic American Historical Review 23:
367-371, 1943.

o P. 95.

92p. 39.

» P. 38.

» Bk. IV, ch. 15.
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of the quadrant,’> used for the sun, and of the
armillary sphere,? used for the stars.”” Copet-
nicus' proposals for reforming the Prussian cur-
rency would have abolished the coining of money
by the three cities which still possessed that
privilege ; but Leipzig was not one of those three
cities, despite Czynski," who undoubtedly meant
Danzig.”

His acquaintance with the history of astronomy
was somewhat less than complete. When he tried
to tell his readers how highly Copernicus was
regarded by Christopher Clavius (1538-1612),
Czytiski made some comical slips. Clavius' most
popular publication, which was issued over and
over again, was cast in the form of a commentary
on a thirteenth-century textbook by Sacrobosco.!"
Ludicrously inverting the relationship of these
two men, Czynski has Socro Bosco (as he calls
him) "reproducing the very words of Flavius" 101
(as he calls Clavius). He laments "the fate of
Vergil, 192 bishop of Salzburg, condemned as a
heretic because he was the first man who dared
to proclaim the sphericity of the earth and the
existence of antipodes." Yet Czynski himself
emphasized that Copernicus "recalls Lactantius,!
who poked fun at people convinced that the earth
is round," "Lactantius,!%4 a caustic writer who
ridiculed the mathematicians desiring to prove
the sphericity of the earth." And Czynski
quoted °" Keplet's reference to "Augustine who,
while admitting the roundness of the earth, was
unwilling to believe in the antipodes." Could
Czynski possibly have been unaware that the war
waged by the church fathers Lactantius and Saint
Augustine against the correct conceptions of a
round earth inhabited by antipodes was fought
in the fourth and fifth centuries, hundreds of
years before Vergil of Salzburg was condemned

» Revolutions, Bk. 11, ch. 2.

» Rev., Bk. II, ch. 14.

» Tadeusz Przypkowski, Les instruments astrono-
miques de Nicolas Copernic, Archives internationales
d'histoire des sciences 6: 220-226, 1953.

» P. 46.

» Jean-Yves Le Branchu, Ecrits notables sur la mon-
nate 1: 28, Paris, 1934.

w Lynn Thorndike, The Sphere of Sacrobosco and
its commentators, Chicago, 1949.

101 p. 57.

« Whom he calls "Vigilius" here (p. 218) and "Vit-
ginius" (p. 262).

»s Called "Jactance" by Czynski (p. viii).

104 "Jactance" again (p. 37).

o P. 241, where Czyfiski finally reproduced the name
"Lactantius" propetly. by the Pope in 748 ? 106
Could Czynski have been so utterly ignorant of
ancient Greek literature as to have been serious
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in asserting that Copernicus' discoveries "gave us
the first idea of the infinite" ? 197 Czynski was in
deadly earnest when he mistook 1" that
powerful woman, Sophocles' Electra, for "an
electric power." 1"

Copernicus' friend, Tiedemann Giese, bishop of
Chelmno (Kulm), was not an archbishop, nor
was he referred to as a cardinal in the third edi-
tion of the Revolutions, despite Czynski.!'® Fran-
cesco Maurolico (1494-1575), in whose judgment
Copernicus deserved a whipping rather than a
refutation,!!'! was not a Jesuit, despite Czynski,!'? but
the abbot > of a Benedictine monastery near
Castelbuono.!’ Keplet's mendacious announce-
ment that he "embraced and approved Catholic
doctrine" was contained, not in a letter to Galileo
(despite Czynski),!’> but in the German's "Advice
to foreign, especially Italian, booksellers." 116

While being interrogated by the Inquisition
about his Dialogue, Galileo pleaded (says Czyn-
ski)!17 that he had taken "good care not to men-
tion the name of Kepler, whose works offered
much stronger arguments [than the Dialogue's]

w Die Briefe des h. Bonifatius, 178-179, Berlin, 1916,

ed. Michael Tangl (Epistolae selectae . . . ex Monumentis
Germaniae historicis 1). See John Louis Emil Dreyer,
History of the planetary systems from Thales to Kepler,
224-225, Cambridge, England, 1906 (reprinted by Dover
Publications, New York, 1953), and Hermann Krabbo,
Bischof Virgil von Salzburg and seine kosmologischen
Ideen, Mitteilungen des Instituts fiir oesterreichische
Geschichtsforschung 24: 1-28, 1903. An unconvincing
argument that Vergil of Salzburg was neither an antipo-
dist nor a bishop was concocted by Francis S. Betten,
St. Boniface and St. Virgil, 36-39, 60-63, Washington,
D. C., 1927 (Benedictine Historical Monographs 2).

107 P. 14.

108 P. 102.

= As was pointed out by Alexander von Humboldt,
Kosmos 2: 500, Stuttgart, 1845-1862; cf. Correspondance
d' Alexandre de Humboldt avec Francois Arago (1809-
1853), 289, Paris, 1908, ed. Ernest-Theodore Hamy.

w Pp. 71, 170 ; Czyfiski dated the third ed. of the
Revolutions, which actually appeared in 1617, in 1807
(p. xiii) and 1607 (p. 168).

w Edward Rosen, Maurolico's attitude toward Copert-
nicus, Proc. Amer. Philos. Soc. 101: 177-194, 1957.

112 P11,

113 Edward Rosen, Maurolico was an abbot, Archives
internationales d'histoire des sciences 9: 349-350, 1956.

w Lawrence Henry Cottineau, Repertoire topo-bib-
liographique des abbayes et prieures, 618, Macon, 1935-
1938.

115 P. 249.

1 Johannes Kepler, Gesammelte Werke 6: 543.
Munich, 1940.

v Pp. 262-263.
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in favor of Copernicus." Czynski takes good
care not to mention the source of his statement.
Actually Galileo mentioned the name of Kepler
twenty times in his Dialogue, but shortly after its
publication he wrote to a correspondent that
"some of Keplet's ideas tend to weaken rather
than strengthen Copernicus' theory." 118 To sup-
port his story that Galileo, in abjuring Coperni-
canism after being sentenced to prison by the
Inquisition, "with his foot tapped the earth and
said in a low voice 'it still moves,' " 112 Czynski
resorted to the vague formula "we are assured
that. . . 120 In quoting Copernicus as having
predicted 2! to his critics that they would see the
phases of Venus "if you find a means of petfecting
your sight," 122 Czynski declared that "tradition
has preserved for us some expressions which
Copernicus used in defending his principles." 123
But tradition was not what Czynski emphasized
when he claimed "to have found documents which
had escaped the researches of the scholars,” 124 and
to have "based on irrefutable proofs" 12> his ac-
count of Copernicus' ancestry. With regard to

« NE 14: 340.

w This "eppur si muove" legend was invented by the
litterateur and lexicographer Giuseppe Baretti (1719-
1798) in his Italian library, 52, London, 1757. As a
myth-maker, however, Baretti had enough historical sense
to put the fictitious words in Galileo's mouth, not when
he abjured, but "the moment he was set at liberty." The
precise moment at which the fictitious words were de-
clared to have been spoken became an issue of supreme
importance for William Whewell (1794-1866), Master
of Trinity College, Cambridge. In 1847, the year in
which Czynski's Kopernik was published, Whewell issued
a revised edition of his History of the inductive sciences.
In this second edition (1: 464) Whewell made a remark
(which has since been quoted with glee by Roman Catho-
lic detractors of Galileo) that he did not "see with what
propriety Galileo can be looked upon as a 'martyr of
science'. . . . He would really have acted as a martyr,
if he had uttered his 'e pur si muove' in the place of
his abjuration, not after it." In its original form, which
so signally failed to satisfy Whewell's strict standards for
qualification as a martyr, Baretti's legend was translated
from English into French in Querelles litteraires 3: 49,
Paris, 1761. The author of this anonymously published
work was the Abbe Simon-Augustin Irail (1719-1794).
His surname was transformed into "Trailh" by Hermann
Kesten, Copernicus and seine Welt, 435, 509, Amsterdam,
1948 (first printed in English translation under the title
Copernicus and his world, 362, New York and London,
1945, 1946).

w P 272,

121 P, 251,

= P.101.

= P.100.

= P 14.

w P, 26. Krzyianowski's insistence that
Copernicus developed the heliocentric system
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while he was st1ll a student at Krakow, Czynski

commented : "We do not even know on what

Krzyianowski could base this assertion. He

found no trace of it in the Revolutions, no

trace in the prmted works and manuscmpts of

[Copermcus] Italian professots" ; 120 the

assertion "is not in conformity with Copermcus

own words." 127 Krzyianowski's assertion
regarding the time and j)lace of Copernicus'
discovery was rejected by Czynski, who
demanded a prlnted or manuscript source. Yet
he made no such demand in connection with

Krzyianowki's assertion that Copernicus was a

priest.

Krzyianowski upbraided his German opponents
for not distinguishing between history and mythol-
ogy, between prose and poetic fiction, between
truth and falsehood.128. Since he seems not to
have known about Galileo's declaration that
Copernicus was a priest, the question naturally
arises whether Krzyianowski, like Galileo, fabri-
cated the fable of Copernicus' priesthood in the
forge of his own superheated imagination or per-
haps took it from some source other than Galileo.

Although I cannot answer this tantalizing ques-
tion definitively, I should like to propose a pos-
sible solution. Neatly a decade before Krzyianow-
ski wrote his Valhalla paper and Commemoration
Memoir, a short story entitled "The youth of
Copernicus" appeared in a Warsaw literary maga-
zine.129 The authoress of this frankly fictional
plece drew a romantic picture of Copernicus as a
young student on his way home from the university

« Pp. 184-185.

= P. 186. But Albert Caprinus, dedicating a book to
Bishop Samuel Maciejowski on September 27, 1542, in
Krak6w, referred to "Nicholas Copernicus, canon of Var-
mia, who once enjoyed the hospitality of this city and
first drew from our university, as from a spring, those
marvelous things which he has written on mathematical
subjects as well as the further material which he has
begun to publish. This he not only does not deny (in
agreement with Pliny's judgment that to name those
from whom we have benefited is an act of courtesy and
thoroughly honest modesty) but whatever the benefit,
he says that he received it all from our university"
(Watsaw 1854, ed. of the Revolutions, 642).

Spomnlenlejublleuszowe 31 ; Dawna polska, appendix,
31; Polkowsklz 146.

w Anna Nakwaska (1781-1851), Mkodok Kopernika,
Jutrzenka, 1834, pp. 209-255; reprinted in Polkowski,
Kopernikijana 3: 342-358, and in Od naszego morza,
1923, no. 4, pp. 116-129; translated into French by
Olympe Chodiko under the title "La jeunesse de Koper-
nik" in La Pologne historique, litteraire, monumentale et
illustree, 227-234, Paris, 1839-1841, ed. Leonard Chodiko
(reprinted in Revue des feuilletons 4: 283-294, 1844).
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rescuing a fair princess in distress, who later vis-
ited him after he had become a priest.130 Was it
perthaps from this highly imaginative narrative
that Krzyianowski derived his entirely unhistori-
cal conception of Copernicus as a priest ? 181
While Krzyianowski did not refer to the short
story, it was summarized by Czyliski for his read-
ers. His brief summary contained the statement
that "Copernicus embraced the ecclesiastical pro-
fession," after which he added : "We do not know
whether this little novel has any historical basis."132
Historical basis or not, Czyliski's statement that
Copernicus was a priest was promptly repeated
by highly influential French writers. Thus the
permanent secretary of the French Academy of
Science. Francois Arago (1786-1853), asserted
in his biogtaphy of Copernicus that "on his return
to Krakow in 1502, he became a priest." ® The
same assertion was made by Ferdinand Hoefer
(1811-1878)134 in the article which he wrote on
Copernicus in his widely consulted Nouvelle
biographie génerale.’®* Louis Figuier (1819-
1894), whose numerous books and plays did so

10 Polkowski 3: 353, 356-357; La Pologne, 232-233.

@ In 1820 Krzyianowski wrote an "Essay on the life
of the Polish astronomer Nicholas Copernicus" in French.
The autograph manuscript of this Notice, which appar-
ently was never printed, was later offered for sale
(Przewodnik bibliografic.my 11: 119, 1888). If it is
still extant, an examination of its contents may reveal
whether it described Copernicus as a priest fourteen years
before Krzyianowski could have read Nakwaska's short
story. The Notice appears to be the fulfillment of a
promise made by Krzyianowski in a letter dated Decem-
ber 20, 1819, and published by Aleksander Kraushar,
Towarf.ystwo kralewskie przyjacial nauk 3 (1) : 394-
398, Warsaw and Krakow, 1900-1911 (the citation in
Baranowski, Bibliografia kopernikowska, 135, should be
changed from 4 to 3) ; at p. 395, where Copernicus'
ecclesiastical career is described, Krzyianowski says
nothing about his having been a priest. Readers who
would like to know what Krzyianowski looked like will
find a photograph of him as the frontispiece of the 2d ed.
of his Dawna polska as well as in Kraushar 3 (1) : 345.

w2 Pp. 313-314.

w Arago, EEuvres completes 3: 175, Paris and Leipzig,
1854-1862; at 3: 173 Cuzyriski is cited. Arago's complete
works were immediately translated into German under
the title Sammtliche Werke, Leipzig, 1854-1860, by Wil-
helm Gottlieb Hankel, who challenged some of Arago's
statements, but not the one which maintained that Coper-
nicus was a priest (3: 139).

13 For a deeply moving analysis of his character and
publications, see George Sarton, Hoefer and Chevreul,
Bulletin of the History of Medicine 8: 420-437, 444-445,
1940.

s 28: 60, Paris, 1859; at 28: 74 Hoefer cited Czyn-
ski's book (which he misdated in 1846). In his Histoire
de I'astronomie, 294, Paris, 1873, Hoefer reiterated his
misstatement about Copernicus' priesthood. much to
bring the achievements of science and technology
to the attention of the general public, declared that
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Copernicus

preferred to renounce the life of the world and to
embrace the ecclesiastical profession. The bishop
of KrakOw, John Konarski, and the suffragan, James
Zaremba, conferred holy orders on him. It was for
the sake of devoting himself entirely to the sciences
that he embraced the ecclesiastical profession. From
the time that he became a priest. . . =

Copernicus became a priest also in the world-
famous lexicon of Pierre Larousse (1817-1875) .=
The distinguished astronomer and popularizer of
that science, Camille Flammarion (1842-1925),
published a biography of Copernicus in which the
first topic listed for discussion in Chapter IV
reads : "He becomes a priest upon his return to
Krakow" ; " then Chapter IV recounts that Co-
pernicus "became a priest. John Konarski, bishop
of Krakow, conferred holy orders on him. A few
years later, in 1510. . . ." 138 A standard en-
cyclopedia professed to be more precise by saying
that Copernicus "returned to KrakOw at the end

= Vie des savants illustres 3: 363-364, Paris, 1868 ;
repeated in 2d ed., 1875, and 3d ed., 1881, as well as in
the translation into Spanish by Pelegrin CasabO y Pages,
La ciencia y sus hombres 2: 384, Barcelona, 1879-1881.

=7 Grand dictionnaire universel du XlXe siecle 5: 66,
Paris, 1865-1884, citing Czynski.

1= Vie de Copernic et histoire de la decouverte du
systeme du monde, 62, Paris, 1872 = Flammarion's
L'Astronomie et ses fondateurs: Copernic et la decou-
verte du systeme du monde, 65, Paris, 1891. The two
later editions (Paris, 1898 and 1916) cited by Baranow-
ski, Bibliografia kopernikowska, 94, are, I take it, ghosts.

we Hd., 1872: 63; ed. 1891: 66. The translation of
Flammarion into Polish by Filip Sulimierski under the
title 2ycie Mikolaja Kopernika, Warsaw, 1873, reminds
us of the proverbial bread cast upon the waters. Flam-
marion was translated also into Czech under the title
Kopernik a soustava svelovci by Cerfek Ibl (Prague,
1900). The translation of Flammarion into Spanish
under the title Vida de Copernico, 57-58, by Mariano
Utrrabieta (Paris and Mexico City, 1879) produced re-
percussions. On the one hand, the Diccionario enciclo-
pedico hispano-americano 5: 991 said that in 1503 Coper-
nicus returned "to Krakow, where he became a priest"
(Barcelona, 1890) ; and more recently, in a collective
volume entitled Nicolas Copernico, 15, Bogota, 1943,
Belisario Ruiz Wilches stated that Copernicus "received
holy orders in Krakow," and Oscar MirO Quesada called
him a priest (Copernico: su vida y su obra, 83, Lima,
1950). On the other hand, Escalante wrote that Coper-
nicus "never received priestly orders and probably not
even the subdiaconate, despite the flat assertion of Ca-
mille Flammarion, who declares without any basis that
John Konarski, bishop of KrakOvv, conferred the priest-
hood on him" (Nicolas Copernico : su vida, su obra,
Memorias y revista de la academia national de ciencias
[Mexico] 55: 287, 1935-1944).
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of 1502, and took holy orders there in 1503." 140
The persistence of this misconception in the twen-
tieth century may be seen in a history of astronomy
which disputed the motive adduced by Czyfiski
and Figuier to explain Copernicus' selection of a
status which in reality he did not select :

The leisure time left him by his occupation per-
mitted Copernicus to devote himself to his favorite
study, astronomy. It has even been insinuated that
he became a priest only for this purpose. But this
insinuation is not justified. It is nobler to think that
Copernicus, a modest Christian and unambitious
scholar, was eager to isolate himself from the world
in order to combine his theological meditations with
his scientific meditations, and that he was sincerely
a priest and sincerely an astronomer. The care
which he took to place his masterpiece under the
protection of Paul III (who was pope from 1534 to
1549) proves how attached he was to religion in
seeking the support of the highest authority which a
priest can invoke. It is also an error, in my opinion,
to have him. take holy orders as late as 1502, and
obtain his canonry eight years afterwards."

A commemorative lecture delivered in 1953 con-
tinued to speak of Copernicus as a priest,142 and
may serve as our last example to illustrate the ex-
traordinary range and duration of Czyfiski's bane-
tul influence on French thinking about Copernicus.

IV. OBSTACLES TO THE MYTH'S SPREAD

The claim that Copernicus was a priest spread
unchecked until it came to the notice of Franz
Hipler (1836-1898), who was himself a Roman
Catholic priest. Hipler was also a canon of the
Frombork chapter, to which Copernicus had once
belonged. As an ardent student of Copernicus'
life, Hipler knew that when the Frombork chapter
in 1501 granted Copernicus an extension of his
educational leave, it explained that it did so
"principally because Nicholas promised to study
medicine, in order that he might thereafter as a
practitioner of the healing art advise our most rev-
erend bishop and also the canons of the chap-
ter." 143 As a professor of theology and head of a

w La grande encyclopedic 12: 897, Paris, 1891; the
article on Copernicus was written by Leon Sagnet, who
cited Czyriski at 12: 899.

w Felix Boquet, Histoire de |'astronomie, 253, Paris,
1925. Copernicus was called a priest also by Jean Plat-
tard, Le Systeme de Copernic dans la litterature francaise
au XVle siecle, Revue du seizieme siecle 1: 223, 1913.

w2 Paul Laberenne, Nicolas Copernic, La Pensee, no.
50 : 29, 1953 (September-October).

s Hipler, SPicilegium copernicanum, 267. Prowe
(1 (1) : 291) omitted a "C" from the date of this docu-
ment. In 1215 the fourth Lateran Council forbade a "sub-
seminary for the training of Catholic priests, Hip-
ler commented on the chaptet's action as follows :
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At first glance it may seem that the Frombork
chapter, by wishing to have in one of its members a
practicing physician, perhaps committed a violation
of canon law, which, as is well known, never desired
or favored the practice of medicine by servants of the
church. The regular clergy were strictly forbidden
to study medicine at the universities, and those doc-
tors and surgeons whose practice entails burning and
cutting are canonically disqualified for ordination as
priests because they are deficient in tenderness.
Therefore most medieval medical men, particularly
the cathedral chapters' canon-doctors or canon-
physicians, who often had their own benefices, seem
actually to have been, not priests, but merely simple
clerics. When Copernicus entered the chapter, he
must have received the four minor orders [doorman,
reader, exorcist, and acolyte] if he did not already
have them. Whether he ever took the three major
orders [deacon, priest, and bishop] is doubtful, espe-
cially since the overwhelming majority of the From-
bork canons in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries
are known not to have been ordained as priests. But
if Copernicus was not a priest, as a canon he could
study and practice the art of medicine, to which he
now wanted to devote himself, without even the
semblance of an obstacle in his path.144

The first obstacle in the path of the propagators
of the falsehood that Copernicus was a priest was
erected by the priest Hipler. Although he con-
fined himself to expressing a doubt, and uttered
no categorical denial, he did underline the incom-
patibility of the priesthood with the practice of
surgery and cautery.

Contributing nothing further to this argument,
Leopold Prowe (1821-1887) changed Hiplet's
doubt to a categorical denial : "When Copernicus
entered the chapter, like most of his fellow-canons

deacon, deacon or priest to practice that part of surgery
which involves burning or cutting" (see Karl Joseph von
Hefele, Histoire des conciles 5: 1348, Paris, 1907-1952).
This rule entered the canon law as a section of Chapter
IX, Title 50, Book IIT of the Decretals issued by Pope
Gregory IX in 1234 (see Corpus iuris canonici, ed. Emil
Friedberg, 2: 660, Leipzig, 1879-1881). In the Code of
Canon Law, promulgated by Pope Benedict XV in 1917,
Canon 139, Section 2, prohibits clerics "from practicing
medicine or surgery without papal permission" (see
Codex iuris canonici, ed. Pietro Gaspatti, 34, New York,
1918).

w Hipler, Nikolaus Kopernikus and Martin Luther,
27-28, Braunsberg, 1868; printed also in ZE 4: 501-502,
1867-1869. Hiplet's contention that Copernicus was con-
fined to the minor orders by the canonical disqualification
for the priesthood of those who practiced surgery and
cautery was promptly endorsed by Cesare Cantri, Co-
pernico, Archivio storico italiano 13: 136, 1871 (3d
series).



VOL. 104,NO. 6, 1960]

he had received only the four minor orders, and did
not take the major orders afterwards." 145

Coming from the author of what is still our
most substantial biography of the astronomer,
Prowe's outright denial exerted a marked influ-
ence on subsequent discussion of Copernicus' sup-
posed priesthood. Thus Maximilian Curtze ( 1837—
1903), who had supervised the 1873 edition of
the Revolutions, repeated Prowe's thesis that "when
Copernicus took his place as a canon, he received
the minor orders, but never the rest." 145 Yet
Curtze inconsistently slipped back into the pre-
Hiplerian position by calling Copernicus a priest
while weirdly arguing that "as a priest Copernicus
could hardly have regularly attended the lec-
tures" 147 on surgety at the University of Padua.148

Curtze's inconsistency was underscored by
Adolf Muller (1853-1939), professor of astron-
omy at the Gregorian University in Rome and di-
rector of the private observatory on the Janicu-
lum. In a biography of Copernicus published the
year before Curtze's, Muller had implicitly re-
jected Prowe's denial that Copernicus was a priest
by repeating Hiplet's doubt :

us Prowe 1 (1) : 293 ; at 1 (1) : 158, Prowe scoffed
at those Polish writers who professed to know that
Copernicus was ordained a priest at Krakow.

s Curtze, Nicolaus Coppernicus, Himmel und Erde
11: 203, 1899.

w7 Himmel und Erde 11: 207, 1899. In Sun, stand
thou still, New York, 1947, Angus Armitage was simi-
larly inconsistent : "in Copernicus' time, the Frauenburg
Chapter could barely muster one priest for the service
of the altar" (p. 95) ; Copernicus "must have passed for
an exceptionally favorable specimen of the priesthood"
(p. 150; repeated at pp. 78, 121 in The world of Coper-
nicus, New York, 1951). For the special twist given
to the myth of Copernicus' priesthood by dating his sup-
posed ordination before (not after) he returned from
his studies in Italy, see n. 198, below.

s Against Curtze's weird argument that a priest
would not attend lectures on surgery, an equally weird
argument was proposed : "clergymen were not forbidden
to study medicine, provided that they did not practice it
for money" ; "Copernicus . . . practiced the healing art,
without a monetary purpose, since he was a clergyman"
(Giuseppe de Florentiis, Nicola Copernico, Sapere 17-
18: 366-367, 1943). An even weirder attempt to preserve
the legend that Copernicus was a priest cropped up in a
Dutch article commemorating the astronomer's quadri-
centennial: "Because he served as a doctor, it has been
thought that he never was ordained as a priest. The
practice and profession of medicine were indeed forbidden
to priests in general. In fact neither a day nor a year
of ordination is known in Copernicus' case. More accu-
rately, the ban recognized many exceptions and dispen-
sations, and tradition quite properly sees in Copernicus
a priest" (S. P. van't Hof, Nicolaus Coppernicus, De
Natuur 63: 49, 1943).

Whether Copernicus ever received the major orders
cannot be positively ascertained. To be sure, many
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writers talk about the priest-astronomer without,
however, being able to adduce a trustworthy source
for this designation. Apart from the fact that in
those days by no means all canons were ordained as
priests, in our particular case many reasons seem to
indicate that Nicholas was satisfied to receive the
minor orders, in order thus to be able better to follow
his new (medical) calling and his inclination to study
and ptivacy.149

This is the first time, so far as I know, that any-
body ever pointed out the complete absence of any
documentary foundation for the asserted priest-
hood of Copernicus. Moreover, Muller rendered a
further service to the cause of Copernican scholar-
ship when the translation of his biography from
German into Italian 1" gave him an opportunity
to make some revisions. Not only did Muller now
emphasize Curtze's inconsistency in labeling Co-
pernicus a priest while maintaining that he re-
ceived only the minor orders, but Miiller also
named Galileo as one of the writers who talked
about the priest-astronomer Copernicus.!>! Thus
the two previously separate phases of the Coperni-
cus-priest myth were for the first time brought
together by Muller, who differed from other Co-
pernicus specialists in being familiar with the Gali-
leo story too.? In addition Muller succeeded in
eliciting from Hipler a more outspoken expression
of his attitude toward one aspect of the myth. In
a letter Muller requested Hiplet's opinion about
Flammarion's assertion that Copernicus was ot-
dained a priest by John Konarski, bishop of
Krakow. "An audacious fabrication," replied
Hipler.!>

» Adolf Midler, Nikolaus Copernicus, der Altmeister
der neuern Astronomic, 25-26, Freiburg im Breisgau,
1898; printed also in Stimmen aus Maria-Laach, Erginz-
ungsheft 72: 25-26, 1898.

1 NiccolO Copernico, translated by Pietro Mezzetti,
Rome, Desclee e Lefebvre, 1902.

w0 Op. cit., 35.

2 The year before his biography of Copernicus ap-
peared in German, Muller published: Die Sonnenflecke
im Zusammenhang mit dem copernicanischen Weltsys-
tem : ein Beitrag zur Galilei-Literatur, Stimmen aus
Maria-Laach 52: 361-372, 1897, and in the same journal
(56: 534-551, 1899) : Die Erscheinungen von Ebbe und
Flut im Zusammenhang mit dem copernicanischen Welt-
system : ein weiterer Beitrag zur Galilei-Literatur.
Mullet's Galileo Galilei und das kopernikanische Welt-
system and Der Galilei-Prozess were both printed at
Freiburg im Breisgau in 1909 as well as in Stimmen
aus Maria-Laach, Erganzungsheft 101-102, 1909.

155 Muller, N. Copernico, 35. The "audacious fabrica-
tion" was amplified by Ignacy Polkowski (1833-1888),
who was himself a priest. In his Zywot Mikolaja Ko-
pernika, 158, Gniezno, 1873, he applied the principle of
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V. DENIAL, DOUBT, AND AFFIRMATION

All in all, then, we have seen three competing
attitudes emerge toward the claim that Copernicus
was a priest : (a) the affirmation, which was
started in 1615 by Galileo, who was afterwards
ably assisted by the Polish team of Nakwaska,
Krzyianowski and Czynski ; (b) the doubt, which
was initiated in 1868 by Hipler ; and (c) the de-
nial, which was begun in 1883 by Prowe.

Prowe's denial, embedded in what was at once
recognized to be the outstanding biography of
Copernicus, had an immediate effect, which can be
seen with startling clarity in the case of Chambers's
Encyclopaedia. This standard reference work
had proclaimed, prior to the publication of Prowe,
that Copernicus "entered into holy orders" ; 154
but the first post-Prowean and subsequent edi-
tions said that he "never became a priest." 155
In like manner the first post-Prowean revision of
the Encyclopaedia Britannica agreed that Coperni-
cus "never took orders." 15 "He never took ot-
ders," promptly echoed Everyman's Encyclo-
paedia.® In Prowe's own country the Handbuch
der Romfrage, edited by the Nazi philosopher
Alfred Rosenberg (1893-1946), declared that
Copernicus obtained a canonry "without having
received priestly ordination or major orders in
general," 158 and the sixteenth edition of Der
grosse Brockhaus stated that Copernicus "took
only the minor orders." 159
the division of labor to Copernicus' imaginary ordina-
tion : at Krakow, "having prepared himself in theology
for priestly ordination, he could receive the subdiaconate
and diaconate from the hands of James Zaremba of
Bydgoszcz, the suffragan of Krakow, formerly the friend
of his father, and the final priestly ordination from the
hands of John Konarski, bishop of Krakow." As the foun-
dation of his fanciful superstructure, Polkowski cited the
crumbling sand provided by Krzyianowski, CzyOski, and
Figuier.

 Edd. London, 1868, 1874, 1884 3: 225.

s Ed. 1888-1892 3: 461 ; ed. 1923-1927 3: 458 (dis-
tributed outside England under the title British universi-
ties encyclopaedia). The denial that Copernicus was a
priest was omitted from the new article written by the
Astronomer Royal Harold Spencer Jones for the 1950
ed. 4: 110-111 (reprinted in 1955).

= Eleventh ed. 7: 100, Cambridge, England, and New
York, 1910-1911; the historian of astronomy Agnes Mary
Clerke (1842-1907) contributed this article on Coper-
nicus, which was reproduced in the fourteenth ed. (1929)
and later reprints.

+ First ed. 4: 336, New York, 1913-1914; 2d ed. 4:
377, 1931-1933 ; 3d ed. 4: 235, 1949-1950 ; 4th ed. 3: 778,
1959.

s 1: 809, Munich, 1940.

w 6: 554, Wiesbaden, 1955.

Not only collective works but also books written
by single individuals reflected Prowe's influence.
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For example, an inadequately informed author
remarked that Copernicus "had taken the lesser
vows for the priesthood, but he never took the
higher ones which would have formally ordained
hin" 160 The eminent historian of science George
Sarton (1884-1956) held that "Copernicus may
have been in minor orders but was never ordained
a priest." 161 The novelist and journalist Arthur
Koestler (1905— ) denied that Copernicus "took
Holy Ozrders." 162 A Peruvian professor ex-
plained that

during Copernicus' stay in Italy, through the influ-
ence of his uncle the bishop he was elected a canon
of Varmia. This has caused some people to suppose,
erroncously, that Copernicus was a priest. It seems
proved that he was not, and in any case at that time
it was not necessary to be a priest in order to be a
canon, since the office of canon was entirely different
from what it is now, and the functions connected
with it were absolutely unlike the present functions.163

This difference was set forth more explicitly by
an East German professor, who had a realistic
understanding of the conditions that prevailed in
Copernicus' time :

Most of the canons, especially those in Varmia, did
not take even the minor orders. In practice the
canonries were benefices, which assured their pos-
sessors an unearned income and gave them a social
status like that of the secular nobility. Hence it is
not at all surprising that in particular the sons of
the wealthy urban families strove to obtain these

« Ginzburg, Adventure of science, 84; see n. 3, above,
for Ginzburg's error in calling Copernicus a monk. Ginz-
burg evidently tried to follow Edward Singleton Holden
(1846-1914), director of the Lick Observatory, who said
that Copernicus "had already taken the lesser vows ; to
the higher he never was dedicated" (Copernicus, Popu-
lar Science Monthly 65: 111, 1904, reprinted in Scientific
American Supplement 58: 24066, 1904). But in that
same article Holden called "Copernicus a Catholic priest"
(Pop. Sci. Mo., 125; Sci. Amer. Sup., 24082). Holden
had previously made this error in the article on Coperni-
cus (omitted from Baranowski's Bibliografia kopernikow-
ska), which he contributed to the Library of the world's
best literature, 4042, New York, 1896-1897 (reprinted as
the Warner library, New York, 1917) and in his book
for children, Stories of the great astronomers, 52, New
York, 1900 (te-issued, New York and London, 1912).

« Sarton, Six wings: men of science in the Renais-
sance, 256, Bloomington, 1957.

«» Koestler, The sleepwalkers, 128, London, New
York, 1959, in agreement with Kesten, Copernicus and
his world, 109; Copernicus and seine Welt, 139, Amster-
dam, 1948.

w CristObal de Losada y Puga, Copernico, 21, Lima,
1943 ; printed also in Revista de la universidad catOlica
del Peru 11: 163-164, 1943.
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positions. Furthermore the cathedral chapter as a
corporate body was the feudal landlord of its domain,
the administration of which, together with the strug-
gle to maintain or expand their privileges, occupied
the canons far more than did any spiritual obliga-
tions.""

The astronomer Jean Mascart (1872-1935),
while asserting that "Copernicus was never ot-
dained a priest," inconsistently declared that after
attending the University of Krakow he "momen-
tarily abandoned the idea of entering the or-
ders." 165 "He soon abandoned his eatly idea of
taking holy orders," echoed Everyman's Encyclo-
paedia,'®® implying, however, that the abandon-
ment was permanent, not momentary. This im-
plication was shared by the Grande enciclopédia
portuguesa e brasileira: "He abandoned the idea
which he had of taking orders." 167 Whether Co-
pernicus ever thought of becoming a priest, and
whether he ever abandoned the idea either mo-
mentarily or permanently, are questions about
which nothing is known. It is known, however,
that the first attempt by Copernicus' uncle to
obtain a canonty for him in 1495 fell short of the
desired goal, whereas the second attempt in 1497
succeeded.’®® Can these facts have been some-
how transmogrified into a momentary abandon-
ment of the idea of entering the priesthood » 169

In any case Prowe's categorical denial that
Copernicus was a priest won much wider support
than Hiplet's cautious state of indecision which,
as we saw above in Section IV, was endorsed by
Midler.179 The lattet's emphasis on the absence
of evidence was repeated by Johann Georg Hagen
(1847-1930) in the Catholic Encyclopaedia:

e+ Alfons Kauffeldt, Nikolaus Kopernikus: der Um-
sturz des mittelalterlichen Weltbildes, 103, Berlin, 1954.

s Nouveau Larousse illustre 3: 259, Paris, 1900. The
Diccionario enciclopedico hispano-americano 5. 991, Bar-
celona, 1890, had pretended to know that Copernicus re-
turned from Krakow "with the intention of entering the
orders, but momentarily abandoned this project." Mo-
mentaty abandonment is consistent with later entrance
into the priesthood (the position taken by this encyclo-'
pedia) but inconsistent with Mascart's denial that Coper-
nicus ever became a priest.

wo First ed. 4: 336 ; 2d ed. 4: 377; 3d ed. 4: 235; 4th
ed. 3: 778.

w 7: 619, Lisbon and Rio de Janeiro, 1940.

s Prowe 1 (1) : 172-175 ; ZE 24: 454-459, 1930-
1932 ; ZE 25: 242-243,1933-1935.

160 The Diccionario enciclopedico hispano-americano 5:
991 assigned to 1495 Copernicus' momentary abandonment
of the plan to enter the priesthood.

m The state of uncertainty whether Copernicus ever
received the major orders was transmitted from Muller
to Karl Franz Hoffmann, Nikolaus Coppernikus als Arzt,
Hippokrates 14: 444, 1943. "There is no document to
show that Copernicus ever received higher

orders." 171 Nevertheless, the director of the
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Vatican Observatory went on to say that
Copernicus' "medical practice, which was only
private, would not speak against him being a
priest ; and the fact that in 1537 King Sigismund
of Poland put his name on the list of four
candidates for the vacant episcopal see of
Ermland, makes it probable that, at least in later
life, he had enteted the priesthood." 172 This
alleged probability was promoted to the rank of a
certainty by the Enciclopedia universal illustrada
europeo-americana: "Although no documents ex-
ist which prove that Copernicus received holy
orders, there can be no doubt about it, since in
1537 King Sigismund of Poland put his name on
the list of candidates for the vacant see of Erm-
land."'" But the vacant see of Ermland (or
Varmia) was filled in 1537 by a procedure which
required the king of Poland to choose his four
candidates from the canons of the Frombork
cathedral chapter,!”* and "the overwhelming ma-
jority of the Frombork canons in the fifteenth
and sixteenth centuries are known not to have
been ordained as priests." 175 Hence the candi-
dates for the Varmia bishopric need not have been
priests, and few were. Therefore, Father Hagen's
argument that Copernicus entered the priesthood,
at least in later life, is seen to be based on a lack
of familiarity with the Varmia diocese in Coper-
nicus' lifetime.

If Hipler's doubt whether Copernicus was a
ptiest gained less support 176 than Prowe's denial,
the same cannot be said about the affirmation.
For instance, the astronomer Karl Ludwig von

1714: 352, New York, 1908.

w2 Op. Cit. 4: 352-353. Father Hagen's mistaken con-
clusion was repeated by Michael Joseph Ahern (1877— ),
an American Jesuit and ordained priest, who said that
Copernicus "in all probability was ordained to the Catho-
lic priesthood" (Nicholas Copernicus, a tribute of na-
tions, 20, New York, 1945, ed. Stephen P. Mizwa).

s 151 389, Barcelona, ca. 1925.

7 Prowe 1 (2) 1 35, 323; for a detailed account of
the election, see Anton Eichhorn, Geschichte der erm-
landischen Bischofswahlen, ZE 1: 323-335, 1858-1860.
The bishop chosen in 1512 was only a subdeacon, as
Muller pointed out (N. Copernicus, 34).

s Hipler, cited in the text above at n. 144.

7 Hiplet's hesitant attitude reappeared forty-five years
later in a popular history of astronomy by Ottavio
Zanotti-Bianco (1852-1932) : "Copernicus studied medi-
cine too. This fact makes it doubtful that he ever re-
ceived the major religious orders, but only the minor.
At that time not all the canons were priests, but simple
clerics who had received only the minor orders" (Storia
popolare dell' astronomia, 37-38, Turin, 1913).
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Littrow (1811-1877) referred to "Copernicus
the priest." " The Catholic apologist Paul
Schanz (1841-1905) blithely stated that "Copet-
nicus is always designated a priest." 178 The
professor of the harmony of science and revealed
religion in Princeton University, Charles Wood-
ruff Shields (1825-1904), who was himself an
Episcopalian priest, declared that "Copernicus
lived as a faithful priest." 179 The physicist and
spiritualist Oliver Lodge (1851-1940) wrote that
Copernicus "became an ecclesiastic" 180 and "went
into orders. On his return home, he took charge
of the principal church in his native place." 181
The Royal Astronomer of Ireland Robert Stawell
Ball (1840-1913) echoed that "Copernicus took
holy orders." 182 He "entered into holy orders,"
chorused the New International Encyclopaedia 183
and the Larousse du XXe siecle."® Although the
sociologist Erich Kahler (1885— ) subtitled one
of his books "A new approach to history," he

7 Kalender fiir alle Skinde, Beilage I: 19, 1873
(unsigned, but listed as one of Littrow's publications in
the obituary by Edmund Weiss, Almanach der k. Akad-
emie der Wissenschaf ten, Vienna 28: 208, 1878).

s Copernicus, Wetzer and Welte's Kirchen-Lexicon,
2d ed. 3: 1081, Freiburg im Breisgau, 1884. The popular
novelist Zsolt HarsAnyi (1887-1943) also called Coper-
nicus a priest in his fictional biography of Galileo, The
star-gazer, 149, New York, 1939, translated from the
Hungarian by Paul Tabor.

e Philosophia ultima 3: 160, New York, 1888-1905.
Shields likewise pretended to know that Copernicus "died
requesting that his epitaph might be the prayer of the
penitent thief on the cross, 'Lord, remember me when
thou comest in thy Kingdom.""

w This ambiguous epithet (Pioneers of science, 4,
London and New York, 1893) may have been copied by
Lodge from Whewell's History of the inductive sciences
(1: 377, London, 1837; 2d ed. 1: 397, London, 1847; 3d
ed. 1: 267, New York, 1858; German translation by
Joseph Johann Littrow, Geschichte der inductiven Wis-
senschaf ten 1: 392, Stuttgart, 1840-1841). Whewell's
description of Copernicus as an ecclesiastic may in turn
have been modeled after "Geistlichet" in Johann Heinrich
Westphal, Nikolaus Kopernikus, 40, Constance, 1822.

# This mass of misinformation was inserted in the
original edition of 1893 at p. 11, and was repeated in
eleven reprints of Pioneers of science from the corrected
edition of 1904 to 1930.

w2 Great astronomers, 32, London, 1895. Copernicus
was ordained a priest also by Edward J. C. Morton,
Heroes of science: astronomers, 41, London and New
York, 1882.

w First ed. 5: 387, New York, 1902-1904; 2d ed. 6:
54, 1914-1916.

184 2: 461, Paris, 1929; this article was written by the
astronomer Lucien Rudaux (1874-1947), who evidently
wished to counteract Jean Mascart's denial in the
Nouveau Larousse illustre that Copernicus was a priest
(see n. 165, above). adopted no new approach to the
myth that Copernicus was a priest, which he simply
repeated.’®> So did the cultural anthropologist
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Alfred Louis Kroeber (1876— ) .18
"Copernicus, a Polish priest," participated in The
Pilgrimage of Western Man '¢7 as viewed by the
historian Stringfellow Barr (1897— ). Our last
witness to the durability of the Galileo-
Krzyianowski fable is the historian of science
Frank Sherwood Taylor (1897-1956), who spoke
of "the Polish priest, Copernicus." 188

VI. THE REJUVENATION OF THE MYTH

Although Prowe's authority as the foremost
biographer of Copernicus remained unchallenged,
his denial that Copernicus was a priest failed to
win universal consent, as the foregoing examples
of the contrary opinion have amply demonstrated.
The priesthood of Copernicus continued to be
asserted for decades despite Hagen's admission
that "there is no document to show that Coper-
nicus ever received higher orders." 18 Then pre-
cisely such a document (or rather, what was said
to be such a document) was found.

It was discovered in Bologna, where Copernicus
enrolled as a student at the university in 1496.
His uncle, the bishop of Varmia, had first tried
to have him elected a canon of the Frombork
cathedral chapter in 1495 without complete
success, as we saw above.!?? But in 1497 the
second attempt succeeded, while Copernicus was
far away in Italy. Rather than make the long
trip to Frombork for the purpose of taking pos-
session of his benefice in person, he preferred to
remain in Bologna and there empower two of his
friends back home to act for him. Accordingly
he visited a Bolognese notary, who executed the
necessary document. This paper authorized the
two friends of Copernicus

in his name and on his behalf, to receive, accept, and
opt all the unencumbered lands, possessions, goods
both movable and immovable, rights, actions, income
and benefits due him from any canonry that was still
vacant."!

55 Man the measure, 679, New York, 1943; reissued

1956.

s Configurations of culture growth, 173, Berkeley and
Los Angeles, 1944.

w P. 80, New York, 1949.

s An illustrated history of science, 30, London and
New York, 1955; see also Tablet (London) 181: 245,
May 22, 1943.

w See the text at n. 171, above.

1wo See the text at n. 168, above.

» Lino Sighinolfi, Domenico Maria Novara e Nicol?)
Copernico, Studi e memorie per la storia dell' universita
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The two friends were to represent

Nicholas Copernicus, son of the late Nicholas, canon
of Frombork, student at Bologna, candidate for a
degree in canon law, presbiter constitutus in the
presence of me, the notary, and of the undersigned
witnesses, who were specially called and summoned
fot this purpose.192

The first of the two italicized words was read
by the historian Lino Sighinolfi (1876-1950),
who unearthed the document, as presbiter, a Latin
word for "priest."

Although Sighinolfi cited Prowe by title,193 he
was evidently unaware of Prowe's denial that
Copernicus was a priest. Hence, without any
discussion whatever and without even calling at-
tention to what he was doing, Sighinolfi calmly
applied to Copernicus both the Latin term
presbiter and its Italian equivalent prete, appar-
ently without realizing that the document he had
uncovered could be used to silence Prowe's denial
and terminate Hiplet's doubt.

Sighinolfi's document was so used, however,
over a decade later when it came to the notice of
a scholar who had something more than the barest
acquaintance with the literature concerning Coper-
nicus. Eugen Brachvogel (1882-1942), who was
himself a Catholic priest, knew that "the ordina-
tion of Copernicus as a priest was not attested
by any source." 194 In fact, shortly before
Brachvogel made this statement, a new source
had just been published : in witnessing a power
of attorney for his uncle the bishop, Copernicus
was described as a simple cleric (and not as a
ptiest) on February 22, 1496.195 But the Bolo-
gnese notarial document, in which Brachvogel un-
critically assumed that Sighinolfi had read the
word presbiter correctly, was originally dated

di Bologna 5: 232-233, 1920. This date was mistakenly
reported as "1922" by Hans Schmauch, Neue Funde zum
Lebenslauf des Coppernicus, ZE 28: 57, 1943.

w2 Sighinolfi, 232.

w Op. cit., 216.

s Brachvogel, Zur Koppernikusforschung : Des Kop-
pernikus Priesterweihe, ZE 25: 242, 1933-1935. Brach-
vogel went too far, however, in saying that Copernicus'
priesthood was not attested "by any source or tradition"
(durch keine Quelle oder Ueberlieferung). In adding
the last two words Brachvogel disregarded the tradition
initiated by Galileo and fostered by Czytiski and a host
of other authors. Can that tradition have remained un-
known to so industrious a student of Copernicus' biog-
raphy as Brachvogel ? For a list of his writings about
Copernicus, see ZE 28: 29-31, 1943.

ws Hans Schmauch, Zur Koppernikusforschung : Der
Eintritt des Nikolaus Koppernikus ins ermlandische

Dombkapitel, ZE 24: 458-459, 1930-1932.

September 10, 1497.196 Therefore, Brachvogel
concluded, Copernicus was ordained a priest after
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February 22, 1496, and before September 10,
1497.

At some undetermined time within this period
of a little over a year and a half, Brachvogel rea-
soned, the ordination of Copernicus took place,
"perhaps even before his departure for Italy, be-
fore the autumn of 1496" ; and he was ordained
"by his uncle, Bishop Lucas Watzenrode." 197 In
rejuvenating the myth of Copernicus' priesthood,
then, Brachvogel advanced the date of the ordina-
tion some six years from 1502 to 1496 ; trans-
ferred the site of the ceremony from Krakow to
Varmia ; and cast Bishop Lucas Watzenrode 198 in
the role of presiding prelate instead of the more
familiar figures of Bishop John Konarski and
Suffragan James Zaremba (who never existed).

After Brachvogel's death in 1942, the foremost
German student of Copernicus' life was Hans

we Intending to alter the document's original date

("September 10") to "October 20," the notary changed
the name of the month, but forgot to cancel decimo
("tenth") when he inserted vigesimo ("twentieth").
Over this already jumbled Latin text Sighinolfi's heading
(p. 232) reads "23 ottobre 1497." Sighinolfi's incorrect
heading misled Giulio Righini, who was an attorney,
into dating the notarial document October 23, 1497, in
his article, Copernico "Doctor Ferrariensis" e "Magister"
a Bologna, R. Deputazione di storm patria per I'Emilia
e la Romagna, sezione di Ferrara, Atti e memorie 1:
151, 159, 1942. Righini had previously made the same
mistake in his book La Laurea di Copernico allo Studio
di Ferrara, 238 (misnumbered 328), Ferrara, 1932, al-
though at p. 151 he had given the document's correct (or
rather, corrected) date as October 20, 1497. At p. 196
in his book Righini misdated Galileo's Letter to the
Grand Duchess in 1614 (the reason for this error is
explained by Edward Rosen, Isis 49: 319, 1958). It
was through Righini's book that Brachvogel learned
about Sighinolfi's document (ZE 25: 244, 1933-1935).
19271 ZE 25: 243, 554, 1933-1935 ; Hochland 38: 56, 1940-
s Although Brachvogel carefully refrained from saying
so, he was not the first script-writer whose imagination
dreamed up the scene of Copernicus' uncle presiding at
his ordination. J. M. Watterich, a professor in
Braunsberg, did the same in his De Lucae Watzelrode
episcopi varmiensis in Nicolaum Copernicum meritis, 15,
KOnigsberg, 1856. But Watterich made the fatal mistake
of dating Copernicus' ordination by his uncle at the
beginning of the year 1497, when the uncle was in his
diocese and Copernicus was studying at Bologna. This
chronological hole was pricked in Watterich's pretty
balloon by Polkowski, ywot Mikolaja. Kopernika, 159.
But Polkowski, who was himself a priest, contradicted
those who denied that Copernicus was a priest. In the
absence of evidence and with the usual non-probative
arguments Polkowski insisted that Copernicus was of-
dained between 1504 and 1507 by Konarski and Zaremba.
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Schmauch (1887— ). Referring to the Bolo-
gnese notarial document, Schmauch wrote :

If it explicitly designates Copernicus as presbiter
constitutes, then no objection can be raised to the
conclusion that he was a priest, and therefore not
merely a simple cleric, as had previously been gener-
ally assumed. When did Copernicus receive his
priestly ordination, it may be asked. From a power
of attorney found in the government archives at
KOnigsberg we know that he was still described as a
simple cleric on February 22, 1496. Hence his
ordination as a priest must be placed between this
fixed day and the day on which the first of the docu-
ments published by Sighinolfi was drawn up (Sep-
tember 10, changed to October 20, 1497). His
uncle, Bishop Watzenrode, would have ordained him,
it may be supposed, even before his departure for
Ttaly.'9®

In an article contributed to a collective volume,
whose foreword was written by a Nazi Gauleiter,
these hesitations vanished from view as Schmauch
announced with complete finality :

Formetly the general opinion was that Copernicus
took only the so-called minor orders, which fully
sufficed f}cl)r a canon in those days. After more recent
documentatry discoveries, however, now there can no
longer be any doubt about the fact that our astrono-
mer was a priest. He must have been ordained be-
tween February 1496 and October 1497, when for
the first time he is called a priest in any document,
by the hand of his uncle, the bishop.20°

Schmauch was by no means the only German
who repeated the Copernicus-priesthood myth as
rejuvenated by Brachvogel. Thus Fritz Kubach
(born 1912), who was selected by the Nazis to
edit the Nikolaus Kopernikus Gesamtattsgabe,"
accepted Sighinolfi's reading of presbiter as the
basis for maintaining that Copernicus "must have
been ordained as a priest.', 202 A Nazi district

» Schmauch, Nikolaus Kopernil:us in Italien, Die
Mittelstelle 2 (19) : 30-31, 1942-1943. Schmauch had
previously presented this view in his article, Nikolaus
Copernicus—ein Deutscher, Jomsburg 1: 174, 1937; he
repeated the passage verbatim in the volume which he
edited jointly with Johannes Papritz (1898- ), Koperni-
kus-Forschungen, 12, Leipzig, 1943.

Zoo Leben und Wirken des Nikolaus Koper-
nikus, in Nikolaus Kopernikus, PersOnlichkeit und Werk,
23, Danzig, 1943, ed. August Georgens.

= 1, Munich and Berlin, 1944, is a photocopy of Co-
pernicus' autograph manuscript of the Revolutions; 2,
Munich and Berlin, 1949, the Latin text of the Revolu-
tions, was edited by Franz Zeller and Karl Zeller.

22 Kubach, Nikolaus Kopernikus, Die Burg 2 (2) :
10, 1941. Kubach's comprehension of Sighinolfi's docu-
ment was defective in another respect : according to
Kubach, Copernicus appointed only one agent ; but ac-
cording to the document itself, as we saw above in the
leader declared that "probably in the autumn of
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1496 Bishop Watzenrode ordained his nephew a
priest." 203 A Nazi propagandist dated Copet-
nicus' ordination as a ptiest "in 1496 or 1497." 204
Another belligerent Nazi deviated in one detail
from Brachvogel's form of the myth by insisting
that Copernicus was ordained as a priest after
his return from Italy.295 "Even before I began
my trip, I was ordained as a priest by my uncle,"
said Copernicus as a character in the novel by
Fritz Meichner (1895— ), who thereby clung
with greater loyalty to the Brachvogel myth."®
It was accepted also by the regional historian
Leonid Arbusow, Jr. (1882-1951).2°" Ernst
Zinner (1886— ), the outstanding German his-
torian of astronomy and former director of the
Remeis Observatory in Bamberg, referred to the
Bolognese document of October 20, 1947, in
which Copernicus "is described as a canon and
priest. Consequently he had already been or-
dained as a priest. Presumably this happened in
Varmia." 208 Zinner was followed by a co-editor of
the nautical journal of the German naval ob-
servatory.209 One of the writers now striving to
strengthen West German longing for territorial
expansion described Copernicus as a priest.2i°
An East German professor of astronomy was
equally deceived.2"

Brachvogel's harmful influence was of course
not restricted to German authors. Jeremi Wasi-
utynski (1907— ), for instance, a pro-German
Pole (or rather, former Pole and present Nor-
wegian), not only repeated Brachvogel's myth
but even extended it by saying : "Probably at that

text at n. 191, Copernicus was prudent enough to appoint
two agents.
208
tingen, 1944.
z00 Eugen Oskar Kossmann (using the pseudonym
"Dr. K. Mullet"), Nikolaus Coppernicus, 5, Betlin, 1939.
» Franz Strauss, Nikolaus Kopernikus ein Deutscher
und SchOpfer eines neuen Lehrgebaudes in der Astrono-
mic, Nationalsozialistisches Bildungswesen 7: 201, 1942.
In der Mitte steht die Sonne, 44, Munich,

Gengler, Nikolaus Kopernikus, 12, Got-

Zoo
1943.

= Arbusow, Livldndische Beziehungen von Nikolaus
Koppernicks Frauenburger Zeitgenossen, Quellen und
Forschungen zur baltischen Geschichte 5: 13, 1944.

> Zinner, Entstehung und Ausbreitung der copperni-
canischen Lehre, 158, Erlangen, 1943.

- Ernst Milner, Nikolaus Kopernikus, Der Seewart
12: 64, 1943.

a0 Karlheinz Gehrmann, Der Beweger der Erde, at
p. 203 in Heimat im Herzen, wir von der Weichsel und
Werthe, ed. Erhard Wittek, Salzburg, 1950.

a Albrecht Kahrstedt, Kopernikus als Mensch und
Wissenschaftler, Wissenschaftliche Annalen 3: 312, 1954.
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time [1496] Copernicus received from the hands
of his uncle the lower priestly orders, but soon
afterwards also the higher." 212 William Lindsay
Young, President of Park College, in a com-
mencement address referred to "the Reverend Mr.
Copernicus" as "a Catholic priest." 213 An article in
the Carnegie Magazine declared that Copernicus
"entered the priesthood." 214 Miss Evelyn Marian
Mance, a member of the British Astronomical
Association, wrote that Copernicus "became a
priest." 215 While the Dutch astronomer Johan
W. Stein (1871-1951) was the director of the
Vatican Observatory, he introduced Brachvogel's
myth to his Italian colleagues,216 and later trans-
lated it into French.217 The Flemish cleric
Maurice Daisomont (1887— ) referred to the
Bolognese notarial document of October 20, 1497,
as proof that Copernicus was a priest.218 In a
magazine directed and administered by Vatican
City a contributor maintained that until the dis-
covery of the Bolognese notarial document the
priesthood of Copernicus was a doubtful question,

which was settled by the aforesaid document. The
notary, Girolamo Belvisi, was incapable of commit-
ting such an error, especially because so important
a document was involved. It should be noted also
that Nicholas' brother Andrew, who was not a priest,
is called a "cleric of Chelmno". . .. Therefore Nicho-
las Copernicus was already a priest in 1497. This is
a small contribution to his biography which has here-
tofore escaped the students of the sub ject.2"

Finally, a book intended to show that the Roman
Catholic Church was never hostile to science
listed Copernicus as a secular priest.22°

=2 Wasiutpiski, Kopernik, twOrca nowego nieba, 79,
Warsaw, 1938; cf. p. 113.

a: W. L. Young, The greatness of Copetrnicus, Quar-
terly Review of Higher Education among Negroes
11 (3) : 26-27, 1943.

21s Carnegie Magazine 17: 11, 1943-1944. This un-
signed article on "The founder of modern astronomy"
may have been written by the editor, Samuel Harden
Church, before his death on October 12, 1943.

25 B M. Mance, Some centenaries for 1943, Jour.
British Astron. Assoc. 53: 65, 1942-1943.

2o Stein, Copernico era sacerdote? Memorie della so-
ciety astronomica italiana 17: 3, 1945.

27 Stein, Copernic etait-il pretre ?, Specola astro-
nomica vaticana, Miscellanea astronomica 3: 88-89 (no.
103), 1950.

25 M. Daisomont, Copernicus: astronomische Sprok-
kelingen, 5, Bruges, 1943 ; Le clerge catholique devant
I'astronomie, 14-15 ; Ciel et terre 70: 433, 1954.

2+ Stanislaw Janikowski, Appunti su NiccolO Coper-
nico, Ecclesia 12: 612, 1953. Janikowski misdated Sighi-
nolfi's document "October 27, 1497."

220 Luigi Maria Torcoletti, Il processo di Galileo; clero
ed astronomia, 46, 368, Monza, 1956.

Sighinolfi's misreading of presbiter was adopted
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so wholeheartedly by Brachvogel that he regarded
it as the documented destruction of Prowe's
denial that Copernicus was a priest. He likewise
felt that it was the final answer to Hiplet's doubt.
Three arguments which tended to support Prowe's
denial and Hiplet's doubt wete summarized by
Brachvogel as follows : (&) Copernicus practiced
medicine ; (b) in those days it was customary for
the majority of the Frombork canons not to be
ordained as priests ; (C) a prelacy bestowed mostly
on ordained priests was not granted to Copernicus.
Making absolutely no effort to refute these three
arguments, Brachvogel simply dismissed them,221
thereby providing us with an excellent example
of how history should not be written.

VII. THE BASIS OF THE REJUVENATED MYTH

Other examples of how history should not be
written are given to us with lavish generosity by
Sighinolfi. He says about Copernicus, for in-
stance, that

Jerome Cardan and Giordano Bruno knew him and
studied him with different aims, but found insur-
mountable obstacles in the rigid norms of the Coun-
cil of Trent; perplexed and unconvinced, they re-
mained silent.?22

But if they remained silent, how did Sighinolfi
discover that they were "perplexed and uncon-
vinced" ? As a matter of fact neither Cardan
nor Bruno remained silent about Copernicus.
Each of them expressed his opinion of the as-
tronomer in print. Nor was either of them per-
plexed. On the one hand Cardan (1501-1576)
condemned Copernicanism forthwith, not because
of any supposed insurmountable obstacles in the
rigid norms of the Council of Trent, but because
"it is idle chatter to say that the earth revolves
so rapidly without our being aware of it, as Copet-
nicus maintains." 223 On the other hand Bruno'

221 ZE 25: 243, 1933-1935.

22 Sighinolfi, 229.

22s Cardan, De rerum varietate, bk. 2, ch. 11 (Basel,
1557: folio ed., p. 55 ; 8° ed., p. 102 ; 2d ed., Avignon,
1558, p. 77) ; at p. 69 in the German translation by Hein-
rich Pantaleon, Offenbarung der Natur, Basel, 1559. In
an earlier reference to Copernicus, Cardan was perplexed,
not by the question whether Copernicus was right or
wrong, but by the entirely different question whether
Copernicus followed Archimedes' opinion in the Sand-
Reckoner to the letter. However, Cardan misunderstood
the opinion of both Archimedes and Copernicus. To the
latter Cardan erroneously attributed the views that the
earth was in the center of the universe, and that the
lunar spheres rotated with the sublunar elements (De
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(1548-1600) was a most forthright admirer of
Copernicus, whom he eulogized as

a serious, subtle, careful, and mature mind; a man
who is not inferior to any astronomer who lived be-
fore him ; . . . in native intelligence he was much
superior to Ptolemy, Hipparchus, Eudoxus, and all
the others who followed in their footsteps. . . . Who
k.an fully praise the greatness of his intellect? 224

In an oration delivered at the University of Wit-
tenberg on March 8, 1588, Bruno asked his
audience :

What do you think of Copernicus, not so much as a
mathematician but (and this is extraordinary) inci-
dentally as a physicist? He is found to have under-
stood more in two chapters than Aristotle and all
the Peripatetics in their entire study of nature.??

Sighinolfi's charactetization of Bruno as "uncon-
vinced" by Copernicus is so ludicrous that it
could not even convince Sighinolfi himself :

For almost a century the neo-Pythagorean and
humanistic idea, scientifically developed by Coperni-
cus, had been neglected and telegated to the field of
abstraction and hypothesis, without being able to find
any followers except among his faithful disciples be-
yond the Rhine. Only a few liberal minds in Italy
had considered it and appraised it as more than a
Eromising eneral hypothesis, legitimately descended
rom the philosophical thought of our humanism and
destined for the greatest triumphs of civilization; so
it was regarded by Celio Calcagnini, by Jerome
Cardan,??¢ by Giordano Bruno, condemned by the
Inquisition to the silence of the grave.??’

If Bruno regarded Copernicanism as "destined
for the greatest triumphs of civilization," how
could he have been "perplexed and unconvinced" ?

Sighinolfi's self-contradictory mistakes concern-
ing Cardan and Bruno shrink into insignificance,
however, alongside his vicious lies about Galileo.
Managing somehow to keep a straight face, Sighi-
nolfi had the audacity to declare that

Galileo was at fault because, in violation of the
prohibition of the Sacred Congregation of the Holy
Office, he had continued to profess and teach the con-
subtilitate, bk. 17; inserted in the 2d ed., Basel, 1554,
p. 454, and not present in the first ed., Nuremberg, 1550,
and its reprints).

=« Bruno, La cena de le ceneri, 5-6, LLondon, 1584.

»s Bruno, Opera latine conscripts 1 (1) : 17, Naples
and Florence, 1879-1891.

226 Here (p. 231) Sighinolfi lists Cardan among the
supporters of Copernicus ; previously (p. 229) Sighinolfi
described Cardan as perplexed, unconvinced, and silent
about Copernicus. Actually Cardan opposed Copernicus
(see the text at n. 223, above) in an unperplexed, con-
vinced, and outspoken manner.

2 Sighinolfi, 231. demned theory [Copernicanism| and

had composed a book about it, extorting the
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permission to print and publish.?®

How the permission to print and publish the
Dialogue could have been "extorted" from the
Master of the Sacred Apostolic Palace in Rome,
and from the Vicar General and Inquisitor Gen-
eral of Florence, Sighinolfi of course did not deign
to tell us.»

Among the witnesses who were present when
Copernicus designated the proxies to take pos-
session of his canonry for him, one was said by
the notary to come from the Vurmiensis diocesis
(diocese of Varmia), and another from the di-
ocesis wvuladislaviensis (diocese of Wloclawek).230
These two dioceses, whose seats are separated
by about a hundred miles, were said by Sighinolfi
to be the same.?’!

Sighinolfi discovered not only the document of
October 20, 1497, in which Copernicus designated
his proxies, but also a document executed on
June 18, 1499, by the same Bolognese notary,
Girolamo Belvisi, in the presence of Copernicus
as a witness. In this latter document the notary
called Copernicus magister 22 an appellation which
he did not apply to Copernicus in the earlier
document. Sighinolfi noticed the presence of the
word magister in 1499 and its absence in 1497
as well as in 1496, when Copernicus was enrolled

228 Op. cit., 230.

29 For an account of the "extortion," which lasted a
year and a half from start to finish, see NE 7: 4-8 or
Giorgio de Santillana, The crime of Galileo, 183-186,
Chicago, 1955 (218-222 in the French translation by
Adriana Salem, Le proces de Galilee, Paris, Club du
meilleur livre, 1955).

20 Sighinolfi, 233.

a1 Op. cit.,, 216. On May 26, 1918, Sighinolfi delivered
a lecture entitled "Da Copernico a Galileo," a brief sum-
maty of which was published in Atti € memorie della r.
deputazione di storia patria per le provincie di Romagna
8: 297-298, 1917-1918. The page reference to this sum-
mary in Giuseppe Boffito, Bibliografia galileiana 1896-
1940, 96, Rome, 1943, was incorrectly given as "pp. 298
e sgg." Baranowski, Bibliografia kopernikowska, 227,
made matters worse by miscopying Boffito's incorrect
reference as "s. 198 i n." The lecture itself was never
printed by Sighinolfi, who did not include it when he
listed his publications from 1915 to 1925 in the Annuario
della r. university di Bologna per I'anno accademico 1925-
1926, 133-134. According to the summary, however,
Sighinolfi stated that Copernicus sent his proxy docu-
ment to "Kolm." But Kulm (Chelmno) was a separate
diocese from Varmia. For the simultaneous creation of
the two dioceses of Varmia and Chelmno, see Prowe
1 (1) :179-180.

2 Sighinolfi, 234.
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as a student in Bologna.233 "Consequently,"
reasoned Sighinolfi, "the hypothesis presents itself
that between 1497 and 1499 Copernicus found the
time, or was forced, to earn that degree." 234 "We
may think that his degree of Master of Arts .. .
must have been earned at the University of
Bologna." 235

Sighinolfi's interpretation of magister in the
notarial document of June 18, 1499, was un-
critically accepted by both Brachvoge1236 and
Schmauch.237 But the attorney Giulio Righini
proposed a far more plausible explanation of
ntagister :

Sighinolfi immediately thought of a "Master of
Arts," that is, a graduate of that group of disciplines
which then included the humanities and the sciences,
and—among the sciences—mathematics and astron-
omy. That would entail a Bolognese diploma : a
second academic degree earned by Copernicus in
Italy.

This interpretation seems too hasty. Indeed, after
its occurrence in the Belvisi document, the title
magister no longer appears alongside Copernicus'
name in the immediately succeeding period—and not
even in the wording of his Ferrarese doctoral degree,
which mentions the various titles of the illustrious
student. Therefore it is logical to believe that the
appellation was not the official and ézermanent desig-
nation of an academic degree, but indicated a function
which was merely temporary and contingent in
character.

Magister is simply a master, a teacher, one who
imparts instruction : an office which, in Copernicus'
time, could be assigned to a simple student entrusted
with holding a lectureship, that is, developing a
course of lessons.238

While Copernicus was studying canon law at
Bologna, he was already so expert in the mathemat-
ical and astronomical sciences, which he had learned
at Krak6w and pursued with boundless zeal at
Bologna under Domenico Maria Novara, that he was
able—probably stimulated by financial need—to as-
sume the duty of teaching science at the University
of Bologna, as he did later at the University of Rome.

> ACIa nationis germanicae universitatis bononiensis,
edd. Ernst Friedlander and Carlo Malagola, 248, Berlin,
1887; for the cotresponding entry in the Matricula, see
Malagola, Della vita e delle opere di Antonio Urceo
detto Codro, 313-314, 564, Bologna, 1878.

234 Sighinolfi, 222.

=5 Op. Cit., 224.

2s ZE 25: 244, 1933-1935.

2 Jomsburg 1: 175, 1937. Schmauch in turn was fol-
lowed by Hans Joachim Schoenborn, Coppernicus der
Deutsche, 20, in Heroen des Geistes im deutschen Osten,
KOnigsberg, 1939.

2 For these teachers possessing a status below that
of professor, see Albano Sorbelli and Luigi Simeoni,
Storia della university di Bologna 1: 175-176, Bologna,
1944-1947.

The "mastet" of Bologna is the counterpart of the
"professor of mathematics" who holds forth at Rome
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in 1500 before a crowd of students and a throng of

reat scientists and specialists in the subject. This
is also the answer to the question of various scholars
who have not succeeded in explaining to themselves
how Copernicus could be a professor at Rome with-
out a doctoral degree or license to teach.239 He was a
"master"—that is, simply a person assigned to
teach, seen in the exercise of his occasional functions
as an instructor.249

Magister in the document of June 18, 1499, was
interpreted by Sighinolfi to mean "a holder of
the Master of Arts degree." 241 Had Copernicus
actually taken that degree, he would have received
a lifelong honor : once an M.A., always an M.A.
But the term magister is never again applied to
Copernicus in any later document. Its disap-
pearance, which is utterly irreconcilable with
Sighinolfi's interpretation, is explained by Rig-
hini's equating of magister with. "teacher" ; for

= Allan Kosko, La pretendue chaire d'astronomie de
Copernic a la Sapienza de Rome, in Wedkiewicz, Etudes
coperniciennes 1. 283-286; Ryszard Gansiniec, Rzymska
profesura Kopernika, Kwartalnik historii nauki i tech-
niki 2: 471-484, 1957 (with a summary in English at
pp. 482-484).

20 Righini, 1942: 152-154. At p. 152 Righini mis-
takenly supposed it to be probable that Copernicus re-
ceived a doctoral degree in medicine from the University
of Padua ; and he dated Copernicus' supposed completion
of the Paduan medical course in 1504, when Copernicus
was no lonﬁer in Italy (see n. 27, above). Righini also
misnumbered the document of June 18, 1499, as no. 681
(instead of no. 68) in Belvisi's filza 9, formerly preserved
in Bologna's Archivio Notarile (now merged with the
same city's Archivio di Stato).

2o Again it was Brachvogel, as we saw in n. 236
above, who uncritically accepted Sighinolfi's misinterpre-
tation and was primarily responsible for its spread in the
German-speaking area. After it was repeated by Brach-
vogel in the popular magazine Hochland 38: 56, 1940-
1941, it was transmitted to the medical profession in
Hippokrates 14: 444, 1943, by Katl Franz Hoffmann ; to
astronomers in Veriiffentlichungen der Universitiits-
Sternwarte zu KOnigsberg 12: 3, 1944 by Erich Przybyl-
lok ; to geographers in Geographischer Anzeiger 45: 83,
1944 by Franz Strauss ; to regional histotians in Quellen
rind Forschungen zur baltischen Geschichte 5: 5, 1944
by Leonid Arbusow, Jr.; and to the academic world in
general in Gottinger Universitdts-Reden 14: 13, 1944, by
Thomas Gengler. Albrecht Kahrstedt not only repeated
the Sighinolfi-Brachvogel misinterpretation, but he also
transferred from Bologna to Padua the honor of con-
ferring on Copernicus the M.A. degree, which the astrono-
mer never received (Wissenschaftliche Annalen 3: 312,
1954). The Sighinolfi-Brachvogel misinterpretation was
introduced into the English-speaking world by Armitage :
"It has now been established that Copernicus took his
M.A. degree at Bologna" (Copernicus, the founder of
modern astronomy, 50, New York and London, 1957).
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when Copernicus ceased to be a teacher, the label
magister was no longer applicable to him.

Exactly the same line of argument may be
directed against Sighinolfi's reading of presbiter
in the document of October 20, 1497. If Coper-
nicus was indeed a priest at that time, why was
he never again referred to as a priest throughout
the remaining forty-five years of his life ? Why
did nobody speak of him as a priest for more than
seven decades after his death ?» Why was he first
called a priest in 1615 ?

Yet between the two cases of magister and
presbiter there is all the difference in the world.
Copetnicus was really called magister in the docu-
ment of June 18, 1499. But was he described
as presbiter in the document of October 20, 1497?

That document was drawn up, as we have al-
ready seen,242 on behalf of

Nicholas Copernicus, son of the late Nicholas, canon
of Frombork, student at Bologna, candidate for a
degree in canon law, presbiter constitutus in the
presence of me, the notary, and of the undersigned
witnesses, who were specially called and summoned
for this purpose.

Some twenty months later the same notary drafted
the document of June 18, 1499, on behalf of some-
one else in almost exactly the same terms. I say
"almost exactly," because now the word consti-
tutus stands before, instead of after, the indi-
vidual's name and titles. The word immediately
following the name and titles was in this instance
correctly read by Sighinolfi as personaliter. Had
he compared the two documents with each other,
he would have seen that in the document of
October 20, 1497, the notary did not call Coper-
nicus a priest (presbiter).243 On the contrary,
he merely stated that Copernicus personally ap-
peared (personaliter constitutus) "in the presence
of me, the notary, and of the undersigned wit-
nesses, who were specially called and summoned
for this purpose." In so doing, the notary em-
ployed a traditional legal formula,244 with which it
is difficult to believe that Sighinolfi was un-
familiar.

22 In the text at n. 192, above.

2 But in the document of June 18, 1499, the notary
did call another person a priest. For presbitero the
notary wrote ptro, and psolr or psonalr for persona liter;
cf. Adrian Cappelli, Lexicon abbreviaturarum, 293, 5th
ed., Milan, 1954.

2+ For five instances of the use of this formula in
Bologna during the period extending from 1380 to 1529,
see Acta nations germanicae universitatis bononiensis,

395, 396, 399, 404, 408.
Of the innumerable examples of this formula,
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I shall cite only two. On Tuesday, January 10,
1503, a notary in Padua declared that Copernicus
"personally appeared (personaliter constitutus) in
the presence of me, a public notary, and of the
undersigned witnesses, who were specially called
and summoned for this purpose." 245 On June 22,
1633, Galileo, "appearing personally (constituto
personalmente) in court, and kneeling before you,
most eminent and most reverend cardinals, in-
quisitors-general in all Christendom against he-
retical depravity," admitted that the Holy Office
had adjudged him "vehemently suspect of heresy,
that is, of having held and believed that . . . the
earth . .. moves." 2"

Hence we see that Sighinolfi's labeling of
Copernicus as a priest had absolutely no founda-
tion in fact. Wittingly or unwittingly, he mis-
read personaliter as presbiter. The rejuvenated
myth that Copernicus was a priest turns out to
have been based on nothing more substantial than
a paleographical misreading.

VIII. THE RECENTLY DISCOVERED EVIDENCE

As we just saw near the end of Section VII, a
recently discovered document disclosed Coper-
nicus' visit to a Paduan notary eatly in 1503. On
that occasion, writing out with his own hand a
preliminary draft of what he wanted the notary
to attest, Copernicus described himself as a
"canon of Varmia and scholaster of the church
of the Holy Cross in Wroclaw." 247 In his self-
description, then, he spoke of himself as holding
two ecclesiastical offices : canon and scholaster.248
But he said nothing about his being a priest,
nothing about having been ordained "about
1495" 249 by his uncle the bishop of Varmia, or in
1502 by the bishop or suffragan of Krakow.

»s Hrice Rigoni, Un autografo di Niccolii Copernico,

Archivio veneto 48-49: 149, 1951.

xs NE 19: 406. Galileo's abjuration of Copernicanism
was spoken in Italian; on two earlier occasions in 1633
(April 30 and June 21 ; NE 19: 342, 361) the Latin
documents used the formula constitutus personaliter.

247 Rigoni, 149. Copernicus' draft was reproduced
photographically by Schmauch, Archiv fiir schlesische
Kirchengeschichte 12: opposite p. 154, 1955. Copernicus'
reference to himself as "scholaster of the church of the
Holy Cross in Wroclaw" renders obsolete Prowe's re-
mark that Copernicus was so described "neither by him-
self nor by anybody else" (1 (1) : 315).

248 These ate the only two ecclesiastical offices enumer-
ated in Copernicus' doctoral diploma of May 31, 1503.

249 This was the date given by the writer who con-
cealed his identity behind the initials A. D. M. in
L'Osservatore romano 80 (162) : 3, July 15-16, 1940.
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We know a little about the circumstances under
which Copernicus became a canon of Varmia in
1497, and in the new Paduan document of Janu-
ary 10, 1503, Copernicus stated that the Wroclaw
"scholastry had been conferred on me re-
cently." 250 Hence he received it shottly before
his thirtieth birthday ; and he held it about thirty-
five years,251 resigning before February 4, 1538.252
Four years later he addressed a petition to the
Pope, requesting the appointment of his nephew,
"a cleric or scholar in the Wloclawek or some
other diocese, who is twelve years old or there-
abouts," as his "permanent and irrevocable co-
adjutor” 253 in his Frombotk canonry.251 Less than
a year after his petition was granted, Copernicus
died, having held his canonry about forty- five
years, a decade longer than his scholastry. We
have legal and official documents concerning both
the inception and the termination of Copernicus'
canonry as well as of his scholastry. But
concerning his alleged priesthood we have no such
evidence.

On the other hand, a recently discovered docu-
ment provides decisive confirmation that Coper-
nicus was not a priest. After the death of his
brother Andrew, who also was a Frombork canon,
the customary contest ensued "over the canonry
and prebend of the Varmia church which the
late Andrew Copernicus possessed while he was
alive." 255 On March 30, 1519, one of the rival
claimants named a group of thirteen men to act
as his proxies. Of the thirteen, one was de-
scribed as a priest ; four as priests and clerics ;
three as vicars ; and the remaining five as canons.
One of these five canons was Nicholas Copernicus.

2ss Rigoni, 149: "scolastrie mihi nuper collatae."

2 A book published in 1559 described Copernicus as
"the man from Wroclaw." Prowe's condemnation of this
description as having "surely arisen from an error, mis-
taking Varmia" for Wroclaw (1 (2) : 271) is now seen
to have been itself an error.

=2 On that day King Ferdinand of Bohemia appointed
"Doctor Joannes Benedictus [Solfa], physician to the
King of Poland and canon of Glogow, to the scholastry at
the Holy Cross in Wroclaw, after the resignation of
Nicholas Copernicus" ; see Diplomataria et scriptores
historiae germanicae medii aevi 2: 27, edd. Christian
SchOttgen, Georg Christoph Kreysig, and Heinrich Gott-
lieb Francke, Altenburg, 1753-1760.

=2 Angelo Mercati, Una supplica di N. Copernico a
Papa Paolo Ill, Atti della pontificia accademia delle
scienze nuovi lincei 85: 246, 1931-1932.

= Schmauch, Die Gebriider Coppernicus bestimmen
ihre Nachfolger, ZE 27: 265-273, 1939-1942.

»s Guido Horn-d'Arturo, Atti notarili del sec. XVI
contenenti it nome di Copernico rinvenuti nell' Archivio
stotico capitolino, Coelum19: 41, 1951.

The same document calls five other men in the
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group priests, and does not call Copernicus a
priest. Has the argument from silence ever been
mote eloquent ?

A retrospective glance over the past three and a
half centuries reveals that Copernicus has been
called a priest independently three times : once as
an unsupported assertion, once as a revery of a
romantic lady novelist, and once as a paleographic
misreading. There is no historical foundation
whatever for the claim that Copernicus was a
priest.256
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