
The New Galileo & the Truth about Copernicanism 
     Galileo was wrong?! How could modern men from the twenty-first century dare to name a book with 
such a title? No doubt, almost every book written about cosmology in modern times begins with the 
premise that Copernicus’ and Galileo’s cosmology was correct and the Catholic Church that condemned 
them was very mistaken. Typical remarks in a book about Galileo begin with very stern and foreboding 
words. The reader is simply not permitted to entertain any other possibility as to the construction and 
movements of the cosmos. As one author put it: “Galileo...who produced the irrefutable proofs of the 
Sun-centered system...came into direct and disastrous conflict with the Church.”29 Another says: 
“Readers, who know quite well that the Earth goes around the sun...”30 Yet another says: 

Who better than Galileo to propound the most stunning reversal in perception ever to 
have jarred intelligent thought: We are not the center of the universe. The immobility of 
our world is an illusion. We spin. We speed through space. We circle the Sun. We live 
on a wandering star. 31 

     The reader, not knowing any differently, doesn’t give the author’s assertion a second thought for all 
his life he has been taught that the Earth revolves around the sun, and he has placed himself under the 
edict that this particular teaching of modern science is no more to be doubted than the fact that fish swim 
or that birds fly. 

     As the typical author begins from the unquestioned premise that Galileo’s sun-centered world has 
been indisputably proven, he will postulate various reasons why the Catholic Church did not accept this 
new and improved model of the universe. The suggestions are many and varied, ranging from 
“ecclesiastical bureaucracy,” “deliberate chicanery,” “religious fundamentalism,” “corporate interests” 
to “unfair tactics,”32 but there is little doubt that virtually all the biographers and historians will 
invariably dismiss the possibility that Galileo could have been wrong. 

Galileo’s Conversion to Geocentrism 
     Although it will certainly come as a shock to most people, one very important reason we argue 
against heliocentrism is that we are revealing the wishes of none other than Galileo himself. every 
modern reader, and even most historians, is the fact that just one year prior to his death Galileo made it 
very clear to his former allies where he now stood on the subject of cosmology. On the 29th of March 
1641, Galileo responded to a letter that he received from his colleague Francesco Rinuccini, dated the 
23rd of March 1641, containing discoveries made by the astronomer Giovanni Pieroni concerning the 
parallax motion of certain stars, from which both Rinuccini and Pieroni believed they had uncovered 



proof of the heliocentric system. Rinuccini writes to Galileo: 

Your Illustrious Excellency, Signor Giovanni Pieroni has written to me in recent months
telling how he had clearly observed with an optical instrument the movement of a few 
minutes or seconds in the fixed stars, but with just that level of certainty that the human 
eye can attain in observing a degree. All this afforded me the greatest pleasure - 
witnessing such a conclusive argument for the validity of the Copernican system! 
However, I have felt no little confusion because of something I read a few days ago in a 
bookshop. I happened to look at a book that is just now on the verge of being published.
According to the author, if it were true that the sun is the center of the universe, and that
the Earth travels around it once every year, it would follow that we would never be able 
to see half of the whole sky by night, because the line passing through the center and the
horizons of the Earth, touching the periphery of the great orb, is a cord of a piece of the 
arc of the circle of the starry heavens, the diameter of which passes through the center 
of the sun. And since I have always believed it to be true - not having personally 
witnessed it - that the first [star] of Libra rises at the same moment as the first [star] of 
Aries sets, my limited intelligence has been unable to arrive at a solution. I therefore 
implore you, in your very great kindness, to remove this doubt from my mind. I will be 
very greatly obliged to you. Reverently kissing your hand, etc. Francesco Rinuccini.” 34 

     Galileo, not being particularly moved by the assertions, writes this surprising response to 
Rinuccini: 

The falsity of the Copernican system should not in any way be called into question, 
above all, not by Catholics, since we have the unshakeable authority of the Sacred 
Scripture, interpreted by the most erudite theologians, whose consensus gives us 
certainty regarding the stability of the Earth, situated in the center, and the motion of the
sun around the Earth. The conjectures employed by Copernicus and his followers in 
maintaining the contrary thesis are all sufficiently rebutted by that most solid argument 
deriving from the omnipotence of God. He is able to bring about in different ways, 
indeed, in an infinite number of ways, things that, according to our opinion and 
observation, appear to happen in one particular way. We should not seek to shorten the 
hand of God and boldly insist on something beyond the limits of our competence.... 
D’Arcetri, March 29, 1641. I am writing the enclosed letter to Rev. Fr. Fulgenzio, from 
whom I have heard no news lately. I entrust it to Your Excellency to kindly make sure 
he receives it.”35 

     Search as one might, few today will find Galileo’s retraction of Copernicanism cited in books or 
articles written on the subject of his life and work. Fewer still are those in public conversation about 
Galileo who have ever heard that he recanted his earlier view. The reason is, quite simply, that the letter 
has been obscured from the public’s eye for the last four centuries. As Galileo historian Klaus Fischer 
has admitted: “The ruling historiographers of science cannot be freed from the reproach that they have 
read Galileo’s writings too selectively.”36 Fortunately, Galileo’s retraction managed to escape censorship
and find its way among the rest of his letters in the twenty-volume compendium Le Opere di Galileo 
Galilei finally published in 1909 with a reprint in Florence in 1968. Centuries prior to its publication, 
there was a concerted effort by either Rinuccini or someone behind the scenes to cover up the fact that 



the letter was, indeed, written and sent by Galileo. We know this to be the case since a rather obvious 
attempt was made to erase Galileo’s name as the signatory of the letter. The compiler of the original 
letter makes this startling notation: “The signature ‘Galileo Galilei’ has been very deliberately and 
repeatedly rubbed over, with the manifest intention of rendering it illegible.”37 Stillman Drake, one of the
top Galileo historians, noticed the subterfuge: 

Among all Galileo’s surviving letters, it is only this one on which his name at the end was 
scratched out heavily in ink. I presume that Rinuccini valued and preserved Galileo’s letters no 
matter what they said, but did not want others to see this declaration by Galileo that the 
Copernican system was false, lest he be thought a hypocrite. 38 

     Judging from the contents of his letter to Rinuccini, for quite some time it seems that Galileo had 
been contemplating the problems inherent in the Copernican system, as well as his desire to convert back
to an Earth- centered cosmology. The wording in his letter is rather settled and direct as it does not 
reflect someone who is confused or equivocating. It holds the convictions of a man who has been swept 
off his feet by a more convincing position. Hence, far from being a hero of modern cosmology, shortly 
before his death Galileo had become its worst adversary – a fact of history that has been either quietly 
ignored or deliberately suppressed. 

     What has also been suppressed is the spiritual reason Galileo had a change of heart. In the new book 
Galileo: Watcher of the Skies, author David Wootton makes a substantial case that prior to 1639, three 
years before his death, Galileo was not a true Christian but merely a nominal Catholic who was a 
member of a secret society that actually rejected major Catholic doctrines. These doctrinal aberrations, 
coupled with his immoral life, strongly suggest that Galileo’s quest to advance Copernicanism was 
motivated by a very strong anti-Church sentiment, as was the case with many other scientists in history. 
By 1641, it seems to be the case that Galileo’s newfound faith led him to accept fully the Church’s 
historic geocentric cosmology as a divine revelation . 39 
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