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THE TORUŃ UPROAR OF 1724

The Toruń uproar of 1724, called the Thorn er Blutbad or the 
Thorner B lutgericht in  G erm an P ro testan t historiography, is 
th e  only event in the history of Toruń which has won lasting 
in ternational renow n for itself.1 We can add th a t even up until 
today th is renow n has been m uch more lasting in European histo
riography and historical journalism  than  the historiographical 
career of such fundam ental documents and events of Polish to ler
ance as the Union of Sandom ierz of 1570, as the Confederation 
of W arsaw of 1573, or finally the Toruń Colloquium Charitativum  
of 1645.2 Num erous au tho rs of syntheses and text-books on 
European history, and particularly  on the Church history of 
Europe, very  often overlook the im portant facts from the history 
of Polish religious tolerance m entioned above, but nearly always 
m ention the events of 1724, a t length too, though often inaccu
rate ly .3 So th a t we can num ber the Toruń affair of 1724 amongst 
the  ranks of the relatively  few stereotyped facts which, perpet
uated  from  text-book to text-book, lead their own calm existence 
am ongst the columns of successive elaborations of a general 
character from  the  history of Europe or the history of central-

1 T. S c h i e d e r  (Deut scher  Geis t  und  s t ändische  Freihei t  im  We ichse l 
lande.  Pol i t i sche Ideen  u nd  pol i t i sches S c h r i f t u m  in  Wes tp reus sen  v on  der  
L ub l in e r  Un ion bis zu  de n  poln ischen Te i l ungen  1569 - 1772/1793, K ön igs
b e rg  1940, p. 128) m a in ta in s  th a t  th e  T o ru ń  a ffa ir  “ist tat sächl ich das  
e inz ige  Ereignis  aus  de r  Geschi ch t e  der  Wes tp reus s is chen  S täd t e  g ew or 
den,  das  über  de n  engeren  R a u m  des  Os tens  h inaus ganz  Europa beschäf t i g
te .”

2 T he F re n c h  h is to r ia n  A. Jo b e r t has b ro k en  th is  tra d it io n  w ith  an  
im p o rta n t m o n o g rap h , De L u t h e r  à Mohi la.  La Pologne dans la crise de  
la chrét ient é 1517 - 1648, P a r is  1974.

3 C f. th e  d iscu ssio n  am ongst th e  ed ito ria l s ta ff  of “K w a rta ln ik  H isto 
ry c z n y ” u n d e r  th e  ti t le  of Obraz Polsk i  w  his toriograf i i  obcej  [The Image  
of  Poland in Foreign Historiography],  “K w a rta ln ik  H isto ryczny ,” vol. 
L X X V III, 1971, pp. 331 - 353.
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eastern Europe. The fact itself, the  m ythical history of the Toruń 
uproar, its function and significance as a historiographical stereo
type, as well as the h istory  of the political propaganda which 
created this lasting m yth, point to the weight of the problem, 
and the necessity of looking at it through the eyes of a m odern 
historian.

A questionnaire of the  fundam ental queries which are connected 
w ith the subject m ight be ranked as follows : 1) The genesis and 
background of the Toruń conflict. 2) The events of the uproar of 
16 - 17 July , 1724. 3) The political determ inants of the Toruń affair. 
4) The tria l and verdict. 5) The in ternational activity  of P ro testan t 
states in the affair and the problem  of im plem enting the sentence. 
6) Propaganda and historiography in respect of the Toruń uproar. 
Before passing on to consideration of the sta te  of research and 
attem pting to present an overall in terp reta tion  of the rôle of the 
Toruń uproar, we m ust briefly  recall the most im portant and 
incontrovertible facts from  the course of the uproar itself.

The direct cause of the  outbreak  of the uproar in the royal 
city of Toruń, governed by the L u theran  patriciate, was a Catholic 
ecclesiastical cerem ony organized by the local Jesuits : on 16 
July , 1724, during the course of a procession in the cem etery of 
St. Jam es’ Church in the  New Town, there were scuffles betw een 
students of the Jesu it college and Lutherans looking on—w ithout 
due respect in the opinion of the Catholics. As a result of the 
scuffles, the city guard  arrested  one of the Jesuit students. The 
quarrel betw een the boisterous students of the college and the 
city authorities over the  release of this student led to various 
fu rth e r incidents, in the  course of which the college students for 
the ir part locked in the college one of the students of the local 
P ro testan t school. On the M onday afternoon (17 July), which was 
traditionally  a tim e of rest for a significant proportion of the 
trades journeym en, things led to the gathering of a crowd of 
Lutherans near the college and cloister of the  Jesuits. The fact 
th a t at this tim e both sides released the detained students did 
not save the situation, and events proceeded according to the 
logic and psychology of m ass phenom ena. The an ti-Jesu it psycho
sis of the crowd, sparked off by various rum ours, caused the 
L utherans to storm  the Jesu it buildings. The Jesuits offered no
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resistance, and no blood was shed, but the college building was 
totally sacked and demolished, the monks and students were 
maltreated, and what is worse, objects of religious worship, 
amongst other things, were destroyed, and together with furniture, 
books and similar objects, they were burnt in a pile in front of the 
college.4 It is also an irrefutable fact, though one which later was 
in some degree obscured in all descriptions of the uproar em anat
ing from the city authorities, that these authorities, particularly 
the reigning President Rosner, but also the city guard, showed 
surprising passivity and took no energetic action at all aimed at 
restoring order in the city. One can variously interpret the lack 
of decision, or other intentions, guiding the city authorities, but 
the fact of their passivity and failure to carry out the obligations 
incumbent upon them remains grounds allowing no room for 
justification. Why, for example, did President Rösner, who lived 
within a short distance of the Jesuit college, arrive at the scene 
of events only after midnight, that is to say, after the uproar, 
which lasted several hours, was already over ? The most likely 
hypothesis is the following : President Rösner had nothing 
against the Jesuits coming to grief with the agitated Lutherans, 
though very likely he was not expecting such far-reaching 
consequences from the action of the mob.

The uproar finished in the early hours of Tuesday morning. 
The problem arose of the consequences of events which had led 
to the most severe anti-Catholic outburst in Toruń since 1688. 
And here, before we pass on to a description of the Jesuit 
proceedings and the trial, we must take note that, initially, the 
city authorities completely failed to appreciate the gravity of the 
situation : they believed in the precedents of the 17th century, 
and were not expecting the universal indignation of public opinion 
in the country against Toruń. They doubtless reckoned that, as in 
1688, numerous arguments could be smoothed over simply with

4 T he b u rn in g  of a w ooden  fig u re  of th e  V irg in  M ary  and  severa l 
holy  im ages b ro u g h t ab o u t th e  d u b b in g  of th e  p a r tic ip a n ts  in th e  u p ro a r  
as b la sp h em ers  g u ilty  of a c rim e  a g a in s t re lig ion , w h ich  in cu rred  the  
th r e a t  of th e  h eav ie s t p en a ltie s  in  ev e ry  p en a l code of th a t tim e. T h u s 
su b seq u en t P ro te s ta n t accoun ts a tte m p te d  to n eg a te  th e  fac t th a t ob jec ts 
of w o rsh ip  had  been  b u rn t, an d  it w as even  m a in ta in ed  (considerab ly  
la te r) th a t it w as th e  Je s u its  th em se lv es w ho  d es tro y ed  the  im ages, the  
b u rn t rem ain s  of w h ich  w ere  p re sen ted  to th e  court.
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material compensation. But meanwhile the Jesuits had appealed 
against the city not only to the central authorities, but had roused 
Catholic opinion amongst the nobility throughout the country.5 
Assuming that the uproar was provoked and made possible only 
thanks to the support or passivity of the city authorities, the 
Jesuits indicted those authorities in the persons of President 
Rösner, Mayor Zernecke and others for responsibility for the 
events of the uproar. From that moment on, the city courts ceased 
to be competent to judge the affair of the uproar in the city, since 
the only court for examining disputes with the authorities of 
royal cities in the first instance was the Assessorial Court in 
Warsaw, which belonged to the special royal courts.6 The Toruń 
affair suddenly became the top issue in the eyes of the nobility 
and—what is more im portant—in the eyes of the Seym which had 
been called. On 29 July, Augustus II, striving to win over the 
opinion of the nobility at the Seym which had been called, signed 
urgent summonses to the council and city of Toruń to appear 
before the assessorial court within a fortnight’s time. It seems 
that the king, wanting to continue the treaty of the political 
forces from 1717, but threatened by the permanent opposition 
of the Grand Lithuanian hetman Ludwik Pociej, was seeking 
support above all in the Chamber of Deputies. The court faction 
both aimed at reinforcement of royal power in general, and, as 
regards the royal cities, took up a position favouring centralization 
efforts, which was not without its effect on the course of the 
Toruń affair. For the king the denominational views were entirely 
secondary. In a word, the social and political determinants of the 
Warsaw decisions ran deep : meeting halfway those who demanded 
punishment of the Protestants as an example, Augustus II 
reinforced his position in the state.

In reply to the summons, the Toruń authorities drew up

5 Cf. R. F r y d r y c h o w i c z, Die V orgänge  z u  T h o rn  im  Ja hre  1724,
" Z e itsc h r if t des W estp reu ss isch en  G esch ich tsv e re in s ,” vol. X I, 1884, p. 82. 
F ry d ry ch o w icz ’ d e sc rip tio n  w as th e  f i r s t  in -d e p th  a tte m p t to re -c re a te
th e  T o ru ń  a ffa ir .

6  In  G e rm an  p u b lic a tio n s  one m eets  w ith  unfounded  v iew s concern ing  
th e  com petence of th e  assesso ria l co u rt in  respec t of c ities in R oyal 
P ru ss ia . T h is  co u rt ex am in ed  ap p ea ls  fro m  city  cou rts  and  passed  ju d g e 
m en t in th e  f ir s t  in s tan ce  in cases a g a in s t c ity  au th o ritie s . In  p rin c ip le  its 
sen tences w ere  fina l.
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a formal document in which they presented from their side the 
course of events on the days of 16-17 July. On 13 August, 
Ch. Klosmann, the city clerk, stood before the assessorial court in 
Warsaw in the name of the Toruń authorities. After some debate 
between the parties—the trial was conducted according to Polish 
law, and thus by lawsuit and orally (and not by inquisition and 
in writing, as in the regulations of the Constitutio Criminalis 
Carolinae in force in German countries)—the court resolved to 
appoint a commission, whose task was to carry out an investiga
tion on the spot in Toruń, and present a report to the court. Many 
dignitaries sat on the commission who were to turn  out particular
ly ill-disposed towards Toruń, either out of religious zeal (as in 
the case of Krzysztof Szembek, Bishop of Włocławek), or perhaps 
on account of disputes with the city waged earlier (as in the case 
of Jerzy Lubomirski). In the composition of a commission 
comprised of dignitaries from Royal Prussia and the Polish Crown 
there was not one Protestant. At that time only a few Protestants 
throughout the Commonwealth still held state positions. The 
commission stayed in Toruń from 16 September to 13 October. 
In Polish law the parties themselves provided the evidence for 
the trial, and in this case for the work of the commission : “Nach 
hergebrachtem  Rechtsgange und ausdrücklicher Vorschrift der  
eben erw ähnten  Vollmacht reichten beide Parteien ihre Puncta  
Interregatoria ein, d.h. Behauptungen, welche jede durch  
vorgeschlagene Zeugen erhärten w o l l t e .” 7 The statements of both 
parties, largely the controversial ones, were at that time published 
in print. In accordance with Polish law, the commission did not 
use torture on the witnesses, and also rejected proposals in this 
direction in respect of the suspects. Thus the material for the 
evidence was gathered without physical pressure on the part of 
the commission, which did not, of course, exclude tendentiousness 
in their evaluations. A visit to the Jesuit college also took place, 
with the aim of confirming first-hand the damage which had 
been inflicted.

Meanwhile, in Warsaw the Toruń affair had become the 
subject of violent speeches in the Seym. Practically no-one

7 S. K u j o t ,  D er T h o rn er  T u m u l t  1724. A u s  A n lass  zw e ie r  S c h r i f te n  
vo n  F ran z  Jacobi,  T h o rn  1897, p. 37.
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questioned the fact that the decision in this m atter lay with the 
court, but recalling previous disputes with Gdańsk and Toruń, 
in which the Warsaw decisions had never been fully implemented, 
three demands were made : for expedition of the proceedings, the 
supplementing of the composition of the assessorial court with 
assessors from the Seym (from the Chamber of Deputies and 
the Senate), and an assurance that the court’s decisions would in 
fact be enforced. When the time for the court session was fixed 
in Warsaw, it turned out in Toruń that no-one from the council 
members or the mayors wanted to travel to Warsaw to defend 
the interests of the city in general or the accused in particular. 
The Toruń delegation sent to Warsaw was composed of wholly 
secondary figures who had no connections at all at the royal 
court: “Durch einen, nicht erkläbaren Missgriff hatte  man Mäner 
gewählt, welche m it dem  Geiste der polnischen Nation, des  
polnischen Hofes und der Polnischen G erechtigkcitspflege fast 
ganz unbekannt waren, und nicht von den  M itte ln  wussten, den  
Ränken der Jesuiter und ihren Anhänger einen kräftigen  W ider
stand entgegen zu setzen.” 8 Neither does the material in our pos
session explain why Rosner remained totally passive, and did not 
seek assistance from Augustus II, who had been personally well- 
disposed towards him since the time when Rösner had stayed at 
the court. The passivity and misguided legal tactics of the Toruń 
Council can probably be explained by the tactics of playing for 
time, which was bound up with the phenomena of the weakness 
in executive power, as of the authorities for the administration of 
justice in the gentry Commonwealth in the first half of the 18th 
century. However, the Council did not take into account the 
significant agitation of gentry opinion, nor the action of Augustus 
II, who personally expedited the court proceedings to satisfy 
that opinion. Augustus II fixed the time of the trial for 26 October, 
1724. The assessorial court held session under the direction of 
the chancellor, and its composition was supplemented by additio
nal assessors from amongst the senators and deputies. In this 
way, however, two of the active members of the Toruń investiga
tory commission—Szembek and Lubomirski—also found them

8 F. D ö r n e  (W. F. Z ernecke), T h o rn s  Sch re cken s ta g e  im  Jahre 1724, 
D anzig 1826, p. 44.
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selves within the complement of the court by the king’s decision, 
which could not but have its effect on the judgement. At the 
trial, the Jesuits presented their accusations and inferences, which 
even went beyond the question of the uproar itself (a demand 
for restoration of the Church of Our Lady Mary into the hands 
of the Bernardines, and other demands concerning Catholic 
rights). The Jesuits concentrated their case not on the journeymen 
who started the uproar, but on the representatives of the city 
authorities. Boguszewski, Toruń’s defender, lodged formal 
objections and requested an adjournment of the case, since he did 
not have the necessary documents. The court did adjourn the 
case, but only until 30 October. On 30 October, apart from the 
Jesuits, additional citations were lodged against the city by the 
Bernardines, the Benedictines (concerning the profanation of the 
cemetery of St. James’ Church) and the Toruń Catholic furriers, 
demanding the right for Catholic artisans to belong to guilds in 
Toruń. In the course of the trial, the Toruń side demanded 
annulment of the work of the commission and renewed investiga
tion. At the decisive moment of the trial, Boguszewski, on the 
basis of the instructions of the city authorities, “did not raise 
the question of the events themselves of 16 and 17 July in his 
speech,” but only put forward formal objections.9 We should 
note that this could not but give rise to the opinion amongst the 
body of the court that the accused were afraid to take up 
discussion of the merits of the case and sought salvation in legal 
evasions. The court, accepting the case as resolved on the basis 
of the material gathered, published a decree on 16 November, 
1724. These are the most important clauses of the judgement :

1. President Rösner and Mayor Zernecke have been sentenced 
to death on the count of responsibility of the city authorities for 
allowing the uproar and indirectly contributing to its outbreak 
through failure to take appropriate action. 2. 12 direct participants 
in the uproar are sentenced to death by beheading, some with 
additional aggravations such as punishment for the profanation

9 W. G a s t p a r y ,  S p ra w a  toru ńska  w  r o k u  1724 [The T o ru ń  A f fa ir  in  
1724], W arszaw a 1969, p. 83 ; cf. th e  im p o rta n t com m en ts of rev iew ers  on 
th is  w o rk  : J . S t a s z e w s k i  (“O drodzen ie  i R e fo rm ac ja  w  Polsce,” vol. 
X V III, p. 233) and  E. C i e ś l a k  (“R ocznik  G d ań sk i,” vol. X X X II, 1972, 
No. 1, pp. 177 - 185).
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and burning of sacred objects (cutting off of the hand, and 
quartering after death). 3. The commander of the city guard, 
certain officials, and other participants in the events have been 
sentenced to punishment by imprisonment or fine. 4. The regula
tions ensure the censorship of Toruń publications from the 
Catholic point of view, and sentence two pastors, K. A. Geret and 
E. Oloff, to banishment from the city, as inspirers of the anti- 
Catholic protests. 5. The judgement, affirming the force of the 
law of 1638 concerning Catholic rights in Toruń, orders that 
half the numbers of the city authorities be representatives of the 
Catholic population, bans any discrimination against that popula
tion in respect of admission to city law, to guilds and the like, 
and, on the demand of the Bernardines, returns into their hands 
the Church of Our Lady M ary, together with the cloister buildings 
in which the Toruń school was housed. 6. Accepting that the 
existence in Toruń of the college and the school was a permanent 
cause of disturbances, the judgement orders the removal of the 
school : “ad aliquam tamen villam  viciniorem civitatis vel locum  
extra c ivita tem  separatum scholam seu studium  transportari 
acatholicis permittimus."  10 7. The regulations impose the covering 
of the costs of implementation of the sentence, as of the payment 
of damages to the Jesuits, on the city. 8. However, the judgement 
contains an appeal to te Jesuits : “... ut studiosos scholas suas 
jrequentantes in modestia disciplinaque d ebita contineant 
eosque coerceant et advertant, ne injuriis, contumeliis et violentiis  
acatholicos afficiant.”11

Implementation of the sentence was dependent on the plaintiff 
taking an oath, with six others, affirming the guilt of those 
convicted by the court. This so-called swearing-in of the initiators 
of the action—a relic from the Middle Ages—was applied in 
Polish court practice right up to 1768. One must emphasize that 
this oath did not replace the court’s findings of proof, but only, 
so to speak, additionally and definitively reinforced them. 
A struggle took place at various levels on the question of whether

10 Q uoted  a f te r  S. K u j o t ,  D o k u m e n ty  do sp ra w y  to ru ńsk ie j  z r. 1724 
[D ocum ents  Concern ing  the  T o ru ń  A f fa ir  o f  1724], “R ocznik T o w arzy stw a  
P rzy jac ió ł N auk  w  P o zn an iu ,” vol. X X , 1895, p. 287.

11 Ib idem .

www.rcin.org.pl



T H E  T O R U Ń  U P R O A R , 1724 63

and to w hat degree the severe Warsaw sentence would be carried 
out. On one side there was intervention from the Protestant 
powers—to which question I shall return in the further course 
of my argum ent—but without result. The judgement aroused 
numerous objections in Warsaw, too, in respect of that part of 
it relating to punishment of the participants in the events and 
of the Toruń mayors. Certain dignitaries made efforts to get the 
sentence alleviated. The adherents of leniency placed special 
hopes in Augustus II, whom it would be difficult to suspect of 
any religious fanaticism. The king, however, because of his 
overall internal policy—perhaps international, too—remained 
entirely indifferent. In such a situation, the question of whether 
the Jesuits would take the oath anticipated by the sentence was 
of fundamental significance. We know today from the secret 
Jesuit meetings at the time,12 that even amongst them, from the 
beginning, there were votes for saving Mayor Zemecke from 
punishment. In general the view prevailed, and this despite the 
intervention of nuncio Santini, that the swearing of the sentence 
was indispensable for all its provisions to be put into practice. 
As a result, after the Jesuits had taken the oath demanded by 
the sentence, the commissaries who had arrived in Toruń to carry 
out the sentence of the court, set about its implementation. 
Zernecke and especially Rösner had sufficient time beforehand 
to save themselves by escaping, but did not do so.13 Rösner was 
convinced till the last that he would be pardoned by the king. 
But only Zernecke, for whom the Jesuits interceded, was given 
a pardon. Of the remaining 13 sentenced to death, two remained 
uncaught, and, thanks to the Jesuits, one (Heyder) regained his 
freedom after receiving the Catholic faith (the Jesuits withdrew 
their charges against him), and as a result, the sentence passed 
on 9 participants in the uproar and on President Rösner as the 
tenth, was carried out in Toruń on 7 December, 1724.

12 Cf. E. W a s c h i n s k i ,  Die A c ta  co n su l ta t io n u m  der  T h orner  J e su i t 
en  u n d  der Prozess  v on  1724 in  n eu er  B e leuch tung ,  “M itte ilu n g en  d. W est- 
p reu ss isch en  G esch ich ts-V e re in s ,” vol. X V II, 1918, pp. 17 - 26.

13 T he C ouncil in  T o ru ń  w as in fo rm ed  of th e  v e rd ic t by post on th e  
ev en in g  of 18 N ovem ber. R ö sn er rem a in ed  free, b u t d esp ite  being  fo re 
w a rn e d  by a n  o ff ic e r of th e  g u a rd  th a t  he had  rece ived  th e  o rd e r fo r h is 
a r re s t,  he d id  n o t leav e  h is hom e and  w as in  fa c t a r re s te d  th e  fo llow ing  
day .
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I shall return in the course of further argument to the question 
of an evaluation of the Toruń judgement against a broader 
background, here we must merely indicate that we are agreed as 
to the fact that the sentence was severe, since it cost the lives of
10 people in an affair embracing incidents where no-one lost 
their life. But one must emphasize that practically all uproars 
were severely punished in the law of that time, whilst liability 
for offences against religion was one of the gravest in both 
Polish and German penal law. Evaluation of the remaining 
provisions of the judgement must vary. The appropriation of the 
Church of Our Lady Mary and the buildings of the school from 
the Lutherans must be criticized. The school, though, did not 
cease to exist—contrary to numerous erroneous assertions in the 
literature on the subject—but, despite the judgement, continued 
its activity a few dozen metres away from the Church of Our 
Lady Mary on the premises of a boarding-school.14 Likewise, the 
printing-house was left in the untied hands of the city. A long and 
bitter struggle raged over implementation of the provisions aimed 
at guaranteeing part equal rights to Catholics in Toruń : the 
Lutherans in general and the élite of the patriciate in particular 
did not want to allow the Catholics to participate in the city 
authorities. Every kind of argument was put forward, and 
various methods employed. A classically conservative argument 
of the time was even repeated by a contemporary historian of 
Protestantism : “the Catholics did not even possess suitable 
people.”15 Directly after publication of the verdict, 4 Catholics, 
led by the Toruń postmaster and man of letters J. K. Rubinowski, 
joined the Council. In the following years—1725 - 1729—the 
Council did not allow new elections, so as to preclude the 50% 
figure of places for Catholics demanded by the judgement. The 
Jesuits lodged many complaints that the Council was not carrying 
out the provisions of the judgement. Only in 1729 were places 
in the Council and at the Bar partially taken by Catholics, but

14 O n th e  tro u b le s  a t th e  T o ru ń  school—in s ig n ifican t overa ll a p a r t  
fro m  th e  p a in fu l loss of b u ild in g s—cf. S. S a l m o n o w i c z ,  T o ru ń sk ie  
g im n a z ju m  a ka d em ick ie  w  la tach 1681-1817 [The T o ru ń  A cadem ic  School  
D uring  the  Y e a rs  1681-1817], P o zn ań  1973, pp . 6 0 -6 5 .

15 Cf. W. G a s t p a r y ,  op. cit., p. 97.
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in the following years the rights of the Catholics were again 
infringed after various ups and downs : in 1753 the staff and 
organizational situation in respect of the city authorities was no 
different to the situation before the uproar. The monopoly of 
the Lutheran patriciate, artificially maintaining the position of 
numerical superiority of the element of German-Lutheran origin, 
had a detrim ental effect on the Polish population, composed 
predominantly of Catholics.

I indicated at the outset that the problems of the Toruń 
uproar must be presented against a broad genetic and overall 
political back-cloth. However, the inadequate state of research 
is a problem here. As regards the course of the Toruń events, the 
trial and the judgement, the situation is relatively satisfactory.16 
The progress of events in rudimentary but also sufficient outline, 
reduced to the known elements, does not in principle give rise 
to any doubts. Knowing the trial customs of the epoch, one must 
reject lots of exaggerated colour and details, with which both 
parties tried for various reasons to “highlight” their accounts, 
arguments, accusations, testimonies. The fundamental task of the 
historian is to constantly check conflicting accounts and argu
ments, and to keep in mind their chief aim : legal or propagandist. 
We do not possess complete material on the history of the trial 
itself or on the legal side of the judgement in the Toruń affair.17 
However, the critically formulated remarks of Protestant authors 
writing on this matter, but without command of any knowledge of 
Polish administration of justice, or of the court procedure specific 
to Poland, mainly consist in misunderstandings. We should note 
tha t the fact that the procedural regulations of those times might 
give rise to surprise or criticism in the modem reader is one

16 T he m ost s ig n ific an t w o rk s  a re  : S. K u j o t ,  S p ra w a  toru ńska
z r. 1724 [The T o ru ń  A f fa i r  of 1724], “R ocznik  T o w arzy stw a  P rzy jac ió ł
N au k  w  P o z n a n iu ,” vol. X X , 1894, an d  F. J a c o b i ,  Das T h orner  B lu tger ich t
1724, H a lle  1896. C f. a lso  S. K u j o t ,  Das T h o rn er  B lu tger ich t ,  K am m
1911.

17 W.  G a s t p a r y  (op. cit., p. 63), how ever, e rro n eo u sly  a sse rts  th a t 
th e re  is a sh o rtag e  of th e  m in u tes  of th e  ex am in a tio n s  conducted  by  th e  
com m ission. D r. K. M aliszew ski d iscovered  these  in  th e  B ran ick i col
lec tions fro m  S ucha  (A rch iw u m  G łów ne A k t D aw nych  [C en tra l A rch ive  
of H is to ric a l D ocum ents]). T h is  m a te ria l c lea rs  up  som e of th e  gaps in  th e  
e la b o ra tio n s  to  da te .

5 Acta Poloniae H istorica 47
www.rcin.org.pl



66 S T A N IS Ł A W  SA L M O N O W IC Z

thing, but assertions that, in the case which interests us, the court 
acted in violation of those formal regulations are something else. 
So that, without negating either the climate of religious intoler
ance in which the court proceedings took place or the political 
ramifications of the judgement, one must assert that, in the light 
of the factual and legal findings of the court, it is difficult to 
define the judgement as so-called Justizmord. One can consider 
the judgement harsh, unjust and so on, but there are no grounds 
for negating the procedure by which it was issued, or its legal 
premises. Certain procedural problems still remain unclear, of 
which I have written elsewhere.18

The political background to the Toruń judgement related to 
the internal history of the Commonwealth of those years has 
practically been ignored in more recent studies. The m atter 
deserves some attention, however, since, in order to understand 
the ramifications of the Toruń judgement, and its considerable 
severity, we must take a most serious look into the play of 
political forces operating in the Commonwealth in the period 
from 1717 to 1724, and likewise see any and all international 
determinants bound up with this play, and in particular take into 
account both Augustus II’s policy in respect of the nobility, and 
his political plans.19 Our knowledge of the political history of 
Augustus II’s second period of rule in the Commonwealth is still 
not very great, but some rich material from Dresden is awaiting 
research, which should throw much light on the question of the 
political ramifications of the Toruń judgement. Similarly, the 
international campaign of the Protestant states in the m atter of 
the Toruń judgement and the problem of the implementation of 
its provisions has been inadequately considered in elaborations 
up to the present. We do not possess one work which considers 
the Toruń affair as an element in international policy of that time. 
G. Rhode’s study devoted to English policy on this question bears

18 C f. S. S a l m o n o w i c z ,  O p rob lem a tyce  p o l i tyczn e j  i praw n e j  t z w . 

tu m u l tu  toruń sk iego  z  1724 r. [Political and Legal P rob lem s in  R espect of 
the  So-ca l led  T o ru ń  Uproar o f  1724], “C zasopism o P raw n o -H is to ry czn e ,” 
vol. X X IV , 1972, No. 1, p. 232.

19 J . S ta szew sk i w rite s  a b o u t th is  in  th e  rev iew  quo ted  ; cf. also 
J . F e l d m a n ' s  re m a rk s , S p ra w a  d y sy d e n c k a  za A u g u s ta  II  [The Dissent  
I s sue  in  A u g u s tu s  I I ’s T im es] ,  “R e fo rm ac ja  w  P olsce,” 1924, pp. 108 - 109.
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witness to the fact that many possibilities exist here.20 One thing 
is certain, that the Protestant propaganda which agitated public 
opinion in many Protestant countries, did not hide behind the 
motives and aims of the policy of individual Protestant countries, 
who were taking care of their own power interests against the 
background of the Toruń affair. So that Frederick William I, 
Prussian king, found strong support in this affair in England for 
some time, for reasons entirely non-religious, and attempted to 
gain the support of Peter the Great as well. A change in English 
policy, and Peter the G reat’s death, cancelled out Berlin hopes 
of conducting an active policy in respect of Poland.21

In the publications devoted to the Toruń affair to date, it has 
been torn away from genetic problems, from the realities of the 
life of the city. Pastor Efraim Oloff, a worthy preacher of Polish 
Toruń Lutheranism, but also an ardent opponent of Catholicism, 
wrote thus about the genesis of the uproar : “Die Gelegenheit  
aber und die eigentlichen Ursachen zu diesem betrübenden Tum ult  
sind wohl, w ie  es nicht kann gelaugnet werden, theils schon 
unterschiedliche vorhergegangene Dinge und Facta von S eyten  
de H. Patrum , welche schon längst eine Erbitterung in dem  
Gem üthe des gemeinen Mannes ersteckt  hatten...”22 According 
to the uniform Lutheran opinion, the only culprits in the situa
tions in Toruń which led to anti-Catholic uproars (in 1606—twice, 
1639, 1682, and 1688) were the Jesuits and their protectors, the

20 Cf.  G.  R h o d e ,  England  u nd  das T h orner  B lu tger ich t  1724, “H is t
o rische  Z e itsc h rif t,” vol. C LX IV  1941, cf. also  L. R. L  e  w  i t t  e  r, Peter  
the  G reat and the  Polish D issenters ,  “T he S lavon ic  and  E ast E u ropean  
R ev iew ,” vol. X X X III, 1954. E ng land , d is tu rb e d  by th e  S p a n ish -A u s tr ia n  
rap p ro ch em en t, fe lt th e  need  to d raw  closer to P ru s s ia  an d  R ussia , and  
th e  T o ru ń  a f f a ir  w as a co n v en ien t p la tfo rm  fo r a p ro c lam atio n  of the  
so lid a rity  of th e  P ro te s ta n t sta tes . Cf. a lso  G. R  h o d e ’ s ex p an siv e  study , 
B ra n d e n b u rg -P re u ssen  u n d  die P ro tes ta n ten  in  Polen 1640- 1740, L eipzig  
1941.

21 S ch w erin , th e  P ru s s ia n  envoy  in  W arsaw  a t  th e  tim e, even  p u t 
fo rw a rd  a p lan  fo r  occupation  of T o ru ń  by P ru s s ia n  forces “called  in by 
th e  p o p u la tio n .” In  fac t, h o w ever, no -one w as read y  fo r  any  new  E u ro p ean  
conflic t, an d  F red e rick  W illiam  I w as too ca re fu l to r isk  in d ep en d e n t 
a c tio n  ; cf. a lso  th e  re m a rk s  of D. B a y n  e H o r n ,  G reat B r i ta in  and  
Europe in  the  E igh teen th  C en tu ry ,  O xford  1967, p. 31 ff. C han ce llo r S zem - 
bek  ex p ressed  th e  P o lish  a tt i tu d e  to w ard s  fo re ign  in te rv e n tio n  w h en  he 
a sked  th e  rh e to ric a l q u es tio n  : “ how  w ould  the  P ro te s ta n ts  in K ön igsberg  
re a c t if th e  C ath o lics  p u lled  dow n th e ir  ch u rch  ?”—qu o ted  a f te r  W. G a s t -  
p a r  y,  op.  cit., p.  86.

22 S. K u j o t ,  D o kum en ty . . . ,  p. 177.

5*
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Chełmno bishops. Nobody perhaps in the Lutheran camp consider
ed the discrimination against Catholics in the town to be 
intolerant, since the intolerance of the other side somehow threw 
a veil over their own, vehement attitude.

The historian must look at the genesis of the uproar more 
widely, not only through the prism of the religious history of 
Toruń, but also through that of its socio-political history, especial
ly from 1660 on.23 The demographic history of Toruń also has 
yet to be written. In the Toruń of the 16th century, the Reforma
tion was victorious chiefly in its Lutheran version. However, 
from the end of the 16th century a revival of the Catholic society 
began in the city (and also of the activity of the orders). The 
further course of events in the 17th and 18th centuries repeatedly 
underwent certain changes in connection with the new immigrant 
waves—mainly of German origin and connected with Prostestant- 
ism. The demographic calamities of the years 1703- 1710 hit the 
poorer element, mainly Catholic. As a result of the new wave 
of German immigrants, very much supported by the Lutheran 
patriciate, there came about renewed reinforcement of the rôle 
in the city of a Lutheran element of fresh provenance, and thus 
not familiar with the complicated city relations.24 We must see

23 S. H a r t m a n n  recen tly  focussed  a tte n tio n  on th e  social fo u n d 
a tio n s  of th e  re lig ious conflic ts  in  T o ruń , T h o rn  im  N ord ischen  K rieg  
1700 - 1721, i n :  T h o rn  K önig in  der W eichsel  1231 - 1981, ed. by E. Jä h n ig  
an d  P. L e tk em an n  ( =  “ B e iträge  z u r  G esch ich te  W estp reu ssen ” 7), G ö ttin 
gen  1981, p. 335 : "[...] die k o n fess io ne l len  K o n f l ik t e  in  T h o rn  o f t  n u r  
vordergründ ig  w a ren  u n d  ihre eigen t l iche  Ursache in  sozialen und  
s tän d isch en  G egensä tzen  hatten . S ie  k ö n n e n  als Vorsp ie l  zu  den  V or fä l len  
des T h o rn er  B lu tg er ich ts  im  Jahre  1724 angesehen  w erd en ,  die zw a r  durch  
e in en  k o n k r e te n  A n lass  ausgelöst w u rd en ,  jedoch  n u r  d e n  K u lm in a t io n s 
p u n k t  e iner  längst  v o rh a n d en en  E n tw ic k lu n g  dars te llen ."

24 O n th e  rô le  of th e  im m ig ran t e lem en t cf. Z. S z u l t  k a, Rola i zn a 
czen ie  spo łeczno-ekonom iczne  ludności  n a p ły w o w e j  T orun ia  w  św ie t le  k s ię 
gi p rzy jęć  do p ra w a  m ie js k ie g o  z  la t 1703 - 1793 [The Rôle and Socio-Econo
m ic  S ign if icance  of the Im m ig ra n t  Popula t ion  o f T o ru ń  in  the L ig h t  of  
the  B ook of A d m iss io ns  to C i ty  L a w  D uring the  Y e a r s  1703 - 1793], 
“Z ap isk i H isto ry czn e ,” vol. X X X V II, 1972, No. 1, an d  K. G ó r n y ,  Ze 
s tu d ió w  nad  s to su n ka m i  lud n o śc io w y m i Toru n ia  w  X V I I I  w. [From S tu d ie s  
on D em ographic  Rela t ions in  T o ru ń  in  the  18th C en tury] ,  “A cta U n iv e rs i- 
ta t is  N icolai C opern ic i,” H is to ria  X I, 1977. R e in fo rcem en t of th e  rô le  of 
th e  G e rm an  e lem en t in  th e  c ity  a f te r  1710 also em erges from  th e  p a r t ia l 
fin d in g s  of S. H a rtm a n n . I t is a fa c t th a t  th e  T o ru ń  L u th e ra n  sen io rs 
E fra im  P ra e to r iu s  (+1723) from  G dańsk , and  K. H. A. G e re t (from  1723) 
fro m  F ran co n ia  e x ace rb a ted  re lig ious po lem ics w ith  th e ir  o rthodox ly  rig id  
s tan ce  and  an ti-C a th o lic  a tt itu d e  in th e  com plica ted  cond itions p rev a ilin g  
in  T o ruń .
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the course of religious affairs in Toruń against the background of 
the demographic history of the city. In general, I would define the 
former as uneasy coexistence, since it is a fact that representatives 
of several religions live together in the city in a permanent and 
lasting way. It would be difficult to define this coexistence as 
peaceful (even between the Calvinists and Lutherans), but one 
must remember that, right up to the 18th century, the only 
guarantee of avoiding religious strife in Europe appeared to be in 
striving towards maintaining religious uniformity between 
individual territories. The fluctuating balance in the uneasy 
coexistence of different faiths in the city was a resultant of a kind 
of the fact that in the Commonwealth, from the first half of the 
17th century, the Catholics were of decisive significance in politics, 
whereas in Toruń, self-governing by dint of royal privileges, the 
monopoly of power remained in the hands of the small group of 
the local, exclusively Protestant patriciate, which conducted its 
own religious policy in the city (with its language and nationality 
implications). This policy amounted to the defence not only of 
religious attitudes, but also of the segregation allowing preserva
tion of the monopoly of power in the city. So that both camps 
were intolerant in their own way, and in so far as existing 
conditions allowed. We know, of course, that the defensively 
intolerant attitude of the persecuted minority is one thing, and 
the attitude of the majority discriminating against its enemies 
another. The point is, that in Toruń Lutheranism and Catholicism 
emerged in both of these rôles simultaneously as it were : the 
Protestant faiths had been persecuted since the times of the 
“Deluge”, in terms of the Commonwealth as a whole, but in the 
concrete circumstances prevailing in Toruń the Catholics were 
persecuted, and it was the Lutherans ruling the city who persecut
ed them. Of course, no-one is denying that the Jesuits represen
ted the aggressiveness of the Counter-Reformation in Poland. But 
we need only recall the customary assemblage of facts from their 
fortunes, to see that it was not the Jesuits who dictated their 
conditions to Toruń : 1606 : the first expelling of Jesuits. The 
cessation of school activity until 1612. 1626 - 1629 : the second 
expelling of Jesuits. In 1638 the Seym passed a law which was 
supposed to guarantee safety for the Jesuits in Toruń. 1656 - 1660 :
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the expelling of the Jesuits by the Swedes. In 1703, the Swedes 
did not expel the Jesuits, but devastated their property, etc. 
Swedish brutality towards the Catholic orders in Toruń was 
always attributed by the Catholics to the hostile inspiration of 
the city authorities. There was undoubtedly a connection between 
the wave of ill-feeling towards Protestants in Poland and the 
times of the Swedish wars. Swedish acts of violence brought about 
a general hatred for the Lutherans. An immense rôle here was 
played by the anti-Swedish and anti-Protestant propaganda of 
the Catholic clergy. It is a fact that relations between the college 
and the city were permanently strained during the years 
immediately preceding the uproar of 1724.25

The Catholic-Protestant disputes in Toruń were above all 
bound up with the question of the public nature of Catholic church 
festivals. For a long time, the city council only permitted 
processions within the confines of the cemetery surrounding St. 
John’s Church. The constrained compromise reached in 1643 
between the city and the bishop, in which the organization of 
a Corpus Christi procession was permitted on a strictly limited 
basis, settled the bitter disputes for a while. The orthodox L uther
an circles did not wish to honour this agreement, however. An 
attempt at reviving the procession after a gap of many years 
caused by the Swedish wars ended in the anti-Catholic street 
riot of 1682. An agreement of 1683 also went unobserved by the 
Lutheran side, and in 1688, a dangerous uproar broke out against 
the bishop of Toruń on the occassion of the Corpus Christi 
procession. The affair ended happily for the city, w ith the 
payment of compensation, since the other regulations of the 
agreement were not enforced. In the second half of the 17th 
century, the religious climate in Toruń was aggravated by 
reclamation demands put forward by the Catholics in respect of 
the former monastic churches used by the Lutherans since the 
16th century. In 1667, after long disputes and a tria l which they 
lost, the city was forced to return  St. Jam es’ Church to the

25 A d m in is tra tiv e  decisions of th e  C ity  C ouncil re s tr ic te d  th e  ac tiv ity  
of the  Je s u its  on m an y  occasions, cf. as a n  ex am p le  th e  W ojew ódzkie  
A rch iw u m  P ań stw o w e  [V oivodship  S ta te  A rch ive , h e re a f te r  W A P], T o ru ń ,
II, II, 24, pp. 7 6 - 7 8  an d  8 3 -8 4 , decision  of 28.07.1720.
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Benedictine order. The Lutherans then rebuilt as a house of 
prayer the former city hall in the New Town, giving it the name 
of the Church of the Holy Trinity. The mass reclamations of 
old sanctuaries from the Protestants by way of trial were 
doubtless expressive of the desire to deprive them of the 
wherewithal to practise their religion publicly. The Bernardines’ 
claims—put forward even before 1724—concerning the Church 
of Our Lady Mary together with the cloister buildings (formerly 
belonging to the Franciscans), must be esteemed exceptionally 
trying for the atmosphere in a city where the Lutheran popula
tion had numerical superiority (except for the suburbs). The 
religious climate both in the Commonwealth as a whole, and in 
the context of Toruń itself, continually worsened during the last 
years before the Toruń uproar. The reproaches of both sides 
would be long in the telling. The Lutherans resented the mission
ary tendencies of the Jesuits, as the rowdiness of the college 
students. The complaints of the Jesuits, and of other orders as 
well, would take up a thick volume. Economic disputes were also 
the order of the day (about the activity of the bungling craftsmen 
on the cloister premises, about the brewing of beer and the like). 
The existence of wholesale discrimination against the Catholics 
in the public life of the city was of fundamental significance : 
they were not allowed to fill any elective posts at all, nor posts 
nominated by the city authorities, access to the majority of guilds 
was closed, and even enrolment for the Bar, which, on the other 
hand, was open to any and all newcomers of Lutheran persuasion, 
was made difficult or outright impossible.26

In weighing up the tensions which lay at the bottom of the 
events of the Toruń uproar, one must also point to the existence 
of bitter internal disputes at the core of Toruń Lutheranism (the

26  A bove all, th e  g u ild s  w h ich  c a rr ied  on d isp u tes  ab o u t th e  c ra f t 
p ro d u c tio n  of th e  c lo is te rs  w e re  d is tin g u ish ed  in  G d ań sk  and  T o ru ń  a lik e  
by  an  an ti-C a th o lic  a tt itu d e . W e shou ld  ad d  th a t  in  T o ru ń , th e  T h ird  O rd e r 
In  th e  f irs t  h a lf  of th e  18th c e n tu ry  (a f te r  th e  p lagues) w as ch iefly  com 
posed of im m ig ran t e lem en ts . S. H e r b s t  (T o ru ń sk ie  cechy  rzem ieśln icze .  
Z a ry s  przeszłości [Toruń  C ra ft  Guilds .  A n  O utline  o f  the  P ast], T o ru ń  
1933, p. 67) w rite s  : “T he N o rth e rn  W ar, w h ils t w o rsen in g  th e  econom ic 
s itu a tio n , in ten sified  re lig io u s an d  n a tio n a l jea lousy . In  the  gu ilds w h ere  
P o les  w ere  allow ed , re lig io u s  q u a rre ls  began , fo resh ad o w in g  th e  p a r t i 
c ip a tio n  of th e  c ra f tsm e n  in  th e  e v en ts  of 1724.”
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struggle of pietism with o r th o d o x y th e  City Council’s dispute 
with the Third Order,28 as well as numerous personal quarrels, 
particularly the furious argument between burgrave Thomas and 
the reigning President, Rösner). Did these problems have an 
effect on the behaviour of certain of the representatives of the 
authorities during the course of the uproar, or during the course 
of the trial conducted against the city (the lack of unified action, 
the lack of support for Rösner, proclaimed as a m artyr only after 
his death) ?

Let us pass on to the final question, hitherto barely examined, 
that is, of studies on the history of the propaganda organized 
round the Toruń affair, and of the influence of the stereotypes 
thus arising on the image of the history of tolerance in Poland, 
as of the influence in general of this stereotype on the image of 
the Pole in Prussian, or German, journalism and historiography. 
One would first of all have to carry out bibliographic searches,29 
and then, country by country, weigh up the character, background 
and ramifications of the propaganda campaigns carried out in 
individual Protestant countries. However, the most interesting 
study we should postulate would be an analysis of how, with the 
help of this tendentious eighteenth-century image of the Toruń 
events, the stereotype of the Thorner Blutbad arose in Protestant 
historiography in general, and German historiography in particu
lar. Basic source research on the history of the uproar came about 
only at the turn of the 19th and 20th centuries (Kujot, Jacobi). As

27 Cf. S. S a l m o n o w i c z ,  P ie ty z m  w  d a w n y m  T o ru n iu  [P ie t ism  in  
Old Toruń],  “R ocznik T o ru ń sk i,” vol. X III , 1978, pp. 185 - 198.

28 T he C ity  C ouncil w as a m onopoly  of th e  pow erfu l S t. G eorge  
m e rc h a n t co rp o ra tio n  and  the  so -ca lled  G e leh rte . T he im m ig ra n t e lem en t, 
w h ich  gained  con tro l of th e  m a jo rity  of guilds, w as  opposed to  th e  C o u n 
cil ; cf. m a te r ia l on  the  C ouncil’s d isp u te  w ith  th e  T h ird  O rd e r  in 1717, in  
E. P r a e t o r i u s ,  D ocu m en ta  T horunens ia ,  Ms. No. 130 of th e  C ity  
L ib ra ry  in  T oruń , pp. 870 - 918, cf. a lso  ib idem ,  p. 921 ff., te x t  e n title d  
A rca na  M agis tra tus  T horun iens is .

29 H. B a r a n o w s k i  (Bibliogra f ia  m ia s ta  T o ru n ia  [A B ib l iog ra ph y  
of the  C ity  o f  Toruń],  W arszaw a 1972) com piled  fro m  th e  p re sse s  of th e  
tim e  a lis t of 165 title s  a lto g e th e r  connected  w ith  th e  u p ro a r . T o g e th e r 
w ith  a search  in  th e  n ew sp ap e rs  of th e  tim e, one could  p ro b ab ly  o b ta in  
a b ib lio g rap h y  n u m b erin g  a few  h u n d red  item s. A sm all co n tr ib u tio n  
is H. S a n d e r ’s a rtic le , Das T h o rn er  B lu tg e r ich t  vo n  1724 in  ze i tg enö ss i
schen  n ieder länd ischen  Sc h r i f ten ,  in  : T h o rn  K ön ig in  der W e i c h s e l . . ., 
pp. 361 -368 . M ost im p o rta n t w ou ld  be a d e ta iled  an a ly s is  of th e  su b jec t 
fo r th e  G e rm an  c o u n tr ie s  and  fo r  E ng land .
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I see it, these studies did not have any effect on the presentation 
of the events of the uproar in historiography, and in particular 
in the popular historical account in the German and Anglo-Saxon 
countries. Also interesting would be an analysis of when and how 
the national element, the stylization of the Toruń uproar into an 
episode from the Polish-German struggle, was born in German 
historiography. In principle the publications of the 18th century 
did not yet remark this element. In the second half of the 19th 
century, the nationalistic German interpretation of the Toruń 
events in terms of a national struggle began to dominate both 
in popular and in academic presentations of the uproar. Neither 
was the era of the Kulturkampf without serious significance 
here.

The Polish-Lithuanian gentry Commonwealth had its plusses 
and its minuses. For over a century, it led the whole of Europe 
in religious tolerance30 and was never an absolutist state. After 
Rösner’s execution the city authorities organized a ceremonial 
funeral for him. Shortly, in Toruń numerous printed panegyrics 
were published in his honour, in honour of a person who was. 
after all, convicted by the lawful court authorities. This circum
stance did not evoke any repercussions worthy of mention. 
Shortly, a plaque in Rösner’s honour was set in the wall of the 
church, and a medal struck in the Toruń mint. Engravings with 
Rösner’s likeness were distributed throughout practically the 
whole of Europe. The propaganda campaign both before and after 
implementation of the sentence was directed by Berlin circles 
concentrated round the person of D. E. Jab lonski, who himself 
worked on a collection rich in documentation, but also tendentious, 
entitled Das betrübte Thorn, oder die Geschichte so sich zu T h om  
von d. Juli 1724 b issau f gegenwärtige Zeit zugetragen . . .  (Berlin 
1725). This collection, along with the work of the Königsberg eru
dite M. M. Lilienthal,31 became the chief basis for the subsequent

30 C f. J . T a z b i r ,  G esch ich te  der  po ln ischen  Toleranz,  W arszaw a 1977. 
O n th e  legal aspects, cf. S. S a l m o n o w i c z ,  O sy tua c ji  p ra w n e j  p ro te 
s ta n tó w  w  Polsce ( X V I  - X V I I I  w ) [The Legal Posit ion o f P ro tes tan ts  in  
P oland (1 6 th -1 8 th  Centuries)]  “C zasopism o P raw n o -H is to ry czn e ,” vol. 
X X V I, 1974, No. 1, pp. 159 - 173 ; ib id e m  co llected  li te ra tu re  on th e  sub jec t.

31 Der T h orn isch en  Tragoedie  Erster, Z w e y te r ,  D rit ter  A ctus .  L il- 
ie n th a l’s te x t  w as f i r s t  p u b lish ed  in  th e  p e rio d ica l “E rle u te r te s  P re u s se n ” 
in  th e  y e a rs  1725 - 1726, an d  a f te rw a rd s  as a sep a ra te  item .
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formulation, through various further amplifications, simplifica
tions and inaccuracies, of the stereotype which developed through
out the whole of the 18th century.”  For already in 1725, the 
Gespräch im  Reiche der Todten zwischen Koan Diazio und Gottfr. 
Rössners, gewesenen Praesidenten in Thorn," published by an 
unknown author, summed up the affair without any beating about 
the bush, so that the Poles became the most savage, most 
abhorrent nation in Europe. If the Toruń authorities had to take 
Polish public opinion into account in the town itself and in its 
own printing-house,14 then foreign countries had no restraints 
at all in the matter. As one of the writers of the era expressed it, 
the Toruń affair was good business only for the printers.35 The 
Thorner Blutbad or Thorner Blutgericht stereotype is based on 
the following chief elements, which represent in sum a blatantly 
one-sided presentation of a complicated historical reality :

1. It belittles the significance for that era of the events of 
the uproar, which qualified as a crime against religion, and 
overlooks any and all facts bearing witness to the continual 
discrimination against Catholics in Toruń and to the circumstance 
of the repeated aggressiveness of the Toruń Lutherans in the 
past (most often it seems totally unaware of the existence of 
such a problem), and thus writes about the judgement that it was 
criminal, unprecedented and intolerable. Most often it treats all 
those convicted as entirely innocent victims. In particular, it 
overlooks the circumstances bearing witness conclusively to the 
fact that Rösner was answerable for his glaring failure to fulfil his 
obligations as President of the city.

32 Cf. th e  p a r tic u la r ly  ten d en tio u s , and  ex p an siv e  d escrip tio n  of the  
T o ru ń  a f fa ir  in th e  anonym ous w ork , Die Schicssale  de P olnischen Diss
id en ten  v o n  ih ren  e rs ten  U rspru nge an bis a u f  je tz ige  Zeit,  vol. II, H a m 
b u rg  1770, pp. 627 - 631.

33 Sin e  loco in  1725, cf. K. E s t r e i c h e r ,  Bibliogra f ia  p o lska  [Polish  
B ib l io g ra p h y ], vol. X V II, p. 122.

34 T he Je su its , no t w ith o u t reason , accused  th e  T o ru ń  a u th o r it ie s  
o f co n stan tly  tak in g  th e ir  com p la in ts  to B erlin . O ffic ia lly  the  C ouncil d is 
associa ted  itse lf  fro m  an ti-C a th o lic  p ro p ag an d a , and  fo rb ad e  an y  p ro p ag a 
tion  of in fo rm a tio n  concern ing  th e  u p ro a r  in a fo rm  c ritica l of the  k ing , 
th e  court, o r th e  S en a to rs . A tru e  p ic tu re  of the  L u th e ra n  a tt i tu d e  to w ard s  
th e  C atho lics, and  th e ir  fig h t a g a in s t th e  im p lem en ta tio n  of eq u a l r ig h ts  
fo r  C atho lics, is g iven  in  B ra u e r ’s C hronic le  fo r  th e  Y e a r s  1725 -1731,  
cf. W A P T o ru ń , II, X III , 54, p. 227 ff.

35 Cf. B. P o m p e c k i ,  Lite ra turgesch ich te  der  P rov inz  W es tpreussen ,  
D anzig  1915, p. 113.
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2. With such preliminary foundations, one can already begin 
writing expansively and exclusively about the fanaticism and 
bloodlust of the Jesuits and the Polish authorities alike. In 
addition, both the political background to the events and the 
question of the authorized actions of the central Polish authorities 
in defence of the interests of the state are overlooked. As a rule, 
this was accomplished by the very same pens which, in Prussian 
history, always glorified the Great Elector for his policy of 
strength and authority (as in the case of H. Roth in Königsberg, 
or K. L. von Kalkstein). So that whilst Prussian absolutism was 
glorified, the attempts of the Polish central authorities to establish 
order in the country were condemned as being infrequent and 
timid (in the name of humanism, liberalism and tolerance). Of 
course, any kind of reference to age-old Polish tolerance was 
omitted in works of this type, and a completely false stereotype 
was thus created of Poland as an especially intolerant nation in 
European terms—on the basis of one fact. Sometimes the Toruń 
affair was even compared with St. Bartholomew’s Night in France. 
In this way, an event which represented a break with the Polish 
tradition of tolerance was promoted to the rank of a general rule 
supposedly holding sway throughout Polish history. This is the 
position in the case of the majority of summarized descriptions 
of the affair which have entered text-books, belles-lettres, jour
nalism and the theatre. The lead here was taken by belles-lettres 
and journalism.36

3. Also surprising is the inaccuracy of even the simplest out
line of facts in descriptions of the Toruń affair in the works of the 
historians.37 It seems to be a rule, for example, to give a greater 
number of losses than there actually were, and similarly, all

36 Cf. P o m p e c k i ’s s ta tem en t, op. cit., pp. 114-115.
37 D esp ite  app ea ran ces , even  th e  d a te  of th e  u p ro a r  m ost freq u en tly  

g iven  is in acc u ra te . A q u o ta tio n  from  th e  w e ll-k n o w n  e lab o ra tio n  of the  
h is to ry  of E u rope  w rit te n  by th e  E ng lish  h is to r ia n  M. A nderson  m igh t 
se rv e  as an  ex am p le  of in accu racy  going beyond even  th e  ste reo ty p ed  
s im p lifica tio n s  (I q u o te  from  the  F ren ch  tra n s la tio n  : L ’Europe au  X V I I I e 
siècle,  P a r is  1968, p. 331): “C ’est ainsi q u ’en  1719[!] lorsque la m u n ic ip a l i té  
de T o r u ń [ !] en  Pologne, décida de fa ire  e xécu te r  u n  certa in  n o m b re  de  
c a lv in is tes[!] reconnus  coupables  de condu ite  insurrect ionnelle ,  toute  l’E u 
rope s’émut[.. .] ,"  cf. m y c ritiq u e  of th is  book, “A cta  P o lon iae  H is to rica ,” 
vol. X X V I, 1972, pp. 209-214 .
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provisions of the sentence are represented as having been carried 
out, though, as we know, a significant proportion of them became 
a dead letter. The impression is usually created that the victims 
of the sentence were innocent representatives of the city élite, 
and no mention is made of the fact that, outside the official 
responsibility of President Rösner, all the others who were 
beheaded were instigators of an uproar (of havoc, pillage, and 
particularly of abuse of objects of worship), and came from the 
Lutheran lower classes and petty bourgeoisie.

4. The stereotype undergoes very characteristic transformations 
in the period after the Polish partitions. It now speaks less about 
the Jesuits, and transforms the descriptions in a nationalistic 
direction. It no longer places the stress so much on the fact that 
the convicted were Lutherans, but that they were Germans, and 
that the sentence was issued by Poles. From here on the Toruń 
events were treated exclusively as an episode in the Polish- 
German struggle. It is worth remembering that in 1867, it was 
none other than Bismarck who, in a speech delivered at a forum 
of the parliament of the North German Confederation, referred 
to the Thorner Blutbad, so as to justify as it were retrospectively 
the rightness of discrimination against Poles in the Prussian 
state.38

This is how the stereotype of the Toruń uproar looks in very 
brief outline. 150 years were to elapse before detailed source 
studies came about : in both the second-hand historiographic 
account and in the stereotypes of historical opinions the world 
over, the m atter was already closed and to some extent remained 
that way. Who, after all, of the authors of synthetic works has 
read Kujot or Jacobi ? How many authors of syntheses of Euro
pean history published in the West have acquainted themselves 
with the history of Polish tolerance, which for some time had no 
equal throughout Europe ? Unfortunately, these are all rhetorical 
questions. Right up until today, not only German, but also Anglo- 
Saxon, Scandinavian etc. historiography has remained under the 
powerful influence of stereotypes manufactured by Prussian and

38 Cf. R. A r n o l d ,  G eschich te  der  D eu tsch en  P o len l i tera tur  von  d en  
A n fä n g e n  bis 1800, H a lle  1900, p. 45. H ith e rto , no -one has been  found  to 
c a rry  on A rn o ld ’s solid w ork , as f a r  as the  19th cen tu ry  is concerned .
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Russian historiography odious to Poland, and especially of the 
second half of the 19th century.39 Via the works of German 
historians, the more or less unobjective views and information 
of the Prussian and Russian historians have found their way into 
Anglo-Saxon syntheses and text-books, and for the most part 
have remained there up until today. One must take account of the 
fact that this had important political significance for the history 
of the Polish question at the end of the 19th century, during the 
years 1914-1918, and subsequently too. Belles-lettres  played 
a particular rôle in the popularization of these stereotypes in the 
German-speaking territories. We might mention just some of the 
figures and titles : Gustav Freytag and Rudolf von Gottschall, 
Ernst Wichert (Die Thorner Tragödie, 1902, 1st edition), W. Peter
sen (a play entitled G ottfried  Rösner, 1913). A. Krieger, R. Pulz, 
K. H. Strobl and many others popularized the stereotype of the 
Toruń affair with sharp nationalistic flavouring as late as the 
Hitler period.40 If, with the exception of Freytag, there were no 
eminent figures amongst these writers, many of them, and in 
particular Ernst Wichert, were very widely read.

Toruń, a self-governing city thanks to privileges bestowed by 
the Polish kings, was a city of many religions. If a religious 
struggle was waged there, then before 1724 it did not lead to 
very serious excesses. In contrast to previous uproars, whether in 
Toruń or in Gdańsk, in which Protestants did not bear very

39 Cf. H. S e r e j s k i ’s tre a tise , Europa a rozbiory  Polski. S tu d iu m  
his toriogra ficzne  [Europe and the  Polish Parti tions. A  Historiographical  
S tu d y] ,  W arszaw a 1970, r ic h  in  co n ten t, b u t w h ich  does no t m anage to t r e a t  
e x h a u s tiv e ly  m any  c u rre n ts  of th is  s u b je c t-m a tte r  ; cf. m y com m ents 
(“ K w a rta ln ik  H isto ry czn y ,” vol. L X X V III, 1971, pp. 695 -700), and  also my 
w o rk , F ryd eryka  W ie lk iego  opinie o Polakach  [Frederick the G rea t’s V ie w s  
on the  Poles], “P rzeg ląd  H u m an is ty czn y ,” 1978, No. 3, pp. 103-111, r e 
fe r r in g  to th e  su b jec t of th e  c re a tio n  of a n ti-P o lish  s te reo ty p es in  G e r
m any .

40 Cf. J . C h o d e r  a, L ite ra tu ra  n iem iec ka  o Polsce w  latach 1918-1939  
[G erm an  L ite ra ture  on Poland D uring  the  Y e a r s  1918 - 1939], K atow ice  
1969, pp. 195 -202. C h o d e ra ’s w o rk  g ives a sy n th e tic  p ic tu re  of an ti-P o lish  
c u r re n ts  in  G e rm an  li te r a tu re  in  th e  20th cen tu ry . C e rta in  m otifs of th e  
c re a tio n  of th e  Pole  and  P o lan d  s te reo ty p e  in  th e  G e rm an  m en ta lity  have  
found  ex p ressio n  in H. K. R o s e n  t h a l ’s in te re s tin g  trea tise , G erm a n  
and Pole. N ational C on fl ic t  and M odern  M yth ,  G a in esv ille  1976, b u t in  fac t 
th e  a u th o r  ch iefly  co n cen tra te s  on  te x ts  of a po litica l n a tu re  fro m  th e  
20th cen tu ry , and  does n o t en gage  in  g ene tic  p ro b lem s connected  w ith  
th e  ste reo types.
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serious responsibility,41 this time the particular intricacy of the 
situation—as presented above—led to a different result. The 
sentence was very severe, but in fact, against the background of 
the era—and although it aroused indignation—it was not an 
isolated or special phenomenon.42 Thus the question still remains 
open, why exactly did the Toruń events, and not the analogous 
French or Austrian ones, find such a hold in the historiography 
and mythology of Protestantism in the 19th and 20th centuries ? 
Why, for example, are there some historians who unhesitatingly 
compare the isolated Toruń occurrence with the consequences of 
the revocation of the Edict of Nantes ? In the course of a few 
dozen years after the revocation of the Edict, dozens of people 
lost their lives in France, thousands were sent to the galleys, and 
tens of thousands lost their property and went into exile. Indeed, 
for more than a century, and thus right into the thick of the Age 
of Reason, persecution of Protestants staying in France persisted 
secretly. Why did these matters not gain such prominence for 
themselves in the roll of Protestant sufferings, as the Toruń 
judgement gained for itself ? It appears that we might conclude 
our consideration of the Thorner Blutbad motif with the reflection 
that it is time for a calm, cool, comparative look at the history 
of religous tolerance in the Commonwealth : it is sufficient to 
count up the number of victims of court judgements on religious 
counts issued in Poland from the 16th to the 18th centuries, and 
compare it with corresponding statistics for the other countries of 
Europe, to be able to confirm the tru th  of the assertion that 
the Polish-Lithuanian Commonwealth was a state without the 
stake. Only by ignoring these facts, then, can one assert that 
Poland, “das unduldsamste Land Europas,” justly forfeited its

41 In  1687 in  G dańsk , w ith  com plete  p ass iv ity  on th e  p a r t of th e  
c ity  a u th o ritie s , th e  C a rm e lite  m o n as te ry  in  th e  Old T ow n w as ta k e n  
o ver and  destroyed  by a crow d of L u th e ra n s . T he c ity  cou rts  sen tenced  
th re e  p a rtic ip a n ts  in  th e  d is tu rb a n c e s  to d ea th , b u t in fa c t th e  sen tences 
w ere  only  p a rtia l ly  c a rr ied  out, as a re s u lt of m uch  p re ssu re  from  th e  
k ing, J a n  Sobiesk i, and  th e  c ity  had  to pay  th e  m onks dam ages. I t  is a fac t 
th a t the  p ass iv ity  of th e  c ity  a u th o r it ie s  d id  not m eet w ith  an y  opposition , 
w h ich  m ay  have had som e in flu en ce  on P re s id e n t R ö sn er’s conv ic tion  th a t 
th e  T o ru ń  u p ro a r could also be se ttled  by  th e  p ay m en t of dam ages ; as 
reg a rd s  G dańsk , cf. th e  d esc rip tio n  in  E. C i e ś l a k ,  C.  B i e r n a t ,  D zieje  
G d ańska  [A H is tory  o f G d a ń sk ], G d ań sk  1969, pp. 237 - 242.

42 We only need  to  reca ll th e  n u m ero u s  h a rsh  E nglish  ju d g em en ts
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independence for this reason.43 Perhaps all those who created the 
stereotype of the Toruń affair always had the formulation of 
that inference in mind, if only subconsciously.

(Trans la ted  by  Phillip  G. Sm ith )

a g a in s t C a th o lic s  a t th e  tu rn  of th e  17th and  18th cen tu rie s , based  on th e  
D racon ic  O rd o n n an ce  of 1648, d irec ted  a g a in s t th e  a c tiv ity  of the  Je su its , 
th e  p e rsecu tio n  of th e  P ro te s ta n ts  in F ran ce  in  th e  f ir s t  h a lf  of th e  17th 
cen tu ry , o r in  th e  H a b sb u rg  co u n tr ie s  to w ard s  th e  end  of th e  17th cen 
tu ry . I t  w as  in  th e  H a b sb u rg  co u n tr ie s  th a t  th e  d isp a tch  of a la rg e  
g roup  of p a s to rs  to th e  ga lley s took place , an d  also th e  so-called  
B lu tg e ric h t in  P reso v  in  1687, w h en  m any  em in en t L u th e ra n s  fell v ic tim  
to rep re ss io n . T he ex am p les can  be m u ltip lied .

43 T h u s  w rite s  a co n tem p o ra ry  G e rm an  L u th e ra n  h is to rian  : H. N e u -  
m e y e r ,  K irchengesch ich te  D anzigs un d  W es tpreussens ,  vol. I, L ee r 1971, 
p. 146. T he d e sc r ip tio n  of th e  T o ru ń  u p ro a r  con ta ined  in th is  w ork  w ith  
sy n th e tic  p re ten sio n s  conclusively  b ea rs  w itn ess  to th e  fa c t th a t  th e  
s te re o ty p e  of th e  u p ro a r  is still v e ry  m uch alive.
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