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Storia delle scienze sperimentali. — Romagnosi and the discovery of electromagnetism.
Nota di Sanpro STRINGARI € Rosert R. Wison, presentata (¥) dal Socio L.A. Radicati
di Brozolo.

AssTRACT. — In 1802 Gian Domenico Romagnosi observed in Trento the deviation of the magnetic
needle induced by an electric current. Did he anticipate the most famous Oersted’s experiment of 18202
Did he cver claim priority in the discovery of electromagnetism? Who was aware of his results? The
historical debate on Romagnosi’s experiment is reviewed on the basis of documents so far ignored in the
literature.

Key worps: History of Electromagnetism; Physics; Gian Domenico Romagnosi.

RiassUNTO. — Romagnosi e la scoperta dell elestromagnetismo. Nel 1802 Gian Domenico Romagnosi
osservo a Trento la deviazione dell’ago magnetico prodorta da una corrente elettrica. Anticipd il famoso
esperimento di Oersted del 1820? Rivendicd mai la prioricd della scoperta dell’elettromagnetismo? Chi era
a conoscenza dei suoi risultati? Il dibattito storico sull’esperimento di Romagnosi viene riproposto sulla
base di documenti fino ad ora ignorati nella letterarura.

1. InTRODUCTION

Electricity, a subject with its origins in antiquity, saw its most important develop-
ment at the end of the nineteenth century, and its application in the twentieth century.
Magnetism also comes to us from antiquity especially with the elucidation of Gilbert
in his De Magnete of 1600. At present we understand that these phenomena are but
different manifestations of one comprehensive theory, electromagnetism. Electromag-
netism is one of the great discoveries of all time and is basic to the understanding and
applications of modern sciences so it is of considerable historic interest to know when it
was first realized that electricity and magnetism were not completely separate subjects,
but were related. .

Hans Christian Oersted (1820) is usually given the credit for the discovery of elec-
tromagnetism. In his famous experiment made public in 1820 he showed that a current
can interact with a magnet (magnetic compass needle). Moreover he understood the
transverse nature of the force generated by the current flowing in the wire.

However, it is strange that an Italian jurist and amateur physicist, Gian Domenico
Romagnosi, had made a similar discovery cighteen years before. Why did Oersted get
so much credit for his much later discovery, while Romagnosi prior discovery has been
nearly forgotten? Several authors of the XIX century investigated the problem and raised
a series of questions:

a) What did Romagnosi really observe in 1802:

(*) Nella seduta del 12 novembre 1999.
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) Should Romagnosi rather than Oersted be considered the discoverer of electro-
magnetism?

¢) What other people knew of this work, and when?

d) Did Romagnosi ever claim priority in the discovery of electromagnetism after the
publication of the Oersted’s paper?

Almost 200 years after the Romagnosi’s experiment the above questions have re-
ceived only a partial and unsatisfactory answer. In his book Dibner (1962) presented
a discussion of Romagnosi’s experiment and of the literature on the subject. The main
conclusion can be summarized as «Romagnosi came close, but failed, to discover elec-
tromagnetism».

It is worth noting that all the authors who investigated the problem, including
Dibner, based their analysis and conclusions on the paper published by Romagnosi (3
agosto 1802) on the Gazzerta di Trento. The purpose of the present work is to discuss
the historical debate on the Romagnosi’s experiment on the basis of other documents
so far practically ignored in the literature. These include:

e A second paper written by Romagnosi (13 agosto 1802) and published on the
Gazzerta di Rovereto. With respect to the article of the Gazzerta di Trento this second
paper contains more information on the experiment carried out in Trento.

e The proof that Romagnosi, in October 1802, sent his paper to Paris (Académie des
Sciences, 1802).

e A private letter written by Romagnosi in 1827 (Fermi, 1935), commenting on
Oersted’s experiment and claiming priority in the discovery of electromagnetism.

2. Historicar Review

2a. Romagnosi <Physicien De Trente».

Let us first recall briefly that electric and magnetic phenomena had been known
since ancient times but that the studies of the physiologist Luigi Galvani, concerning
what he called animal electricity were announced in 1791 and that Alessandro Volta had
developed by 1800 a cell (like a modern battery cell) capable of producing a substantial
electric current in a wire connected between its electrodes.

Within a few years Romagnosi had speculated about the possibility of there being
an interaction between the voltaic current and a magnetic compass needle. In the
month of May 1802 he completed in Trento the experiment in which he observed
the deviation of the magnetic needle. He published the results on August 1802 in
two papers appeared on local journals. The first one (Romagnosi, 3 agosto 1802) was
published in the journal Ristretto dei Foglietti Universali (usually referred to as Gazzetta
di Trento). This paper (fig. 1) became rather popular after Oersted’s discovery and its
text was reported by many authors of the XIX and XX century.

A few days later, on August 13, a longer paper (Romagnosi, 13 agosto 1802) ap-
peared in the journal Notizie Universali (usually referred to as Gazzetta di Rovereto)

(fig. 24, 6, o).



117

WVAGNOSI AND THE DISCOVERY OF ELECTROMAGNETISM

PO
Sut

"(0IUDX ] 1P S[eUNWOD) BINOYQIY) 01124 [ 1p ppazersy — ' ‘311

* axejonden ‘dmerg WOPION MSNEGUED BT QO LNTUL NI

« omsweapd Pp 1m3Pd KA
mm sxannd B 5 o qououua_omom. |X
-21u1 B0 REHUNII0) B1IAYE YD I © s
WUIAJ 18 QWA 0f0s] | [op_ogony un u 3p
ek ouye 1@do Yy ¢ oapiysowle oL
-OUdj NN P SUOI2L[IX B] IEP IP BAIDSLL IS
openb gpu ¢ wipLsfg v 3 ‘owsiuea
ey ns opudnoddios s 8y Yo euow
-2JA] vun ur u&:« uos odiod thO& UDQV
o> ¢ prwarsadsd exsanb ssesqqnd [p X
~380p Ous p PN ysoudvwody *H§ (1§

T YIINIA 3Z02adsa 3jjau 3wod 012D
-se113e 23dwds ms oy BI9G[0A 2 p> CpodI
23 R{[Ip JUOJIOQ [0D [SIE}IRqWIOd ¢ dJB]
zOA Oy i OppIA 3 “ESIID PIUL wUN P ¥Z
“ESIP € O [E 0113ppns ouadie p eudl
«& 8f IpRf Quissordde * o134 Ip enOW
+ued eun pe Qpiewosser o] 2 ¢ psymom
rmy djes 1p sudasd gnboe ,[pouw ozeuBeq
)23 1p Oy d{psos ww p o 223 NIF
*EZUBISIP BWISSIIIGISUSS EUD PO EIUNINA
SuofzeINIE | ¥INE ernds dind uudNno vz
-uPIsoadts ey uj ° pojenads junsje 1p
xznasaxd as mnadiz np o ¢ o3Py 1p
253 [P BNy 1y wruspyadsy vl

T pucady
puafm [ arendas-v weansp ofSojea)
P TR 10R P SZoRNBIWOS ¥ JUOMES
~pad 24issansns 1od ew’ *013es3 wu pr 01
-ju1 wou yitrerod e ssenSidi 5 ¢ juaw
-nudj jsidsow  oreyuwcied ofe 7 Ippla
I B0y *jpuods fugare ad 502 Ju
0l ¥] 2. * BlIoronds ¥zuds wiwjds ond
Gy 3 wndsses ¥[p gw@OLSI ] 3ypuL |
A tprod I e dsulds wem 3). squie
w0 * Qaddo psoudswmoy sondig I owmod
o2 peled €] jod saeunsidil adg

* BIPIZ{IOWNE IUIWEIIIG] PA
~uesay girae[od e pyIdopota 1p ¢ ojeiase]

Seaazes eop. ey o forusiie p
awd aonoq un waddaods apend op be
0L FUEAINI, [8D ‘0104 [p OGny un
axd wansed woozes easp 1p MOIZL[O2
MY Ol 7 - woared ip opow ¥ yjjea
-13101 BIAp ¥ ojepous mwIdie 1p o)y
un ewisRpaw ejid e QIeNY * adriuow
-wy 3Jtg Ip auoznjos run 1p waendond
-ut snb} wo> wwndUIN eyjouTy Ip orzns
-1010 gmmuc un uol Jeursje odnix
3 ‘awes 1p dpuotor paased 1p easod
-wiod #ioq *3S 19p vid v riziedas

" ousndudey (e weot|dde
onuealed oping e oane! oywdwYds
oRa TAOMY [I3p IdISI] I8 SIEUMUNUOY
1p enoape |8 ¢ juoiznpoad spuojpud sus
e 3 eI wIgeuday T 01
wu ‘priyeisaed 1p auwiiqe 1soudswoyy
#p oxurmo(y umsy dxandisuecy Hig 1

* omsTaEs]
=ous OLNTH

° 9goj0) eNIiIns
PPu  mamdodsesy ouoAdp Yo ‘nuIwNS
~eff OP OPIOQ ® [SI¥321Ip 3UIPIO 0.34G3
siceipgy 134 petissp ‘iqqed  {iewolz
wug L], Cojededymp mmy )
“BWIG) )1 JUOIZMOM3 ul BHIPME 1p 3k
-pesul dnosead ojpe jewazads fpadaqe g
=|3p 35q EIvs eyepacy suoizmysuoyy euam
WENOPY W ‘1553 ouoaip ‘wyoa vun op
-ueud) - oIEg QP oanfjod odidy 11 ou
-ow © yi Nduwss oaesae freud [ nuaw
-eique> 3! wid ouriaoe 15 1a wou 3 ‘3
[IqUs WIS JU0IZMIISYCC) B] ayd “onodsia
-ajoud 2q1} ¥{jap oudalsos wn oauey
-S137 . 08400 |3u ouesiaav 3> ‘eiey
S[[op. IopEE L3A | ow traquopy Ing Ip
& v guomdwelgedde 1[0A12pIsu0d
1 3d wwg: ofje osad 1p 20531 oanesid
=7 odio) osoWNU un gna0Ine elres
-$93%0 aq-?ou_:ub.r_ 0032400 un Ul 292

SA0Ae of 4> Bf ‘odan] jao i ofiv
o 29> *a1dmas duuano pa ‘oarjod ondp
oHp wrep oy onop 1 yrddaia duabisa
“Ip OPUSdY) * BN TMISIPOW ¥) Qdijdde
CAONU ¥(F ' ®IEP 1B] ¥ 0JU2TIIALP SuolZ
-34p B[38 owad) ssemu ofe | ojualip
¥ euaw v ewad] c iprid muoae aad
-asejod ouolzaaip Eyjep ode . a1adaaaip
&3 ¢ 1pugads 14aod 1p opeds o] Jad 03
RTWOS e pjeInusy 3 € odsoudsw oe jre
1 8U0Neq o wansa € eapdde su 0332
*phs 01204 1p oqu [ad eqEsaud 2 ¢ ojua
FIT 1P v0ae wpe oy3id 1p 1pur oxeq
o ’ * #2)2ppns
M4 ¥19p ezeunm oy ¢oxas 1p 103¥]
=1t p wados ‘as0d - of ¢ rados o] 942
Sl 11 anozeasy » ¢ ojezpwnb ouBd]
P sy vy P 0m3m. u onyeweny e
ﬂqﬂﬁ%&:a TN Qpem v piiry oeulp

he[es ode wu asaad’ o3ty QI

¢ oy yey tp tuepied y
*ous3ron 1t .Jivauedwod” 1apiaipu} |Fep
ofjanb 31330 1p-3 ¢ oAnesifi od
~107) 13p:UQUIDIAT OP OSdmnir 1. 3ainur
~1p Ip oo ¢ 3uorzmnsor) e[feu husmEq
~Ied 2p 21} Ip oaOTU [P _uz:u._%.. 1A
-1e.0J10] ejjap eaoxd eon 31 J3d addniy
9] B e 212213 1p 9y> odods - onye
o.:w« oAy #igqe uou  OJUMacm 08
=anb-ogs wsoparly) ¢ Lanaend) osoq 1amad
-5 20 DIISEIUAE A3 Cuiplo g1
T[jap ajuEpUrTW I onels un pe 03
é__«:vmﬁ._o_w .u%ou_ﬂ:_u& eranss syoprab
ur aafadwil A 1p OpEAdpAId 3SSH
*(18vdeq o nuIr’ ouo[ 3fJod dzusty NwdI
-agtp vados 1mapadvud wids ] 0IAIMX
SUIPI0 ¥0 OI1J(P. OBOIWALL IS YN B
-o..w 1p aoBiuieed v husuodwos 208
g 3] ¥ 320 38 eumew K[
.5&5 9 vy ared

35833
Tnal o10] [ap 3uo.zes1u0d vy 43I ued
PP 013933040 - ajerapou (yaLuarul ep
Dad:az nng 3 ouznend o3y jsu an
UL FIrRUD M s IuE P (1uOia 1220w
8P 0uRdyNsY 15 pied 3( 2im oKZEZLIM
“WIPRL 3113p owdanala i j2u ojuenb ¢ au
~OIZBINda(T B]19p - wGIssAdstp Jsona 5))au
OluEr 34y € rereadpisdp vp oljow ¢ 13
' AUqes ajenozaluey sluewm ¢11ap
“Izae [1ou oguelin aga *asos spjanb [p
ranye sreaosddesip wou Ip ownjosyr ey
RIS3upy ¥ns onuawr ¢ ojndwiipesdde po
05uIsu0) 3unuos 1p osipap eduaa gy
%1 un youyse © figissad Jpowm
Bl a1e2dooa 1p Ihozsal sangacddo
3] aizpAdy ouoany nendsg pssab onp
“Uswe py - wutoag 1p saonapy ored
~3[pgag 1p ﬁ:m:rﬁ_ I e squaa
-121ul 3A3p 243 3 €1¥uo g Uy vioauw IseA
~ON Y3 € gnsy M3 [Sisua]y v 21au
~403 un p Gz I3 011pads ; opuRiLoy
[EN33 uN p3 € puogsismyr v opazyy ezuds
1B 1p duip1o ondya 83 8 39q> 28
ML SP duostg auessiuwor) ONEN) (I
> audrzeindaqy vjep o3exjope oued || 380z
WIS G AW 23d > ¢ Mpye suerzodar
Jsonh sisusay Bl[03 > preskiyy vjjos o33
“Uod [p d1euiarsdy 3d osadwmy jrap wang
¥|lep odmta3 o3un; puear wE & eumon
suoemdaq v suogryy Uy opamia
BZUIS 2JEI0AU0D »m_ 1p ounwreddo opaid
~8u.ﬁ~8§m 14213 a1 1yeddmjiany oursd
HELEBS 1? rwysp e eso assed
~3doos ¢ proyzuzanosy 9739ppns 3[jya paed
a3poard » swud ¥zl o wow apenb
B QSR ehg 3y ‘ourdpisdp ons |1 qu
=d3253 FISSUY B0D 0MIIDGOD 1P MMl p
v Qudd smomS ‘wiesjany s o550§
au waopenb € aamones owow j1ap ofrsqged
1p 2830 |30 sFur g up J30NPRGEY Ons
J© #31pads jaopznaisuy afpp- aredde amos
a1eiadoos” 1p oyesmdL  sqqazay L2 )
RN eng ma f opzussncry dumspe 1814wy
0} o:_g&ﬂ Aquamewiie owosny” jfen
o._ﬁw Waubdt 1 ‘wonzefodan Lanjoon
~Ted 3J[ap 2R304 anp J1sanb wos opuejoa
UL S10uBL] BIIE P3 sy e Sy
JuTpamal oxasjoaus i hug” fymaied ew
$ oarswuuzd) aadm ] niwepae L adse
1 suozmpsoy wye 3mionun sIduLtn
Yun P 3 0sOIgomoy ja) omayems |9p ‘114
O[031IE J13p 03131ds ‘o] opuedss sajuyep

Ip 2I0W> v QO 3395 ayrasun i 3%
~vd ejp3p oaoméuccuﬁ &%. o._cvwbﬂsn
J psdepy g ..%;a?&wﬂf.ﬁ\ ut eag
ea0ds ayd ‘rzundopr ip ofpsnb  osgpad
PAPS AUOY 3 Souuzipy J0m3pg ] o5
-$31d joigr \p suoseg Crpsaaq 1p ejpoub
ossaxd gatiszrss P fuoy': g
a1a) ¥ ossaud “woiperg i swucry jiop
SERSEQUIY IDIESY) 1B skusrg 1p alvig
BLID([22uL]) e[[e EIipads 31kjoda(> L2 E]
apuandas B ouossIId suSsmotpe p e
~3010) | B1IIZ2E) BLSOU 1u2PadAId Ej[du
ore1i0ddes 109 Ep lusIZEZZINLIPUT > op
Jieye e 0Ane[ax arenadiry’ onasks
JSp TULIUOd wl pa OJu3lli]819ds) S0
UMY ST QYVOLLALS
* B2232104 T
Wew Jpu i[diep € OmuIWIdIAp IS Brof
-enb ‘oziojury ip addnay 3pap ez IUUDI
(8 3Ip3ds 1p ossawoud wiqye mF) - pom
~od o> ‘isoudm3By :ezzazreg epanb
1P ¥s2yip -Ej[2u ateaadope isaepase; ou
-q3p fdt 2] Jediod 1p pades juprarpuy
mal djenb 1op ez10) uy ¢ surpac om By
~eNaqnd OIS opraSpag wr B ¢ pszzin
w1 1 odion wa frenf wseg o
0303TG ©IN5 OpUISID D ¢ owipstaas €
Ou0AMIS ‘3ddnnl swamb p exournu qr
oumBINIsIIM 1553 oudosiq |1 ojopuspays
-M € enand 1p odw o ogs > ¢ jupnon
Yorfo rzmenu wio p 29qarroiuew. QedFy
1Prb 375 Cojeurwisp ouvey vlasg¥ury
dif s 119 — - 2g9vrazsnp- “aieny
o Ep 9 2 1 28088 Ip 0y
“650_ouviaqe wdg - wseseg p oddon
3 3w> ‘isaoiey “aseomrsy worSmuaend
BB 352u3uEN 1pacp 1p osad dAid [ep
NEAJ[IOS JIUZA Ip 313u3130 PO IuvizEy

“adeT wun ‘suws g v onoxipods Frmo¥stagy
i oZmgray 1 vy e)p ‘mumiqy
B _‘opadde’p ‘pungiay, [ap druapts
g ‘yoopr sp oo

doudrs 11 oJuni2de oy :
018 N52Ub ¥ ws ‘azmar
SV 313 onstmpy-
*opasoyred 1p ai00n
HS N T S 1p qang
PU ege yd epow
=IN0  jsoputlemuy e
33 * oueos 4 ep omergy | N

" VINVINYIO #711°@

Py

,f.
‘TOgY olsony § IpANIEI
TV SUTAINN ILIAIIDOF 3T OLLIAYISIY

X1

‘WNN



118

NUM.

S. STRINGARI - R.R.

LXV.

NOTI1ZIE UNIVEERSAL.I

Venerdi 13 Agofto 1§02,

JIENNA 4 Agotto.
~UA Maeita I lmperadore & & degnato
5 di accordare udienza quefta mattina s
Mentigaor Arezzo Arcivelcovo di Seleu-
cia , cie & qui di pailaggio , e che come
Amtafciatore ftraordinario della Sede Pon-
uficia fi porta alla Corte Imp, Ruth. A’
2y Lughio gli Statt del Regno & Ungheria
raduuati iu'l_’r::;b_urgu, € in particolare
gueili dei Ditiretti del Tibifco e del Da-
pubio, hanno tenuto detle feffiond circolari.
' Dulla GEERMANIA.

Lettere parricoiuri  di Parigi parlano di
alcune modificazioni nel piano d' inden-
pizzazivne a favore della Cafa d' Auttria,
intorno alle quali fi &, come fi aflicara,
attuaimente in wegoziazione a Parigi, e
che concernone tra I° altro o ftabilimen-
to foturo dell’ Arcid, Antonio eletto Blet-
tore ed Arcivefcovo di Colonia, e Prin-
cipe - Vefeovo di Manfter. — Rapporto
alja quittione fe le {ecolarizzazioni debba-
no tirar dictro feanche la toral fopprelfio-
pe det  voil degli Stati Ecclefiattici alla
Dieta deil’ Impero, fi vuole attuaimente
fapere, che, in feyuela delle convenzioni
conchiufe . quei Principi Eveditarj ai quali
tocea ln fovranita dei fingoli Stati Kecle-
daftici, otterranno pur anche i voti dei
mede{imi nila Xt nel tempo  fteliv che
4> sitva parte muwi quei yoti verranno
foppreili, che fpectano ai Paell fituati ful-
lg (ponda finiftra del Reno: che ail’ incon-
tro ancns gli Blettond e Principi Ecciciia-
ftici fpoiletlionati, ed ai quaii alineno {ino
ad ulrericr difpofizione non vengono rol-
ti i lor diricti metropolitani e diocelani,
conferveranno in avvenire una certa {pe-
zie di diritti d’ wgo Stato deli’ lmpero,
mentr’ elil, come fia ad ora i Conti, e 1
Prejati, avranno alcani voti nella Camera
dei Principi. Verranno pure uaiti alia
Camera dei Priseipi i voti delle Citta -
perialt che verranno confervate, mentre
all' incontro i Collegio delle Cittd Impe-
riale verra {opprello mteramente alla Die-
ta; in confeguenza non coulifterd la me-
defima in avvenire che in dae Collegi,
quello degli Elettori, e dei Principi. Tutto
cid & ftabilico provviforiamente, come 4
feqte, fieg'i articoli addizionaii delia con-
venzionz diPurigi: deve perd effer prefen-
tato alla Deputazion dell’ Impero e alia Dieta
foltanto dopo che faran terminati gli sffari
delle indennizzazioni ., Le negozirzioni par-

le beghe che poteffero nalcer tra

ticolari trai fingoli Principi detl' Alemagna y
le di cni indennizzazioni fono gid intera-
mente in netto , fono in parte , come #
fente , incamminate , nominatamente tra
la Baviera e Orange, Baden e Darmftadt;
Saftonia e Brandemburgo . Quefle nego~
ziazioni hsnno rapporto sl cambio di
guello » 0 queli’ altro Stato, Il Minifire
affone . in Parigi deve aver -fatte delle
rapprefentanze riguardo ai Diftretti: Ma-
gonzeli nel Circolo deila Saffonia faperio-
re , f(peciaimente alla Cittd di Ehrfart ,.
dati alla Pruifia . Quefti reclami devono
aver dato inogo alle fuddette negoziszioni .
- MUNSTER 27 Luglio.

Nell’ imminente occupazione delle Trap-
pe Prufitane del noitro Peefe & Rato rila-
fciato da quefto Capitolo Reggente il fo=

eute Proclama . ,, Nel reggere - quefter
v‘efcovado il Capitolo fi propole per umi=
co {copo delle fue cure ia felicitd di cin-
fcan fuddito. Quindi nou dubita, che nef-
funo degli abitanti del Paefe cid non ri-
conofcerd , e guindi nor porrd una conf-
denza iliitnitate e’ fuoi ordini, e nelle
fuc afpettative. Di cid il €apitole pleir-
mente - convinto ordina"ad -ognt faddits
di qualungue - ftato egli fia~ di-comtenerfi
trenqaillo  all’ entrata delle Truppe Resli
Pruthane , di trattare ofpitalmente i foi-
dati .acquartierati , e di ajutarii quan-
do abbifognino, del tuo ajuto e della {ua
atliftenza ; di aftenerfi ne’ fuoi difcorii da
qualungue politica oflervazione, e di now
voler proccurarii du (¢ ftelo giuftizia nel-
lai-eid
foldati , ma di far prefenri- -ful mometito
con ogni verita i fuoj gravami afla fope-
rioritd del lnogo, 0 in muncanza di gue-
fta ail’ Utliziale Ccmandaate il lnogo , di
unitormarit  alle decifioni -di ?re S 4 w8
qualora non gli fembraflero giuite di farle~
prefenti a un Ulhziale di grado fuperiore;
in quzlunque cafo perd di omettere gus-
lunque 'atto difpotico . Solo feguendo
elattamente quelti oflini godera il {uddiso
e tranquillitd e prce , e uperando 2l éone
trario avrd ad attendere cattighi dsila -Sua-
periorits _faa . Nel rempo - freffo che il
Capitolo Reggente mcilo dal davere ; e
dall’ amore per quefti abitanti. rende pub-
blica yuelta milmn , ' altra” patie oY,
mancheri auche d' iuvigilare con femgre
maggior cura per la vera e permaneste
felicita def {pdditi. Acciocche “ii praferte

. o _Per—

Fig. 2a. — Gazzetta di Rovereto (Biblioteca Civica di Rovereto).

WILSON



fanze della’ iz prima nombu gl inpoef
for » il dovere di non ascettzre gueita rle-
lezione prima clie il Popolo Franees col
feo voto non avefle dato una prova J-l
fuo attaccamento , ¢ della fua confidenza
vetfo il primo Magifirato, che fa i’ og-
getto della fua prima elezione . In questa
fitvazione  ecredemmo  di dover intera-
menie elaurire il penfiero del Senato .
It Popolo Francefe ha rifpofto: quaficchd
da tuiti i Dipartimenti fono pervenuti al-
Ia Re_;genza i documenti che contengono
¥ efpeeliione  del fuo volere . E' nottra
opinione , che in quelta naova circottan-
za (petti al Senato e ' eftrarre, e il pnd-
biicare il voto dei Popolo. Noi abbamo
ardinato al Miniftro 4eil® Interno di ‘traf-
metrerg't ¥ oregiitei elie coutengono il vo-
to waziouale, Noi invitdamo il Senato di
prendere neiia (a {aggezza quelle milure
che gli fembreranno pilt adatate per au-
tenticare ii rifuliato . " I jecondo  Confole
( seguato ) (wih-erres,

MAUKRID 13 Luglio.

W di 6 corrente 1 Ambafciatore  della
Corce di Napoi: fece in nome del Re tho
Suvrano la dimanda deila R. Infanta Don-
pa Maria lfabelia in ifpofa del Real Prin-
-cipe Ereditario di Napoli . Queft’ atto fu
accettato con gradimento da S. M. Catto-
lica, e ne fu prefo regiftre fecondo le
confuete formalita, Per queft’avvenimen-
to vi fu gala sfarzofa a Corte, da Citta
fu pertre fere illuminata a giorno, e vi fu-
rono altre fette. S. M. i ¢ inoltre degua-
ta di fare molt¢ graziofe promozioni, co-
me di accordare aicune grazie [peziali.
Le ultime nuove di Cartagema portano,
che la R, Squadra compofta di 12 Vafeelli,
che dee trasferirfi a Napoli per prendere
que’ Reguanti , trovafi del tutto pronta,
e che i metterd alln vela circa ai 15 4°
Agofto.

ROMA 31 Luglio.

Sentiamo con difpiacere che i Corfari
Barbaref(chi continnano ad infefiare le no-
fire acque, come pure fcorrono verfo le
fpiagge limitrofe . Ultimamente all’ altura
At Gaeta predarono 4 Legni Napolitani ca-
richi fpecialmente 4 ofin. Similmente fu
da efii predato nelle vicinanze di Monte
Circeo un Legmo Mercantiie Portoghele
carico di Droghe e di altre merci. L’ equi-
paggio compofto di 30 _womini volendo
falvarfi da un male ne incontrdo un mag-

jore, poiché gettatofi tutto in mare 28

i loro perirono miferamente annegati, e2
foli fi falvarono, uno de’ quali Pgrto_ghe-
fe, che col fortunato compagno e giunto
in quefta Capitaie. A

LIVORNO 3o Luglio.

Si pretende, che per li 18 venturo le
LL MAM.'il Re e Ia Regina d Etruria s
imbarcheranno fopra Legni Spagnuoli che
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li tafporteranno a Barcellona per affitere
a.le fefle che i faranno per quelle doppie
N sze Reati. Diceil che ja ?Bae&:‘\ del Re
forerd dn tenpo di fua  lontananza wna
Rergenza al governo del Regno. Con gli
u.iii vilcontri vennti da Porto - Ferrajo
favpiamo. che nel di 24 giunfe in quel
Poreo  una Fregata Francefe con diverfi
airvi Battimenti,” che vonnero  (pediti in
varie parti deil’ Ifola, cioé Longone,
Marciana ec. U Comandante della Fregata
coiiegno un difpaccio  al General Rafea,
c difcefe a terra aitro General Francefe.
Neia feguente mattina poi furono. prefi in

Porto - Ferrajo 12 individui di diverfe
famiglie in  quaiia di vitaggi. Indi fatta

una nuinerofu requilizione di Marinaj e 'di
altre perfone, furono tutti imbarcati con
gli oftaggi fulla detta Fregata. Lo fteflo
fu praticato negli altri {nddetti Iuoghi,
dopo di che tutti i Baltimenti col loro im-
barco {i pofero alia veia, dicei alla volta
di Tolone.
BOL.OGNA 6 Agofto.

Continuando fempre quefta Municipalita
nei forte luo impegno d' impedire il mo-
nopolio fempre nafcente a danni della pe-
peiazione , ha con nuovi proclami rinno-
vate e fiabilite fagge mifure che riguarda-
no la venditae la compra dei vittuali fal-
la pubblica piazza , ia vendita e la coni-
pra del frumento ¢ del vino. Ii popolo
fpera di vederli immancabilmente offerva-
ti mercé lo zelo patrio della detéa Muni-
cipaiiti , e della Delegazione d' snnona
aftiftita dalla benemerita (uardia Nazionale .

MILANO 7 Agotto. o

Il primo Confole Prefidente delia noftra
Repubblica ha accettata ia nomina di Mem-
bro dell’ Accademia militare ; cosi ha egli
confacrato la di lei efiftenza , ed incora§~
ito il fuo zelo , ¢ la fua attivita . — Ii
E/ice - Prefidente aflicurd la Repubblica
Elvetica di voler confolidare fempre pil
1a boon® amicizia che fi ritrova felicemen-
te {tabilita fra i duc Governi. — La Con-
fuita di Stato riconofcendo 1I'impoffibilita,
che tutti gli arreitati vagabondi , fatino-
rofi , e prevenuti di graflazioni, aflaffioj,
violenti furti , fobifcano il dovauto _ei'ame
ne! termine legale , ha antorizzato il Go-
verno a prolungare i arrefto de’ medefi~

mi fino ad un altro mefe.

.V ARIETA.

ARTICOLO SUL GALVANISMO.

Il Signor Configliere (iian - Domenica-
Romagaofi , che dimora in Trentoz noto
alla Repubb. Letteraria per alere fue-pro-
fonde produzioni, {i afiretta di communi-
care ai Fifici dell’ Europa una f{perimen-
to relotive al fluido galvanico applicato.
al Magnetimo .

Pre-

Fig. 2b. — Gazzetta di Rovereto (Biblioteca Civica di Rovereto).
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separata la pila del Sig. Pulta compo-
#a di piafirelle rotonde di rame, e zinco
alternate con un frappoito interftizio di
flanella umettsta com acgua impregnata di
una foluzione di Sale Ammoniaco, attac~
cd nlle pila medefima un filo di argento
fnodsto a diverfi intervalli a modo di ca-
tens . L' ultima articolazione di detta ca-
tegs poflava per un tubo di vetro, dail’
effremitd cleriore del quale fporgeva un
bottone pure d'argento uaito aila detta
catena. ’

Cid fatto prefe un ago calamitato ordi-
nario fatto a modo di bullola nautica in-
caftrato in mezzo d' un' afle di legno
quadrato, e levatone il c¢r'fiallo che lo
copriva, lo pofe fopra d' un ifolatore di
vetro, in vicipanza della pila {uddetta,

Dato indi di piglio alla catena di argen-
to, e prefala pel tubo di vetro fuddetto
ne applicd la eltremitd o bottone all' ago
magnetico, ¢ tenutala 2 contatto per v
gpazio di pochi fecondi , fece divergere
) aﬁno dalia direziune polare per acuni
gradi. Levata la catena di argento I ago
rimale fermo neila direzione divergen:: a
loi daca . Di nuovo applicd Ja medetun
catena, facendo divergere vieppilt ot d.wto
420 ‘dalia direzione polare, ed otenue
fempre, che I' ago rimanei’z nel Juoso ,
in cui lo aveva lalcisto, di modo ¢l ta
polarich rimanevd inzeramente ammortiz-
zata, Per verificurs poi vieppilt quefto ri-
fuitaco egli app:oiimd ali' ago ealamitato
alln  mailima vicisauza  pollibile ( fenza
per< toccarlo ) ora un pezzo di wwila da
orologio , ed vra alcei Rromenti di ferro,
i gquzali dupprima nteracvano  fortemente |
agu medciimo ad unaditanza guatro vol-
te maggiore; ma effi foto M azione del
guivaniimo  pon vbbero  atiivitd di tario
S1GVETC pemmensd ui un pelo.

Atfinchd perd Veiperimento riefea, con-
viciie avere o feguenti avvertenze: che
non tutte fe Pile gaivaniciie funo  sccon-
cie ad ctieaere I intento , ma folamente
quelle le di cui piafirelle abbiano per lo
meso una profia iinea di groffezza ¢ due
poilic: cirea di diametro: che convicn far
ufo della Pifa ifoiata, e poco tempo dopo
che fu poftain atrivitd afine di preveanire
la troppo prouta offidazivne , che ivprav-
viene alla fupurticie delle piaftre’tc ¢ che
conviene in ogzal cafo temer-lz carene fo-
fpefe in guiia che non tocchino wean cor-
po ucferente, e perd manegeiarle col tubu
8 yetro : talvoaa aflinelid Do fperimento
fielea pil prontamente coavien tocare
sen ambi i fostoni la punra dell’ ago , e
Pe1 con oo di queli jario diveraere s
non-digenticando  anche prima di cio di

*re cela puda mano  le catenclle
POr Bvoiare da waccoing, mentre i prova

S. STRINGARI -

che la corrente del flnido galvanico foffe
fpeflo delle interruzioni. ,

L' ago di cui fece ufo il Sig. Rotagn,.
fi appena giungeva ad un pollice di ?‘tm-
ghezza e ad una linea di larghezza nellg
maflima (ua eftenfione vicino al perng .
Egli era sompofto d' un pezzetto di moj.
la da orologio ben equilibrato e mobils
fu &’ un perno pure di acciajo.

Per ripriftinare poi la polarita ecco co.
me il Signor Romagnofi cperd . Coq
ambe le mani ftrinfe fra ii po.lice e Pip.
dice I cltremits della catletta di legno ifo.
lata fenza (cuoterld, e la ritenne cosi per
aleuni fecondi. Allora fi vide U ago ca-
Jamitato moverli lentamente, ¢ tipigliare
la polaritd non tutto ad un tratto, ma
fucceffive pulfazicni a fomiglianza d' ung
sfera daOrologio deftinata a fegnare i mj.
nuti fecondi.

Sotiomello indi I' ago fteflo all' azicpe
dell’ £l tt-iciid tanto vitrea guanto red.
nofa facendu ufo d'una cannetta di vewro
e di cera Spagna ftrofinate, fi videro i
feguenti ritultati. L7 ago veniva aurro
fortemente, ed in difianza dulle canvette
cietitizzate, duverchd cul bgtrone delta
citcna palvanica rimapsva fermo , Scoffes
te e dette cammette, ricornava alia (o
primitiva  direzione polare, mentre nell’
w7ione  del galvanitino rimaneva  fermo
nelia communicata divergenza . L’ azione
wmagnetica &’ on ferro che lotte ' azicue
galvanica non era atta a vincere I"ammor-
tizzazione, prevaleva all’ attuale vivace

attrazione cuntraria deil’ elettricith  che
contepeorancamente {i faceva agire.
Quefta  elperienza fo fatta nel mefle di

Maggio, e fu ripetuta alla prefenza di als
cuni {pettatori. 1o tale circoftanza otten-
Lz pure fenza fatica I attrazione elettrica
ad una  fouibililins  diftauza . Egli fece
ufo d° un fortile flo di refe bagnato nell’
acyua  pregua di fale ammonizco , ¢ o
raccomaunao  ad upa  carnetia ¢iovetro,
approtiimé indi la catena " ary uio  fud-
deito al filo a diftanza d’ una linea cirea,
¢ vide il filo wvolare a combaciurli col
bottone della catena, ed a voigerfi in fu
fempre attaccato come nelle efporienze
elettrics .

Il Siz. Romsguni crede di fuo dovere
di pabblicure quelta efperienza , chic deve
ionoar corpo con altre in una Bemoria
v epilsin componendo ful Galvanifino,
¢ ia Llettricith , nella quale £ riferva di
dar la relazione &’ un fenomeno atmosfe-
rico, che ogui anno accade iz un lwogo
del Tirolo vicino a! Preaner , e rhe af-
fetta fortemente un’ iutera popoliziove »
e le fa provare tutti gii efletti del galva-
nifino.

[ Trento 3 Agoflo 1802,

T 1N KOVEREDD, Per Luigi Mercheiani Stampature Inp. Feg.

Fig. 2¢. — Gazzerta di Rovereto (Biblioteca Civica di Rovereto).
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The existence of the Rovereto paper was mentioned for the first time in a letter
written by Romagnosi to his friend Bramieri at the end of 1802: «I have recenty
published in the Gazzetta di Rovereto a discovery of mine on the effects of the galvanic
current on magnetism» (Fermi, 1935). Several authors of the XIX century quoted the
Rovereto paper. However the corresponding text has never been reported so far and, in
some cases, the quotation has been confused with the one of the Trento paper. This is
the case, for example of Govi’s paper (Govi, 1869) which had an important influence
on the subsequent literature. The main statement contained in the first paragraph of
both the Trento and Rovereto papers is that there is an effect of the galvanic current on
magnetism. The Rovereto paper contains more details as we will discuss in Section 3.

In 1802 Romagnosi sent a copy of his work to the Académie des Sciences (1802) in
Paris (fig. 3). Napoleon had established in 1801 an annual prize (Prix de Galvanisme)
to support relevant discoveries in electricity and galvanism. The paper was forwarded
to the Committee but, unfortunately, no report was made. '

In October 1802 Racagni, an Italian physicist from Milan, informed Alessandro
Volta that he had not found the effects of the current on the magnetic needle described
by Romagnosi (Epistolario di Alessandro Volra, 1953: vol. IV, n. 1302). Actually Racagni
did not repeat the Romagnosi’s experiment, but he used the magnetic needle to close
the circuir, like in the Mojon experiment (for a description of Mojon’s experiment see
Dibner, 1962).

At the end of 1802 Romagnosi moved to the University of Parma. This was a
crucial change in his life and the beginning of new professional interests after a period
of ten years spent in Trento.

Aldini (1804) and Izarn (1804) published in Paris two books on galvanism where
the Romagnosi’s experiment is explicitly mentioned (Aldini (p. 340): «M. Romanesi,
physicien de Trente, a reconnu que le galvanisme faisit décliner I'aigulle aimentée»;
Izarn (p. 120): «D’aprés les observations de Romanesi, physicien de Trente, I'aigulle
aimentée, et que 'on soumet ainsi au courant galvanique, éprouve une déclinaison»).

In the same year Amoretti (1804: p. 201), commenting on a recent discovery
by Ritter on Galvanism, quoted the Romagnosi’s paper published in the Gazzerta di
Rovereto. The comment by Amoretti was not however noticed, differently from the
ones by Aldini and Izarn which were later reported by several authors.

2b. Romagnosi and Oersted.

In 1820 the attention of the world was attracted by Oersted’s discovery carried out in
Copenhagen. The Oersted paper (1820), originally written in Latin, was immediately
translated in all the European languages and had a crucial impact on the scientific
community. Configliachi (1820), after translating into Iralian the paper by Oersted,
published a comment on Romagnosi’s experiment. From this comment we learn that
in 1808 Romagnosi communicated with Configliachi that in the experiment of 1802
the magnetic needle did not close the circuit between the two poles of the pile. This
clarifies the difference between Romagnosi and Mojon experiments.
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A few years later, Silvestro Gherardi, in the Italian translation of the book written
by G.F. Demonferrand (Gherardi, 1824), commenting on Mojon and Romagnosi’s
experiments, concluded that these experiences had nothing that could have influenced
Oersted. In his comment Gherardi however identifies the two experiments.

In 1827 Antinori and Libri pointed out the important contribution to the discovery
of electromagnetism made by the italian scientists Mojon and Romagnosi. In the same
year the text of the Gazzetta di Trento was republished in the journal Antologia di Firenze
(Libri, 1827). This publication was later used by most of subsequent authors. In the
same year Romagnosi sent a letter to Libri, confirming that in 1802 he saw almost the
same effects later observed by Oersted (fig. 4).

The Romagnosi’s experiment is mentioned by Oersted only in 1830. In a long
article published on the Edinburgh Encyclopedia (Oersted, 1830) he presented a history
of electromagnetism. He says (p. 575): « ... Aldini mentions, at the same time, that
a certain Mr. Romanesi at Trent had confirmed the experiment of Mojon and that at
the same time observed that galvanism makes the magnetic needle deviate. Professor
Aldini, whose work upon galvanism comprehends two volumes, does not say a word
more upon this subject. It is, therefore, not surprising, that neither the French institute,
nor the learned societies, nor the numerous natural philosophers, to which the work
was presented in the year 1804, took any notice of this observation, which would have
accelerated the discovery of electromagnetism by sixteen years. Romanesi seems likewise
to have forgot his observation, until electromagnetism was discovered».

The comment on the Encyclopedia gives some merit to Romagnosi («the notice of
his observation would have accelerated the discovery of electromagnetism»). On the
other hand Oersted gives the impression of ignoring the text of Romagnosi’s paper.
Oersted also says that Romagnosi’s work was presented to the Institut de France in
1804. We now have the proof that Romagnosi sent his paper to Paris two years earlier,
in October 1802.

2c. After Romagnosi's death.

After Romagnosi’s death in 1835 there was a revival of interest in his activity.

In 1835 Cesare Cant, collaborator and friend of Romagnosi, wrote a book (Cantu,
1835) which reports the Trento paper, erroneously quoted as Gazzetta di Rovereto (the
confusion between the two papers continues until the present days). Cantll says (at
p. 11) that Romagnosi: «never abandoned the studies of electromagnetism, as confirmed
by his manuscripts».

In 1839 the name of Romagnosi was quoted in a pamphlet by Franceso Zantedeschi
(1839), an abbot from Venice, author of many papers on electromagnetism.

Giuseppe Belli (1840), replying to the Zantedeschi pamphlet, discussed in detail the
nature of the experiment. According to Belli this experiment was of electrostatic nature
and the deviation of the needle could not be due to the current since the circuit was
open during the experiment.

The debate on Romagnosi’s experiment was renewed by a long paper by Zantedeschi
(1859) who tried to prove that Romagnosi should be considered the discoverer of
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electromagnetism and that he also, indirectly, anticipated the idea of the telegraph. The
paper is written in a very nationalistic style, but contains some interesting comments.
In particular Zantedeschi says that he repeated Romagnosi’s experiment, confirming all
the results. From the paper we also learn that in 1845 Zantedeschi wrote a letter to
Oersted. Zantedeschi sent his pamphlet also to Paris both to the journal Cosmos and to
the Académie des Sciences. The journal Cosmos refused the Zantedeschi thesis (Cosmos,
1859), while the Académie des Sciences never discussed the problem (Académie des
Sciences, 1860, p. 105). The paper by Zantedeschi was translated into German in the
same year in Erlangen (Erlenmeyer and Lewinstein, 1859). This paper contains the first
cranslation of the text of the Gazzerta di Trento into a foreign language.

In the same year, in England, J.J. Hamel wrote a long pamphlet on the history of the
telegraph (Hamel, 1859). The paper contains explicit comments in favour of Romagnosi
as pioneer in the discovery of electromagnetism: «I cannot forego stating my belief that
Oersted knew of Romagnosi’s discovery, announced in 1802, ‘which was eighteen years
before the publication of his (Oersted) own observations. It was mentioned in Aldini’s
book ... Who would suppose that Oersted did not know everything contained in
Aldini’s book, in which even the index points to Romagnosi’s discovery in the following
words: Romanesi a fait des tentatives sur l'aiguille aimantée? ... As Qersted must have
known Romagnosi’s experiment it would have been an additional credit to him if in
1819 and 1820, on making known his own observation, he had just said a word about
Romagnosi as pioneer in the field on which he became loaded with laurels ... ».

The Hamel paper was commented by W.F. Cooke (sce Hamel, 1859), one of the
inventors of the telegraph, who confirmed the relevance of the following dates:

o 1809, 8 July Soemmering invented bis plan for telegraphing by evolution of gas.
o 1810, 13 August Showed it to Baron Schilling at Munich.
o 1802 May Giandomenico Romagnosi discovered that the magnetic needle was

deflected by galvanic currents, and in August in the same year publis/oed
the discovery at Trent.

o 1812 Baron Schilling’s operations with a subaqueous galvanic conducting
cord, through river Neva, at St. Petersburgh.

1815, 3 August Baron Schilling communicated to Soemmering the «Manuel du Gal-
vanismy a book printed in Paris in 1805 mentioning the Romagnosi’s
discovery. Baron Schilling may, therefore, be supposed to have known
from this date the fact, that a galvanic current deflected a magnetic
needle; although Dr. Hamel comes to the conclusion that neither
Soemmering, or Schilling had any idea of a practical application of
Romagnosi’ s discovery until 1825 or 1826, five years after Ampere’s

suggestion.

A few years later the Romagnosi’s experiment was quoted by Poggendorff (1863).
In 1867 Cromewell Fleetwood Varley, eminent member of the Electrical Telegraph
Company, sent a letter to the Editor of The Reader (Varley, 1867) commenting on the
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history of the telegraph and on the work by Romagnosi: «In the year 1802 Romagnosi
discovered (and published the fact in Paris in 1804) that when a magnetised needle is
submitted to the action of a galvanic current, it is deflected. In 1819 Oersted drew
more particular attention to this fact and from it resulted the galvanometer and the
electro-magnet».

Gilberto Govi (1869) wrote a long article in which, repeating and completing the
arguments by Belli, concluded that Romagnosi’s experiment had nothing to do with the
Oersted one and that Romagnosi himself never claimed his priority. The Govi paper
had an important impact in the subsequent literature.

Other comments on Romagnosi’s experiment can be found in the Cazalogue of the
Sir Ronalds Collection, published in London (Ronalds, 1880), and in a short letter by
Tommasi (juin 1883) who asked the Committee for the Vienna Exposition of Electricity
to discuss the question of the priority of the discovery of electromagnetism.

Fahie (1884) in his book on the history of electric telegraphy reported the Trento
paper and, following the Govi arguments, reached the conclusion that the Romagnosi’s
experiment had nothing to do with the Oersted one. Like Govi, Fahie also emphasized
the silence of Romagnosi after the Oersted’s discovery as: «another, and to us convinc-
ing, argument against the supposition that Romagnosi had any share in the discovery
of electromagnetismb.

Additional comments on the Romagnosi’s experiment are contained in other papers
and books written both in the XIX century and at the beginning of the XX century.
Among them it is worth mentioning the pamphlets by Ciscato (1882) and Menestrina
(1909) concerning the Romagnosi’s stay in Trento.

2d. The more recent literature.

Appleyard (1930) discussed in a rather extensive way the Romagnosi’s paper pub-
lished in the Gazzetta di Trento, and in particular the question of priority with respect
to Oersted. He reports the full text of the paper and finally says: «From this evi-
dence it is manifest that Romagnosi was concerned solely with an effect of electrical
discharges through the magnets themsleves, and that he repeated, in effect, the experi-
ment of Mojon, by sending a more or less continuous current through the magnets. As
his magnets were fixed, he did not observe the rotary movement that was the essence
of the Oersted’s discovery. Moreover, Romagnosi himself made no claim to such a
discovery ... ».

In 1935 S. Fantoni collected a series of unpublished letters by Romagnosi (see Fermi,
1935). They include in particular the letter written by Romagnosi to Libri in 1827, in
which Romagnosi claimed priority in the discovery of electromagnetism. It is interesting
to note that this lecter was unknown to all the preceding authors.

More recent comments on Romagnosi’s experiment are contained in biography of
Joseph Henry by Thomas Coulson (1950), who explicitly emphasizes the role of Ro-
magnosi as pioneer in the discovery of electromagnetism, and in a Russian paper by

Olga Lezhnova (1959), who concludes that the body of Romagnosi might have closed
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the circuit, but that Romagnosi did not discuss the experiment in terms of a current
passing through a closed circuit and that consequently he can not be considered the
discoverer of clectromagnetism.

Dibner (1962), in the already mentioned book on Oersted, summarizes the historical
debate on Romagnosi’s experiment.

Edoardo Amaldi, in a private letter sent to one of us (RW) in 1966, repeated
more or less the same steps of the story and concluded that «the Govi's criticism was
probably too severe even if the Romagnosi’s experiment was rather dircy». Similar
comments are contained in more recent papers by Zavattini and Abbondanno (1993)
and by Amoretti (1995).

This historical summary reveals that the Romagnosi’s experiment attracted the at-
tention of many authors in both the XIX and XX century. The ambiguity in the
description of the experiment and the lack of other documents are probably the main
reason why no clear and definitive conclusion on the experiment was drawn and why
the credit for the discovery of electromagnetism was given to Oersted whose work, dif-
ferent than Romagnosi’s, had a crucial impact on the scientific community and became
the starting point of the development of electromagnetism with Ampere, Faraday and
the other founders of electromagnetism.

3. «GazzeTTA DI TRENTO» AND «(GAZZETTA DI ROVERETO»

Romagnosi published in 1802 two papers on his experiment. The text of the
Gazzetta di Trento widely circulated among the specialists of history of electromagnetism
while the text of the Gazzerta di Rovereto was systematically ignored. Some authors
quoted it but the text was never reported. The republication of the Rovereto paper
then represents a major issue of the present article. In the Appendix we give the En-
glish translation of both the Trento and Rovereto papers. The translation of the Trento
paper is taken from Fahie (1884).

As discussed in the preceding sections the Trento paper was commented by many
authors in the past. Among them Belli and Govi raised the following specific criticisms:

@) According to the description of Romagnosi the circuit was never closed, so that no
current could circulate in the experiment, which consequently has nothing to do
with Oersted’s experiment.

) Romagnosi put in touch the knob of the chain with the magnetic needle. This
produced a transfer of charge to the needle with consequent electrostatic repulsion,
causing the deviation of the needle.

These comments tend to classify the experiment as an electrostatic effect induced
by an insulated pole of the pile. However this conclusion is not completely obvious
because of the weakness of the electrostatic repulsion.

From the comparison between the two texts one can see that the Rovereto paper
contains more details and information on the experiment. First it gives details on
the pile that were not known before. Romagnosi also speaks of two chains and two



ROMAGNOSI AND THE DISCOVERY OF ELECTROMAGNETISM 129

knobs, of the necessity of using the bare hands in order to excite the machine and
avoid the interruption of the current. Furthermore in this paper Romagnosi makes
more systematic comparisons with the effects of electricity. Though more stringent
conclusions are not easy, we can nevertheless say that:

e according to the communication made by Romagnosi with Configliacchi in 1808,
the experiment made in Trento was not a repetition of the Mojon’s experiment
where the current flowed through the needle;

; o . .

e it may well be that the Romagnosi’s experiment was not (and certainly was not
intended to be) of an electrostatic nature, since many comments, especially in the
Rovereto paper, directly or indirectly refer to the «Galvanic flow».

4. Prix DE GALVANISME

In October 1802 Romagnosi submitted his manuscript to the Académie des Sci-
ences. On the «Procés-Verbaux» of the «Séance du 14 Vendemiaire An 11» (6 october
1802) one reads: «M. Romagnesi de Trente en Tyrol, envoye un article imprimé sur le
galvanisme. Il est renvoyé i la commission nommeée pour ces objets» (see fig. 3). The
members of the Committee, elected about one year earlier, were: Laplace, Coulomb,
Monge, Charles, Fourcroy, Vauquelin, Halle and Biot. Volta and Brugnatelli were also
invited to participate in the Committee. They however left Paris before Romagnosi’s
submission. To our knowledge the participation of Romagnosi in the Prix de Galvanisme
had never been pointed out before.

The Committee never wrote a report on Romagnosi’s paper. Among the original
documents at the Académie des Sciences, there is also a later list of papers and manu-
scripts on galvanism sent to the Académie. Below the name of Romagnosi an additional
comment says: «Le rapport n’a point été fait.

It is interesting to point out a curious coincidence concerning the presence of Oersted
in Paris during the same period. Actually Oersted was indirectly involved in the same
Prix since a friend of his, the German scientist Ritter, had submitted the results of his
discoveries on the storage column a few months later (28 Thermidor an 11). The paper
was presented officially to the Académie by Oersted himself who was a strong Ritter’s
supporter, friend of Biot, and already known for his research activity on galvanism.
This is also reported in the autobiography of Oersted (see for example Stauffer, 1953).
The Committee for the Prix de Galvanisme wrote a long report on October 1803,
with extensive comments on the various researches done during the preceding year.
Unfortunately this report does not contain any notice on Romagnosi’s work. It instead
discusses in details Ritter’s work, and mentions explicitly the role played by Oersted in
supporting it. By reading the report one also understands why the Committee did not
assign the prize that year. In fact a few months later Ritter, who was the most favorite
candidate, had announced a further much more important discovery: the existence of an
electric pole in the earth. His conclusions were not accepted and he consequently failed
in obtaining the prize. It is finally interesting to note that the report of the Committee
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quotes explicitly Aldini’s book, published in Paris the same year, where Romagnosi’s
experiment is explicitly mentioned.

5. Two LETTERS BY ROMAGNOSI

In 1935 Stefano Fermi collected almost two hundred letters written by Romagnosi
during his life and published them in a volume (Fermi, 1935). Among these letters two
documents contain relevant information on the topics of the present investigation. In
a letter of 24 July 1827 Romagnosi asked Giovanni Porri to give the enclosed copy of
the Gazzetta di Trento to Libri who in fact published it a few months later in Florence
(Libri, 1827). We have here the proof that the republication of the text in 1827
was stimulated by Romagnosi himself. In this letter Romagnosi also says that it was
important to work with the proper size of the pile in order to make the experiment
successful.

The second letter was sent by Romagnosi on 20 September 1827 to Guglielmo
Libri, Firenze. This document is particularly interesting because Romagnosi compares
his experiment with the one by Oersted. We report here the English translation of the
relevant sentences (the full Italian text can be found in Fermi, 1935):

«Dear Sir,

only yesterday I received your note dated 30 August, with which you give me communication
of the news published in Antologia, concerning my discoveries of 1802 on electromagnetism. [
would ignore the criticism of prof. Gazzeri, if the paper of 1802 (which was explicitly written
by Tamanini, who was present at the experiment) had been written by me . .. [ would not have
sent you the paper that you published at p.146 of the Antologia, if I had not found my duty to
confirm an old oral communication given to Configliacchi and that he made public (in 1820).
Such a public document is a guarantee even without asking the reason of the above criticism. In
fact [ was only an amateur physicist and I do not want the honour due to Oersted. Hence I do
not see why I should have described the experience and the results. It was enough to discuss the
Sfact by itself. Now I think that one cannot disagree with the statement of Antinori (who wrote
to you last August) “since 1802 Romagnosi was interested in those investigations and obtained
effects almost identical to the ones of Oersted”. In such a way it is possible to guarantee my rights
as you also pointed out. In fact the text of the Gazzetta di Trento had certainly circulated in
Germany, so that, according to the rules of a correct criticism, one can conclude about the above
discovery.

In any case I am very grateful to you for publishing the letter in the Antologia and for giving
the proof that you were not responsible for that criticism . . . ».

With this letter, of which only the original draft is available, Romagnosi makes a
rather clear claim of priority in the discovery of electromagnetism. It is in particular
interesting to note that the words «effects almost identical to the ones of Oersted» are
underlined in the manuscript (see fig. 46). Romagnosi also says that the Gazzetta di
Trento had certainly circulated in Germany. From this letter and from the comments
by Fermi (1935) we also learn that the author of the text of the Gazzetta di Trento was
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not Romagnosi, but Gian Michele Tamanini, an abbot from Vigolo Vattaro, a small
village near Trento.

6. FinvaL ReMarks

The documents discussed in this article provide additional information on the ex-
periment carried out by Romagnosi in 1802 and on his relationships with the scientific
community. The Gazzetra di Rovereto reports more details on the voltaic pile used by
Romagnosi (size of the discs) and further emphazises the role played by the «Galvanic
flow». The document of the Académie des Sciences proves that Romagnosi in 1802
sent his pamphlet to Paris to participate in the Galvani Prize. Finally, the letter written
by Romagnosi to Libri in 1827 proves that he did actually follow the debate caused by
Oersted’s experiment and claimed priority in the discovery of electromagnetism.

Are these new elements enough significant to conclude that Romagnosi would deserve
some credit for the discovery of electromagnetism? An answer to this question would
require a deeper understanding of the Trento experiment whose description still remains
obscure. In the Romagnosi papers there are important missing points which were
understood and discussed by Oersted 18 years later:

e a clear description of the closed circuit allowing for the flow of the current;
e the understanding of the transverse nature of the force generated by the current;

e the fact that it is not necessary to touch the magnetic needle in order to observe
the new effect.

One should however keep in mind that Romagnosi was working in a historical
framework quite different from the one of Oersted. Volta had invented the pile only
two years before and the general interest of physicists was mainly devoted to the search
of effects of the current in other contexts (animal electricity etc.). Furthermore, though
Romagnosi was in touch with Volta, Configliachi and other Italian scientists, he did
not belong to the community of physicists and published his discovery in unknown
journals.

In his book Oersted and the Discovery of Electromagnetism, Dibner concluded that the
Romagnosi’s experiment was carried out too early and that consequently could not have
a significant impact on the scientific community: «Like the parable of the seed, the one
(Romagnosi’s experiment) was an early sowing that fall upon a stony place, the other
(Oersted’s experiment), made in the full spring and falling on rich soil, took root and
flowered» (Dibner, 1962).

However it is not completely obvious that in 1802 times were not ready for such an
experiment. The Volta’s pile had become extremely popular, especially in Paris, where
Volta presented it officially to Napoleon in 1801. Napoleon himself decided to establish
a special prize (Prix de Galvanisme) for outstanding work on electricity and magnetism.
If that was not enough to make a wonderful time for experiments, Ampere in Paris had
asserted in 1802 that he would «demonstrate that the electrical and magnetic phenomena
are due to two different fluids which act independently of each other» (Stauffer, 1953).
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Indeed the time was exactly right for Romagnosi to rise to the challenge of the times
and settle whether Ampere’s fluids were connected or separate. Romagnosi accepted
the challenge by devising a magnificiently simple experiment which could be done in
1802 by a jurist in Trento. Unfortunately his attempt to draw the attention of the
scientific community on his work, through the participation to the Galvani Prize, failed
and the few sciendists, like Volta, who were aware of the experiment, did not focus on
the new message contained in Romagnosi’s work. As Oersted (1830) himself pointed
out «neither the French Institute, nor the learned societies, nor the numerous natural
philosophers took any notice of this observation [Romagnosi’s work], which would have
accelerated the discovery of electromagnetism by sixteen years».

Old and new puzzles.

When we started investigating the history of the Romagnosi’s experiment we were
stimulated by some intriguing questions. One was the ambiguous distinction between
the journals of Trento and Rovereto, which has remained unclear for almost 200 years.
Another mistery concerned the «silence» of Romagnost after 1802 that was systemati-
cally considered by many people an implicit and final proof of the irrelevance of his
experiment. We have solved both these puzzles, but we have also found new unsolved
questions that are left for future research:

e In the diary by Roberti (1877: p. 157) the date 24 April (or May?) 1802 is
reported in connection with Romagnosi’s experiment. This date does not appear in
the Gazzetta di Trento nor in the Gazzerta di Rovereto which simply refer to the month
of May. How did Roberti get it? Do other documents describing the experiment
exist?

e According to Romagnosi, Gian Michele Tamanini wrote the text of the Guzzes di
Trento. Did he also play an important role in the experiment? Do other documents
written by Tamanini exist?

e Very little is known about the relationships berween Romagnosi and Volta before
and immediately after the experiment of 1802.

e Do any further documents or reports relative to the Romagnosi’s submittal to the
Prix de Galvanisme exist? Who informed Aldini about Romagnosi’s discovery?

e According to Romagnosi, the Gazzettadi Trento had circulated in Germany. However

we have no proof of this important fact and we do not know who was aware of
this text before 1820.

e Francesco Zantedeschi sent in 1845 a letter on Romagnosi’s experiment to Oersted
who however never replied. It would be useful to know more about this corre-
spondence and in general to know when Oersted did become aware of Romagnosi’s
experiment.

e Is it possible, on the basis of the new documentation, to reconstruct the experimental
setup employed by Romagnosi?
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We expect that an answer to these questions will provide further light on Romag-
nosi’s experiment and on the subsequent historical debate.

APPENDIX

Gazzetta di Trento (3 August, 1802)

«The Counsellor, Giandomenico de Romagnosi, of this city, known to the republic
of letters by his learned productions, hastens to communicate to the physicists of Europe
an experiment showing the action of the galvanic fluid on magnetism.

Having constructed a voltaic pile, of thin discs of copper and zinc, separated by
flannel soaked in a solution of sal-ammoniac, he attached to one of the poles one
end of a silver chain, the other end of which passed through a short glass tube, and
terminated in a silver knob.

This being done, he took an ordinary compass-box, placed it on a glass stand,
removed its glass cover and touched one end of the needle with the silver knob, which
he took care to hold by its glass envelope. After a few seconds contact the needle was
observed to take up a new position, where it remained even after the removal of the
knob. A fresh application of the knob caused a still further deflection of the needle,
which was always observed to remain in the position to which it was last deflected, as
if its polarity were altogether destroyed.

In order to restore the polarity, Romagnosi took the compass box between his fingers
and thumbs, and held it steadily for some seconds. The needle then returned to its
original position, not all at once, but little by little, advancing like the minute or second
hand of a clock.

This experience was made in the month of May, and repeated in the presence of a
few spectators. In that occasion he also observed very easily the electrical attraction at
a very sensitive distance. He used a thin thread soaked in a solution of sal-ammoniac,
and it fastened it to a glass pipe, he then approached the silver chain to the thread at
the distance of a “linea” and saw the thread flying and remaining attached to the knob
as in typical electrical experiments.

Mr. Romagnosi believes it is his duty to publish this experiment that should be-
come part of a treatise on Galvanism and Electricity in which he plans to discuss an
atmospheric phenomenon that takes place every year near the Brenner and that strongly

affects the local population which feels all the effects of Galvanismy.

Gazzetta di Rovereto (13 August, 1802)

«The Counsellor, Giandomenico de Romagnosi, living in Trento, known to the
republic of letters by his learned productions, hastens to communicate to the physicists
of Europe an experiment showing the action of the galvanic fluid on magnetism.

Having constructed a voltaic pile, of thin discs of copper and zinc, separated by
flannel soaked in a solution of sal-ammoniac, he attached to one of the poles one
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end of a silver chain, the other end of which passed through a short glass tube, and
terminated in a silver knob.

This being done, he took an ordinary compass-box, placed it on a glass stand,
removed its glass cover and touched one end of the needle with the silver knob, which
he took care to hold by its glass envelope. After a few seconds contact the needle was
observed to take up a new position, where it remained even after the removal of the
knob. A fresh application of the knob caused a still further deflection of the needle,
which was always observed to remain in the position to which it was last deflected, as
if its polarity were altogether destroyed.

In order to check this result he approached to the magnetic needle at the smallest
possible distance (without touching it) either a watch spring or other iron objects, which
before attracted the magnetic needle very strongly at a distance four times larger; but
now, under the action of galvanism, had no effect at all.

To ensure success to the experiment, one needs the following precautions: not all
the galvanic piles are good for the experiment, but only the ones whose discs have at
least a thickness of a “linea” and are two inches of diameter; it is convenient to use an
insulated pile, and not for a long time in order to avoid rapid oxidation at the surface
of the discs; it is convenient to keep the chains suspended in such a way that they
do not touch any body conducting electricity and to handle them with the glass tube;
sometimes in order to ensure rapid success to the experiment it is convenient to touch
the point of the needle with both knobs and then to make it deviate with one of them;
and not forgetting before that to handle the chains with bare hands in order to excite
the apparatus, since the galvanic flux has often some interruptions.

The needle used by Mr. Romagnosi was only one inch of length and one “linea”
of width in the greatest extension near the pin. It was made of a watch spring well
equilibrated and suspended on a steel pin.

In order to restore the polarity, Romagnosi took the compass box between his fingers
and thumbs, and held it steadily for some seconds. The needle then returned to its
original position, not all at once, but little by little, advancing like the minute or second
hand of a clock.

He then put the needle under the action of Electricity, both vitreous and resinous,
using a tube of rubbed glass or sealing-wax (“cera di Spagna”). The needle was strongly
attracted and at some distance from the pipe, while with the knob it did not move. After
removing the tubes the needle returned to the previous polar direction, while in the ex-
periment with galvanism it remained in the same deflected position. The magnetic action
of a piece of iron, which under the action of the galvanic fluid had no effect on the nee-
dle, was stronger than the opposite force of electricity that was simultaneously applied.

This experience was made in the month of May, and repeated in the presence of a
few spectators. In that occasion he also observed very easily the electrical attraction at
a very sensitive distance. He used a thin thread soaked in a solution of sal-ammoniac,
and it fastened it to a glass pipe, he then approached the silver chain to the thread at
the distance of a “linea” and saw the thread flying and remaining attached to the knob
as in typical electrical experiments.
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Mr. Romagnosi believes it is his duty to publish this experiment that should be-
come part of a treatise on Galvanism and Electricity in which he plans to discuss an
atmospheric phenomenon that takes place every year near the Brenner and that strongly

affects the local population which feels all the effects of galvanismby.
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Note added in proof. — Professor Robert Rathbun Wilson, co-author of this article, passed away sadly
during the night of Sunday 16 January 2000. Robert Wilson’s name will remain in the history of Science
and Art for his many merits as a physicist, as a sculptor, as a writer. The force that characterised each of his
activities and the level of his results made him an extraordinary individual. Here I recall primarily his activity
as an experimental physicist and his interest also in Italian research. His scientific work covered various
fields. We recall his nuclear experiments and his research on photons and electrons at Cornell University, the
latter closely connected to our work in Frascati, which he inspired on various occasions. He is particularly
famous for his work on large particle accelerators with electrons, protons and antiprotons. His fundamental
contributions to the technology, projecting and building of these machines led to great improvements,
with notable consequences on the performance and economy of the enterprise. In the personality of this
extraordinary personage his many outstanding qualities converged: those of a physicist, an engineer and
an artist, and certainly as a serious and intense sculptor. On many occasions our unforgettable friend
Robert Wilson, a connoisseur of Italian science and art, achieved results of the highest level. This article
that he co-authored with Sandro Stringari underlines another aspect of his personality: an attention and
indefatigable curiosity for the history of Physics. Robert Wilson was born at Frontier, Wyoming (USA) on
4 March 1914 and concluded his splendid existence at 85 years of age (Giorgio Salvini ).



