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W hoever followed the development o f  folklore studies in Poland  
in the last quar te r  o f  the century has to acknowledge the results 
achieved in this field to be in m any respects imposing. If on ly  for 
this reason  the presentation  o f  what has been achieved in this a rea  o f  
scholarship is no t an easy task. The difficulty arises not only from 
the necessity o f  covering quantitatively rich achievement but also from 
its variety, since it encompasses all that has been accomplished in the 
collecting and  recording o f  folklore, its dissemination and publication, 
as well as studies o f  this sphere o f  creative activity o f  the people.

T he  s ituation  is m ade even m ore com plicated by the fact that 
representatives o f  various disciplines, and  not only folklorists, have 
been concerned  with folklore. Obviously, this had  its consequences, 
since e thnographers ,  linguists and  literary critics dealt with folklore from 
the po in t o f  view o f  their ow n interests and  needs, they differed in 
the app roach  to folklore and conceptions o f  the problem s involved in 
its study. A lthough  their achievements were not always found satis
factory by folklorists, they undoubted ly  deserve their place in the gen
eral sum m ing up o f  the post-war s ituation  in this field o f  study, for 
only by taking into account all that has been done by those concer
ned with folklore is it possible to determ ine w hat really has been 
accomplished.

T he present s tudy aims not only at b rief presentation o f  the 
achievements o f  folklore studies in the last quarte r  o f  the century  
but also at outlin ing both  the tendencies and  directions o f  the de
velopment in the field and  the conditions in which the studies were 
undertaken  and  carried out. It is quite impossible, however, to exhaust 
all the problems, nor is it possible to m ention, even in notes, all 
publications dealing with folklore.

1

It is to be observed that the term “folk lore” has recently become 
fash ionab le .1 It is very often used, and  sometimes even misused.

Folklore S tudies 1945— 1970

1 CT. J. B u r s z t a .  lo lk lo ry zm  u Polsce  (Folklorism  in Polami), | in :] lo lk lo r  
n życiu w spółczesnym  i I-o!które in M odern L ife), Poznań 1970, p. 9 — 11.
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which results in extending its meaning and consequently, through 
the usage not always justified or  necessary and th rough  referring it 
to various phenom ena, leads to certain ambiguities and  abusage. 
The career o f  the term started not so long ago, for only after the 
war, an d  was made possible by the im portan t  changes and trans
fo rm ations in the social a tt i tude  to the creative work o f  the folk.

It is not insignificant that what arouses the liveliest social in
terest in the folk culture in general is the complex o f  phenom ena 
covered by the term “folklore .” To some extent this is also cond i
tioned by the fact that these phenom ena  have been explored at 
a greater pace and more vigorously than o ther  spheres o f  folk art and 
activity. The popularity  o f  folklore (bo th  the term and the referent) 
is connected  with the wider social phenom enon  that can be called 
“folklore snobbery ,” observable for some time am ong  the inhabitan ts  
o f  cities as well as with general social rise and nobilita tion o f  
folk culture, which has become an im p o r tan t  and generally accessible 
e lement o f  the national culture as a whole.

As we know, the creative work and activity o f  the country  
folk were taken an interest in ra ther early. F o r  a long time the 
a tten tion  was centred on those m anifestations which later on  cam e to 
be know n under the nam e o f  fo lk lore .2 A keen interest in those 
phenom ena  was taken not only in the R om antic  period. A lthough the 
very term “folklore” was in troduced as early as in the middle o f  the 
19th century  and rather quickly assimilated in the E uropean  scholar
ship, in Poland it appeared  m uch later and its popularity  was by 
no m eans im m ediate .3

This can be explained by the fact that at the time when the 
term entered  the E uropean  scholarship, in Poland the interest in 
the folk and folk art subsided and exultations abou t the values o f  
folklore were replaced after 1846 by the slogans o f  the im m aturity  and 
lack o f  creative abilities o f  the folk and  by exhortations to the 
work at the foundations. Consequently , the focus o f  interest shifted 
from the folk culture and creativity to the p rogram m e o f  education

: Cf. statem ents on the subject in D zieje fo lk lo ry s ty k i po lsk ie j 1800— 1863. 
Epoka przedkolbergow ska  ( H istory o f  Polish Folklore S tu dy 180 0 —1863. Before K ol
berg ), ed. H. K apełuś, J. K rzyżanow ski, W roclaw 1970.

' See J. K r z y ż a n o w  sk i, “F o lk lore,” [in:] Słownik folkloru po lsk iego  (D ictionary  
o f  Polish F olklore), ed. J. K rzyżanow ski, W arszawa 1965.
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o f  the folk, o f  preparing  them for an  active part  in the social life 
in the changed, post-enfranchisement conditions. This fact undoubted ly  
left its m ark  on  con tem porary  studies on  the folk and  fo lk lore .4

Presum ably  a certain role was played by o ther  factors as well. 
In the mid-19th century there appeared  in the European  study o f  
fo lk lore  new tendencies o f  basing it on  a different, scientific fo u n 
da tion , o f  break ing  with what had been professed in the R om antic  
period, as manifested by the emergence o f  new concepts and  trends 
in scholarship, such as folklore and study o f  folklore. These were 
not assimilated in Poland because the a tm osphere  was not conducive 
to them, con tem porary  scholars being either adherents o f  the R om an tic  
school o r  its followers and  incapable o f  appreciating  the perspectives 
these concepts and  trends opened  before the study o f  folk culture. 
T h a t  this was the case is proved by the response to the daring  
b oo k  o f  Ryszard Berwiński.5

Also foreign works on folklore and e thnography  published a t  the 
t ime failed to call forth  any lively response. In vain would we look 
for “ folk lore” in con tem porary  encyclopaedias; no such entry is to be 
fou n d  in S. O rge lb rand’s Encyklopedia powszechna  ( Universal Encyclo
paedia) o f  18626 o r  in its later, 1878 edition, o r  in Encyklopedia  
ogólnej w iedzy ludzk iej (Encyclopaedia o f  General H um an Know ledge) 7 
which appeared  under  the auspices o f  “Tygodnik  Ilustrow any” and 
“ W ędrow iec” (journals o f  the time).

I t  is unders tandab le  that the one to introduce and  popularize  it 
was to be a representative o f  the new generation o f  folklorists, an 
adheren t  and  p rop ag a to r  o f  new scientific m ethods  in the study o f  
folklore, the a u th o r  o f  pioneer studies on traditions, tales and  songs, 
Jan  K arłow icz .8 H e introduced the term in vol. II o f  “W isła ,” 
a periodical in which he constantly  presented and  popularized novel 
trends, m ethods  and  achievements in the field. R ecom m ended by 
Karłowicz, the term met, however, with objections and doub ts  on

4 Cf. R. G ó r s k i .  L w ow skie. [in:] D zieje fo lk lo r y s ty k i po lsk iej, p. 3 5 4 — 357.
T. B r z o z o w s k a .  Berwiński ja k o  fo lk lo rys ta  (Berwiński as a F olklorist), [in:] 

M ied zy  daw nym i a now ym i l a t y . .. (Between the O ld  D ays and T o d a y . . .), ed. R. G órski, 
J. K rzyżanow ski, W roclaw  1970, p. 98, 101 — 103, Studia Folklorystyczne.

6 W arszawa 1862.
7 W arszawa 1877.
x J. K a r ło w ic z ,  Folklore. “W isła .” 1888, vol. II, p. 84.
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the p a r t  o f  venerable and  m eritorious O skar  Kolberg. His op in ion  is 
w orth  quoting, since it seems to be typical o f  a  certa in  circle o f  
traditionalists:

I m ust confess that the (neo-E nglish) word “fo lk lore” ( “W isła ,” II, p. 84), denot
ing in fact Polish  ludogadactwo  [folk-talking], ludow iedztw o  [folk know ledge], though  
accepted in many countries, is rather repellent to m e, if  on ly  because it cannot be 
easily adopted to the organism  o f  our tongue, and even used by the French, 
Italians, Spaniards, etc., it strikes u s as som e unpleasant cacop h on y , som e violence. 
Instead, I w ould w illingly vote for the word “d em otics,” proposed  by the Portuguese 
author Brag.9

T o some extent K arłowicz shared the objections o f  the au th o r  o f  
L ud  ( The Folk), as shown by the following fragm ent from  his letter 
to K olberg :

I do agree with your op in ion  about certain hornyness, so to say, o f  the word  
“fo lk lore” ; we accepted it as a necessary evil and fo llow in g  the exam ple o f  other  
literatures which have given it the right o f  citizenship. O f the terms proposed  by you, 
ludow iedztw o  and “d em otics,” the form er seem s to be quite adequate and I shall try 
to popularize it; the latter has the advantage o f  being short and adaptable, but it 
strikes one as fore ig n .10

Yet the term  m ust have quickly stopped  striking him  as “h o rn y ,” 
for he found  it convenient and  a t  the same time indispensable for 
designating a distinct complex o f  phenom ena, m ark ed  with specific 
characteristics and  features an d  distinguished from  the folk culture in 
general as the subject o f  the new discipline. A nd  as he was especially 
interested in those matters, he exhorted  to carry  o u t  folklore studies 
on  a b ro ad  scale, and  set am bitious and  serious tasks before those 
concerned with folklore. All this found its expression in the paper he 
delivered at the Congress o f  Polish M en o f  Letters and  Journalists  
in L v o v .11

Similar subjects were frequently taken up by him in “W isła,” 
the periodical which undoub ted ly  patron ized  the incipient folklorist 
m ovem ent based on  scientific foundations. H e  not only  p ropagated  
new terminology and  new scholarly ideas but, w hat is even m ore

9 O. K olberg’s letter o f  2 .09 .1888 , D W O K , vol. 66, p. 530.
10 J. K arlow icz’s letter o f  8 .09.1888, ibidem , p. 536.
II J. K a r ło w ic z ,  N arodow y fo lk lo r  p o lsk i  (Polish N ational Folklore), [in:] 

P am iętn ik Z jazdu  L itera tów  i D zienn ikarzy Polskich  (Journal o f  the Congress o f  
Polish Men o f  L etters an d  Journalists), Lvov 1894.
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im portan t ,  tried to implant in Poland new conceptions and m ethods to 
be used an d  developed in scholarly activity.

A closer look at the very process o f  populariza tion  o f  the new 
term inology is ra ther  instructive o f  attitudes tow ards novelties am ong  
those concerned  with folklore and the study o f  it. Even a cursory 
reading o f  annua l  sets o f  “W isla” and “ L ud ,” two jou rna ls  dealing 
with the prob lem s o f  folklore and folklore study, allows us to see 
the difference in their approach . It is by far more difficult to find any 
reflections o f  those novelties in the traditionally  oriented —especially 
in the m atte rs  o f  m ethodology —“ L ud .” Obviously, those problems, 
could  not be entirely ignored, considering the progress and results 
ob ta ined  in folkloric studies in Europe. These deserved at least to 
be inform ed o f  and, to be sure, the editors o f  “ L u d ” did provide such 
in fo rm a t io n .12 In 1901 there appeared, financed by Towarzystwo Lu- 
doznawcze (Folk lore  Society), G. L. G o m m e ’s Folklore, while ano ther  
book  by this au th o r  was published in the same year in W arsaw .14

Despite this, any influence o f  the then form ula ted  folkloric ideas 
on the work o f  the mem bers o f  Towarzystwo Ludoznawcze and those 
con tr ibu ting  to  Lud is hardly noticeable. To  a considerable num ber 
o f  them we could  apply L. Krzywicki’s rem ark  that “ in the field o f  
folklore [...] there were m any eager w orkers” whose “ theoretical 
background  did  not equal their good intentions, [...] and  sometimes was 
none at a ll” ; 15 they were enthusiastic amateur-collectors, w ithout 
scientific am bitions, and did not respond to m odern  conceptions 
abou t folklore and m ethodology o f  folkloric study which often shook 
curren t op in ions  on the subject. It was not only the terminology, 
elsewhere accepted and in general use for some time, which was found 
ob jec tionable ; it was also the very expansiveness o f  the new discip
line breaking  loose from e thnography  and consequent specialization

12 See for instance H. K a s p e r o w ic z .  F olk lorystyka  u Rosji ( Folklore Study
in Russia), “ L u d ,” 1898, vol. IV.

14 G . L. G o m m e , Folklor. Podręcznik dla zajm ującyi li się ludoznawstwem , transl. 
from  the English by W. Szukiew icz, ed. with an introduction by S. E iiasz-R a- 
dzikow ski, K raków  1901.

14 G . L. G o m m e , Folklor w etnologii, transl. from the English by A. Bqkowska, 
W arszawa 1901.

15 L. K r z y w ic k i ,  N auki an tropologiczne (A nthropological Science). “K sujżka,” 
1903, N o 13, p. 504.

12 -  L ite ra ry  S tu d ie s  111 P o la n d
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in the study o f  folk culture, as well as the emphasis  put by folklorists 
on the scientific app roach  to folklore and  on  new m ethods o f  in 
vestigation, which did not arouse enthusiasm.

It is understandable  then that in the sharp  polemics between 
Edward Porębowicz and Maksymilian K aw czy ń sk i16 concerning the 
vital problem : folklore and literary history, and thus ra ther  basic 
problems from the point o f  view o f  every s tuden t o f  folklore, 
con tem porary  folklorists did no t really participate. A nd  yet the m atters  
disputed were not only details o r  particular issues,17 for a num ber o f  
more general questions were involved as well, such as usefulness 
o f  folkloric studies in historioliterary works, in terrelation between 
folklore and literature, and the question if and  to what extent the 
folk could be considered the crea tor  o f  cultural conten ts  tha t func
tioned in that social group. A rbitrary  statements and  argum ents  used 
in the quarrel often moved it from the level o f  the scholarly polemics 
to that o f  an ideological o n e .18

It turned out that many o f  the folkloric p roblem s were o f  a co n 
troversial character, tha t the new discipline did not confine itself 
to collecting folklore and  disseminating it in print,  that  is to what 
most folklorists o f  the time considered their task, b u t  tha t  it a t tem pted  
at studying folklore in the historical aspect and  against the b road  
com parative background, arriving at conclusions which were “o u t r a 
geous" in their divergency from what had been hitherto  ascertained.

Obviously, all this did not win m any adheren ts  for the new trend, 
and after K arlow icz’s death and  with “W isła" suspended, it lost its 
support and for some time there was silence on  the folkloric front. The 
process o f  folklore studies growing separate from  the study o f  folk 
culture in general became suppressed, research was carried o u t  a t  a 
much slower pace and professional press only seldom used the term i
nology and concepts which should by that time have been generally 
accepted for good. They were not, however, for the new tenden
cies met with indifference and  resistance o f  the majority  o f  folklorists

10 M. K a w c z y ń s k i ,  Folklor a historia literatury. Pism o po lem iczne  ( Folklore and  
L iterary H istory. A P olem ical Essay), K raków  1903.

*' See J. K r z y ż a n o w s k i ,  “A m or i P syche,” [in:] Słow nik folkloru po lsk iego , 
p. Hi — 17. The reader will also find there a bibliography o f  the polem ics.

|s K a w c z y ń s k i .  op. cit„  p. 24 — 25.
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who ra ther  d isapproved  of. the division o f  roles in investigating life 
an d  cu lture  o f  the folk.

Hence a sym ptom atic  non-existence o f  the very ñame and  con 
cept “fo lk lo re” in the works o f  the time, which in fact dealt with 
folklore. Oddly enough, even such ambitious books as A dam  F ischer’s 
L u d  p o lsk i ( The Polish F olk) 19 or Jan  Stanisław Bystroñ’s W stęp do 
ludoznawstwa polskiego (Introduction to Polish Folklore S tu d ies)20 only 
generally touch  u p o n  the problem  o r  om it it a ltogether. If  the problem s 
o f  m o d ern  folklore study are present at all, it is in the works o f  
p rom inen t  sociologists o f  the period, such as Ludwik K rzyw ick i21 
and  Stefan C zarnow sk i.22

An additional impulse to developing folkloric studies was soon to 
com e from literary criticism, owing to  Julian Krzyżanowski who argued 
indispensability o f  referring many questions concerning bo th  old and 
new literature to results o f  folklore studies. W ith his books and 
essays he showed how  folkloric da ta  helped to explain a num ber o f  
essential literary problems. In contrast  with the standing tradition  
the au th o r  o f  P olska bajka ludowa w układzie system atycznym  
( The System atic  Catalogue o f  the Polish Folk Tale) did not limit h im 
self to  studying only the influence folklore exerted on  literature, 
for he recognized the interrelations o f  these two spheres o f  culture and 
thus advanced the h itherto  neglected study o f  the effect o f  folklore 
on  literature. All this found  expression in such works o f  his, as 
Rom ans p o lsk i w ieku X V I  (Polish 16th-Century R om ance)2* and 
Paralele (Parallels) 24 where he contained no t only  interesting obser
vations concerning interrelation o f  literature and  fo lk lore  as well as 
revisions o f  accepted views on  certain writers, but also statements

Lvov 1926.
20 Lvov 1926. 2nd edition appeared in 1939.
21 Cf. the bibliography o f  L. K r z y w ic k i ’s writings included in his Studia  

socjologiczne (Soc io log ica l S tu d ies). W arszawa 1924, pp. 299 — 340; K. Z a w is t o w ic z ,  
D ziałalność prof. Ludw ika K rzyw ick iego  na polu ludoznaw stw a po lsk iego  (Professor  
L. K rzy w ic k i’s W ork in the Field o f  Folklore S tudy), “W iedza i Ż ycie ,” 1936, 
N o  1 0 - 1 2 .

22 J. K r z y ż a n o w s k i ,  “C zarnow ski Stefan Z ygm unt,” [in:] Słownik folkloru
po lsk iego , p. 7 1 —72.

24 Lublin 1934.
24 J. K r z y ż a n o w s k i .  Paralele. Studia porów naw cze z pogranicza literatury i fo l

k loru  (Parallels. C om parative S tudies on L iterature and Folklore), W arszawa 1935.
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which threw a new light on  both the past o f  folklore and folklore 
itself. Thus he dem onstra ted  usefulness o f  the discipline, especially in 
elucidating those areas where literature and folklore meet. T h eo re 
tical justification o f  such studies and their perspectives Julian K rzy
żanowski presented in his article Literatura a fo lk lo r  (Literature and  
fo lk lo re ).2-

2

The previous section has dealt ra ther extensively with the beginnings 
o f  modern folklore studies in Poland, for these conditions, difficul
ties and obstacles in the development o f  the discipline are to be rem em 
bered if we want to see clearly the post-war s ituation o f  folkloric 
study. Even in the last quar te r  o f  the century there were voices rem i
niscent o f  these old positions, underm ining or  questioning pu rp o se 
fulness o f  folkloric study as a separate and independent discipline. 
To be sure, the range and subject o f  investigation as well as the m e th o 
dology are still a m atter  o f  dispute not only between e thnographers  
and folklorists, but also am ong  folklorists themselves.26 U n d o u b 
tedly, however, all this takes place in the s ituation  by far m ore 
favourable and conducive to folklore studies.

The official policy o f  the state authorities  and new social and  poli
tical conditions b rought abou t essential changes in the a t t i tude  o f  
the society to bo th  country  people and folk artists. A keen interest 
is taken in folk arts, songs and music, folklore is in vogue and  
it has become an im portan t element o f  national festivities (e.g. the 
national harvest festival) and  local customs (e.g. traditional floating 
o f  wreaths down the Vistula on June  24). It has been acknowledged 
as deserving official support and cultivation, as manifested by the 
so-called folklore days, organized and kept in various places o f  Poland. 
Num erous am ateur  groups choose either exclusively or  mainly folk 
songs and dances as their repertoire, not to m ention  such pro fes
sional ensembles as “ M azowsze” and “Śląsk” which for years have 
popularized Polish folklore bo th  in Poland and  ab road .  Consequently , 
folklore has ceased to be a property o f  the definite social env iron 

-1' "Pamiętnik Literacki," 1936, fasc. 2.
See V. G u s e v .  E stetika  folkloru. Leningrad 1967, p. 9 8 — 102.
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m ent and  one social group, not easily .accessible outside it, and has 
gained wider influence, meeting the needs o f  a  wider public beyond 
the collective which created its forms.

W ith  this broadening  o f  the sphere o f  influence the connection 
between the crea tor  and the perform er o f  folklore and folklore 
itself, h itherto  very close, has loosened; folklore begins to function 
in different ways and frequently quite ou tside the environm ent which 
p roduced  it, thus becoming an au to n o m o u s  cultural value.

T he  process began with collecting folklore and  disseminating it 
in prin t,  in effect o f  which it entered within the m ore general range 
than  when it had  existed in oral tradition  only. Further advance 
cam e with mass media, owing to which folklore won a still larger 
audience and was popularized on  an unparalle led scale. The nobilita- 
tion a n d  appreciation  o f  values inherent in folklore resulted in great de
m an d  for this k ind o f  art.

This is testified by the num ber o f  am ateu r  g ro u p s 27 for whom fol
klore is both  an inspiration and  substance o f  their activity, and —even 
m ore clearly —by the size o f  post-war editions o f  collections o f  folk 
songs and  tales. F o r  instance, 2 editions o f  Ju lian  Przybos’s Jabloneezka  
(An Apple Tree) ran  up to 10,000 copies, in as m any copies A dolf  
Dygacz and Józef  Ligęza’s Pieśni ludowe Ś ląska  Opolskiego  (Folk 
Songs o f  Silesia) were available, and editions o f  successive volumes 
o f  K olberg  ranged from 4,200 to 6,200 cop ies .28 As a rule, collec
tions o f  tales had larger editions, e.g. P olskie baśnie ludowe (Polish 
Folk Tales) edited by Tom asz Jodełko (50,000) o r  Woda żywa. Baśnie 
p isarzy polskich (L ive Water. Tales by Polish W riters) edited by Ste
fania W ortm an  (30,000).29

Admittedly, from  the mid-50’s editions o f  collections o f  folk songs 
have grown considerably smaller, in con tras t  with the editions o f  
folk tales.

27 See Cz. K a łu ż n y , Folklor i je g o  upowszechnienie w działalności kulturalno- 
-ośw iatow ej >r Polsce Ludow ej ( Folklore and Its Popularization in C ultural and Educa
tional A ctivities in Polish People's Republic), “Literatura L udow a,” 1966, N o. 4 — 6, 
p. 7 5 - 9 1 .

28 M any more such exam ples could  be given.
29 A lso  other collections had large editions, .for instance: N ow y kierm asz bajek  

(W arszaw a 1965) —20,000; M. O k ę c k a - B r o m k o w a , N a d  jez io rem  bajka śpi (Olsztyn  
1962) —5,000; B. L e ś m ia n , Klechdy p o lsk ie  (W arszaw a 1959) —20,000.
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In presenting the situation o f  folklore study in the last few 
decades we should no t overlook the fact tha t  they have h ad  ins
titutional support  o f  the kind o f  which older students o f  folklore 
could have only dream ed. M anuscrip ts  o f  O skar  K olberg ’s works 
may serve here as a sufficient example. D uring  the 20 years after 
his death  only 5 volumes o f  his works were published, no t followed 
by any further volumes for m any years. It was only after the resolu
tion o f  the People’s State Council o f  1960 that the whole o f  K olberg’s 
ou tp u t  began to be published, first the series o f  works he had published 
in his lifetime, then 11 volumes o f  his pos thum ous writings and 3 volu
mes o f  letters. There  are also o ther  examples, though  not so im
pressive as tha t o f  the edition o f  Kolberg, o f  m aking  up for the 
past negligences.

As it has been already said it was no t only folklorists who dealt 
with folklore, a lthough for them it was the m ain  subject o f  investi
gation. Also representatives o f  o ther disciplines took  it into considera
tion and studied in certain  aspects, from  the po in t  o f  view o f  a given 
branch  o f  study. M uch  attention was paid to folklore by e thnographers, 
musicologists, literary critics and  linguists, especially dialectologists. 
This o f  course is true no t  only o f  the post-w ar period.

W hat is to be treated as a real novum  o f  the period is the em an
cipation o f  folklore studies, the fact tha t  they have b ec o m e . in d e 
pendent from ethnography . This em ancipation  is o f  course in accor
dance with the general tendency in the developm ent o f  science, its 
rapid  and eventful progress accom panied  by na rrow  specializations, 
b u t  it is also a result o f  recognition o f  the fact tha t  study o f  folk 
culture, like o f  culture in general, requires m any techniques and  
m ethods, for it deals with something which is heterogeneous, m ade 
up by various elements.

Yet this em ancipation  o f  folklore studies is often  regarded in 
terms o f  a lm ost coup d ’e ta t against e thnography, o f  diminishing 
ethnographical p roperty . Thus  the study o f  folklore an d  e thnography  
are set in not always justified opposition , and  various mutual claims 
and grievances are manifest even in different ideas abou t w hat the 
word “folklore” denotes and  what its range is. N o t  infrequently 
the folklorist is seen as an  in truder in w hat has hitherto been 
ethnographical realm, as a rival who app rop ria ted  m ore  interesting 
research themes and  subjects. Such an a t t i tude  seems groundless,
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for  it is obvious tha t bo th  the subjects and  the range o f  these 
disciplines do not overlap, and even if they sometimes do, the same 
phen o m en o n  is considered from two different points o f  view and 
studied  by using different m ethods (cf. the role o f  textual and aesthetic 
analysis o f  folklore, o r  philological m ethod  in folklore studies). 
It does no t necessarily follow that they are to be set in opposition, 
o r  tha t in over-emphasizing the differences we are to f i>et tlie p ro b 
lems a solution to which can be found only in coo ition.

F o r  the sake o f  clarity it must be said that it was a ttem pts  at 
defining the m eaning  and  range o f  the word “folk lore” , and ^  ;ci- 
fically its second element, which brough t abou t the most heated dis
cussions and  disputes. As to the first —“folk” —it was generally inter
pre ted  unanim ously, though sometimes the term was understood  in 
an  ahistorical way, w ithout proper a ttention paid to the fact that 
historically it covers different social classes, and applied to the feudal 
epoch  it m eans som ething else than when applied to that o f  cap i
talism. It is only th rough  historical analysis that we can determine 
which social groups in a given period are to be treated as the 
“fo lk .”

R ecognition o f  this is crucial for the way in which folklore is 
conceived. It  dem ands  tha t we should see in folklore a historical 
produc t ,  variously conditioned  and  form ed in the course o f  history 
in different circum stances and  by different g roups deemed as folk in 
a given period. A t the same time it prevents us from  treating folklore 
as a  p roduc t  o f  creative activity o f  one social environm ent only, 
for example o f  coun try  folk, which was a com m on  error  o f  older 
folklore studies, where rem arks and  observations pertinent to the 
feudal epoch were extended on  the folklore o f  capitalism. Thus 
changes and  new phenom ena  in folklore, such as folklore o f  the 
w orking class, were overlooked.

As we have already m entioned, the m ain  controversy between 
folklorists and  e thnographers  concerned the in terpretation  o f  the 
second element o f  the term, “lore ,” as this was to determine the 
m eaning  and  range o f  the concept, and  thereby the very subject o f

30 A com prehensive treatment o f  the subject the reader will find in I'olklor 
i etnografiya, Leningrad 1970, especially in K. C h i s t o v ’s essay under the same title 
(pp. 3 -  15).
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folklore study. The scope o f  this article does not allow us to quote 
definitions o f  folklore as form ulated  by representatives o f  both e th n o 
graphy and folklorists. 31 It has to be stated, however, that differ
ences in understanding the concept are considerable, and  not only 
between ethnographers  and folklorists, but also am ong  folklorists 
themselves. To confine ourselves to Poland, the m eaning  o f  the word 
“fo lklore” is much wider for e thnographers  than it is for folklorists, 
as for the former it covers also what used to be called social 
and spiritual culture o f  the people ,32 and in fact it is only material 
culture that it does not cover.

This conception seems to have a num ber o f  draw backs. If  folk
lorists were to understand  folklore in this way, it would m ean serious 
d im inution o f  the ethnographical d o m ain ;  doubtless, however, too 
wide a sense ascribed to folklore leads to oblite ra tion  o f  differences 
between e thnography  and  folklore study, bo th  disciplines dealing 
with the phenom ena  covered by the term.

H aving indicated various possibilities o f  in terpretation  o f  “folk
lore,” we should define now in w hat m eaning it is practically used 
in the folklorist’s work. Here it denotes a m uch narrow er sphere than 
for e thnographers , since it signifies a certain complex o f  phenom ena 
in which the means o f  expression is the word, certain art which 
may be described as a specific art o f  the w o rd .33 Its peculiarity 
consists in the fact that the word does not appear  here in the pure 
form, but o ther means o f  expression are involved as well, such as 
music, dance, and dram atic  and  theatrical elements (e.g. folklore 
connected with rituals o f  various kinds). This syncretic character  
o f  folklore is what differentiates it from literature; literature rests on 
the written or  printed word, while folklore makes use o f  the “ live” 
word, that is, the word that is spoken, told, sung o r  similarly 
performed.

O f  course, this is not the only feature that differentiates it

;| Cf. G u s e v , op. cit., p. 57 — 79.
-  C l B. t i n e t t e .  P roblem atyka  fo lk loru  współczesnego na tle rzeczyw istośc i

kulturowej Z iem i Lubuskiej (Problem s o f  M odern Folklore against the Cultural 
Background o f  Z iem ia Lubuska), [in:] M ięd zy  daw nym i a now ym i la ty . . . .  p. 156— 157.

W orth-m entioning on this occasion  are also the works o f  the folklorists
from M oscow  U niversity published in two volum es under the title F olklor kak
isskustvo slova. M oskva 1966, 1969.
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from literature. There  are m any others, all o f  them resulting from 
different than in literary art origin, function and mediun. A literary 
work is a work o f  an individual artist striving to convey the in
tended message in his own, original way and  it generally functions 
in the shape once given to it by the au thor ,  and in the prin ted  form, 
while a folkloric work is subject to m any changes in the course o f  
its existence, adjusting itself to the dem ands o f  the audience before 
which it is perform ed and  which can affect bo th  its con ten ts  and 
form, its chances o f  success being the greater, the better it can adjust 
itself to the accepted conventions. It usually functions as an anonym ous 
work, orally transm itted . It is evident then that those who equate  the 
fo lk lo r ic ‘work with the liteiary one fail to recognize the distinct and 
specific charac ter  o f  the former.-34

W ith  this brief explanation let us pass to the developm ent o f  
folklore studies in the last few decades. As it has been already 
m entioned , the discipline found  support  in institutions established 
especially for this kind o f  research. In 1947 the State Institute o f  
Folk  A rt Study was created, with 3 separate sections: o f  Folk Music, 
Folk  Literature  and  Folk D a n c e .35 In 1950 it was changed into the 
S tate Institute o f  A r t  which included the D epartm ent o f  Study o f  
Folk  Texts, deserving the credit o f  organizing and fulfilling in the 
years 1950— 1954 the Action o f  Collecting Musical Folklore. The 
result o f  the action were imposing materials which later, in the years 
1955—1963 were to be replenished by m em bers o f  intercollegiate 
folklore cam p s .36

In 1953 in the Institute o f  Literary Studies o f  the Polish Academ y 
o f  Sciences the D epartm en t o f  Folk Literature was c rea ted .37

u  Cf. G u s e v , op. cit.. p. 73 — 96.
'5 A. M io d u c h o w s k a .  Pracownia badań nad po lsk im  folklorem  m uzycznym  

Instytutu  S ztu k i P A N  {The S tudy of M usical Folklore in the Institute of tr t of the 
Polish A cadem y of Sciences). "Literatura Ludowa." 1964. N o  4 6. p. 161.

',(1 Ibidem, p. 162— 165. C f also S. Ś w ir k o , Badania terenowe nad w spółczes
nym folklorem  polsk im  ir latach 1945— 1965 (Field Work in the Investigation of 
M odern Polish Folklore in the Years 1945— 1965). "Literatura Ludowa." 1966. No  
4 - 6 .  p. 37. 4 0 - 4 3 .

,7 H. K a p e łu ś ,  Pracow nia L itera tury Ludow ej IBL P A N  [The D epartm ent o f  
Folk L iterature o f the Institu te o f  ¡L iterary S tudies o f  the Polish A cadem y o f  Sciences). 
“ Literatura Ludowa," 1964, N o  4 — 6, p. 148— 151.
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In  1957 “L itera tura  L u d o w a ” (Folk  Literature), a  jo u rn a l  devoted 
exclusively to folklore problems, began to be published.

A n  im portan t  role in the post-w ar folklorist m ovem ent was played 
by conferences and  congresses, inspiring new research in various 
institu tions and  centres an d  presenting the results already ob ta ined  
in the field. A m ong  m any meetings o f  this k ind especially w orth -m en
tioning are paroem iological conferences in Cieszyn (1955) 38 an d  Z a k o 
pane (1956) and  congresses o f  the Polish Fo lk lo re  Society in Jelenia 
G o ra  (1954), Z ak o p an e  (1956) and  Cieszyn (1958).39 In 1966 the 
D ep a r tm en t  o f  Fo lk  L iterature  o f  the Insti tu te  o f  L iterary Studies 
organized the Conference o f  Slavic Folk lore  Studies, the first o f  
this k ind  not only in P o land  bu t in the whole Slav par t  o f  the 
w or ld .40

T h e  growing relevance and  position  o f  folklore studies in th a t  time 
is also proved  by courses o n  folklore o r  folk literature  organized 
in m any  universities and  high schools. Characteristically  enough, fol
klore course  has been recently organized in the  E thnographica l 
D epartm ents ,  bo th  in the W arsaw  University an d  A. Mickiewicz 
University  in Poznan . This is particularly  im p o r tan t  considering the 
fact th a t  folklorists still do no t  have a single d ep ar tm en t  o f  folklore 
in any university, which would  provide the discipline with profes
sionally prepared  s tudents o f  folklore, whose inflow is now  ra ther  
accidental.

T he  review o f  the situation  o f  folklore study  in P o land  in the 
last few decades offers some conclusions, which m ay be briefly 
sum m arized  as follows:

A. Folkloric  studies have emancipated .
B. They  have found  institutional support.
C. Successful forms o f  team -w ork  have been worked out, as 

concerns bo th  collecting folklore and  research, as well as editorial 
work. Results o f  these com bined  efforts can be seen in m any pub lica
tions.

38 See S. Ś w ir k o , Z  konferencji parem iologicznej w C ieszyn ie 21 — 22 X  1955 
(On the P aroem iological Conference in C ieszy n ...) , “L ud ,” vol. X LIII, p. 447 — 451.

39 R eports from  those and other conferences are to be found in “L ud .”
40 Proceedings o f  this conference were published in “Literatura L udow a,” 1966, 

N o 4 - 6 ,  1967, N o  1 - 3 .
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3

In presenting Polish post-w ar folklore study we should  start 
with w ha t  has been achieved in the sphere o f  collecting and  record
ing folklore. I t  m ust be stressed that all that was done in this 
respect is the result o f  the com bined efforts o f  m any institutions 
an d  a great h os t  o f  scholars representing various disciplines, for in 
the period in question folklore was collected bo th  by individual 
s tuden ts  and  by teams especially appoin ted  to fulfil definite tasks.

Unlike the literary critic, who concerns himself with a literary 
work  existing in the shape given to it by its a u th o r  either in the 
m anuscr ip t  o r  in the prin ted  form, the folklorist deals with works 
th a t  have to be found  and  recorded —in writing o r  on  the tape — 
before  they can  be studied. Therefore  he m ust gather his material and 
this can  be done  only th rough direct contac t with the c rea to r  or 
perfo rm er o f  folklore, th rough  reaching the environm ent in which it 
exists. This refers, o f  course, to folklore tha t exists and  develops 
today , for folklore o f  the past was recorded in this o r  o ther way and 
therefore is accessible. It is the very fact o f  o ra l transm ittance  o f  
folklore which m akes constan t  an d  systematic collecting necessary.

Collecting o f  folklore means no t only augm enta t ion  o f  gathered 
materia ls  and  folklore works, it also offers an excellent opportun ity  
for gathering observations and  da ta  as to the functions and  roles o f  
folklore  in par ticu la r  social groups. These m atters  are no t irrele
vant since the m odern  folklorist is interested no t only in the fol- 

, kloric w ork in itself (in the text itself, as it is so often suggested), 
bu t also in the context, in circumstances o f  its p resentation  in a given 
environm ent, tha t  is, in things o f  which not m uch inform ation is 
to be found in o lder collections.

T he collecting o f  folklore materials was started  alm ost im m edia
tely after the war, for in 1945, by Jadwiga and  M arian  Sobieski.41 
In July 1946 E thnograph ica l C om m ittee  o f  the Silesian Institute 
initiated the field work, to be continued  also in the following year. 
Later  on  individual m em bers o f  the C om m ittee  carried  ou t the research 
on  their own, to m ention  only Stanisław Wallis, A do lf  Dygacz and 
Józe f  Ligęza.42

41 M io d u c h o w s k a ,  op. cit., p. 160.
42 Ś w ir  k o , Badania teren ow e. . . ,  p. 35 — 36.
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In 1950 the State Institute o f  A rt organized the A ction o f  Col
lecting Musical F o lk lo re 45 which, carried o u t  till 1954, provided 
folklorists with 45,000 recorded songs and  instrum ental pieces. The 
n um ber  o f  people engaged in the action ranged from 60 to 100, and 
materials gathered by them were further supplemented with what was 
collected during the above-m entioned folkloric cam ps organized in the 
years 1955— 1963. All these works were supervised by M. Sobieski. 
T heir  final effect was that in 1964 the gathered material consisted 
o f  c. 65,000 recorded songs and  instrum ental pieces.

In o rder to appreciate  the scale o f  this achievement we can 
com pare  it with that o f  O skar Kolberg, in whose Luci only about 
12,500 songs are to be found. It should also be added  that the 
w ork was done by professionally trained research w orkers who made 
use o f  m odern  means and m ethods o f  recording, and  that the re
search covered most o f  the c o u n try ’s districts.

Folklore was and still is collected, a lthough on a m ore  modest 
scale, also by other institutions: by e thnographical d epartm en ts  o f  
universities in Łódź, T oruń , Poznań, W arszawa and Lublin, by e th n o 
graphical museums, to m ention only the quite interesting folklore 
archive o f  the T oruń  m useum ,44 by the D epartm ent o f  Linguistics in 
the Polish Academy o f  Sciences,45 by the editors o f  “L iteratura  
L u dow a” 451 and by the Polish Radio  which through com petit ions  it 
organized as well as through actual research carried ou t  in the field 
has gathered in its archives rich material, o f  which professional stu
dents o f  folklore avail themselves little o r  not at all. C ontests  in 
collecting folklore have also been organized by other  journa ls .

Simultaneously, individual collecting o f  folklore developed. The 
fact that folklore has been collected by representatives o f  several 
disciplines (ethnographers, musicologists, linguists and folklorists) has 
its consequences. First o f  all, the choice o f  the material recorded

41 Sec notes 35 — 36.
44 h. A r s z v i is k a .  Archiwum fo lk lo rys ty czn e  M uzeum Etnograficznego  ir Toruniu 

( Folklore Archive of the Ethnographical M useum in Toruń). "Literatura Ludowa."  
1964. N o 4 — 6; R. L a n g e . D ziałalność ośrodka toruńskiego  ir zakresie  folkloru  
tanecznego i m uzycznego (Investigation of M usical Folklore in Toruń), ibidem.

4' W. Po m i a no w s k a. Zagadnienia fo lk lorystyczn e w pracach Z akładu  J ę zy k o 
znaw stw a T A N  u W arszawie  (Folklore Problem s in the Work o f  the Linguiste  
D epartm ent o f  the Polish A cadem y o f  Sciences in W arsaw), ibidem.

4(1 See Ś w ir k o , Badania te ren o w e .... p. 48 — 49.



Les Informations 189

depended  on  needs and interests o f  the collectors and  their branches. 
Secondly, the m ethods and forms o f  record differed, again according 
to the collectors and  needs o f  the disciplines they represented. 
Thirdly , the research has been carried ou t  in those areas which for 
some reasons were o f  interest to the given specialities, and there
fore some regions were subject o f  thorough  exam ination, while in 
o thers  the research was only superficial, and  others still did not draw 
any a t ten tion  at all. This was the effect o f  lack o f  any coord ination  
in these enterprises, o f  a general plan o f  research. Finally, there 
is a striking d isp roportion  in genres o f  folklore taken into considera
tion. T he  most privileged one was song, less a tten tion  was paid to 
tale, legend, trad ition  and  proverb.

T h e  picture would be incomplete if we om itted  in ou r  presen ta
tion the discovering o f  older collections, the existence o f  which had 
not been even suspected. These were included in Czeslaw H ern as’ 
W  kalinow ym  lesie (In the Guelder-rose W ood).41 Also o ther valuable 
m ateria ls  have been regained, like song collections o f  H erm an  Marcin 
Gizewiusz, Józef L o m p a ,48 Franciszek W aw ro w sk i49 and  Józef Gąsio- 
row sk i.50 An im por tan t  link in history o f  folklore is the 16th-cen
tury relic o f  folk literature, Ludycje wiesne, unearthed  and edited by 
A leksander R o m b o w sk i . -1

All this makes us highly estimate the achievements in collecting 
and  recording folklore, a lthough it has to be said that intensity o f  
the research has decreased in the last decade.

4

N o t all, however, collected o r  even discovered materials have been 
published, which is not surprising, for folklore is collected not only

4~ V ol. 1: V źródeł fo lk lo rys ty k i po lsk ie j i Beginnings o f  Polish fo lk lo re  Studies).
vol. 2: Antologia po lsk ie j pieśni ludowej ze zbiorów  polskii tt M  LII wieku ( Anthology
o f  Polish Folk Song from  IStli-C entury C ollections). W arszawa 1965

4S B. Z a k r z e w s k i .  J ó ze f  Lom pa jako zb ieracz pieśni i ./. Lompa as a Collector
o f  Folk Songs). “ Literatura L udow a,” 1964, N o 4 6.

44 T. B r z o z o w s k a ,  Franciszek W aw row ski i jego zbiór t / .  W uw rowski and His
C ollection). | i n :] W św ieeie pieśni i ba jk i tin  the W orld o f  Song and Id le ), ed.
R. G órski. J. K rzyżanow ski, W roclaw 1969, p. 9 -  19. Studia Lolklorystyczne.

50 S. S w ir k o . Z biór pieśni m azurskich Józefa G ąsiorow skiego  i ./. G ąsiorow sk is  
C ollection o f  Masurian Songs), p. 2 6 7 —279. ibidem.

?l A. R o m b  bw sk i. Ludycje wiesne. Z abytek  literatury ludowej z p o łow y X I I  wieku 
i Spring Revels. A M id- 16th-C entury Relie o f  Folk L iterature). Wroclaw 1953.
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with the intention o f  disseminating it in print. It is collected because 
only recorded and  preserved in written form  o r  o n  the tape  it is 
protected against the destructive w ork  o f  time, saved for  fu tu re  gen
erations, and  does not d isappear together with its au th o r  o r  performer. 
Only then can it be a subject o f  investigation or  study. Therefore  
it is collected and  gathered for docum entary  purposes, an d  it is 
to special archives tha t it should find its way, regardless o f  purposes  
it will serve in the future.

T h a t  par t  o f  those materials is published depends o n  various co n 
s idera tions—aesthetic, scholarly o r  social ones. N o t  an  insignificant 
factor are the needs o f  populariza tion , the desire to m ake  it know n 
and  popular. Social dem and  for this kind o f  a r t  is also n o t  to be 
ignored. In the post-war period the widening o f  the audience o f  
folklore is noticeable; it is by no m eans confined to those profession
ally concerned with folk culture: there is, for instance, the revival o f  
folk tale, which has become the favourite  genre o f  children and  
youth. Folk song as one o f  the principal elements in the reperto ire  
o f  num erous song and  dance groups is sure to be o f  interest for 
those engaged in the am ateur  movem ent. All this has affected bo th  
the choice and  the form  o f  w hat has been published.

Even a cursory  exam ination  o f  the publishing o u tp u t  will show 
that a considerable par t  o f  it constitu te  p opu la r  editions o f  folk tales 
and  songs. M oreover, it is evident tha t  especially p opu la r  were edi
tions o f  tales in literary form  e labora ted  by well-known writers. These 
were either collections o f  tales in a un iform  shape given to them  by 
a given au thor ,  e.g. by R. Zm orsk i, J. I. Kraszewski, T. Stępowski,
G. M orcinek and  B. Leśm ian ,52 o r  anthologies o f  tales by different 
authors, like Polskie baśnie ludowe ed. by T. Jodełko o r  Woda żyw a  
ed. by S. W ortm an . Also editions o f  foreign folk tales were o f  the 
popu lar  character, to m ention  such examples as B a jk i ludów nad
bałtyckich  ( Tales o f  Baltic Peoples) o r  A. A fanasev’s Russian Tales.

52 Cf. 2 ed itions o f  R. Z m o r s k i ’s Podania i baśnie ludu (Folk Tales and  
Traditions): J. I. K r a s z e w s k i ,  B ajki i b a jeczk i ( Tales and S tories), W arszawa 1960; 
T. S t ę p o w s k i ,  G aw ędy m inionego czasu (T ales o f  the O ld  D ays), W arszawa 1961; 
G . M o r c in e k , Jak górnik Bulandra diabla oszukał. Baśnie śląskie (H ow  Bulandra the 
M iner C heated  the Devil. Silesian Tales), W arszawa 1958; B. L e ś m ia n , K lechdy  
p o lsk ie  (Polish Folk S tories), W arszawa 1959.
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In the general register o f  the published collections o f  tales these edi
tions m ust not be om itted , bu t doubtless thqy are no t the most 
valuable  in the post-w ar ou tpu t ,  for as a rule they popularize 
o ld  texts, know n to the folklorist, in a form  which is far from what 
he w ould  desire it to be. There  appear  also collections prepared  by 
linguists which, though  often inadequate  from  the scholarly po in t o f  
view, con ta in  interesting texts and are usually based o n  post-war 
records .53

As to  the song, the collections were in general based on  the 
m ateria l gathered in the last few decades, first o f  all on  this collected 
in the A ction  o f  Collecting Musical Folk lore  and  later records. The 
a b u n d a n t  material m ade  it possible to publish m any collections o f  
m ore  o r  less p opu la r  charac ter  from  various regions o f  Poland.

W orthy  o f  notice is also the fact tha t  the publications were in
tended to  present folklore from  those districts o f  the country  which 
had  no t been sufficiently investigated and  explored; especially western 
an d  no r the rn  ones, and  no t from those traditionally , as it were, 
o f  interest for folklorists. This was im portan t  n|ot only from  the 
cognitive o r  artistic po in t  o f  view but also had  its spcial and  national 
significance; what these editions presented was folklore which had sur
v ived—and  helped to survive the inhabitan ts  o f  those districts —the 
time o f  separation  an d  oppression. A t the same time o ther interesting 
materia ls  were printed, illustrating changes and transfo rm ations taking 
place in folklore as the effect o f  m igration  o f  popu la tion  and the clash 
o f  local folklore with cultural conten ts  tha t had originated in o ther 
parts  o f  the country , o r  as a result o f  conform ing  to Jhe new post- 
-war conditions.

O ne m ore thing deserves to be m entioned  here: the post-war 
publications o f  songs presented — along with the traditionally  “folk” 
songs —also those originated in o ther social groups. In com parison 
with earlier publications o f  this kind they presented on  a m uch larger 
scale folklore o f  the w orking class, where the song —though  by no 
m eans the only kind —was undoubted ly  one o f  the most vital ones.

See for instance K. N i t s c h ,  W ybór polskich  teks tów  gwarow ych (A Selection  
o f  Polish D ia lecta l T exts), W arszawa 1960; M. K a r a ś , A. Z a r ę b a , O raw skie  
tek s ty  gw arow e z  obszaru P olski, K raków  1964.
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It became even m ore popu lar  owing to E. Ajnenkiel, S. Wallis, 
A. Dygacz and J. L igęza.54

Generally, collections published in the two and a half decades 
after the war have seriously augm ented  national cultural property, 
giving many new pieces as well as m any new variants o f  those already 
known.

A m ong  the m any publications o f  the period some at least deserve 
a separate  mention. O ne o f  those is Pieśni Podhala, 55 the collection 
whose merits are not confined to presenting interesting songs, for 
it is also provided with exceptionally rich editorial com m ent and 
inform ation  concerning bo th  textual and musical aspect. At the same 
time the material conta ined  in the collection served to illustrate 
an a t tem pt at a systematics o f  the songs, w orked out through a n a 
lysis o f  their contents . T he  presented systematics was m eant as a p ro 
position and a stimulus to the e labora tion  o f  the principles according 
to which the folk song could be classified and systematized. Yet in 
professional circles it did not meet with the response o f  the kind that 
could  have been expected.

O ther two a ttem pts  w orthy o f  drawing the reader’s a ttention to 
are J. Przybos's Jahloneczka  and  S. C zern ik ’s Polska epika ludowa 
( Polish Folk Epic).-b Jahloneczka  was so far the only anthology o f  
Polish folk song and the two editions o f  it, intended to acquaint 
the reader with nice songs that were not devoid o f  a literary value, 
gave a representative selection o f  the genre. The au th o r  om itted , how 
ever, the tunes and  treated the texts ra ther freely, which met with 
criticism and d isapprova l.57

E. A j n e n k ie l ,  P olska rewolucyjna pieśń robotnicza z lat 1875 — ¡915  IPolish 
Revolutionary Song IS 7 5 — 1915). “ Prace P olonistyczoe."  1948: S. W a ll is .  Pieśni 
górn icze Górnego Ś ląska  ( M iners' Songs o f  Silesia). Kraków 1954; A. D y g a ć / :  
Śpiewnik pieśni górn iczych  ( M iners' Song-B ook). K atow ice 1956; Pieśni górnicze  
( M in ers’ Songs). K atow ice I960; J. L ig ę z a .  Ludowa literatura górnicza  ( M in ers’ 
fo lk lo re ) . K atow ice 1958.

-  Pieśni Podhala. A ntologia  i Songs o f  the Tatra Highlands. An Anthology). 
J. Sadow nik, Kraków 1957.

Jahloneczka  had 2 ed itions (1953. 1957). Polska epika ludowa  appeared in 
1958 in The N ational Library Series.

 ̂ See M. B lo n s k a 's  critique Nu m arginesie Jahloneczki Juliana P rzybosia  
i On the M argin o f  J. Przybo.i's Jahloneczka). “Polska Sztuka Ludowa." 1955. N o 3. 
p. 1 7 2 -  178.
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C zern ik ’s Polska epika ludowa has similar values, that is, it p re
sents an interesting selection o f  material from the sphere o f  folklore 
that is n o t too  profusely represented in Poland. U nfortunately , the co m 
m entary  leaves much to be desired, is philologically inadequate  and 
conta ins  m any m istakes.58

If  we were to com pare  the post-war publishing o u tp u t  in folk song 
with what had  been done in the past, we would have to acknowledge 
that, apar t  from  the quantita tive estimation, the recent publications — 
despite their no t infrequently popu lar  charac ter  — surpass the older ones 
in accuracy and  editorial care, in concern for form al integrity o f  
songs (the te x t—the tune), in more consistent p resentation  o f  the text 
in its dialectal form, as well as in precision in classifying the material 
published (cf. the publications under the auspices o f  the Institute 
o f  Art).

As to the o ther  forms and  kinds o f  folklore the achievements 
are incom parab ly  more modest. O f  smaller forms it was only the 
proverb  which was fo r tunate  enough to have separate collections — 
those by J. O n d ru s z 59 and  S. Wallis,60 where the use o f  the valuable 
material they con ta in  is impeded, however, by their a rrangem ent. 
Obviously there is also Nowa księga przysłów  polskich  (A N ew  Book  
o f  Polish Proverbs) 61 which m ust be m entioned  here, because besides 
the A dalberg  collection, old and new materials, bo th  manuscrip tal and 
printed, and  besides the results o f  the research m ade by the editors who 
excerpted m any proverbs from  literary works, it includes also p ro v 
erbs tha t were recorded only after the war.

To  be sure, bo th  proverbs and  o ther folkloric forms can be found 
in e thnographical m onographs  o f  various regions, for in the general 
picture o f  a given area also folklore is taken into consideration. 
Therefore  such m onographs, besides special works devoted to folklore

58 See J. K r z y ż a n o w s k i ,  N a drogach i bezdrożach  naszej p ieśn i ludowej 
(Paths and Devious Paths o f  Our Folk Song), “Literatura L udow a,” 1961, N o  1—2.

59 J. O n d r u s z ,  P rzysłow ia  i przyśm iew iska  ze Ś ląska C ieszyńskiego (Silesian  
Proverbs and Taunts), W rocław  1960.

60 S. W a l l i s ,  P rzysłow ia  i "pogodki" ludowe na G órnym  Śląsku (P roverbs and  
Taunts in Silesia), W roclaw  1960.

61 S. S w ir k o , R edakcja  N o w e j księg i p rzys łó w  polskich  (Com piling the New- 
Book o f  Polish Proverbs), “Literatura L udow a,” 1964, N o  4 — 6, p. 155— 157.

13 — L ite ra ry  S tu d ie s  in P o la n d
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connected with rituals and  custom s,62 p rovide us with considerable 
material. Often we can find there not only a num ber o f  pieces quoted  or  
described, bu t also some interesting statements concerning the vital and 
attractive force o f  certain form s in the environm ent examined. Such 
observations and da ta  are by no means insignificant to the folklorist.

Finally, a few words should be said abou t the a lready-m entioned 
edition o f  D ziela w szystkie  (Collected W orks) o f  O skar  K olberg .63 
Both the size and the significance o f  this initiative are greater 
than o f  any othef realized in this sphere in the last three decades. 
In the course o f  10 years after the resolution o f  the Peop le’s 
State Council there appeared  both  the reedition o f  those volumes 
which had  been already published in the a u th o r ’s lifetime o r  im
mediately after his death , and  the edition o f  m ost o f  the material 
gathered by him which had  never been printed. T h u s  w hat had 
hitherto  been scattered in various libraries and had  been practically 
inaccessible except for few specialists, was m ade available for a much 
wider public; moreover, the w ork  was done in the most com peten t 
and  scholarly way. T he significance o f  the edition for e thnography , 
folklore study and other related disciplines is obv ious  and  there is no 
need to dwell on  it here. Yet the very enterprise is also expressive 
o f  the change in the a t t i tude  tow ards folklore an d  the study o f  it.

5

Alongside the collecting and  publishing o f  folklore there developed 
ano ther trend, that o f  studying and interpreting folklore. This is 
natural,  since the general s i tuation  o f  a given b ranch  o f  science or 
study must affect the way in which it is unders tood , its aims as well 
as m eans by which they can be attained. A deeper understanding  
o f  folklore as a result o f  advanced  studies, theoretical consciousness 
and methodological knowledge —all this must have its bearing upon  
the collecting and editorial work. N o t  w ithout significance are also 
traditions and  experiences o f  the past, for when efficiently m ade use

t2 M any o f  them are recorded in B. G a w in , M ateria ły  do bibliografii fo lk loru  
za  lata 1945— 1963  (M ateria ls to the B ibliography o f  Folklore 1945— J963), “Litera
tura L udow a,” 1965, N o  1.

M J. B u  r s z ta ,  D ziela w szystk ie  O skara Kolberga  (C o llec ted  W orks o f  O skar K ol
berg), “Literatura L udow a,” 1964, N o  4 — 6.
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o f  they help to avoid certa in  errors and  misunderstandings. It is 
clear then that only professionally well p repared  persons should be 
engaged in such work for p roper  results to be obtained.

This, o f  course, is possible only when folklore study has reached 
a certa in  s tandard  which ensures professional staff capable  o f  fulfilling 
scholarly tasks. In the post-w ar period folklore has ceased to be the 
d o m a in  o f  am ateurs  and  enthusiasts, becom ing the subject o f  interest 
and  study for a host o f  scholars with p roper  professional know led
ge a n d  training.

This evolution brough t ab o u t  considerable achievements in folklore 
study and interpretation. There  appeared  m any works o f  fundam en
tal significance for the folklorist, works which clarified and  explained 
a  num ber  o f  problem atic  folklore phenom ena, enriched ou r  knowledge 
o f  b o th  history o f  folklore an d  its p resent s ituation. These works 
include also auxiliary studies and  reference books. Y et in the course 
o f  the last three decades no m odern  bibliography, e thnographica l o r  
folkloric, has appeared, and  we are still b o u n d  to avail ourselves o f  
w orks by Gawełek, Bystroń, Fischer an d  B achm an .64

Useful in this respect are some post-w ar w orks which register in 
a f ragm entary  fashion also e thnographica l an d  folklore materials. 
These help us to know the quantita tively  a b u n d a n t  post-w ar ou tpu t,  
o r  a t  least pa r t  o f  it, bu t they do n o t  always meet the require
ments set today  for this kind o f  works, which is especially conspi
cuous when we com pare  them  with the post-w ar literary bib liogra
phies.

T h e  m ost am bitious am o n g  such a ttem pts  were H. Bittner-Szew- 
czykow a’s M ateria ły do bibliografii etnografii po lsk ie j 1945— 195565; 
o thers  w orth-m entioning are B. G a w in ’s registers,66 those m ade by
E. Sukertowa-Biedrawina, confined to chosen regions, and  those 
published in “L itera tura  L u d o w a .” 67 Som e folklore materials are in

64 Cf. R. G ó r s k i ,  Studia nad dzie jam i fo lk lo ry s ty k i p o lsk ie j {S tudies on the 
H istory  o f  Polish Folklore S tudy), “Literatura L u d ow a,” 1966, N o  4 — 6.

65 W. B i t t n e r - S z e w c z y k o w a ,  M a teria ły  do b ibliografii etnografii p o lsk ie j 1945 — 
1955 ( M ateria ls to a Bibliography o f  Polish E thnography), W rocław 1955.

66 G a w in , op. cit., and also the registers for the years 1955, 1956— 1958 to 
be found in “L ud.”

67 See D . Ś w ie r c z y ń s k a .  Bibliografia zaw artości “ L iteratury Ludowej" za  lata  
1957— 1964 (Bibliography o f  C ontents o f . . ) ,  “Literatura L u d ow a,” 1965, N o  1.
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eluded in Polska bibliografia literacka  (Polish L iterary Bibliography). 
Some others  can be found  in bibliographies o f  folklore journals . 
Despite their faults they enable the s tudent o f  folklore to  get at 
items scattered in jo u rna ls  that even specialists not often consult. 
Such indexes a n d  bibliographical inform ation has been w orked  out 
for “ L u d ”, “Z iem ia,” “Orli L o t,” “G ry f” and  “G ry f  K aszubski.” 68 
T he reading o f  the post-w ar bibliographies is ra ther instructive and 
some conclusions present themselves from the very list o f  works 
and  studies: a considerable pa r t  o f  them  deals with history o f  
folklore study, which is quite understandable , if we consider the fact 
tha t the discipline with its specific situation in Poland m ust have 
felt the need o f  defining its own origin and  tradition . H aving em an
cipated, it sought to be formally and  actually acknowledged as in
dependent and  au tonom ous, and such studies undoubted ly  provided 
an im portan t a rgum ent. This, in brief, was the psychological aspect 
o f  the keen interest taken  in the history o f  folklore study.

O f  course it was no t the only factor. A t least two o ther factors 
must no t be overlooked: first o f  all, a considerable num ber  o f  
folklorists deals with history o f  literature, since they are literary 
critics at the same time, and, secondly, s tudy o f  folklore has been 
inspired and influenced by literary study with its constan t interest in 
the R om antic  period when the problem s o f  the folk and  folklore 
were o f  the crucial im portance. This is one o f  the reasons why a litera
ry critic dealing with the R om antic  period had  to concern  himself 
with folklore, for w ithout this reference he could not really study 
and  analyze m ost o f  R om antic  works. He had to know  how  folklo
re had been seen and dealt with and what its poetic use had  been; 
the desire to grasp the question properly  m ade him take an interest 
in the folklorist m ovem ent o f  the period.

T h a t  this was the case is evident from the post-war studies dealing 
with the history o f  folklore study. A considerable num ber o f  them is 
devoted to the R om antic  folkloric study, and  most o f  these works

6S Index o f  “L ud.” vol. I —X X X IX , com piled by J. Gajek and Z. M alewska,
“L ud,” 1953, vol. X X X IX ; "Z iem ia” ir latach  j¡9 1 0 — 1946. Inform acja bibliogra

ficzn a  ("Z iem ia” in the Years 1910—1946. Bibliographical Information), “Z iem ia.”
1948, N o  1/2; L. W ę g r z y n o w ic z ,  Indeks treści etnograficznej m iesięcznika "O rli L o t” 
z  lat 1920— 1950 (Index o f  Ethnographical Contents o f  the M onthly  “Orli L ot”),
W roclaw 1958; K. K a m iń s k a , " G ry f’ wraz z  dodatkiem  “G r y f  Kaszubski"  <”G r y f  
and the Supplem ent “G ry f  K aszubski”). G dańsk 1961.
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are written by literary critics o r  folklorists. A worth-m entioning 
exam ple is an attem pt at a synthesis o f  the problem  m ade in 
Dzieje fo lk lo rys tyk i polskiej 1X00— 1863 <H istory o f  Polish Folklore 
Study 1800— 1863). There were also studies by Cz. Zgorzelski. 
J. M aślanka , S. Sierotwiński, J. Krzyżanowski, M. Janion, B. Z a 
krzewski, to m ention only a few.60 Doubtless, the R om antic  period 
has been much more exhaustively and comprehensively examined in 
folklore study than any other epoch.

Nevertheless, in the post-war period we can observe a growing 
interest in later and  more recent stages o f  the development of  
folklore study. U ndoub ted ly  the edition o f  K olberg’s works conduced 
to it, since it drew folklorists’ a ttention to that period, hitherto ra ther 
neglected, in the history o f  Polish folklorist m ovement. It was obvious 
that tha t great editorial enterprise required special research to be 
made, and  the result o f  it is contained in the successive volumes, also 
in the Letters , where rich docum entary  material concerning K olberg’s 
time is to be found. K olberg’s work itself is also a subject o f  
study and  consideration. Recent studies on  his life and work, toge
ther with what was presented during the K olberg  Symposium in Je 
lenia G ó ra  have enriched ou r  knowledge o f  the role o f  the au th o r  o f  
Lud  in the history o f  Polish e thnography and folklore s tudy .70

w Cz. Z g o r z e l s k i .  Z  dziejów staw y Zoriana D ołęgi C hodakow skiego  ( Dołęga  
Chodukow ski's Fame). "Pam iętnik S łow iańsk i,” 1957; J. M a ś la n k a ,  Zorian Dołęga  
Chodakow ski. Jego m iejsce  n kulturze po lsk ie j i wpływ na po lsk ie  piśm iennictw o ro
m antyczne  (Z. Dołęga C hodakow ski. His Place in Polish Culture and His Influence on 
Polish Rom antic L itera tu re ), W roclaw 1965; S. G o s z c z y ń s k i .  Dziennik po d ró ży  do 
Talrów  ( D iary of the Travel in Tatra M ountains), ed. S. Sierotw iński, W roclaw 1958; 
M. J a n io n ,  Z  narodow ej p ie lg rzym k i (N ational P ilgrim age), "Pamiętnik L iteracki,” 
1951, fasc. 3 — 4; B. Z a k r z e w s k i;  Śląska pieśń ludowa  u zbiorach okresu rom an
tyzm u  ( Silesian Folk Song in Rom antic C ollections), W rocław 1962; Pieśni ludu 
śląskiego. Z e  zbiorów rękopiśm iennych Józefa L om py  (Songs o f  the Silesian Folk. 
From  ./. Lompa s M S  C ollections). W roclaw 1970. Cf. a lso J. K r z y ż a n o w s k ie  
studies included in Paralele.

7(1 Proceedings o f  the Jelenia G óra Sym posium  were published in “Lud” . 1956. 
vol. XLIL part I. Cf. also A. S k r u k w a . W ładysław S ia tk o w sk i — współpracownik  
O skara Kolberga W. S ia tk o w sk i - C ooperator of O. Kolberg), [in:] W święcie pieśni 
i bajk i. p. 247 — 257; H. K a p e łu ś .  MotUnieki raptu larz Antoniny Konopczanki 
i A. Konopezanka's D iary), ibidem, p. 179 — 195; R. G ó r s k i .  O skar Kolberg wobec 
litera tury ludowe/ U). Kolberg and Folk L iterature), ibidem, p. 97 — 106. Cf. also 
R. G ó r s k i .  O skar Kolberg. Z a rys życ ia  i działalności i O. Kolberg. His Life and  
Work — An Outline). W arszawa 1970.
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Similarly, the edition o f  pos thum ous works o f  M. Federowski 
offered the opportun ity  for undertak ing  the study o f  his life and 
work. Federow ski’s Lud białoruski (The Belorussian People) was 
provided with a valuable com m entary , particularly  on  the songs it 
contained. Parenthetically, as it were, there appeared  various articles 
and studies throwing a new light on his w ork .71

T he  above-given examples are by ho m eans isolated cases, for the 
genesis o f  m any works dealing with the history o f  folklore study 
was similar. For  instance, the compiling o f  Nowa księga przysłów  
polskich  a roused a keen interest in this form o f  folklore expression, 
as testified by essays and  studies on  poetics and  history o f  the proverb, 
num erous  articles showing particu lar  stages in the history o f  Polish 
paroem iology and  paroem iography , as well as the work o f  prom inent 
paroem iographs  o f  the past, am ong  whom the chief place was o f  
course accorded to Samuel A dalberg .72

Also studies on  L. M alinowski were inspired by the reedition o f  
his Silesian folk tales.73

T h u s  scholarly editions o f  old and new folklore material st im ula
ted m any im portan t and interesting works which gave new information, 
facts and  data, new analyses and  in terpretations o f  folklore and threw 
a different light on  issues th a t  had  seemed sufficiently exam ined and 
known. A m ong  the works devoted to the earlier period o f  Polish fol
klore study, Czesław H ern as ’s already-m entioned W  kalinow ym  lesie 
is certainly one o f  the m ost valuable.

O f  the folklorists o f  K olberg’s time and after only I. Kopernicki, 
J. Karłowicz, L. Krzywicki and  Z. G loger were thought to be o f  
interest to the con tem porary  r e a d e r .74 A bout others, usually m inor

71 Cf. the volum e with com m entaries to L u d białoruski', A . O b r ę b s k a - J a b ło ń s k a ,  
W arszta t naukow y M . Fedorowskiego  it św ietle jego listów  (Scholarly A pparatus o f  
M. F ederow ski as Shown by H is L etters), "Slavia O rientalis," X V I, N o  4; R. W o j
c i e c h o w s k i .  Pieśni ludu białoruskiego  u zbiorach Federowskiego a po lska  pieśń  
ludowa  ( Songs o f  the Belorussian People in F ederow ski’s C ollections and Polish Folk 
Song), "Literatura L udow a,” 1963, N o  I.

12 J. K r z y ż a n o w s k i ,  D zieto Sam uela A dalberga (S. A dalberg's W ork), “Literatu
ra L u d ow a,” 1964, N o  4 — 6.

73 M. G ła d y s z ,  Afterword to: L. M a l in o w s k i ,  P ow ieści ludu na Śląsku  ( Folk 
Tales in S ilesia ), K raków  1954, p. 2 2 1 —245.

74 M. Ć w ir k o - G o d y c k i ,  Izydor Kopernicki, Poznań 1948: O. G a j k o w a , Jan  
K arłow icz i Ludwik K rzyw ick i ja k o  reprezentanci dwu nurtów  ir etnografii po lsk iej
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collectors and  scholars, some inform ation can be found  in Słow nik  
folkloru polskiego  (D ictionary o f  Polish Folklore) and in “ L iteratura  
L udow a.”

It is evident then that the pos t-R om antic  folklore study is in
com parably  less examined than that o f ' t h e  R om antic  p e r io d .75 
Admittedly, what is discouraging is the vastness o f  material, the 
grasping o f  which presents many difficulties and problems. It seems, 
however, that in the last three decades there appeared some real 
prospects o f  overcom ing these objections, as manifested by the rese
arch carried ou t by the D epartm ent o f  fo lk  Literature o f  the Ins ti tu 
te o f  Literary Studies, the effect o f  which ate ‘■•'iccessive volumes 
o f  Dzieje fo lk lo ry s ty k i polskiej.

A nother distinct trend in the post-war folklore study is the stud) 
o f  interrelation between literature and folklore. M any conception;- 
and opinions form ulated  by older literary criticism have been revised, 
for representatives o f  new tendencies aimed at dem onstra ting  the 
plebeian, folk trend in Polish literature, at showing its connections 
and relations with folklore. This may be seen as a kind o f  c o n t in u a 
tion o f  earlier a ttem pts  o f  that type, to m ention only those by
S. Zdziarski and J. Krzyżanow ski.76 W hat is really im portan t  is the 
fact that the studies covered all literary periods, and  consequently  
not only many views and opinions concerning particular works or  
writers have changed, but also the very process o f  borrowing, in
fluences and interrelation between literature and folklore has been 
shown on a rich material. Needless to say, m any observations were 
not irrelevant for the future study o f  tiie history o f  Polish folklore.

f  rom  the long list o f  works and  studies treating o f  these p ro 
blems, in the first place we should m ention the second, extended 
edition o f  J. K rzyżanow sk i^  Paralele,11 for in com parison  with o ther 
studies o f  this kind the book, with its variety and  range o f  subjects

(./. K arlow ie: and L. K rzyw ick i as Represen tatives o f Two Trends in Polish Ethno
graphy). W roclaw 1958; H. S y s k a , Zygm unt G loger, W arszawa 1963; L. P o ś p ie c h o -  
w a, W łodzim ierz Tetm ajer jako fo lk lorysta  ( W. Tetm ajer as a fo lk lo r ist) . O pole 1969.

75 G ó r s k i .  Stadia  nad d z ie ja m i....  p. 2 3 -  30.
7(1 S. Z d z ia r s k i .  Pierw iastek ludowy ii p oezji po lsk ie j X IX  n. Studia porów - 

n aw czoliteraekie  I The f olk Element in Polish P oetry o f  the 19th Century. C om para
tive S tudies). W arszawa 1901; K r z y ż a n o w s k i .  Paralele.

Warszawa 1961.
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(it covers four centuries o f  Polish literature), the au thor  moving 
freely in both  native and foreign folklore and  literature, is really 
impressive. It is not only revealing opinions and  statements, bu t also 
apt and  cogent arguments, theoretical and methodological postulates 
and conclusions, based on well-documented analyses, which distinguish 
K rzyżanow sk ie  book from all o ther  a ttem pts  in the field.

M ost o f  them do not touch upon such a wide range o f  problem s 
confining themselves to confronting  folklore with one literary work 
or. at the most, with the work o f  one a u th o r  only. This is true 
o f  a lm ost all studies o f  that kind, regardless o f  the epoch they deal 
with. T ha t literature o f  the Rom antic  period has been in particular 
the subject o f  thorough exam ination in this aspect is not surprising 
since it was in this period that l i te ra tu re—with its p rogram m e o f  
reviving national writing through drawing on folk sources—turned 
to folklore as a model to be imitated. O f  the greatest interest in 
this respect were o f  course Mickiewicz's works, and Liniowość 
u M ick iew icza1* was not the only study devoted to the problem.

In later periods literature was not so much influenced by folklore 
o r  interested in it, though naturally  some folklore elements can be 
indicated in the works o f  bo th  the late 19th- and early 20th-cen
tury writers, such as E. Orzeszkowa, H. Sienkiewicz, S. Żeromski, 
W. R eym ont or B. Leśmian.7y

T here  is a perceivable d isp roportion  between studies on the history 
o f  folklorist movement and on  interrelation o f  literature and  folklore, 
and those devoted to the history o f  folklore itself. To  be sure, many

7s Ludowość u M ickiew icza  ( The hoik Element in M ickiew icz), ed . J. Krzyża
now ski. R. W ojciechow ski, W arszawa 1958. Post-war publications on the subject are 
also discussed there.

7,) E. J a n k o w s k i ,  “O rzeszkow a Eliza" -  the article in Słownik fo lk loru  polskiego: 
S. Sw irko, Folklor pod lask i u N ad Niemnem  i fo lk lo re  Elem ents in " The Niemen  
C ou n try” ). “Literatura Ludowa." I960, N o 2 — 3; H. K a p e lu ś .  Folklor u Trylogii
II. S ienkiew icza  ( Folklore in / / .  Sienkiew icz's Trilogy). (in :] Henryk Sienkiewicz. 
Twórczość i recepcja św iatow a  i / / .  Sienkiew icz: His Work and R eception), ed. 
A. Fhorunowa, K. W yka. Kraków 1968; S. Z a b ie r o w s k i ,  fo lk lo r  u Popiołach  
Ż erom skiego  ( Folklore in /.erom sk i's  “Ashes"). “Pamiętnik Literacki." 1957. I a sc. 3; 
J L ig ę z a .  Klechdy po lsk ie  B. Leśm iana na tle fo lk lorystyczn ym  i B. Leśmian \  
Polish Folk S tories against the Folklorist Background). “ Pamiętnik Literacki." 1968. 
fa sc. 1; S. Ś w ir k o , Przysłow ia  it Chłopach R eym onta  (Proverbs in Reym ont s 
P easants). “ Literatura L udow a.” 1961. N o  1—2. Cf. also R. G ó r s k i .  D ram at ludowy 
\ / \  wieku  ( Folk Drama of the I9tlt Century). W arszawa 1969.
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relevant observations on the subject are to be found in the above-m en
tioned publications, but few separate works on  folklore have appeared , 
a lthough  the example o f  Krzyzanow ski’s study shows how interesting 
these m atte rs  a re .80

It might seem that the study o f  folklore, having gained au to n o m y  
and  independence, should have defined its relation to such discipli
nes as e.g. e thnography  and literary criticism, as well as its subject and 
aims, and  yet these theoretical and methodological questions have not 
been taken  up too often. W hen they were taken up, they did not 
meet with real interest o r  p rovoke any discussions, as testified by 
the lack o f  response to J. Sadow nik’s proposition  contained in his 
article Z  .zagadnień k lasyfikacji i sys tem a tyk i po lskiej pieśni ludowej 
l Problem s o f  Classification and System atics o f  Polish Folk Song).*1

Admittedly, the situation was not always conducive to such en d ea
vours. If we recall the period when Ivash tchenko 's  conception- p ro 
voked such a heated discussion on the folk, we will understand  how  
simplified the view on  the problem s connected with the study o f  
folklore was and  how over-emphasized some aspects o f  it w ere.82 
T herefore  it is not surprising that it was only later that really 
interesting works on the subject could appear. These included J. K rzy 
ż a n o w sk i^  articles devoted to the riddle, folk tale and proverb , 
and  his study F olklorystyka  vr nauce o literaturze  ( Folklore S tu d y  in 
L iterary Criticism).** M any o f  his reflections and  conceptions ab o u t  
basic problem s o f  folklore study the au th o r  o f  Paralele con ta ined  
also in the articles he wrote for Słow nik folkloru polskiego , and  
these provoked a dispute in which bo th  folklorists and e thnographers  
took  p a r t .84 T ha t  the way for such problem s to be introduced had 
been already sm oothed  by that time is'testified by the response with 
which P. N edo 's  F olk lo rystyka 85 met.

s0 J. K r z y ż a n o w s k i ,  N as: najdawniejszy taniec m ieszczańsk i {Our O ldest Towns
peop le 's Dance). “Polska Sztuka L udow a,” 1954, N o  5.

xl “Polska Sztuka L udow a,” 1956, N o  6.
x: Cf. for instance S. P io t r o w s k i ,  Ludowa tw órczość a rty styczn a  {The Tolk 

A rt). W arszawa 1955.
s -ł In: Z ja zd  naukow y polonistów 1958 {Proceedings of the Conference o f  Polish  

Scholars 1958), W arszawa — W roclaw 1960, p. 7 1 —84.
s4 L in e t t e ,  op. cit.. p. 154.

P. N e d o , F olklorystyka. Ogólne wprowadzenie {Folklore Study. A G eneral 
Introduction). Poznań 1965.
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A m o n g  o ther works which, dealing with new and uiexplored 
problems, could not avoid tak ing  up some theoretical issues, worth- 
-m entioning are J. C ieslikow ski’s W ielka zabawa (The Greit P la y )m 
and the collective work entitled  Folklor u’ życiu wspólczesiym (Fol
klore in M odern L ife ).s7

Particular folklore genres have also been dealt with in their theore
tical an d  historical aspects. It w as mainly on  the folk tale, however, 
that m any folklorists and  critics focused their a ttention. .1 Krzyża
n o w sk ie  Polska bajka ludowa ir układzie system atycznym  not only 
records most o f  Polish folk stories, but also classifies then accord
ing to Aarne —T h o m p s o n ’s system, which is a great help for both  
Polish and foreign specialists.HH It is m oreover provided witl a b ib lio
graphy o f  the texts, literature on the subject, indexes etc.

A lthough Polska bajka ludowa  w układzie system atye.nym  was 
not K rzyżanow sk ie  only work on the folk tale, he was by 10 means 
the only one to deal with it. There  were others. J. Ligęzi concen
trated on the p iose o f  m iners ;  in his Ludowa literatura górnicza  
he convincingly dem onstra ted  how  much this literature oves to the 
country  folklore, which o f  its values are in troduced by mners and 
what its evolution was. W hat adds to the value o f  Ligę:a's work 
is the fact that it is based o*n the material which was gathered 
in m odern  times and had not been previously published .9 Similar 
merits characterize works o f  D. Simonides, who concens herself 
both  with the history o f  Silesian folk tale and with the present 
situation  o f  the genre.90 Folk ta le  in its historical aspect i. also the 
main interest o f  H. K apełuś.911

Sh W roclaw l% 7.
s7 Proceedings o f  the Polish Scholarly Sym posium  in Poznań I969,ed P o/nań  

1970.
ss Cf. H. K a p e lu s 's  critique in “ Literatura L udow a," 1964, N o 4 -6 .
w See also J. L ig ę z a .  (I / ów ne k ierun ki przem ian opow ieści halowych  ( la.n Trends 

in Involution o f  fo lk  Tates). "Literatura Ludowa." 1966. N o  4 6.
1>(l I). S im o n id e s :  Śląska bajka ludowa dawniej i d ziś  i Silesian fo lk  Tele in the 

O ld D ays and Today). "Zaranie Śląskie."  1966, N o I; Baśni i podania ’ómośląsk ic 
(Silesian Tales and Traditions). K atow ice 1961; W spółczesna śląska  pazja  ludowa 
i Silesian M odern f  olk Prose). O pole 1969.

'M H. K a p e lu ś .  Badania nad b a jk ą  i podaniem  n Polsce  i Studia on Tales 
and Traditions in Poland). "Literatura Ludowa," 1966. N o  4 —6.
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Less advanced are studies on the folk song, where works o f  
a detailed charac ter  prevail. T he only a ttem pts  at a kind o f  synthesis 
w orth-m ention ing  here are S. C zern ik ’s Polska ' epika halowa and 
Stare zloto  ( The Old Gold), m arked  by their sensitivity to artistic 
values o f  the songs, adequate  selection o f  the texts and the emphasis 
on their connection with the country  life. The a u th o r  did not, however, 
avoid mistakes, and his locating some o f  the songs in a distant 
past is not unqualified. Similar faults can be found in the com m entaries 
with which successive editions o f  his work are provided.1,2

Most o f  the works deal with songs o f  a particular social g roup  or 
a particular region. W orthy o f  special a ttention are works o f  A. Dygacz, 
who presents and  discusses songs o f  various professional g roups o f  
Silesia (Śląskie pieśni powstańcze lat 1919— 1921 — Silesian Insurrec
tional Songs 1919—1921; Pieśni górn icze— M in ers’ Songs). Particularly 
valuable is his study R zeka Odra w po lskie j pieśni ludowej ( The 
Oder River in Polish Polk Song ).4 '

Recently also studies on the songs o f  the Second W orld W ar 
and  the time o f  G erm an  occupation  have been initiated.M4 Russian 
folklorist V. Gusev in his work devoted to the folklore o f  this 
period discusses also Polish par t isans’ songs.

1 would like to close this analysis o f  Polish post-war folkloric 
o u tp u t  with some conclusions which present themselves. It seems that 
we should advance ou r  theoretical studies o f  folklore and concen
trate to a greater extent on its specific features, fo lk lo re  o f  the 
years 1939— 1945 is not sufficiently examined yet. nor is its function
ing in the present day. There are collecting and  editorial works to be 
continued (the edition o f  Kolberg 's  works has not been completed yet), 
and com para tive  studies to be initiated, fo lk lo re  o f  o ther than country 
folk social g roups dem ands as much a t ten tion  o f  the folklorist as 
what has traditionally  been meant by the term. And Polish biblio
graphy o f  folklore and folklore study still awaits to be compiled.

R yszard (iór.ski 
Transl. by M ar i n - Bożenna Ic ilcw icz

Sec K r z y ż a n o w s k i .  Na drogach i b ezd ro ża ch ...
K atow ice 1966.

1,4 T. S z e w e r a .  Niech wiatr ją poniesie. A ntologia pieśni z lat 1939 1945 
[Lei  lite W ind Tukę ll .  An Anthology o j Songs 1939— 1945). ł.od ź 1970


