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EDITORIAL

Lector Benevole,

Obecny numer kwartalnika „Forum Artis Rhetoricae” poświęcony jest proble-
matyce retoryki oraz studiów hellenistycznych, a całość jest dedykowana Profe-
sorowi, dr. h.c., Henrykowi Podbielskiemu. Nie jest to powtórzenie poprzednich 
numerów pisma, por. „Forum Artis Rhetoricae” (2014: 37) ZASTOSOWANIA 
RETORYKI, CZĘŚĆ I / THE APPLICATION ON THE THEORY OF RHETO-
RIC, PART I oraz „Forum Artis Rhetoricae” (2022: 70) RETORYKA / RHETO-
RICS. Ten numer przynosi ważne studium autorstwa Krzysztofa Nareckiego 
Professor Henryk Podbielski – the nestor of Polish Hellenic studies (Profesor Hen-
ryk Podbielski – nestor polskich studiów hellenistycznych), które ukazuje sylwetkę 
Profesora, jego dorobek i osiągnięcia badawcze właśnie w zakresie studiów hel-
lenistycznych oraz zawiera, w miarę pełną, bibliografię Jego prac. Warto i trze-
ba je zestawić z pracą Tomasza Sylwestra Dziekońskiego Rozprawa obeymująca 
ogolny rys retoryki w Polsce (The dissertation on the general outline of rhetoric 
in Poland), która ogłoszona została w roku 1825 i prezentowana na popisie stu-
dentów (i profesorów) Liceum Warszawskiego, które mieściło się w Pałacu Kazi-
mierzowskim (obecnej siedzibie rektoratu Uniwersytetu Warszawskiego). Takie 
zestawienie świetnie pokazuje, jaką drogę przeszła hellenistyka polska, aby zająć 
należne jej miejsce w nauce światowej, także dzięki pracom profesora Henryka 
Podbielskiego. Choć z kolei niektóre z uwag Dziekońskiego poświęcone literatu-
rze greckiej i rzymskiej mogą wywołać dziś uśmiech, to zarazem uświadamiają 
nam, że literatura antyczna (używam tego określenia świadomie) była związana 
z naszą kulturą i ją kształtowała oraz pomagała ukształtować wzorce pięknego 
języka polskiego. Ważka jest też uwaga Dziekońskiego, który doceniając wkład 
studiów nad literaturą i językiem łacińskim głównie (acz studia hellenistyczne nie 
są pomijane), pokazał zarazem, jak „pomogły” one w ukształtowaniu najlepszych 
wzorów naszego języka narodowego. 

Tekst Dziekońskiego poprzedza krótkie wprowadzenie Jakuba Z. Lichańskiego 
Dziekoński: O retoryce – wprowadzenie (Dziekoński: On rhetoric – an introduction).

UWAGA REDAKCYJNA – przy publikacji tekstu Tomasza S. Dziekońskiego 
wykorzystaliśmy dwie reprodukcje: Biblioteki PAN w Gdańsku, za co składamy 
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jej podziękowanie, oraz reprodukcję ze zbiorów Biblioteki Narodowej w Warsza-
wie, Polona (https://polona.pl/preview/0f088a0f-c13e-4a21-a743-3c07c218a0be), 
domena publiczna1. 

***

Jednocześnie informujemy, że numer 4 „Forum Artis Rhetoricae” z 2021 roku 
ukaże się z opóźnieniem, które wyniknęło nie z winy Redakcji i Wydawcy.

Jakub Z. Lichański
Redaktor Naczelny

ORCID 0000-0002-1943-5069

1  Zawiera następującą formułę dotyczącą praw do utworu: Prawa do utworu: Domena Publiczna. Wolno zwie-
lokrotniać, zmieniać i rozpowszechniać oraz wykonywać utwór, nawet w celach komercyjnych, bez konieczności 
pytania o zgodę. Wykorzystując utwór, należy pamiętać o poszanowaniu autorskich praw osobistych Twórcy. 
Źródło: Biblioteka Narodowa.
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EDITORIAL IN ENGLISH

Kind Reader!

The current issue of the quarterly „Forum Artis Rhetoricae” is devoted to the is-
sues of rhetoric and Hellenistic studies, and the whole is dedicated to Professor, 
dr h.c., Henryk Podbielski. This is not a repetition of previous issues of the magazine, 
cf. „Forum Artis Rhetoricae” (2014: 37) THE APPLICATION ON THE THEORY 
OF RHETORIC, PART I and „Forum Artis Rhetoricae” (2022: 70) RHETORICS. 
This issue brings an important study by Krzysztof Narecki, Professor Henryk Pod-
bielski – the nestor of Polish Hellenic studies. His works. It is worth and should 
be compared with the work by Tomasz Sylwester Dziekoński, The dissertation on 
the general outline of rhetoric in Poland (Rozprawa obeymująca ogolny rys retoryki 
w Polsce), which was published in 1825 and presented at the display of students 
(and professors) of the Warsaw Lyceum, which housed in the Kazimierzowski 
Palace (current seat of the Rectorate of the University of Warsaw). Such a juxtapo-
sition perfectly shows the way Polish Hellenistic studies have gone through to take 
its rightful place in world science, also thanks to the works of Professor Henryk 
Podbielski. While some of Dziekoński’s remarks on Greek and Roman literature 
may evoke a smile today, they also make us aware that ancient literature (I use this 
term consciously) was related to and shaped our culture, and helped to shape the 
patterns of the beautiful Polish language. Dziekoński’s remark is also important, 
as he appreciated the contribution of studies on literature and the Latin language, 
mainly (although Hellenistic studies are not omitted), at the same time showing 
how they „helped” in shaping the best patterns of our national language.

Dziekoński’s text is preceded by a short introduction by Jakub Z. Lichański 
Dziekoński: On rhetoric – an introduction (Dziekoński: O retoryce – wprowadzenie).

EDITORIAL NOTE – when publishing the text by Tomasz S. Dziekoński, 
we used two reproductions: of the Library of the Polish Academy of Sciences 
in Gdańsk, for which we would like to thank her, and a reproduction from the 
collection of the National Library in Warsaw, Polona (https://polona.pl/preview/
0f088a0f-c13e-4a21 -a743-3c07c218a0be), public domain1.

1  It contains the following formula regarding the rights to the work: Rights to the work: Public Domain. It is 
allowed to reproduce, change and distribute and perform the work, even for commercial purposes, without 
having to ask for permission. When using the work, remember to respect the moral rights of the Creator. Sour-
ce: National Library.
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***

At the same time, we would like to inform you that the number 4 of „Forum 
Artis Rhetoricae” from 2021 will be released with a delay, which was not the fault 
of the Editorial Board and the Publisher.

Jakub Z. Lichański
Editor-in-Chief

ORCID 0000-0002-1943-5069
Warszawa, 2023-07-05

Teksty wpłynęły do Redakcji – 30.07.2022
Teksty przyjęte do druku po recenzjach – 30.06.2023

The texts were sent to the Editorial Board – 30.07.2022
Texts accepted for printing after reviews – 30.06.2023
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Krzysztof Narecki1

PROFESSOR HENRYK PODBIELSKI – THE NESTOR 
OF POLISH HELLENIC STUDIES2

Henryk Podbielski was born on 27 May 1939 in Szumowo, Zambrów County, 
where his parents owned a mill and a small farm. After the occupation of this area 
by the Soviet Union in September 1939, Henryk’s father, wanted by the NKVD, 
took refuge in Ostrów Mazowiecka which remained under German occupation. 
He could not return home from Ostrów after the borders were sealed. He only 
managed to return with the German front on 20 June 1941 to find out that his 
wife, five-year-old daughter and two-year old son had been deported to Siberia 
a couple of days earlier. Podbielscy spent five years in Altai Krai. Only a couple 
of weeks before their return, in Spring of 1946, did they learn that their husband 
and father was arrested by the Gestapo in 1943 and murdered. Therefore, Pod-
bielscy could not fully enjoy their return to the homeland. In fact, first couple 
of post-war years were extremely difficult for the family. Henryk spent them in 
his home village, Szumowo. Between 1946 and 1953 he attended a seven-year 
primary school named after Józef Piłsudski. With the family’s help he continued 
his education in the State Grammar School in Zambrów which he completed in 
1957. After long hesitation he decided to follow his heart and satisfy his interest 
in classical languages as well as Greek and Roman culture aroused by his Latin 
teacher, the late Ms. Bielawska.

1  Prof. dr hab. Krzysztof Narecki, ORCID: 0000-0003-0384-3698, Kierownik Katedry Filologii Greckiej, Ka-
tolicki Uniwersytet Lubelski Jana Pawła II, Al. Racławickie 14, 20–950 Lublin; E-mail: krzysztof.narecki@kul.pl; 
www.kul.pl
2  This article is an updated and extended version of the article Professor Henryk Podbielski – life, work and 
achievements, which was published in „Forum Artis Rhetoricae”, No. 2 (37), April – June, (2014), pp. 7–18. I also 
published three other publications about Professor Henryk Podbielski: 1. Curriculum vitae of prof. dr hab. Hen-
ryk Podbielski, 2. List of scientific publications by prof. dr hab. Henryk Podbielski (in: Starożytny dramat. Teoria – 
praktyka – recepcja. Księga pamiątkowa ku czci Profesorów Roberta R. Chodkowskiego i Henryka Podbielskiego 
[Ancient drama. Theory – practice – reception. Memorial book in honor of Professors Robert R. Chodkowski 
and Henryk Podbielski], ed. K. Narecki, TN KUL, Lublin 2011, pp. 33–43) and 3. the entry: Podbielski Henryk, 
in: Encyklopedia 100-lecia KUL [Encyclopedia of the 100th anniversary of the Catholic University of Lublin], 
vol. II, Wydawnictwo KUL, Lublin 2018, pp. 194–195.

 ARTYKUŁY / DISSERTATIONES
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Henryk Podbielski studied classical philology at the Catholic University of Lub- 
lin between the years 1957 and 1963. Already during his studies he participated 
in research projects carried out by Koło Miłośników Dramatu Antycznego [Ancient 
Drama Academic Circle] and Koło Młodych Klasyków [Young Classicists Academic 
Circle]. During the second national congress of Young Classicists Academic Circles 
(14–17 March 1963) he was awarded the first prize for the paper entitled Liryzacja 
epopei na podstawie analizy strukturalnej homeryckiego Hymnu do Hermesa [Lyrici-
zation of epic on the basis of structural analysis of the Homeric Hymn to Hermes], 
which paved his way to „the academic career.” After obtaining master’s degree in 
June 1963, he was employed on 1 October 1963 as an assistant professor in the 
1st Department of Classical (Greek) Philology at KUL at the request of professor 
Janina Niemirska-Pliszczyńska. Since the Faculty of Humanities at KUL was not 
authorised to confer academic degrees and titles at that time, Podbielski’s doctoral 
dissertation was supervised by professor Kazimierz Kumaniecki who commenced 
a doctoral degree conferral procedure in June 1969 in the Faculty of Polish and Slavic 
Studies at the University of Warsaw. The dissertation entitled Struktura Homeryck-
iego Hymnu do Afrodyty na tle tradycji literackiej [The Structure of Homer’s Hymn 
to Aphrodite in the Light of Literary Tradition], which was the basis of the conferral 
procedure, was published in French in Archiwum Filologiczne PAN at the request 
of the reviewers. 

In the academic year 1971/1972 Henryk Podbielski did his first internship 
abroad at the University of Leuven, where he had the opportunity to attend Paul 
Ricoeur’s weekly guest lectures on hermeneutics and an international seminar 
on theory of literature, semiotics and literary psychoanalysis. Using the rich 
collection of the Leuven’s University Library, he became familiar not only 
with the professional literature on Hesiod’s Theogony, but also with contem-
porary religious studies and theories of myth. Thanks to this research he was 
able to present his habilitation thesis, Mit kosmogoniczny w Teogonii Hezjoda 
[Cosmogonic Myth in Hesiod’s Theogony], to the Faculty of Polish and Slavic 
Studies at the University of Warsaw in December 1974. The dissertation was the 
basis of a habilitation procedure approved by the Central Commission in 1975. 
Studies in Leuven also resulted in synthetic study of modern theories of myth 
comprised in an extensive article and several publications concerning Hesiod’s 
Theogony. Two of the papers delivered at the universities in Brussels and Namur 
were received with great interest by Belgian philologists who offered to publish 
them in Les Études Classiques in Namur.

Since 1980 a turn to ancient theory of literature can be observed in Henryk 
Podbielski’s academic interest. Responding to the popular demand in this field, he 
translated Aristotle’s Poetics anew and supplemented it with an extensive introduc-
tion and a commentary explaining its subject matter. The success of this study is 
confirmed by the fact that the first edition published in the 2nd series of Biblioteka 
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Narodowa by Ossolineum (20,000 copies) was sold out within a month. Also the 
second revised edition (similar number of copies) from 1988 was sold out, despite 
the fact that the same year a 10,000-copy combined edition of Poetics and Rhet-
oric was republished by PWN in the series Biblioteka Klasyków Filozofii [BKF]. 
The first Polish translation of Aristotle’s entire Rhetoric, preceded by an introduc-
tion and followed by historical and philological commentary, was highly praised 
by experts and well received by a wide range of readers. As a result, Poetics and 
Rhetoric prepared for BKF were also included in the sixth volume of Aristotle’s 
Dzieła wszystkie [Complete Works] published by PWN in 2001. What is more, 
the same volume contained the first Polish translation of the oldest Greek hand-
book of rhetoric attributed over the centuries to Aristotle, The Rhetoric to Alexan-
der. This translation was also preceded by an introduction explaining the nature 
of the treaty, its genesis and authorship. Volume 6 of Aristotle’s Dzieła wszystkie 
[Complete Works] ends with an extensive „Posłowie” [Afterword] (pp. 846–921) 
written by professor Podbielski, which is a philologist’s attempt to approach Aris-
totle’s literary output synthetically.

Professor Eleonora Udalska used professor Podbielski’s interest in ancient liter-
ary theory in the monumental work written in the 1980s, O dramacie. Od Arys-
totelesa do Goethego [On Drama: From Aristotle to Goethe]. For the purpose of 
this study, Podbielski wrote a synthetic discussion of drama theory in ancient 
Greece and Rome, and a comment on the selection of translations of Greek and 
Latin texts chosen by professor Udalska for this particular study3.

Between 1999 and 2001 professor Podbielski managed the research project 
funded by the KBN entitled Literatura Grecji starożytnej [Literature of Ancient 
Greece]. An enormous synthesis of Greek literature was the result of the team 
work of 26 Polish Hellenists. It covered the entire history of Greek literature, 
from Homer (7th century BC) to Nonnus (5th century AD). Podbielski’s contri-
bution to this monumental work (over 2,000 pages) published by Wydawnictwo 
Towarzystwa Naukowego KUL (2005) included: introductory article on the nature 
of Greek literature, extensive articles on Homeric epic, Hesiod’s works, Homeric 
Hymns, Aristotle and peripatetic school, and Pausanias and periegetic literature. 
Podbielski’s contribution constitutes about 12% of the whole study.

Literatura Grecji starożytnej [Literature of Ancient Greece] – the collective 
work of Polish Hellenists edited by professor Henryk Podbielski – is an excel-
lent synthesis of Hellas’ extremely important and rich literary output, created 
over the period of 15 centuries (from 9/8th century BC to 6th century AD). This 
monumental monograph, the result of the work of the best Polish philologists, 
patrologists and historians of ancient philosophy, presents the problems of the 

3  E. Udalska (ed.), O dramacie. Wybór źródeł do dziejów teorii dramatycznych, Vol. 1, Warszawa: PWN, 1989. 
[Introduction: pp. 15–45; Comment on selected texts: pp. 51–110; 2nd revised edition, Katowice 2001].
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entire ancient Greek literature. Carefully selected bibliography attached to each 
chapter provides the reader with the current state of research on the given topic, 
indicating areas of further study. The use of genological criterion, beside the 
chronological principle arranging the material, determines the natural division 
of the work into the part concerning poetic genres (volume 1) and the part 
concerning different kinds of prose works (volume 2). Such division enables 
one to follow the history of each genre from its formation to disappearance (or 
till the end of antiquity). The structure of the work also facilitates perception 
of dynamic processes taking place in literary history. Above all, such structure 
facilitates tracing various properties of the very rich literature of ancient Greece 
which underlies all subsequent European and world literature and which has 
determined its further development. Undoubtedly, Literatura Grecji starożyt-
nej [Literature of Ancient Greece] ennobles Polish Hellenism in the world. 
Although it is available only to the speakers of Polish language, it presents the 
latest scientific achievements. The previous Polish account of the whole ancient 
Greek literary output was written by professor Tadeusz Sinko 50 years ago and 
provided insight into the state of the art of the late 19th century. The current 
collective work gathered the best experts from all Polish university centers. 
It is a scientifically mature work expected by many. Literatura Grecji starożyt-
nej [Literature of Ancient Greece] presents a good and clear image of rich and 
generically diversified Greek writing which is not only a monument of the past 
for modern Europe, but also an inspiration by means of form and content for 
national arts and literatures. The monograph perfectly fills the gap in Polish 
scientific research on literature and culture of ancient Greece. It has already 
been appreciated by the entire Polish philological society. Its high standard 
and scientific value assure that the work will serve next generations of Polish 
humanists for decades.

Classes and monographic lectures which strictly referred to ancient rhetoric 
occupied a special place in professor Podbielski’s didactic work, especially after 
publishing the translation of Aristotle’s Rhetoric. For over 10 years before retiring 
Podbielski had been giving lectures on rhetorics to the students of Polish Studies 
and the Faculty of Social Sciences in Stalowa Wola entitled “Retoryka w służbie 
społeczeństwa” [Rhetorics in the service of society]. These lectures were the direct 
impulse to study school rhetoric during the Roman Empire. The research resulted 
in the publication of two volumes: Hermogenes’ Rhetoric and Progymnasmata4, 
both funded from publication grants obtained from MNiSW (Ministry of Science 
and High Education, Republic of Poland). The third volume, financed by the 
National Science Centre and published in 2016, contains the remaining preserved 

4  Hermogenes, Sztuka retoryczna, opracowanie, przekład i komentarz […], Lublin: TN KUL, 2012; Progymna-
smata. Greckie ćwiczenia retoryczne, opracowanie, przekład i komentarz […], Lublin: TN KUL, 2013.
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treatises from the early empire period: Pseudo-Longinus’ On the Sublime (already 
edited), Pseudo-Aristides’ (Sztuka retoryczna I – Styl polityczny [Art of Rhetoric 
I: Political Style]; Sztuka retoryczna II – Styl skromny [Art of Rhetoric II: Modest 
Style]), Apsines of Gadara’s Art of Rhetoric and Problemy wyobrażone [On Propo-
sitions maintained figuratively], and Anonymus Seguerianus’ Art of Rhetoric. 

Undoubtedly, the two monographs published in 2012 and 2013 mentioned 
above are milestones for Polish humanists. They have joined the canon of “classical” 
studies of Greek rhetoric in Poland. Hence, they deserve a closer look. First work, 
Rhetoric by Hermogenes of Tarsus, radically expands our view on the ancient art of 
the word. It is the first comprehensive Polish translation of five rhetorical treatises 
which functioned for over a thousand years in the Byzantine Empire (5th-15th 
century). The treatises were selected from a great number of works by rhetors 
who wrote them for the purpose of rhetorical education popular and prestigious 
during the Second Sophistic. They were put together to form a complete handbook 
of rhetorics not later than at the beginning of the 5th century and functioned in 
didactics signed with Hermogenes’ name. It was probably then that Hermogenes’ 
Progymnasmata which opened the handbook was replaced by better and more 
illustrated with literary examples work by Aphthonius: Progymnasmata. This way, 
a widely accepted and frequently commented upon handbook was created. It was 
a handbook for teaching and studying rhetoric on all levels used continuously in 
the Byzantine Empire.

The monograph consists of three parts constituting an organic whole. First 
part contains introductions: introduction to the entire work and introductions 
to individual treatises. These introductions required author’s knowledge of the 
existing, mainly foreign, literature on the subject and presentation of his own 
original approach. Professor Podbielski completed this task perfectly, because he 
managed to use the results of other researchers’ work creatively, presenting orig-
inal solutions to difficult problems as well as his own standpoint. Contrary to the 
prevailing opinion, professor Podbielski convincingly shows that De inventione is 
an authentic work of Hermogenes, and denying him authorship is a misunder-
standing. As the most prominent Polish researcher of ancient poetics and rhetoric, 
professor Podbielski discusses these issues with notable ease, using appropriate 
methods and terminology. The language of his scientific discourse is precise and 
comprehensible not only to specialists. Thanks to the introductions the reader is 
acquainted not only with the entire history of rhetorical teaching on style which 
precedes and justifies Hermogenes’ original concept of stylistics, but also with the 
subject matter of the treatises, their meaning and history of reception in the subse-
quent periods. The second part of the study consists of translations of the rhetori-
cal treatises. It is worth noting that Podbielski’s translation is the second in Europe 
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(first was published in France by Michel Patillon in 1997)5 and the third in the 
world translation into modern language. Experience and mastery of the author 
as an expert translator should be emphasised. Original Greek texts are difficult 
and require not only language skills but also exceptional translation skill and, 
above all, intuition. The last feature is probably Podbielski’s inborn trait, though 
enhanced by earlier frequent study of texts on similar subjects. He provides 
original terms in parentheses for terminology difficult to render into Polish. 
This is helpful to the reader who knows Greek as they can grasp the essence of 
the word and create their own interpretation. Hence, the translation is faithful, 
but also correct, natural in its final form and quite intelligible. The third part of 
the study consists of a comment in the form of extensive footnotes to the more 
difficult passages. The footnotes are an important supplement that facilitates full 
comprehension of the text and provides its thorough interpretation precisely 
where necessary.

Professor Podbielski’s second monograph published in 2013 is a translation 
with a scholarly study of Progymnasmata, a preliminary rhetorical exercise book 
written during the Roman Empire period. It was commonly used as a hand-
book in teaching rhetorics at schools not only in Greek provinces of the Roman 
Empire, but also in the Byzantine Empire, after translating into Latin, and in the 
entire Renaissance and Classicist Europe. Professor Podbielski’s work, therefore, 
includes all four standard textbooks containing twelve or fourteen rhetorical exer-
cises to be performed under the guidance of a teacher. These include: Prelimi-
nary rhetorical exercises (1) attributed to Theon (1st century AD), (2) attributed 
to Hermogenes (2nd/3rd century AD), (3) attributed to Aphthonius (4th century 
AD), (4) attributed to Nikolaos of Myra (5th century AD). Careful completion of 
these exercises in writing and under rhetor’s supervision was an effective way not 
only of developing language and literary skills, but also of introducing students 
to the world of socially accepted moral and cultural values. It also allowed one 
to learn about and understand the existing literary conventions, and to become 
an intelligent and critical reader of old and modern poets, historians or orators.

Progymnasmata attributed to Hermogenes and Aphthonius, as an integral part 
of Corpus Hermogeneum, were translated by Professor Podbielski and provided 
with an introduction and comment in the already published work: Hermogenes 
Sztuka retoryczna (Rhetoric, pp. 41–133). Inclusion of these texts in the present 
publication, along with the most comprehensive and the oldest representative 
of the genre by Theon of Alexandria (1st century AD) and the youngest work 
by Nikolaos of Myra (5th century AD), preserved in one late manuscript (from 
the 15th century, British Museum), must be regarded as intentional. The two texts 
link Theon’s extremely optimistic concept of teaching, which perceives rhetoric 

5  Hermogène, L’Art rthétorique, Paris 1997.
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as the most important instrument in education and upbringing, to the concept 
of rhetorics connected with the second sophistic, focused on oratorical or liter-
ary success. Publication of all four preserved Progymnasmata facilitates the use 
of these texts to the future readers and researchers. It also continues the tradition 
started by a prominent expert in Greek rhetoric, professor George A. Kennedy, 
who in 2003 prepared and compiled English translations of the above four texts in 
their chronological order6.

However, professor Podbielski’s study is richer than Kennedy’s. Apart from 
the four textbooks of “preliminary exercises,” inherently sketchy and possible to be 
done under the guidance of an experienced teacher, the work also contains model 
answers to all the above “exercises” in the form of several or even several dozens 
of examples which were provided in the 4th century AD by Libanius of Antioch, 
one of the greatest Greek rhetors and writers. Libanius’ work, widely recognised 
and often quoted in antiquity, is unfortunately almost completely unknown 
today. Its first translation into modern language was done in 2008 in the USA 
(Atlanta) by Craig A. Gibson. Hence, professor Podbielski’s Polish translation is 
the second such translation in the world and the first in Europe. The enormous 
size of the treaty and great stylistic refinement typical of Libanius did not discour-
age professor Podbielski from engaging in the difficult and ambitious task which 
he completed successfully.

First in Poland publication of all four preserved Greek handbooks of practi-
cal rhetoric called Progymnasmata, together with Libanius’ model answer key thor-
oughly translated and scientifically studied by professor Podbielski is a pioneering 
work. Like his study and translation of Aristotle’s Poetics and Rhetoric it should be 
an inspiration for researchers not only of rhetoric, but also of widely understood 
language and culture studies. Moreover, at present rhetoric, both theoretical and 
practical, but above all ethical and moral as emphasised by Cicero or Quintilian, 
should become one of the subjects of modern paideia and professor Podbielski’s 
work would be an excellent theoretical basis for rhetoric class.

The third monograph introduces Polish readers to three theories of Greek 
stylistics and two complete rhetorical textbooks in the spirit of the Second 
Sophistic which functioned in school rhetoric before Hermogenes’ Art of Rhetoric 

was constituted as a canonical work. The theories were created and widely used 
during the period of the greatest prosperity of rhetorical art which was the basis 
of humanistic and civic education in the Roman Empire. They are invaluable 
monuments of stylistics and applied rhetoric which derived from over five centu-
ries of Greek rhetorical theory and practice. Therefore, not only do they have 
the value of a document and a direct historical testimony concerning the character 

6  Progymnasmata. Greek Prose Composition and Rhetoric, Translated with Introductions and Notes by 
G.A. Kennedy, Society of Biblical Literature, Atlanta 2003.
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and meaning of rhetorical art for the culture of speech and shaping civic attitudes 
in the first centuries of the Roman Empire, but also – as noticed by Michel Patil-
lon7, an excellent publisher of these texts and an outstanding researcher perfectly 
oriented in the research trends of contemporary linguistics, stylistics and rheto-
ric – they can be an inspiration for the development of contemporary theoretical 
and applied linguistics, stylistics and rhetoric, due to their richness and original-
ity of the presented doctrines. Apart from the treatise On the Sublime by Pseu-
do-Longinus, which was previously translated into Polish twice: in 1823 by Józef 
Kowalewski and in 1951 by Tadeusz Sinko as O górności, the remaining four works 
have not been translated into Polish before. It is their first translation and the first 
comprehensive presentation in Polish, which enables a wide range of recipients – 
interested in theoretical and practical aspects of style and public speaking – to use 
the works due to their scholarly analysis and historical and literary commentary.

The current translation strives to fully understand and faithfully reflect 
the original thought and intention of the author. The text is commonly perceived 
as the most difficult and challenging ancient text for a translator due to its 
depth of inquiry and reflection on the art of rhetoric combined with complex 
artistic form. For this reason, Podbielski’s translation was preceded by years of 
him studying the text and familiarising himself with the extensive professional 
literature on the subject. The obtained knowledge was used not only during 
the process of translation itself and in scholarly analysis explaining disput-
able issues concerning the text’s authorship, time of creation and characteristic 
features, but also in the commentary in which, apart from the reality of ancient 
culture, also a number of specific problems of ancient poetics and stylistics was 
explained. I am convinced that the huge intellectual effort and great emotional 
engagement of the Translator resulted in a translation which is accurate to the 
current state of knowledge, faithful in terms of form and content, as well as clear 
and meeting the readers’ expectations.

Apart from the treatise On the Sublime, the problems of rhetorical stylis-
tics are discussed in this selection also in two treatises from the second century 
AD, entitled On Political Style and On Simple Style. The treatises were probably 
preserved because the manuscript tradition linked them to Aelius Aristides, 
the most eminent rhetorician of the first period of the Second Sophistic. Thanks 
to this attribution, as well as to great cognitive and didactic value, methodological 
innovation and elaborate literary criticism, the two treatises were preserved in 
quite numerous medieval manuscripts and aroused great interest of the Renais-
sance humanists. The decline of interest in rhetoric and of its teaching in eigh-
teenth-century Europe meant that the two treatises were long forgotten. In fact, 
their rediscovery by the academia and contemporary culture took place in 2002, 

7  Aelius Aristide, Arts rhétoriques, t. I: Livre I: le discours politique, t. II: Livre II: le discours simple, Paris 2002.
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when Michel Patillon published a professional two-volume bilingual edition with 
an extensive and insightful introduction8. The edition contains the first compre-
hensive translation into modern language accompanied by analytical commen-
tary. The texts of the treatises provided by Patillon’s edition are the basis for their 
translation into Polish. Stylistic treatises of Pseudo-Aristides, which for a long time 
were undervalued, and rarely and wrongly read until their rediscovery by Patil-
lon, constitute an important link in the evolution of the theory of style’s virtues 
towards the transformation of virtues into stylistic “characters” or “ideas” (ideai). 
Without this link it is impossible to fully understand the genesis and the func-
tioning of the “idea of style” doctrine created and formulated by Hermogenes as 
a tool for literary criticism and stylistic didactics. Literary criticism used in these 
treatises to describe the features of Demosthenes’ (vol. 1) and Xenophon’s (vol. 2) 
style draws the attention of modern researchers of ancient texts to the aspect 
which should not be neglected, namely that the “sophists” are the authors of this 
criticism. They themselves are the authors of literary texts and for them the anal-
ysed texts are simultaneously model texts and the subject of “rivalry/competition” 
as well as “imitation”. They offer modern theorists of style such reading of texts 
which enriches and sharpens one’s own reflection on contemporary theories.

The present volume also includes Polish translations and scholarly anal-
yses of two complete textbooks on school rhetoric. The older textbook, dating 
back to the second half of the second century AD, was well known to numer-
ous commentators of Hermogenes’ and Aphthonius’ rhetorical works. It was 
anonymously preserved in only one quite well known codex, namely Parisinus 
gr. 1874 (the 12th century). Not until 1838 was it discovered for modern philology 
by Nicolas Maximilien Sidoine Séguier de Saint-Brisson who prepared its first 
modern edition. The manuscript became known as Anonymus Seguerianus, from 
the name of the manuscript’s discoverer and first publisher.

Apsines of Gadara’s Art of Rhetoric is an example of a textbook typi-
cal of the Second Sophistic and at the same time a very original work. It was 
also arranged according to the subsequent parts of a speech. Its author was 
a famous sophist and teacher of rhetoric in Athens in the first part of the third 
century. Treatises arranged according to the above criterion allow the use of 
formulas typical for each part of a speech, which is extremely important for 
this author who, similarly to the author of De inventione, arranges his text-
book so as to facilitate declamatory practice and making a speech ex tempore 
by providing the speaker with means to adapt quickly to many different topics. 
Apsines of Gadara based his recommendations on extensive personal experi-
ence as an attentive reader and commentator on classical authors as well as as 
the author of popular speeches and experienced teacher of rhetorical art. It is 

8  See footnote 6.
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to these facts that his treatise owes its undoubted originality. As an annex to this 
book, a translation and an analysis of the preserved fragments of the original 
treatise On Propositions Maintained Figuratively were provided.

While presenting the works contained in the third monograph it is impossible 
not to mention its scientific and literary qualities, especially the excellent transla-
tions provided by professor Henryk Podbielski. The author of the study combines 
scientific virtuosity with the ability to present even the most complex problems 
in a very simple and clear way. His introductions to the translations of individual 
treatises are a case in point. The introductions are complemented by helpful foot-
notes which are not an erudite show-off, but rather they facilitate the reader’s full 
understanding of the text. When it comes to the translations, Podbielski’s great 
experience and mastery must be stressed. The original Greek texts are very diffi-
cult and require not only perfect knowledge of the language of the original, but 
also a unique translation technique and, above all, intuition which, if not natural 
to the Translator, has been strengthened by the earlier frequent contact with texts 
on similar subjects. For terms difficult to express and translate into Polish, there is 
original word provided in the brackets, which makes it easier for a reader familiar 
with ancient Greek to grasp the essence of the expressed thought and to formulate 
one’s own interpretation. What is more, Podbielski uses perfectly Polish rhetori-
cal terminology, enriching it, if need be, with aptly coined new terms which will 
certainly enter the language soon. In conclusion, the translation is faithful, clear, 
natural in its final form and accessible in reception. Therefore, as can be imagined, 
the first Polish publication of three Greek stylistic treatises and two rhetorical 
treatises from the period of the Roman Empire carefully translated and analysed 
by professor Henryk Podbielski is a precursory work that certainly has a chance 
to become an inspiration for researchers not only in the field of rhetoric but also 
of widely understood language and culture studies.

In 2020, Professor Podbielski undertook (together with his team) the extremely 
difficult task of translating and commenting on the Complete Works of Plotinus, 
under the grant “Plotinus. The Complete works. Scientific study, translation, 
commentary”, awarded by the National Program for the Development of Human-
ities. There is no doubt that the Professor’s extraordinary diligence, experience 
and knowledge will lead to the creation of another great and valuable work.

Professor Podbielski’s research and translation achievements quickly earned 
him a well-deserved prestige and fame not only among classical philologists in 
Poland and Europe but also among humanists, especially those for whom Greek 
and Roman antiquity was an important source of Western culture. For this reason 
his name appears in numerous significant scientific committees. Professor Podbiel-
ski has belonged to the following scientific organisations, societies and editorial 
staff: Komitet Redakcyjny „Roczników Humanistycznych” (member of Editorial 
Committee of Annals of Arts); Rada Naukowa „Kolokwiów Platońskich” (member 
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and co-editor of Scientific Council of Plato Colloquiums); Towarzystwo Naukowe 
KUL (active member of Scientific Society KUL); Lubelskie Towarzystwo Naukowe 
(Lublin Scientific Society); Zarząd Główny PTF (member of Polish Philolog-
ical Society Board); Sekcja Filologiczna Komitetu Badań Naukowych (member 
of Philological Section of Research Committee); Komitet Nauk o Kulturze Anty-
cznej Polskiej Akademii Nauk (Committee for Ancient Culture of the Polish 
Academy of Sciences). Professor Podbielski’s selfless work and unquestionable 
merit to science were recognised by his Alma Mater and state authorities. This 
is reflected in the following awards: Dean’s award for master’s thesis (WNH KUL, 
1963); Rector’s award for doctoral dissertation (KUL, 1969) and habilitation thesis 
(KUL, 1975), Minister of Education Award of the second degree for the contri-
bution to the work O dramacie (1989) [On Drama], Rector’s individual award 
of the second degree for scientific achievements – confirmed by numerous scien-
tific publications (2000). In October 2005 Henryk Podbielski was awarded the 
Gold Cross of Merit, and in November 2006 he received the award of the Minister 
of Science and Higher Education for editing and co-writing the monograph Lite-
ratura Grecji starożytnej (Lublin 2005) [Literature of Ancient Greece].

However, the greatest recognition that Professor Henryk Podbielski received 
was the title of Doctor Honoris Causa, which was awarded to him by the Adam 
Mickiewicz University in Poznań. The ceremony took place on February 7, 2022. 
Rector, prof. Bogumiła Kaniewska, awarding prof. Henryk Podbielski an honorary 
doctorate from the University of Adam Mickiewicz, said: „It is difficult to over-
estimate the influence of the distinguished Laureate on the shape of contempo-
rary Polish humanities, since we owe to Professor Podbielski the translation and 
interpretation of the works of Aristotle, the great founder of the European way 
of thinking, as well as many other ancient thinkers who exert a significant influ-
ence on today’s understanding of the world. It was Professor Henryk Podbielski 
who over the years explained the secrets of Greek literature to the Polish reader, 
showing that the history of mankind is created by universal questions and dilem-
mas, repeated in various decorations, but similar in their essence”. The laudation 
was presented by prof. Jerzy Danielewicz from the Institute of Classical Philology 
of the Adam Mickiewicz University. In it he said: “I have had the honour of prais-
ing one of the most outstanding and distinguished Polish classical philologists 
of the last half century. […] Whoever in Poland, starting from the 1980s, was 
interested in Aristotle’s Poetics and Rhetoric, even if they had foreign-language 
commentaries and translations, always asked themselves the question: How did 
Podbielski translate it, explain it, interpret it? Today’s Honorandus has become the 
authority that settles all doubts”. The resolution on granting the highest academic 
dignity to prof. Podbielski was passed by the AMU Senate on October 25, 2021.

Professor Henryk Podbielski, for over 50 years associated with the Catholic 
University of Lublin both as a teacher and scientist, is one of the most famous and 
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most respected Hellenists and classical philologists in Poland. As a committed 
teacher, devoted researcher of ancient Greek and Roman culture and language, 
member of prestigious associations and scientific organisations, and a man 
of exceptional qualities of the spirit and intellect, he has always represented his 
university and scientific community proudly and worthily. Through excellent 
publications in renowned publishing houses he became known to a wide range of 
Polish and foreign humanists as well as common readers, gaining their recogni-
tion and respect. Performing many responsible functions (among others, director 
of the Institute of Classical Studies, KUL, as well as vice-dean of the Faculty of 
Humanities, KUL, between 1993 and 1999) he has been involved, with great devo-
tion and dedication, in any activity aimed at the good of the university, its employ-
ees and students. Awarded several times by various academic and state bodies, 
he was appreciated and chosen in 2004 by Polish Academy of Arts and Sciences 
in Cracow to be its corresponding member. He manifests great zeal, dedication 
and belief in purposefulness in every activity he does, regardless of its scien-
tific, didactic or social character. In addition to these achievements and unques-
tioned recognition among Polish philologists and humanists, professor Henryk 
Podbielski remains a very modest person, sensitive to the needs of others. At the 
same time he is extremely honest, reliable at work, demanding a lot from himself 
and always devoted to his environment, especially to the young adepts of classical 
philology for whom he still is an excellent example to follow.

List of Professor Henryk Podbielski’s scientific publications

A. Monographs

(including translations, commentaries, editing)
La structure de l’Hymne Homérique à Aphrodite à la lumière de la tradition littéraire, Archiwum 

Filologiczne XXVII, Wrocław: Ossolineum, 1971.
Mit kosmogoniczny w Teogonii Hezjoda, Rozprawy Wydziału Historyczno-Filologicznego 44, Studia 

Helleńskie 5, Lublin: TN KUL, 1978.
Arystoteles, Poetyka, przełożył i opracował […]. Biblioteka Narodowa, Seria 2, no. 209, 

Wrocław: Ossolineum, 1983. [2nd edition: Wrocław, 1989; 3rd edition: Wrocław, 2006].
Arystoteles, Retoryka. Poetyka, przełożył, wstępem i komentarzem opatrzył […], Biblioteka Klasy-

ków Filozofii no. 155, Warszawa: PWN, 1988.
Pauzaniasz, U stóp boga Apollona. Z Pauzaniasza „Wędrówki po Helladzie” księgi VIII, IX, X, Trans-

lated by J. Niemirska-Pliszczyńska (book VIII) and H. Podbielski (books IX and X), literary 
and archaeological comment by H. Podbielski, Wrocław: Ossolineum, 1989.

„Teoria dramatu w starożytnej Grecji. Teoria i krytyka literacka w Rzymie” [in:] O dramacie. 
Wybór źródeł do dziejów teorii dramatycznych, vol. 1, E. Udalska (ed.), Warszawa: PWN, 
1989. [Introduction: pp. 15–45; commentary to selected texts: pp. 51–110; 2nd revised 
edition: Katowice 2001].

Arystoteles, Retoryka, przełożył, wstępem i komentarzem opatrzył […], [in:] Arystoteles, Dzieła 
wszystkie, vol. 6, Warszawa: PWN, 2001, 266–477.
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Arystoteles, Retoryka dla Aleksandra, przełożył, wstępem i komentarzem opatrzył […], [in:] Arysto-
teles, Dzieła wszystkie, vol. 6, Warszawa: PWN, 2001. pp. 480–561.

Arystoteles, Poetyka, przełożył, wstępem i komentarzem opatrzył […], [in:] Arystoteles, Dzieła 
wszystkie, vol. 6, Warszawa: PWN, 2001, 564–626.

Posłowie. O życiu i twórczości Arystotelesa, dodał […], [in:] Arystoteles, Dzieła wszystkie, vol. 6, 
Warszawa: PWN, 2001, 846–921.

Arystoteles, Retoryka, Retoryka dla Aleksandra, Poetyka, przełożył, wstępem i komentarzem opatrzył 
[…], Warszawa: PWN, 2004 [2008 reprint].

Pauzaniasz, U stóp boga Apollona, Translation of books IX and X Wędrówek po Helladzie, comment 
and edition of books VIII–X, Arcydzieła Kultury Antycznej, 2nd edition, Wrocław: Osso-
lineum, 2005.

Literatura Grecji starożytnej, vol. 1: Epika – liryka – dramat, vol. 2: Proza historyczna, krasomówstwo, 
filozofia i nauka, literatura chrześcijańska, pod red. […], Lublin: TN KUL, 2005.

Hermogenes, Sztuka retoryczna, opracowanie, przekład i komentarz […], Lublin: TN KUL, 2012.
Progymnasmata. Greckie ćwiczenia retoryczne, opracowanie, przekład i komentarz […], 

Lublin: TN KUL, 2013.
Pseudo-Longinus, Pseudo-Arystydes, Anonymus Seguerianus, Apsines. Trzy greckie stylistyki 

i dwa traktaty retoryczne z okresu Cesarstwa Rzymskiego, wstępami poprzedził, prze-
tłumaczył i komentarzami opatrzył […], przedmowa i redakcja naukowa K. Narecki, 
Lublin: TN KUL, 2016.

Platon, Fajdros, tłum. […], red. naukowa J. Gajda-Krynicka, Warszawa: Teologia Polityczna, 
Państwowy Instytut Wydawniczy, 2022.

B. Articles

(including encyclopedic entries)
„Liryzacja epopei na podstawie analizy strukturalnej hymnu homeryckiego do Hermesa”, Meander 

18.7–8 (1963): 321–338.
„Wstępne rozważania na temat najstarszej greckiej poezji hymnicznej”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 12.3 

(1964): 41–54.
„Funkcja zapożyczeń językowych i neologizmów w Hymnie do Hermesa”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 

14.3 (1966): 33–47.
„Z badań nad homeryckim Hymnem do Afrodyty”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 18.3 (1970): 5–34.
„Posłannictwo poety w świetle proojmion Teogonii Hezjoda”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 22.3 

(1974): 9–36.
„Chaos i Tartar w kosmogonii Hezjoda”, Zeszyty Naukowe KUL 18.3 (1975): 21–40.
„Profesor dr Janina Niemirska-Pliszczyńska”, Biuletyn Informacyjny KUL 5.1 (1976): 25–31.
„Nowsze teorie mitu”, Z zagadnień literatury greckiej, J. Pliszczyńska (ed.), Studia Helleńskie 6, 

Lublin 1978, 7–42.
„Na Afrodytę, przeł. z języka greckiego […]”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 28.3 (1980): 103–110.
„Znaczenie i funkcja mimesis w Poetyce Arystotelesa”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 29.3 (1981): 33–44.
„Prof. dr Janina Niemirska-Pliszczyńska (1904–1982)”, Biuletyn Informacyjny KUL 11.1–2 

(1982): 192–193. 
„Popławski Mieczysław Stanisław (1893–1946)”, Polski słownik biograficzny, vol. 27.3, Warszawa–

Kraków 1983, 613–614.
„Wspomnienie pośmiertne – Śp. prof. dr Janina Pliszczyńska (1904–1982)”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 

31.3 (1983): 125–127.
„Janina Niemirska-Pliszczyńska”, Lublin literacki 1932–1982. Szkice i wspomnienia, Lublin 1984, 

342–349.
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„Le mythe cosmogonique dans la Théogonie d’Hésiode et les rites orientaux”, Les Études Classiques 
52 (1984): 207–216.

„Le Chaos et les Confins de l’Univers dans la Théogonie d’Hésiode”, Les Études Classiques 54 (1986): 
253–263.

„Założenia Retoryki Arystotelesa”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 36.3 (1988): 89–98.
„Pojęcie „mimesis” w ujęciu Platona i Arystotelesa”, Sztuka. Mimesis czy kreacja?, Referaty 

XXIV Tygodnia Filozoficznego KUL, Lublin 1992, 7–22.
„Der Dichter und die Musen im Prooimion des Hesiodischen Theogonie”, Eos 82.2 (1994): 173–188.
„Klasyfikacja mów w Retoryce dla Aleksandra jako kryterium ustalenia autorstwa i czasu powstania 

dzieła”, Collectanea Philologica in honorem Annae Mariae Komornicka, Łódź 1995, 205–215.
„Starożytne świadectwa o Arystotelesie”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 44.3 (1996): 93–101.
„Współczesne kierunki retoryczne na tle starożytnej retoryki greckiej”, Retoryka antyczna i jej dzie-

dzictwo, Acta Societatis Philologae Polonorum, vol. II. G. Axer (ed.), Warszawa 1996, 77–94.
„Grecka literatura”, Encyklopedia Katolicka, vol. 6, Lublin: Towarzystwo Naukowe KUL, 1996, 

col. 74–80.
„Jacob Bernays i jego studia nad Arystotelesowską katharsis”, Tradycje kultury antycznej na Śląsku, 

Opole 1997, 319–327.
„Czym są pisma eksoteryczne Arystotelesa?”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 46.3 (1998): 53–65.
„Arystoteles”, Powszechna Encyklopedia Filozofii, vol. 1, Lublin: Polskie Towarzystwo Tomasza 

z Akwinu, 2000, col. 344–348.
„Katharmos”, Encyklopedia Katolicka, vol. 8, Lublin: Towarzystwo Naukowe KUL, 2000, col. 1074.
„Katharsis”, Encyklopedia Katolicka, vol. 8, Lublin: Towarzystwo Naukowe KUL, 2000, col. 1075–1078.
„Prof. Dr. Janina Niemirska-Pliszczyńska (1904–1982)”, Magistri et discipuli. Kapitel zur Geschichte 

der Altertumswissenschaften im 20. Jahrhundert, Toruń 2002, 121–130.
„Hezjod”, Powszechna Encyklopedia Filozofii, vol. 4, Lublin: Polskie Towarzystwo Tomasza z Akwinu, 

2003, 423–425.
„Homer”, Powszechna Encyklopedia Filozofii, vol. 4, Lublin: Polskie Towarzystwo Tomasza z Akwinu, 

2003, 558–562.
„Profesor Jerzy Łanowski jako interpretator i tłumacz Hezjoda”, Jerzy Łanowski (1919–2000). 

Uczony, tłumacz, popularyzator, L. Stankiewicz (ed.), Wrocław 2004, 65–76.
„Katharsis”, Powszechna Encyklopedia Filozofii, vol. 5, Lublin: Polskie Towarzystwo Tomasza 

z Akwinu, 2004. 546-551.
„Leśniak Kazimierz”, Powszechna Encyklopedia Filozofii, vol. 6. Lublin: Polskie Towarzystwo Toma-

sza z Akwinu, 2005, 342–344.
„Historia przekazu literatury greckiej”, Literatura Grecji starożytnej, vol. 1, Lublin 2005, 9–24.
„Homer”, Literatura Grecji starożytnej, vol. 1, Lublin 2005, 67–156.
„Hymny Homeryckie”, Literatura Grecji starożytnej, vol. 1, Lublin 2005, 157–184.
„Hezjod. Życie i twórczość”, Literatura Grecji starożytnej, vol. 1, Lublin 2005, 185–232.
„Periegeza i jej przedstawiciele”, Literatura Grecji starożytnej, vol. 2, Lublin 2005, 153–164.
„Arystoteles. Życie i twórczość”, Literatura Grecji starożytnej, vol. 2, Lublin 2005, 661–726.
„Uczniowie Arystotelesa – Wcześni Perypatetycy”, Literatura Grecji starożytnej, vol. 2, Lublin 2005, 

727–750.
„Mimesis”, Powszechna Encyklopedia Filozofii, vol. 7, Lublin: Polskie Towarzystwo Tomasza 

z Akwinu, 2006, 255–259.
„Starość i starcy w poematach Homera”, Dojrzewanie do pełni życia. Starość w literaturze polskiej 

i obcej, Stefan Kruk, Elżbieta Flis-Czerniak (eds.), Lublin: Wydawnictwo UMCS, 2006, 
59–70.

„Obraz zaświatów w dialogach Platona”, Roczniki Humanistyczne 54–55.3 (2006–2007): 37–53.
„Plezia Marian”, Powszechna Encyklopedia Filozofii, vol. 8, Lublin: Polskie Towarzystwo Tomasza 

z Akwinu, 2007, 290–292.
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„Patos jako element stylu wzniosłego w traktacie Pseudo-Longinosa O wzniosłości”, Classica Craco-
viensia 11 (2007): 93–109.

„Mimesis”, Encyklopedia Katolicka, vol. 12, Lublin: Towarzystwo Naukowe KUL, 2008, col. 
1152–1154.
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Jakub Z. Lichański9

DZIEKOŃSKI O RETORYCE: WPROWADZENIE

Rozprawa obeymująca ogolny rys retoryki w Polsce Tomasza Sylwestra Dziekońskie-
go (1790–1875)10 wydana w roku 1825 z pozoru wydaje się tak czcigodnym zabyt-
kiem, że nie warto do niego sięgać. Taki sąd wydaje mi się i pospieszny, i mocno 
niesprawiedliwy. Rozprawka ta dotyczy bowiem nie tylko kwestii historii retoryki 
oraz jej rozwoju i znaczenia w Polsce, ale szerzej – mówi o problemie kształtowa-
nia kultury literackiej w okresie I Rzeczypospolitej (aż po czasy Królestwa Pol-
skiego). Zapewne na jej ocenie zaważył fakt, że na początku wieku XX ukazało się 
fundamentalne studium Wilhelma Bruchnalskiego (1859–1938) Rozwój wymowy 
w Polsce (Bruchnalski 1918, II. 214–343), które drobny druk Dziekońskiego ze-
pchnęło do lamusa historii. Moim zdaniem niesłusznie.

Zapewne zaważyło na tym kilka czynników. Nie najmniejszym był fakt, 
że Dziekoński w sposób dość specyficzny ujął historię retoryki. Przy pobież-
nej lekturze praca ta razi szaloną skrótowością oraz zaskakującymi opustkami 
(m.in. nie dostrzega jej autor roli i znaczenia Kwintyliana, a problemy związane 
z kształtowaniem przy pomocy teorii retoryki umiejętności pisania i myślenia 
potraktowane są z perspektywy teorii oświeceniowych, dość zresztą pobieżnie 
omówionych). Należy jednak pamiętać, że w roku 1825 nie było jeszcze funda-
mentalnej Bibliografii polskiej Estreicherów, praca Adama Benedykta Jochera 
ukazała się prawie ćwierć wieku później (także i ważkie uzupełnienie do pracy 
Józefa Floriana Sołtokowicza z roku 1815 autorstwa Antoniego Sozańskiego poja-
wiło się w roku 1859). 

Dziekoński w swych badaniach oparł się na pracach Feliksa Jana Bentkowskiego 
(Bentkowski 1814) czy Louisa Moréri (Moréri 1759 lub innym wydaniu), a także 
na pierwszej polskiej encyklopedii Ignacego Krasickiego (Krasicki 1781–1783). 

9  Professor Jakub Z. Lichański, ORCID 0000-0002-1943-5069, Full member of the SOCIETATIS SCIEN-
TIARUM VARSAVIENSIS; Editor-in-Chief FORUM ARTIS RHETORICAE, http://www.polon.uw.edu.pl/fo-
rum-artis-rhetoricae; e-mail: zjlichan@uw.edu.pl.  
10  Biogram Autora, poza wymienionymi w bibliografii pozycjami, znajduje się także na stronie: https://hi-
storialomzy.pl/tomasz-sylwester-dziekonski/, 5.07.2023. Omawiany tekst ukazał się jako artykuł w: Na popis 
uczniów warszawskiego liceum w Pałacu Kaźmirzowskim [sic!] dnia 25, 26, 27 lipca […] zaprasza Stanisław Bo-
gumił Linde, Warszawa 1825. O Liceum, por. Ptaszyk 2020. 
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Wykorzystał także pracę Józefa Maksymiliana Ossolińskiego (Ossoliński 1819–
1822); jednakże studia te były mocno niewystarczające dla takiego zamierzenia, 
jak Rozprawa obeymująca ogolny rys retoryki w Polsce. Powoływał się na studia 
niemieckie, w tym prace Augusta Hermanna Niemeyera (Niemeyer 18056–1806; 
Niemeyer 1808; Wnęk 2013, 194–196) oraz na encyklopedię (Real- Encyclopädie, 
1819–1824)11, także słowniki i zestawienia bio-bibliograficzne autorstwa Philippa 
Alegamba, Szymona Bielskiego czy Christiana Gottlieba Jöchera (Alegamba 
1643; Bielski 1812; Jöcher 1733–1751). Dodajmy, że przedrukowywana rozprawa 
obejmuje 87 autorów polskich i obcych oraz 93 dzieła. Dziełko to zasługiwałoby 
tylko na wspomnienie, gdyby nie pewne uwagi autora (może inspirowane przez 
Samuela Bogumiła Lindego?) dotyczące oceny i autorów, i ich dokonań w okresie 
przedoświeceniowym. 

Jednak istotniejszym problemem było to, jak wskazuje w swym biogramie Jan 
Hulewicz (Hulewicz 1939–1946, VI.136–137), że mimo swych doświadczeń jako 
nauczyciel, a także organizator szkolnictwa dla kobiet Dziekoński raczej popie-
rał niemiecki oraz rosyjski modele szkolnictwa w Królestwie Polskim (Hulewicz 
1939–1946, VI.136; Hulewicz 1939; Wnęk 2013, 191–204). Warto przypomnieć, 
że potępiał on liberalizm pedagogiczny; był też członkiem Rady Opiekuńczej 
Instytutu Głuchoniemych (1844–1864), a także członkiem Rady Wychowania 
Publicznego (1861–1867) powołanej przez Aleksandra hr. Wielopolskiego. 

Jednak nas interesuje nie jego działalność pedagogiczna czy popularyzator-
ska i translatorska, a bibliografia dotycząca retoryki. Jest ona cenna, bowiem 
jest pierwszą próbą uporządkowania naszej wiedzy o dziejach retoryki w Polsce. 
Zarazem, co trzeba od razu podkreślić, jest to swoista bibliografia rozumowana, 
a raczej oceniająca. Dziekoński nie daje nam tylko spisu dzieł, ale każdemu z nich 
„wystawia” właśnie ocenę. Co więcej, nie tylko we wstępie, ale i w samej bibliogra-
fii wprowadza podział na epoki, które opatruje uwagami (Epoka I. Pierwsze usiło-
wania o wzniesieniu wymowy (Dziekoński 1825, 46), Epoka II. Kwitnący stan nauk 
(Dziekoński 1825, 46–47), Epoka III. Skażenie dobrego gustu (Dziekoński 1825, 
47–50)12, Epoka IV. Nowe usiłowania o wskrzeszenie dobrego gustu (Dziekoński 
1825, 50–55)13). Opiera się głównie na zestawieniach Bentkowskiego (Bentkowski 
1814), ale, jak zaznacza, wykorzystał także i inne źródła. 

11  Miała ona kilka wydań; tu wskazuję, jako najbardziej prawdopodobne źródło, wydanie czwarte. 
12  Na s. 51 pisze: Z Epoki skażenia gustu, ani właściwey retoryki w polskim ięzyku, ani rozpraw o ięzyku polskim 
z zastosowaniem do wymowy nie widziałem, są tylko różne zbiory i wzory mów, mieysce retoryki zastępować ma-
iące [pisowania autora – dop. JZL]. Uwaga ważna, acz w świetle nowszych badaniach, błędna; zostawiam ją bez 
komentarza, jako świadectwo opisu i analizy naszego dorobku w zakresie nie tylko retoryki, ale i szerzej kondycji 
intelektualnej społeczeństwa polskiego, poczynając od II poł. XVII wieku aż do połowy wieku XVIII.
13  Na s. 52 pisze autor: Z Epoki wskrzeszenia dobrego gustu w naukach, aż do naszych czasów, prócz właściwych 
dzieł o wymowie, mamy rozprawy w różnym sposobie ięzyk polski rozbierające, z tych wymienimy tylko te, które 
bliższy związek z wymową maią [pisowania autora – dop. JZL]. Uwaga ta wskazuje, że autor ma świadomość 
opustek bibliograficznych!
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Sądząc z zestawienia, autor wskazał głównie na podręczniki, które były wyko-
rzystywane w szkołach jezuickich, a następnie pijarskich, a także różne antolo-
gie mów. Czasem zamieszczał uwagi, które nadal mogą mieć znaczenie. Np. gdy 
na s. 52, opisując dzieło Jakuba Boczyłowicza Wymowny polityk…, Toruń 1694, 
dodaje: w końcu 4 karty poświęcone na wzory tytułów różnych godności, i tłuma-
czenie imion osobowych francuskich na język polski.

Spośród różnych opinii, jakie o omawianych autorach podaje Dziekoński, 
ważka jest uwaga na temat ojca Macieja Kazimierza Sarbiewskiego i jego traktatu 
De acuto et arguto (Dziekoński 1825, 16–17):

Nie podobna sądzić, aby przeięty uwielbiana podówczas stylu wykwintnością, ni miał iey 
w Wilnie z równymże iak w Rzymie zapałem nauczać [chodzi o taktat de acuto et argu-
to – dop. JZL]. Tak wielki geniusz mógł bydź płodnym w wynalezieniu trafnych i nowością 
uderzających pomysłów, ściśle obeznany z klasyczna starożytności literaturą, mógł się 
utrzymać w granicach przyzwoistości, lecz wzór iego ociężalsze zapalając umysły, mógł za-
szczepić tę skazę wymowy, jaką dopiero w Bartochowskim14 wydatna spostrzegać można. 

Uwag podobnych, acz rozproszonych w całym dziele Dziekońskiego, jest 
sporo i mimo upływu lat mają one spore znaczenie dla określenia, jak postrzegano 
w pierwszej ćwierci wieku XIX naszą tradycję literacką. Zwłaszcza że np. akurat 
ten utwór Bartochowskiego jest wspomniany w „Panu Tadeuszu” Adama Mickie-
wicza, w księdze VIII, w wykładzie Wojskiego o niebie (Erdman 2001, 40).

Pochopnie oceniając pracę Dziekońskiego, nie należy jednak zapominać, 
że wykorzystał on ówczesny stan badań m.in. nad szkolnictwem w Polsce (Bent-
kowski 1814; Sołtykowicz 1810). Szczególnie ta druga pozycja jest ważna, bowiem 
uzupełnienie do niej ukazało się w roku 1859 (Sozański 1859); autor jednak już 
swych wcześniejszych uwag nie skorygował. Mimo sporych uchybień trafnie 
m.in. zwrócił uwagę na wagę prac Adama Burskiego (Dziekoński 1825, 11, przyp. 1), 
wskazując m.in. na opinię Jana Daniela Janockiego (Janocki 1752, 119nn)15.

Jednak pojawia się u Dziekońskiego ważka uwaga o szkodliwości uczenia się 
na pamięć reguł teorii retoryki (Dziekoński 1825, 19): Mimo wyliczonych atoli 
dzieł przez Polaków w ciągu tey epoki wydawanych, używano także obcych reto-
ryk, których po części nie tyle sam układ, iako raczey dosłowne na pamięć ucze-
nie szkodliwe było [podkr. – JZL]. Uwaga ta jest godna odnotowania, bowiem 
wskazuje, że jej autor widział raczej konieczność zrozumienia zasad rządzących 

14  Chodzi o Wojciecha Bartochowskiego (1648–1708), profesora retoryki dla kleryków jezuickich w semina-
rium nauczycielskim w Lublinie (1680–1683). Jak pisze Anna Królikowska (Królikowska 2017, 34–35): Autor 
m.in., panegiryku Fulmen orientis Joannes III (Kalisz 1684) na cześć Jana III Sobieskiego, zawierający opis odsie-
czy wiedeńskiej. Utwór ten charakteryzowała klasyczna łacina, żywy styl, plastyczny obraz pełen ekspresji, już lekko 
barokowy, dzięki którym to cechom Fulmen należy do najlepszych utworów polskiej prozy łacińskiej. 
15  W katalogu Janockiego opisane są mowy Adama Burskiego: CCCXCVIII. Orationes Variae, ab Adamo Bur-
sio […] graece confectae, & publice recitatae. Wskazał tylko mowy, a nie wspomniał o innych, daleko istotniej-
szych pracach, właśnie z zakresu retoryki. 
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przygotowywaniem np. wystąpień publicznych niż mechanicznego opanowywa-
nia gotowych wzorów. Nie dziwi zatem, że w dalszej części swego wprowadzenia 
do bibliografii Dziekoński wiele miejsca poświęca uwagom Euzebiusza Słowac-
kiego oraz Jana Śniadeckiego (Dziekoński 1825, 30–31).

W sumie uważam, że przypomnienie pracy Dziekońskiego jest istotne; stanowi 
ona świadectwo z jednej strony zrozumienia dla wagi i znaczenia teorii retoryki 
w ogólnym wykształceniu, z drugiej – jest pierwszą próbą pokazania jej na szer-
szym tle rozwoju kultury polskiej. Jak sądzę, uwaga końcowa nie straciła nic na 
swej aktualności (tamże, 45):

Nakoniec i tego ieszcze po światłych rodakach oczekuie retoryka polska, aby prawidła wszel-
kie, przykładami mówców własnych raczey, niż obcych stwierdzali: mniey dokładne niekiedy 
wzory podobne, z przyzwoitem atoli ostrzeżeniem, skuteczniey działać będą na umysły mło-
dziezy, niż naywytwornieysze obce płody, nie zawsze w tłumaczeniach z potrzebną dokład-
nościa wydane. 

DZIEKOŃSKI ON RHETORIC: AN INTRODUCTION

The dissertation on the general outline of rhetoric in Poland (Rozprawa obeymująca 
ogolny rys retoryki w Polsce) by Tomasz Sylwester Dziekoński (1790–1875), pub-
lished in 1825, seems to be such a venerable monument that it is not worth reaching 
for it. Such a judgment seems to me both hasty and very unjust. This dissertation 
concerns not only the history of rhetoric and its development and importance in 
Poland, but more broadly – it talks about the problem of shaping literary culture 
in the period of the First Polish Republic (up to the times of the Kingdom of Po-
land). Her assessment was probably influenced by the fact that at the beginning of 
the 20th century a fundamental study by Wilhelm Bruchnalski (1859–1938) The 
Development of Pronunciation in Poland (Rozwój wymowy w Polsce) (Bruchnalski 
1918, II. 214–343) was published, which pushed Dziekoński’s fine print into the 
history books. In my opinion, not right.

Several factors probably contributed to this. Not least was the fact that Dzie-
koński presented the history of rhetoric in a rather specific way. On a cursory read-
ing, this work strikes with its crazy brevity and surprising omissions (among 
others, its author does not notice the role and importance of Quintilian, and the 
problems related to shaping the ability to write and think with the help of the 
theory of rhetoric are treated from the perspective of the Enlightenment theo-
ries, which are rather briefly discussed). It should be remembered, however, that 
in 1825 there was no fundamental Polish bibliography of Estreicher, the work 
of Adam Benedykt Jocher was published almost a quarter of a century later 
(an important addition to the work of Józef Florian Sołtokowicz from 1815 by 
Antoni Sozański appeared in 1859).
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In his research, Dziekoński relied on the works of Feliks Jan Bentkowski 
(Bentkowski 1814) or Louis Moréri (Moréri 1759 or other edition), as well as the 
first Polish encyclopedia of Ignacy Krasicki (Krasicki 1781–1783). He also used 
the work of Józef Maksymilian Ossoliński (Ossoliński 1819–1822); however, these 
studies were far from sufficient for such an intention as the Dissertation Obeying 
a General Feature of Rhetoric in Poland. He referred to German studies, including 
the works of August Hermann Niemeyer (Niemeyer 18056-1806; Niemeyer 1808; 
Wnęk 2013, 194–196) and the encyclopaedia (Real-Encyclopädie, 1819–1824)16; 
also dictionaries and bio-bibliographic lists by Philipp Alegamba, Szymon Bielski 
or Christian Gottlieb Jöcher (Alegamba 1643; Bielski 1812; Jöcher 1733–1751). 
Let us add that the reprinted dissertation includes 87 Polish and foreign authors 
and 93 works. This work would deserve only a mention if it were not for certain 
comments by the author (perhaps inspired by Samuel Bogumił Linde?) concern-
ing the evaluation of both the authors and their achievements in the pre-Enlight-
enment period.

However, a more important problem was that, as Jan Hulewicz indicates in 
his biography (Hulewicz 1939–1946, VI.136–137), that despite his experience as 
a teacher and organizer of education for women, Dziekoński rather supported 
the German and Russian models of education in the Kingdom of Poland (Hulewicz 
1939–1946, VI.136; Hulewicz 1939; Wnęk 2013, 191–204). It is worth recalling 
that he condemned pedagogical liberalism; he was also a member of the Guard-
ianship Council of the Deaf Institute (1844–1864) and a member of the Public 
Education Council (1861–1867) established by count Aleksander Wielopolski.

However, we are interested not in his pedagogical, popularizing and trans-
lation activities, but in the bibliography on rhetoric. It is valuable because it 
is the first attempt to organize our knowledge about the history of rhetoric 
in Poland. At the same time, which must be emphasized at once, it is a kind 
of reasoned, or rather evaluative, bibliography. Dziekoński not only gives 
us a list of works, but also „issues” a mark for each of them. What’s more, 
not only in the introduction, but also in the bibliography itself, he intro-
duces a division into eras, which he provides with comments (Epoch I. First 
attempts to raise eloquence (Dziekoński 1825, 46), Epoch II. Blooming state 
of science (Dziekoński 1825, 46–47), Epoch III. The contamination of good 
taste (Dziekoński 1825, 47–50)17 , Epoch IV. New attempts to revive good taste  

16  It had several editions; here I indicate, as the most likely source, the fourth edition.
17  On p. 51, he writes: From the Epoch of the Corruption of Taste, I have not seen any proper rhetoric in the 
Polish language, nor treatises on the Polish language applied to pronunciation, there are only different collections 
and patterns of speeches, which are supposed to take the place of rhetoric [the author’s writing – add. JZL]. An im-
portant remark, but in the light of more recent research, erroneous; I leave it without comment, as a testimony 
to the description and analysis of our achievements in the field of not only rhetoric but also, more broadly, the 
intellectual condition of Polish society, starting from the second half of the 17th century until the middle of the 
eighteenth century.



JAKUB Z.  LICHAŃSKI30

(Dziekoński 1825, 50–55)18 ). It is mainly based on Bentkowski’s pledges (Bent-
kowski 1814), but, as he points out, he also used other sources.

Judging from the list, the author mainly pointed to textbooks that were used in 
Jesuit and then Piarist schools, as well as various anthologies of speeches. Some-
times he made comments that might still be relevant. For example, when on p. 52, 
describing the work of Jakub Boczyłowicz, Eloquent Politician… (Wymowny poli-
tyk), Toruń 1694, he adds: finally, 4 pages devoted to the patterns of titles of various 
dignities, and the translation of French personal names into Polish.

Among the various opinions presented by Dziekoński about the discussed 
authors, the remark about Father Maciej Kazimierz Sarbiewski and his treatise 
De acuto et arguto (Dziekoński 1825, 16–17) is important:

It is impossible to believe that he, who was so admired at that time for his refined style, would 
not have taught in Vilnius with the same enthusiasm as in Rome [referring to the tact de acu-
to et arguto – add. JZL]. So great a genius could be prolific in the invention of accurate and 
striking new ideas, intimately acquainted with the classical literature of antiquity, he could 
keep himself within the bounds of decency, but his example, by inflaming minds more slug-
gish, could instill this flaw in eloquence, which only in Bartochowski19 can be noticed.

There are a lot of similar remarks, though scattered throughout Dziekońs-
ki’s work, and despite the passage of time, they are of considerable importance 
for determining how our literary tradition was perceived in the first quarter 
of the nineteenth century. Especially since, for example, this particular work 
by Bartochowski is mentioned in Adam Mickiewicz’s „Pan Tadeusz”, in book VIII, 
in Wojski’s lecture on heaven (Erdman 2001, 40).

However, when assessing Dziekoński’s work hastily, one should not forget that 
he used the state of research at that time, e.g. on education in Poland (Bentkowski 
1814; Sołtykowicz 1810). The latter position is especially important, as a supple-
ment to it was published in 1859 (Sozański 1859); however, the author has not 
corrected his earlier comments. Despite major flaws, drew attention to the impor-
tance of Adam Burski’s works (Dziekoński 1825, 11, note 1), pointing out, among 
others, on the opinion of Jan Daniel Janocki (Janocki 1752, 119ff)20.

18  The author writes on p. 52: From the epoch of the revival of good taste in the sciences, until our times, apart 
from the proper works on pronunciation, we have dissertations dissecting the Polish language in various ways, 
of which we will mention only those that have a closer connection with pronunciation. [the author’s writing – perm. 
JZL]. This remark indicates that the author is aware of bibliographic omissions!
19  It is about Wojciech Bartochowski (1648–1708), a professor of rhetoric at the Jesuit seminary in Lublin 
(1680–1683). As Anna Królikowska writes (Królikowska 2017, pp. 34–35): Author of, among others, the panegyric 
Fulmen orientis Joannes III (Kalisz 1684) in honor of Jan III Sobieski, containing a description of the relief of Vien-
na. This work was characterized by classical Latin, a lively style, a graphic image full of expression, already slightly 
baroque, thanks to which Fulmen is one of the best works of Polish Latin prose.
20  Adam Burski’s speeches are described in Janocki’s catalog: CCCXCVIII. Orationes Variae, ab Adamo Bursio 
[…] graece confectae, & publice recitatae. He indicated only the speeches and did not mention other, far more 
important works, precisely in the field of rhetoric.
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However, Dziekoński makes an important remark about the harmfulness 
of learning the rules of the theory of rhetoric by heart (Dziekoński 1825, 19): 
Despite the enumerated works published by Poles during this era, foreign rhetoric 
was also used, which was partly not so much the same arrangement as learn-
ing by rote verbatim was harmful [emphasis – JZL]. This remark is worth 
noting, because it indicates that its author saw rather the need to understand 
the principles governing the preparation of, for example, public speeches, than 
the mechanical mastering of ready-made formulas. It is not surprising, there-
fore, that in the further part of his introduction to the bibliography, Dziekoński 
devotes much space to the remarks of Eusebiusz Słowacki and Jan Śniadecki 
(Dziekoński 1825, 30–31).

All in all, I think it is important to recall Dziekoński’s work; On the one hand, 
it is a testimony to the understanding of the importance and importance of the 
theory of rhetoric in general education, and on the other – it is the first attempt 
to show it against a broader background of the development of Polish culture. 
I believe that the final remark has lost none of its timeliness (ibid., 45):

Finally, Polish rhetoric also expects this from enlightened compatriots, that all rules, using 
examples of their own speakers rather than those of foreign speakers: sometimes less ac-
curate, similar patterns, but with a decent warning, will have a more effective effect on the 
minds of young people than the most sophisticated foreign fetuses, not always translations 
with the necessary accuracy issued.
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