








4 CONTINUITY

additions from various periods; and this is surrounded by a
multitude of new boroughs with straight regular streets and
uniform houses,*

The picture evoked was already implicit in a remark that Wittgen-
stein made in 1931: “General explanations of the world and of
language do not exist” (110:201f).°

Wittgenstein's thought is not only conservative in its style, but
also contains the elements of a conservative anthropology. His later
writings, beginning with his manuscripts of 1929-1931, convey an
image of man which stands in obvious contrast to the liberal ra-
tionalist outlook. The concept of the human subject acting by the
light of his own sovereign reason, reveals itself as absurd in the face
of the realization that the meaning of a word is not a mental image,
but the use to which the word is put. Thinking, believing, expecting,
and hoping are not private mental processes; mathematical {nsight is
grounded in exercise, in drill; every action s ultimately unrelated to
any kind of rational reflection.

Wittgenstein’s conservative anthropology employs predominantly
negative formulation: it moves like all conservative thinking, within
a system of concepts that is partly alien to the conservative mind,
that has been partly borrowed from the rationalist worldview to
which it is opposed. Thus it is entirely explainable that Wittgenstein
engages “in a struggle with language” (110:273) and that he must set
his hopes on the “inexpressible” (153a:130). By 1930, what is inex-
pressible seemed more inaccessible to reason than Wittgenstein had
believed earlier. The historical surroundings of the younger Witt-
genstein had still preserved traces of an established order—which
was seen to embody a conservative social theory. The world In
which Wittgenstein lived after the War was altogether different: to
an Austrian conservative such as himself, it may have appeared to be
entirely alien.

Fania Pascal, who taught Wittgenstein Russian at Cambridge in
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the mid-1930s, writes that “At a time when intellectual Cambridge
was turning Left, he was still an old-time conservative of the late
Austro-Hungarlan Empire.”® Just as Franz Grillparzer (1791-1872),
the playwright and contemporary of Beethoven, possessed a
“simplicity and purity . . . that he sought in vain to keep alive amid
his contemporaries,” so Wittgenstein glorified pre-War Austria dur-
ing the troubled decades after the War.” “The Austrians,” he wrote
to Bertrand Russell in 1921, “have sunk so miserably low since the
War that it is too dismal to talk about.”®

Wittgenstein's reverence for Grillparzer, who was Austria’s
greatest playwright, represents one more element of his conservative
worldview. It may be explained as an attitude inherited from his
maternal family, the Figdors, and especially from his grandmother
Fanny Figdor, who had been personally acquainted with the writer.
But there was also a spiritual affinity that drew the conservative
Wittgenstein to the conservative Grillparzer. Franz Grillparzer was
important to Wittgenstein as a defender of traditionalist values.

Paul Engelmann mentions a work by Grillparzer which par-
ticularly appealed to Wittgenstein, the play Ein treuer Diener setnes
Herrn, written in 1828. Engelmann stresses the importance for
Wittgenstein of the “self-sacrificing loyalty” that the hero of this
piece displays. A loyalty of this kind, as Engelmann has made clear,
was g trait that marked Wittgenstein’s attitude toward life in
general.® The theoretical expression of this attitude in his later
remarks often recalls lines from Grillparzer’s writings. Wittgenstein
believed that one must “recognize certain guthorities in order to be
able to make judgments at all,” authorities such as one’s school, or
an inherited picture of the world: these are basic moral principles in
relation to which every doubt is hollow. In a similar vein,
Grillparzer has the Emperor Rudolf, who dominates the tragedy Ein
Bruderzwist in Habsburg (1848), praise “this whole whose justifica-
tion is that it exists™:

*Fania Pascal, “Wittgenstein: A Personal Memoir,” Encounter (August, 1973}, 23.

").P. Stern, “Das W¢n Grillparzers,” Wort in der Zeit, IX, 6 (1963), 47.

*Ludwig Wittgenstein, Letters to Russell, Keynes, and Moore, ed. G.H. von Wright
{Oxford, 1974), 97.

"Paul Engelmann, Ludwig Wittgenstein. Briefe und Begegnungen (Vienna, 1970),
67.









