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Toward the end of hi life Wittg n tein wrote: Men hav judg d 
that a king can make rain' we ay thi contradict all e p ri nce. 0­

day they jud that a r plane and the radio etc. ar m an for th 
cl r c ntact of people and th pread of cultur . ' I Thi rem rk i 
a rather cl r allu ion t what iUgen t in, in my opinion a1way be­
Iieved: that man' -called hi t rical progre and e pecially th po­
itive rol rea on i uppo ed to play in it, i an illu ion. Th am 

c nvicti n i rene ted by Wittgen tin' choice of the motto for hi 
Philo phicallnve tigation , a quotation from e troy: ' rhaupt 
hat der Fortschritt da an ich daß er iel gr" ßer au chaut, al er 
wirklich i t.' That thi m tt refer to th ocial-hi torical progre 
of mankiod and not, ay, to Wittgen tein' own pr gr in phil 
phy becom 0 viou wh n viewed tog ther with the Forew rd writ­
ten t th Philo ophi he R merkungen, dated 6. 11. 1 30 wher 
Wittgeo tein t t that the pirit of h' work i diffeTent from that of 
the maio tream of European and Am rican civilizati n, ince the lat­
ter ichara terized th form r i n t by th idea of a con tant pro­
gr . Wittg n tein' attitud t ward the üb ral idea of pr gr i 
that of a con ervative. Tm attitud i a tually not c 0 pi u u in 
the Philo ophi he Rem rkungen, to which the For word w written 
ub equ ntly; but it already th r I lieve at th tim of th 
ra talU and it come quit manife t in WiUgen tein later writ­

ing. y purp ein th pr nt pap r i to ugge t that Witt n tin' 
-e lIed later philo phy i the ern odiment fa con erv tiv -tradi­

tionali t iew of hi tory and in particular, to how that thi philo ­
phy in fact provid a logical foundation fOT uch a view. 

Ther can b no doubt at alt that th con ervative-traditionali t en­
timent really w a ba ic element in Witt en tein' per onality. Tru , 
many of hi later friend in ngland were left-wing' and hi plan in 
th thirti ,to ettl d wo in the ovi t nion, might ugge t commu­
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uite unlik the Philosoph; ehe Bemerkungen. The tyli tie difference 
between the two work 9 i re Uy triking - and thi difference refleet 
a pr ~ und pbilo ophieaJ re- rientation. It has been ugge ted that tbe 
cau e of thi re-ori ntation wa that famou paper by ödeion for­
maJJy undecidable propo ition of Principia Mathemati a, publi hed 
in 19 J. 10 But it eem that Wittgen tein was not acquainted with that 
p p r befC re 1935. Jl pengler' influenc ,on the other hand i quite 
obvious. What wa ignificant for Wittgen t in in hi pbilo ophi al 
re-orientati n, w not only pengler' g neraJ pe imism a r ard 
th fate of We t rn culture and hi de criptioo f the typ of man cb ­
r eteri tic of the pre ent g 12, but aJ 0 the idea that We tern eulture 
and it p ei:fic m de of thinking i ju tone among many, that tbe 
We tern pirit i , ince the beginning of "modern time " in a proee 
of decay and that it i Rus ian; m that to-day repre ent ' pring" 
in c ntra t to th "Wint r" of the "Fau tian ' (We tern) nation and 
their eultur which by n w ha degen rated int a "eivilizati n". 
Wiugen tein too paks, e rly in 1931, of ur "half-rotten culture" 
and of Ru ia wher "pa ion" till promi e m thing, gain t 
which ur "idJe talk • i powerle . The e e re ion eur in a con­
ver ation witb chlick. 13 In a previ u conver ation Wittg n tein 
come t di cu S hlic • view on ethic. chlick wr te that there 
were in theolo icaJ ethic , two view a to th e nce of the Good: 
ace rding to th hallower interpretation the G d i g d becau 
G d wilJ it· according to the profounder interpretation God will 
th G od b cau e it i g d. Wittgen tein di gree with ehlick. He 
elieve that the fir t interpretation i the m re profound n: go d 

i what G d e mmand .14 Value cu tom tradition cannot and 
hould n t be explained. 15 Every e planati n i a it were a judg ­

ment of rea n - but re 0 it elf Wittgen tein in hi later philo 0­

phy et out to pr v , i in the I t analy i grounded in traditi n . 
It i in thi en e that Wittgen tein will con tantly emphasize that all 
e planation mu t b done away with and de cripti n alone mu t take 
i place' tb t what b to aecepted the given - i not e plana­
tion ut/orms o/ljfl . 

Th re ult of Wittgen t in tater philo ophy can b ummed up 
by aying that "freed m", if thi bould mean om tbin different 
fr m b ing bund by genuin tradition i imply incompatible with 
rea 'on' and that "0 neonformi m' i an anthropological ab urdity. 
Wittgen tein nowhere e plicitly fonnulate the e re ult. be princi­
pIe he tat d in hi early work ace rding to whi h "whereof one ean­
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lire, that Wittgen tein' traditi naJi m and in particular the clo e 
conne ion of thi traditionali m to hi later th ories become mo t 
appar nt. One mu t, write Wiltgen tein, "reeognize eertain uthori­
ti in order to makejudgm nt at aU' 27· authoritie ,for instanee like 
ur cllO0/ 28, or ur inherited w rld-pieture 29 ' /oundat;on 30, agam t 

whieh any d ubt i hollow I. ' My life" - write Wittgen tein ­
" n i in my b ing content t aecept many thing ." 32 One must, 
in particular, be cont nt to c ept inherited language-game . The lan­
guage-game i there - like our life. 33 The the i that languag -game , 
i.e. ~ rm of life h v to be a e pted, that they are what i given, i 
of eou e th re in th lnve t; arlons t 0, and i ind d from 1931 on 
implicit thr. ughout Wittgenstein writing. In ny ende vour to eriti­
cize a gi en Iingui ti tr diti n, only anoth r lingui tic tradition can 
erve a tandard. Languag ,then, cannot be ubjeeted to critiei m 

from the tandpoint of 'pure' thinking. Language come into being 
and bee me ob I t and dif~ r nt lingui tie tradition beeome iot r­
eonn eted, e erting a ft pre ure on eaeh other. Imp rtant thereby 
i that a language mu t alway bornething that h grown organ; al­
ly 34; f rmali ed language ar merely djunct e ten ion of every­
day languag . "Our I nguage - write Wittgen tein in that well­
kn wo pa age - ean be se n a an ancient city: maze f little 
tr 1 and quar ,of old and new hou e and of hou e with addi­

tion from v riou peri d ; and thi urrounded be a muJtitude of new 
borou h with traight r gular tr et and uniform hou ' 3S 

Lovingly re t Wittgen tein' gaze upon thi natural manifoldne 
of langua e. He d e not areh for om thing "common" behind the 
diver ity of lingui tie phen mena he d n t areh for th 

e ne" f language, with reference to which one eould introduee, 
a it wer , a new Iingui tie order. Our langu g - and the time it re­
ne t - uffer it is true fr m many illne e, and Wittgen tein eer­
tainly d not want to on erve "the darkne of thi time.' 3 But 
th ickn of a tim ay Wittgen tein in a famou dictum, i eured 
by an alt ration in the mode of human life - and that alterati n i 
brought b ut by me eau e r ther the re ult of om develop­
ment or other' but not however, throu ha medicine that an individual 
e uld purp ely invent. 7 

Univers;ty 0/ Budape t 
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cien e, vol. 4 (197 ). In a I tter Dr. Joor kindly wrote to me in 1974 he 
u e ted th t the I ter Wittgen tein c uJd be reg rded a con ervative 

thin er in th en e defined by Mannheim in the above-quoted e ay. I think 
thi i a corre t and very fruitfuJ ugg ti n. I would like to emph ize, h 
e er, th t my aim in the pre nt paper i not to point out that Wittgen tein 
w in th te hnicaJ en e defmed by Mannheim, a con ervative, but to h w 
th t he w con ervative an phra e, and in particular that hi phil phy 
provide noveJ and cogent argument for new con ervati m or traditional­
im. 

Wittgen tein menti n pengler in hi comments on razer, written in 
1931 "Bemerkungen üb r Frazer The Golden Bough", ynthe ,vol. 11 
(1967), p. 241 . In the ame year he m e an ther, highly intere tin ,refer­
enc to pengler." i t, glaube ich eine Wahrheit darin - write Wittgen­
tein -, wenn ich d nke, dich eigentli h in meinem Denken nur reproduk­

tiv bin. Ich gl u e, ich habe ni eine Gedankenb wegung erfunden. ondem 
ie wurd mir immer von jemand anderem gegeben. Ich hab ie nur ogieich 

leiden chaftlich zu meinem lärung ver ucb ufgegrifIen. 0 haben mich 
Boltzmann, Hertz, Ru eil, Krau pengl r, raff: beeinflu t." (Wittgen­
tein General Remark . C mpiled by G. H. von Wright. Unpubli hed. Vol. 

II p. 256.) There i , again, an important reference to pengler in Philoso­
phi ehe Grammatik, Part H, written in 1932 or 1933. Di cu ing me math­
ematical term, Wittgen tein y that thj term,ju t Jike other tenn, doe not 
have a cJear-eut pplication - it i applied in many more or le reJated 
en e "wi etwa die Wörter 'Volk', 'König',' eligion' etc.· iehe pen­

gier". (Ludwig Wittgen tein ehri/ten, vol. 4, uhrkamp Frankfurt am Majn 
1969 p. 299.) 

9 me of the tyli tic fe ture hich fIT t mer einthe Philo ophi ehe 
Grammatik are: fictiti u dial gue unan wered que tion ,pecuJiar and enig­
mati imile - and the con tant u e of 'Du". 

10 Cf. . W. Levi, 'Wittgen tein Dialectician". In K. T. ann ( d.) 
Wittgen tein: The Man and Hi Philo ophy, DeU, ew York, 1967 pp. 372f. 

11 f. R. ood tein "Witt en tein' Philo phy of athematic'. In 
Ali e Ambro e and rri Lazerowitz (ed .), Ludwig Wittgen tein. Philo 0­

ph and Language, George AUen and Unwin Ud., London 1972. 
12 Der Gro tadtbewohner der reine, tradition 10 e, in formlo fluktuier­

ender e uftretender at achenmen eh, irreligiö , mit einer tiefen b­
neigung gegen d Bau mtum und de en höch te Form, den Landadel), aI 0 

ein ungeheurer chritt zum An rgani ehen, zum Ende' - a type character­
ized by a "kühler Tat achen inn' , h ving no' hrfurcht vor dem Überlief­
erten und ewach enen". 0 wald pengler, Der Untergang des Abend­
lande. Bd. I, C. H. Beck' ehe Verlag buchhandlung München 1919, pp. 
45f. 

IJ "Rußland. Die iden chan ver pricht etw . Un er Gerede dag en 
i t kraftlo ." udwig Wiugen tein, hri/ten, vol. 3, uhrkamp, Frankfurt 
am Majn, 1967, p. 142. 

14Ibid., p. 115. 
15 Thi i the point that Wittgen tein con tantly make in h' comments on 

Frazer. 
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I~ Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophy and Language. pp. 15f. 
17 Philosophische Grammatik, Ludwig Wittgenstein, Schriften. vol. 4, p. 

11 Tbe Blue and Brown Boos. Harper & Row, New York, 1960, p. J. 

19 Fania PascaJ, op.eit., pp. 33ff. 
2U Philosophical Investigations, Part I, § 433. - Tbis passage occurs practi­

cally word-for-word in Philosophische Grammatik, on p. 133 of Lhe Suhrkamp 
edition. 

21 Philosophicallnvestigations. Part I, 
22 Philosophical Investigations, Part I, 
2l Philosophical Investigations, Part I, § 19u. 
24 It is in this connection that Lhe tenn "inexorability" emerges in 1937. Cf. 

Remarks on the Foundations ofMathematics, BasiJ BlackweU, Oxford. 1964. 
Part I, §§ 4,118. 

25 Philosophical Investigations. Part. J, § 242. 
2~ On Certainty. § 156. 
27 Ibid., § 493. 
211bid., §§ 47, 664. 
291bid.• § 94. 
301bid., § 449. 
311bid.• § 312. 
32 Ibid.• § 344. 
31bid., § 559. 

34 Fann, op. eit., p. 35. From the "Autobiography" of Rudolf Camap. 
lS Philosophical Investigations. Part I, § 18. 
3~ lbid.• "Preface". 
37 Remarks on the Foundations ofMathematics. Part I, Appendix II. § 4. 


