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Abstract

Maria Kokoszyniska-Lutmanowa (1906-1981) was a Polish philosopher
and student of Kazimierz Twardowski, the founder of the Lvov-Warsaw
School. In 1938 she went to the University of Cambridge (Newnham
College) on a Sarah Smitton Fellowship. There she attended George
Edward Moore’s lectures as well as one of Ludwig Wittgenstein’s Lectures
on the Foundations of Mathematics in 1939. In this interview which was
conducted with Alois Eder she talks about her encounter with
Wittgenstein. It was published in 1978 in the Polish art and culture
magazine Odra and is her only published memoir about Wittgenstein. The
interview is republished here both in English translation and as facsimile
of the original publication with the kind permission of the Odra magazine.

Maria Kokoszynska-Lutmanowa

Maria Kokoszynska-Lutmanowa (1906-1981) was a Polish philosopher and
student of Kazimierz Twardowski, the founder of the Lvov-Warsaw School.
Twardowski was the supervisor of her doctoral dissertation General and Ambiguous
Names (Nazmwy ogdine i wielognaczne). In her later career, Kazimierz Ajdukiewicz also
played a major role. In 1934, she went to Vienna, where she came into contact
with the Vienna Circle’s philosophers Rudolf Carnap, Otto Neurath, Moritz
Schlick and Friedrich Waismann. She also met Karl Menger, Karl Popper and
Kurt Godel; with the latter she did meet again in the United States in 1962. In
Vienna, she got to know Alfred Tarski, with whom she kept in touch long after.
At a seminar of the Vienna Circle, she gave a lecture Uber den absoluten
Wabrbheitsbegriff und einige andere semantische Begriffe, later published in the journal
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“Erkenntnis” (vol. 6, 1936). In this journal she also published an article,
Bemerkungen iiber die Einbeitswissenschaft (vol. 7, 1937/38). In 1938 she went to the
University of Cambridge (Newnham College) on a 3-year Sarah Smitton
Fellowship. There she attended George Edward Moore’s lectures and Ludwig
Wittgenstein’s Lectures on the Foundations of Mathematics in 1939. Unfortunately, due
to the imminence of war, she decided to return to Poland that same year. After
WWII she was a professor at the University of Wroclaw, where she headed the
Department of Logic and Methodology of Science until the end of her work at
the university, i.e., until 1976. As a philosopher, she dealt with general issues of
logic, semantics and methodology of sciences. She researched the deductive
method and the analytical nature of propositions of deductive sciences, as well
as the inductive method. She was also interested in the theory of definitions.
Regretfully, Maria Kokoszyniska-Lutmanowa's writing legacy has not survived.
This interview is her only published memoir about Wittgenstein. Instead, archival
materials about her contacts with Alfred Tarski have survived and are housed at
the Tarski Archives in Berkeley.

Alois Eder, born 1948, studied German language and literature, History and
Linguistics at the University of Vienna. He became known through numerous
publications and as editor in chief of the Austrian culture and literatue magazine
Limes. In 2002, he received Lower Austria’s Forderpreis fiir Wissenschaft und Kunst
der Landeshauptstadt St. Polten. In the 1970s Eder spent four years as lecturer at the
University of Wroclaw in Poland.

Some Recollections of Wittgenstein

An interview by Alois Eder with Prof. Maria Kokoszynska-
Lutmanowa

Original publication in Polish in “Odra”, December 1978

Alois Eder: Professor, how did you first come into contact with the
Vienna Circle philosophers?

Maria Kokoszynska-Lutmanowa: In the early 1930s, professors
such as Kazimierz Twardowski and Kazimierz Ajdukiewicz were
working at Lviv University — I used to be an assistant of the latter at
that time. Their endeavors in the field of philosophy aimed at achieving
scientific precision. Ajdukiewicz had already written an essay on
language and meaning, which only appeared in German in 1936, and
similar attempts in philosophy, concerned with the explanation of
concepts, were being pursued at Vienna University, led by Moritz
Schlick. Hence, it came as no surprise when I was sent by the Lviv-
based philosophers to Vienna on a three-month scholarship, which
was eventually extended to five months. In Vienna, I began attending
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the lectures delivered by Professor Schlick, thanks to whom I got to
know Friedrich Waismann and Otto Neurath. My attention was also
drawn to the mathematical seminar of Prof. Karl Menger, in which the
famous logician Kurt Goédel took part, and through this I became
acquainted with him. At that time he was absorbed in publishing his
work on the incompleteness of mathematics, which was attracting great
attention. It was there that I learned that the aforementioned scholars
had formed a circle whose aim was to engage as a group in collective
readings and discussions of Wittgenstein’s Tractatus.

A.E.: So Go6del took part in that as well, did he?

M.K-L.: Yes, he did. I think he also participated in that circle. Only
Carnap was not yet in Vienna then.

A.E.: What did you hear about Wittgenstein, in Vienna?

M.K-L.: Wittgenstein was seen as a particularly odd figure. There
were diverging opinions regarding his background in terms of social
class. He was supposedly only willing to speak about philosophy with
the people he himself had chosen. Reportedly, he was most
comfortable talking to Schlick and Waismann, whereas he refused to
have discussions with Carnap straight after their first meeting, as the
latter had apparently been too critical of him. It seemed that he
preferred to be treated like a prophet than like a scientist. The Tractatus,
written in a rather aphoristic style, was completely unclear to the
Viennese philosophers of the time, yet aroused great interest, which
spread beyond their circle and also involved researchers from specific
disciplines, such as biology, psychology and law. Here, the names
Edgar Zilsel and Felix Kaufmann should be mentioned. Karl Popper,
then still very young but already highly regarded as a theoretician of
science, 1s also worth mentioning.

A.E.: Were you already familiar with the Tractatus then?

M.K-L.: No, I wasn’t. In Vienna, I hadn’t yet got to know it. I only
read it in Cambridge, in 1939.

A.E.: What are your personal memories of Wittgenstein from
Cambridge?

M.K-L.: T was in Cambridge from October 1938 till June 1939.
Wittgenstein had lectures at the university then, and these were usually
held at private premises. I attended one of them. Wittgenstein’s
appearance clearly stuck out. He was short in stature, and strikingly
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slender; he still looked very young, despite the fact that he was in his
fifties at that time. Usually, he dressed casually: a short jacket, jodhpurs,
high boots. The clothes increased the impression of his youthfulness
even more. What attracted particular attention, where his thin face and
distinct features were concerned, were his very bright eyes, with their
clear and perspicacious gaze. His manner of conducting his lecture was
also most peculiar: he was thinking while speaking, which does not
always happen with professors, since they typically speak about
something they have thought through some considerable time earlier.
The subject of the lecture was the uniqueness of mathematical
propositions. With reference to that, he alluded to the issue of the
similarity between his own views and those of Carnap, clearly implying
that the latter had appropriated some of his ideas without
acknowledging their author.

I encountered Wittgenstein once more, at the meeting of the
Cambridge Philosophical Society, chaired by G.E. Moore. Wittgenstein
came in after the discussion had already begun, and did not take the
floor himself; however, he followed the discussion, reacting with
animated facial expressions. After he arrived, one of the younger
participants at the meeting whispered to me: “You’ll see, Moore won’t
say anything more. He never speaks when Wittgenstein is present’.
That remark gives us a good idea of the special nature of the position
Wittgenstein held in Cambridge then.

A.E.: Does it mean that there was some major disagreement
between Moore and Wittgenstein?

M.K-L.: I think Moore feared Wittgenstein’s criticisms. It is worth
noting that Bertrand Russell, in later years, went on to express his
disappointment as regards Wittgenstein. As a curiosity, I might also
mention that Wittgenstein was very reluctant about women
participating in his lectures. Fortunately, it did not bother me, as I had
come to Cambridge mainly for Moore’s lectures.

A.E.: Even so, Wittgenstein’s posthumous philosophical oeuvre
was prepared for publication by a woman who evidently overcame that
obstacle.

M.K-L.: Yes, by Elizabeth Anscombe. Indeed, she somehow
managed to cross that barrier. But that happened only in the later years,
so I had no opportunity to experience it. One more word about women
at Cambridge University then: at that time, they were not yet normal
students — they were only allowed to listen to lectures and earn
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academic degrees. However, some of them gained positions of
responsibility. Suffice it to mention Susan Stebbing — albeit not in
Cambridge then. She brings us back again to Wittgenstein: it was an
open secret that he rather unambiguously forbade her to attend his
lectures. The point was, probably, that she wanted to see scientific
accuracy in philosophical work.

A.E.: What is your own opinion about Wittgenstein as a
philosopher?

M.K-L.: His analyses, both in the Tractatus and in his later works,
are strikingly insightful and perspicacious. Regrettably, the purpose of
Wittgensteinian philosophizing differed from what the majority in the
audience had been expecting. They eagerly followed his guidance
insofar as he was turning against the absurdity of the old philosophy;
however, where, having arrived at the proper usage of concepts, he
wanted to reject philosophizing entirely (like a ladder which, having
used it, we set aside, as suggested at the end of the Tractatus), they didn’t
want to follow him. He did not believe in the possibility of serious
philosophy of a scientific kind, even if it took the form of a theory of
science. And herein lay the bone of contention between him and most
of his contemporaries amongst philosophers. This clash of views, in
my opinion, made it impossible for Wittgenstein to find common
ground with Carnap, who was very committed to building a precise
philosophy of science. In the end, due to his scepticism, Wittgenstein
completely gave up lecturing at the university.

A.E.: You said eatrlier that he barely tolerated criticism from Carnap.
How did it look in his lectures? Did he accept critical comments from
the audience?

M.K-L.: He allowed the audience to ask questions. His lecturing
was not ‘smooth’ — being, instead, a voice in the discussion. He didn’t
resort to any pre-prepared manuscript, but developed his thoughts
before the audience; in this way he was able to prompt students to
engage in their own thinking alongside him.

A.E.: What else 1s worth noting about philosophical life in
Cambridge at that time?

M.K-L.: Philosophical life was focused on Moore’s lectures and
seminars. The younger philosophers enjoyed the opportunity of taking
the floor in the meetings of the aforementioned Philosophical Society.
Even more than with lectures, the issues discussed there found
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expression in publications. The evidence for this is that relatively few
students would attend the lectures. At Moore’s, there were usually six
or seven people, while at Wittgenstein’s lectures that I mentioned
earlier there were about fifteen. A lot got written, and quickly
published, and a great deal was read, making it possible for vigorous
discussions to develop amongst the students. The participants included
several foreigners: for example, Georg Henrik von Wright from
Finland, who was later a professor, and Norman Malcolm from the
United States. There was also a Pole from Warsaw.

A.E.: Was there a sense of close community amongst Wittgenstein’s
students? Perhaps his lectures exuded an exotic power of attraction?

M.K-L.: I think that the philosophical focus, as well as the way of
philosophizing, were indeed similar where both Moore and
Wittgenstein were concerned. The subject matter of Wittgenstein’s
lectures then was close to that of contemporaneous philosophers at
Cambridge, and thus not exotic.

A.E.: Yet, for many who listened to Wittgenstein — like von Wright,
Malcolm and others — wasn’t it he who left a lasting impression on
them, in that they are dealing with his work even today?

M.K-L.: Maybe. Anyway, that is not the case for me.

A.E.: Thank you, sincerely, for the conversation.

Translated from Polish by Tomasz Zar¢bski and Carl Humphries
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Biographical notes

Piotr Dehnel is a Professor of Philosophy at the University of Lower
Silesia and at the Academy of Fine Art in Wroctaw (Poland). His research
tields include Wittgenstein and contemporary philosophy as well as
German philosophy. Main publications: Ludwig Wittgenstein: teoria a terapia
[Ludwig Wittgenstein: Theory and Therapy] (PWN, Warszawa 2014), Mys/i
a sposoby %ycia. Eseje o filozgofii wspétezesneg [Thoughts and the Form of Life.
Essays on the Contemporary Philosophy], Universitas Press, Krakéw
2016, The Radial Method of the Middle Wittgenstein: In the Net of Language,
Bloomsbury Academic, London 2022.

Tomasz Zar¢cbski works as an associate professor at the University of
Lower Silesia in Wroctaw (Poland). He deals with themes of contemporary
philosophy of language, epistemology and the philosophy of education. In
his books he focused on the philosophy of Stephen Toulmin (Od
paradygmatn do  kosmopolis, Wroclaw 2005) and Robert Brandom’s
inferentialism (Neopragmatyzm Roberta B. Brandoma, Krakéw 2013). He is
also a translator of philosophical authors into Polish (incl. Toulmin,
Wittgenstein, Searle, Cavell, Derrida and Conant).

Carl Humphries teaches philosophy at the Jesuit University Ignatianum in
Krakow, where he conducts research into the later Wittgenstein,
temporality, ethics and value theory — along with their intersections.
Amongst other things, he is the author of several articles on Wittgenstein,
as well as a book-length study entitled Radical Historicality: Perspectives from
the Later Wittgenstein (Krakow 2020).
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Facsimile of original publication in Odra 12/ 1978, pages 59-61

WSPOMNIENIE
O WITTGENSTEINIE

ROZMOWA Z PROFESOR MARIA KOKOSZYNSKA-LUTMANOWA

Anis Eder: V)V Ghr sp0s0b zetkngla sg pani pro-
/esor po raz merwszy z florefami Kota Wiedenskiego?

Maria Kokoszynska-Lutmanowa: We
wezesnych latach trzydziestych dziatali na
uniwersytecie we Lwowie tacy ludzie, jak
profesorowie Kazimierz Twardowski i Ka-
zimierz Ajdukiewicz, u ktorego bylam
wowczas asystentkg. Ich praca na polu
filozofii obrata sobie za cel naukowg pre-
cyzje. Ajdukiewicz miat juz za sobg roz-
prawke o jgzyku i znaczeniu, ktora dopie-
ro w roku 1936 ukazata sie¢ w jgzyku nie-
mieckim. Podobne proby w filozofii, do-
tyczgce objasniania pojeé, mialy migjsce
na uniwersytecie wiedefiskim, a kierowat
nimi Moritz Schlick. Nic wigc dziwnego, ze
filozofowie Iwowscy wystali mnie do Wied-
nia na trzymiesigczne stypendium, ktére
wydltuzylo sig do pieciu miesigey. W Wied-
niu zaczetam uczgszcza¢ na wyktady pro-
fesora Schlicka, dzieki niemu poznatam
Friedricha Waismanna i Ottona Neuratha,
zwrocono mi tez uwagg na matematyczne
seminarium prof. Karla Mengera, w kto-
rym uczestniczyt stawny logik Kurt Gddel,
i tam go poznatam. Byl wtasnie zajety pu-
blikacig swej pracy o niezupeinesci mate-
matyki, ktora cieszyla si¢ olbrzymim zain-
teresowaniem. Tam dowiedzialam sig, ze
wymienione osoby tworzyly Koto, ktérego
celem byta wspolna lektura i dyskusja nad
.Traktatem™ Wittgensteina.

A.E.: Wiec Godel takze bral w tym udzial?

M.K-L.: Tak, mysle, ze tez nalezat do
tego Kota. Tylko Rudolfa Carnapa nie byto
juz wtedy w Wiedniu.

A.E.: Co uslszata pani w Wiedniu o Wirtgenste

e’

M.K.-L: Wittgensteina przedstawiono
mi jako postac¢ niestychanie osobliwg. Zda-
nia co do jego klasowego pochodzenia
byty podzielone. Mowito sig, ze jest sktonny
do rozmow o filozofii jedynie z wybranymi
ludzmi. Podobno najchetniej dyskutowal ze

i Waismannem, natomiast z
Carnapem juz po pierwszym spotkaniu w
ogoéle nie chciat rozmawiaé, poniewaz
Carnap mial go jakoby nazbyt krytykowac.
Tymeczasem on wolal byé traktowany ra-
czej jako swego rodzaju prorok niz jako

Schlickiem

naukowiec. , Tractatus’”, utrzymany w a-
forystycznym stylu, nie byt catkowicie jasny
dla owczesnych wiedenskich filozofow,
wzbudzit jednak wielkie zainteresowanie,
ktore rozprzestrzenito si¢ poza ich krag
i objeto rowniez przedstawicieli poszcze-
golnych nauk, takich jak biologia, psycho-
logia i prawo. Nalezy tu wymienié na-
zwiska Edgara Zilsela i Feliksa Kaufmanna.
Warto jeszcze wspomnieé Karla Poppera,
ktory, choé wowczas jeszcze bardzo mio-
dy, byt juz wysoko ceniony jako teoretyk
nauki.
A.E.: Czyjuz wredy znata pani , Trakiat”?

M.K.-L.: Nie, przyjechawszy do Wied-
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nia jeszcze go nie znalam, dopiero prze-
czytatam go w Cambridge, w 1939.

A.E.: Jakie osobiste wspomnienia ma pani o
Wirigensteinie z Cambridge?

M.K.-L: W Cambridge przebywatam od
pazdziernika 1938 do czerwca 1939 roku.
Wittgenstein mial wéwczas wyktady na
tamtejszym uniwersytecie, wykiady te za-
zwyczaj odbywaly sie w prywatnych po-
mieszczeniach. Na jednym 2z tych wykla-
déw bytam obecna. Wyglad Wittgensteina
rzucat si¢ w oczy. Z postury byl niski,
uderzajgco szczuply, wygladat jeszcze bar-
dzo miodo, mimo ze juz wtedy mial powy-
zej piecdziesigtki. Ubieral sig zwykle na
sportowo, krétka kurtka, bryczesy, wyso-
kie buty. Ten ubiér wzmagat jeszcze wra-
zenie miodzieficzosci. W jego szczuplej,
wyraznie zarysowanej twarzy, najwieksza
uwage budzity oczy, bardzo jasne, o prze-
nikliwym spojrzeniu. Takze godny uwagi
byl sposdb. w jaki prowadzit wykiad: my-
slat w trakcie méwienia, co nie zawsze zda-
rza si¢ profesorom, gdyz méwig oni za-
zwyczaj 0 czym$, co juz dawno przemy-
Sleli. Tematem wykiadu byta osobliwo§é
zdan matematycznych. Poruszyt w tym
zwigzku sprawg podobienstwa wtasnych
pogladéw z poglagdami Carnapa, dajgc
stuchaczom do zrozumienia, ze Rudolf
Carnap przywiaszczyt sobie niektére jego
idee bez powotania sig¢ na ich autora.

Spotkatam Wittgensteina raz jeszcze i to
na posiedzeniu Towarzystwa Filozoficzne-
go w Cambridge, ktéremu przewodniczyt
George E. Moore. Wittgenstein wszed! juz
po rozpoczgciu dyskusji, sam nie zabierat
gtosu, ale sledzit dyskusje ozywiong mimi-
kag. Po wejsciu Wittgensteina jeden 2z
miodszych uczestnikéw zebrania powie-
dziat mi szeptem: ,zobaczy pani, Moore
nic juz nie powie. Nigdy nie méwi, gdy
Wittgenstein jest obecny”. Ta uwaga po-
zwala zrozumie¢, jaka specjalng pozycjg
zajmowat wowczas Wittgenstein w Cam-
bridge.

A.E.: C2y 2naczy to. 7e muedzy Moorem 1+ Witigen-
stanem 1simals dua rézmca rdant?

M.K-L.: Mysle, ze Moore bat sig kryty-
cyzmu Wittgensteina. Warto zaznaczyé, ze
Bertrand Russell miat sie wyrazaé w poz-
niejszych latach o Wittgensteinie z roz-
czarowaniem. Jako ciekawostke mozna po-
dac, iz Wittgenstein odnosit sie z nieche-

60

cig do kobiet, jako uczestniczek jego wy-
kiadow. Mnie to na szczgécie nie krepo-
walo, poniewaz przybytam do Cambridge
gtéwnie dla wyktadéw G. E. Moore'a,

A.E.: Ale jednak spuscizng Witgenstena wydsla
drukiem kobieta, kiora w oczywssty sposéb przelamala
owg barierg?

M.K-L.: Tak, Elizabeth Anscombe. W ja-
ki$ sposéb istotnie przetamata tg barierg.
To jednak jest sprawg lat poézniejszych,
wigc nie miatam sposobnosci iej poznat.
Jeszcze stowo o kobietach na owczesnym
uniwersytecie w Cambridge. Podéwczas
nie byly jeszcze normalnymi studentkami,
pozwalano im jedynie stuchaé wykladéw
i zdobywac¢ naukowe stopnie. Niemniej jed-
nak niektore z nich osiggaty odpowiedzial-
ne stanowiska. Wystarczy wymienié prze-
bywajaca juz wéwczas poza Cambridge Su-
san Stebbing. W zwigzku z nig znéw wraca-
my do Wittgensteina. Bylo tajemnica poli-
szynela, ze Wittgenstein catkiem niedwu-
Zznacznie zabronit jej uczeszczania na swe
wyktady. Chodzito prawdopodobnie o to,
ze chciata widzie¢ w pracy filozoficznej
naukows precyzje.

A.E.: A rakie jest pani osobista zdanie o Wittgen
steirne jako fliozofie?

M.K-L.: Jego analizy, zarbwno te w
.Traktacie”, jak i te w jego pézniejszych
dzietach, cechuje uderzajgca gtebia i prze-
nikliwos¢. Niestety, celem Wittgenstei-
nowskiego filozofowania byto co$ innego,
niz oczekiwata tego wigkszos$é jego stu-
chaczy. Chetnie szli za nim dopéty, dopoki
zwracal sig przeciw absurdom starej filo-
zofii, natomiast gdy — jak to czyni pod
koniec , Traktatu” — chciat odrzucié filozo-
fowanie w ogodle, jesli tylko doprowadzito
do wilasciwego postugiwania sig pojgcia-
mi (niczym drabing, kt6rg odstawia sie po
uzyciu), wéwczas nie chcieli juz podazaé
za nim. Nie wierzyt w mozliwo$é¢ trzeiwej
naukowej filozofii, nawet gdyby miata byé
tylko teorig nauki. Tu tkwita koéé niezgody
miedzy nim a wiekszoscig dwczesnych fi-
lozoféw. Ta réznica poglagdéw doprowadzi-
ta, moim zdaniem, wtasnie do tego, ze
Wittgenstein nie mogt znalez¢ wspolnego
jgzyka z- Carnapem, ktéremu bardzo zale-
zato na zbudowaniu precyzyjnej filozofii
nauki. Wittgenstein w koficu ze swego
sceptycyzmu wyciggng! tg¢ konsekwencje,
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ze catkowicie zaniechat wyktadéw na uni-
wersytecie.

A.E.: Powiedziala pani wczesnie), ze nie znosit
krytyki Carnapa. Jak to wygladato na jego wykladach?
Czy przyymowal krytyczne uwagi stuchaczy?

M.K-L.: Pozwalat na stawianie pytan.
Wyktad jego nie byt , gtadki”, byt raczej gto-
sem w dyskusji. Nie postugiwat sig jakims
gotowym manuskryptem, rozwijat swe
mysli przed stuchaczami i umiat ich t3
drogg pobudzi¢ do wspétmyslenia.

A.E.: O czym jeszcze warto by wspommel, jesli
chodzi o dwczesne zycie filozoficzne w Cambridge?

M.K-L.: Zycie filozoficzne koncentro-
wato sie na wyktadach i seminariach
Moore'a. Mtodsi filozofowie mieli sposob-
noé¢ zabrania glosu na zebraniach juz
wspomnianego Towarzystwa Filozoficz-
nego. Jednak jeszcze silniej, niz na wykta-
dach, sprawy te znajdowaty swoéj wyraz
w publikacjach. Dowodem na to jest fakt,
ze na wyklady uczeszczato stosunkowo
mato oséb. U Moore’'a bywato zazwyczaj
szesciu do siedmiu stuchaczy, a na owym
wspomnianym wczes$niej wyktadzie Witt-
gensteina byto ich okoto pigtnastu. Sporo

pisano, publikowano szybko, wiele czytano
i w ten spos6b mogly sie rozwijaé ozywio-
ne dyskusje migdzy studentami. Wséréd
uczestnikbw spotykato si¢ sporo obcokra-
jowcoéw, np. pbézniejszego profesora Henry-
ka von Wrighta z Finlandii i Normana Mal-
colma ze Stanéw Zjednoczonych. Byt
wsrod nich takze jeden Polak z Warszawy.

A.E.: Czy istniala jakakolwiek wspdinota miedzy
stuchaczarmi Wittgensteina? A moze jego wyklady
prom/emowaly egzotyczng Slia przycngama?

M.K-L.: Myslg, ze temat i sposéb filozo-
fowania w Cambridge, reprezentowany
przez Moore'a, byt w gruncie rzeczy podob-
ny do Wittgensteinowskiego. Temat wy-
ktadébw Wittgensteina byt zatem bliski
owczesnym filozofom w Cambridge i nie
byt niczym egzotycznym.

A.E.: Jednak dla wielu, ktorzy skuchali Witigen-
steina, takich jak Wright, Malcolm i inni, wilasnie on
musial si¢ sta¢ trwalym przezyciem, skoro jeszcze do
dzi$ zajmujg sie jeqo dzietem?

M.K-L.: By¢ moze. Ze mng w kazdym
razie tak nie jest.

A.E.: Serdeczme dzigkuje za rozmowe.

Rozmawiat Alois Eder
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