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Abstract 

Maria Kokoszyńska-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 Kokoszyńska-Lutmanowa 

Maria Kokoszyńska-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 (Nazwy ogólne i wieloznaczne). 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 Gödel; 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 Über den absoluten 
Wahrheitsbegriff 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 über die Einheitswissenschaft (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 Kokoszyńska-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 Förderpreis für Wissenschaft und Kunst 
der Landeshauptstadt St. Pölten. 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 Kokoszyńska-
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 Kokoszyńska-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 Gödel 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 Gödel 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, is 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.: I 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 earlier 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 is 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 Zarębski 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 Wrocław (Poland). His research 
fields 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), Myśli 
a sposoby życia. Eseje o filozofii współczesnej [Thoughts and the Form of Life. 
Essays on the Contemporary Philosophy], Universitas Press, Kraków 
2016, The Radial Method of the Middle Wittgenstein: In the Net of Language, 
Bloomsbury Academic, London 2022.  
 
Tomasz Zarębski works as an associate professor at the University of 
Lower Silesia in Wrocław (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 
paradygmatu do kosmopolis, Wrocław 2005) and Robert Brandom’s 
inferentialism (Neopragmatyzm Roberta B. Brandoma, Kraków 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 
 



Nordic Wittgenstein Review 12 (2023) | DOI 10.15845/nwr.v12.3665|  
 [Prepublication for Open Review] 

 

Kokoszyńska-Lutmanowa 9 
 

 

  



Maria Kokoszyńska-Lutmanowa 
 

Kokoszyńska-Lutmanowa 10 
 

 


