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lement liee a la Revolution d'Octobre 
et me me avant elle, avec »Aurore« de 
Jacob Bohme, que H. H. Holz met en 
relation litteraire avec Ie croiseur »Au­
rore«. L'expose a souffert d'un man­
que de construction methodique ap­
propriee. 

L'expose de cloture a ete confie a Jin­
rih Zeleny de Prague, qui, selon I'idee 
des organisateurs, aurait da exposer, 
sous titre »La raison et la revolu.tion«, 
la vision qui les avait determines a 
acceder a la preparation de ce Con­
gres. C'est en operan.t une differen­
ciation entre eux que Zeleny a pre­
sente certains aspects de ce type de 
rationalite dont s'inspire »Ie materia­
lisme dialectique au stade actuel de 
son developpement, comme pretend 
I'auteur en decouvrant ainsi ses pre­
dilections philosophiques et idelogiques 
que naguere il avait prises lui meme 
comme point de depart etqui ont con­
serve moins la force du vieux vin et 
de I'ancienne amitie et davantage cel­
Ie de la conviction dogmatique qui 
veut que c'est precisement en cela que 
consiste la philosophie marxiste qui 
defend les interets du mouvement ou­
vrier etc. Cela explique·le fait que Ze­
leny adopte comme conception dia­
lectique de contradiction cette forme 
de rationalite dans I'evolution de la 
pen see marxiste qu'iI oppose critique­
ment a »I'extrapolation epistemologi­
que des concepts bioevolutifs dans la 
soi-disante theorie evolutive de la con­
naissance«. Ensuite iI traite de la di­
gitalisation par rapport a la dialecti­
sation, pour aborder enfin »I'avenWre 
de la raison« dans la pensee actuelle 
et la science ou il souligne I~avantage 
de la notion dialectique de contradic­
tion consideree dans Ie sens de la mo­
railte humaniste. Son incursion dans la 
theorie ou la philosophie de la scien­
ce est justifiee par Ie theme du Con­
gres qui s'adresse non seulement aux 
philosophes mais egalement aux natu­
ralistes et aux scientifique humanistes. 
II faut en particulier souligner d'im­
portants resultats enregistres par les 
recherches recentes cen.tress sur les 
mouvements ideologiques au XVllle 
siecle et communiquees au cours du 
Congres. Ces mouvements ideologiques 
ont influe sur la Revolution franc;aise 
comme annonee et preparation, mais 
aussi comme critique et reproche an­
ticipees. Signalons entre autres Olivier 
Bloch de Paris, auteur d'in.teressantes 
decouvertes qui s'est penche sur Ie 
materialisme a I'epoque de l'Ancien 
regime, ensuite H. Schuttler, avec son 
expose sur I'ordre des iIIuministes, puis 
V. Verra qui a parle de K. L. Reinhold, 
enfin W. Bahner avec son expose sur 
Abbe de Mably, II a ete egalement 
question des millenaristes, des »ideo­
logues«, de Destutt de Tracy, de Ma­
dame de Stael, de Claude Foriel etc. 

G. Labica de Paris, coorganisateur du 
Congres de la part franc;aise, a parle 

de Robespierre, H. J. Sandkuhler de 
Breme, coorganisateur de la part alle­
mande, a donne a sa communication 
Ie titre »Sur la rationalite Ie progres 
et Ie nouveau penser«. D. Losurdo, Ie 
nouveau president de I' Association, a 
presente son expose sous Ie titre »La 
Revolution franc;aise a-t-elle subi en 
eched De I'histoire d'un topos«, Au 
travail du Congres ont pris part d'au­
tres participants notables tels que R. 
Rauth, A. Robinet, K. Hammacher, M. 
Vovelle, T. I. Oiserman, N. Tertulian, 
L. Seve et a utres. 

Trois participants yougoslaves: D. Le­
kovic de la part de l'Academie des 
sciences du Montenegro, M. Cekic de 
Beograd/Nis et Ie rapporteur soussig­
ne pour qui Ie participant Ie plus in­
teressant a ce Congres a ete Reinhard 
Louth de Muniaue: II y a un demi­
siecle, iI est en.tre avec les occupants 
a Paris pour etre plus tard condam­
ne a mort par les nazis. 

Milan Damnjanovic 

(Traduit par Melita Wolf) 

International Seminar 

in Dubrovnik 

.. Wittgenstein 
and the Philosophy of Culture .. 

Interuniversity Center in Dubrovnik has 
hosted another international postgra­
duate seminar »Wittgenstein and the 
Philosophy of Culture«. This ~ears the­
me was the pioneer work of Peter 
Winch The Idea of Social Science 
(1958), which pursues some late mo­
tifs of Wittgenstein's and hos reope­
ned the discussion about .the method­
ological foundation of the so-called 
social sciences. The seminar took pla­
ce on 5-13 May 1988, and was direc­
ted by Kjell S. Johannessen and Tore 
Nordestam (Bergen) and Gajo Petro­
vic (Zaqreb). Along with the main the­
me, some other topics out of the broad 
spectrum of Wittgenstein's philosophi­
cal work were considered in the semi­
nar, mostly those of aesthetic or of 
strict an,thropological/culturalistic na­
ture. Here is a brief presentation of 
the lecturers and the topics of their 
papers: 

The first to lecture was Benjamin R. 
Tilghman of Kansas State University, 
whose paper was entitled Discerning 
Humanity: Ethics and Human Under­
standing. Tilghman criticized Cartesian 
dualism and behaviorism related to 
it, and argued in favour of Wittaen­
stein's supposed monism. He quoted 
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some late texts of Wittgenstein's, and 
pointed out tha.t in judging humani­
ty Wittgenstein did not start from iso­
lated movements but from gestures. 
When this is adopted, along with so­
me other Wittgenstein's innovations, 
the subject of judgement is no longer 
a particular part of man (body/soul) 
but the whole of human being. Dua­
lism and behaviorism are prejudices of 
modern philosophy, which ought to 
be discarded as conceptual confusions. 
Tilgham also claimed, using appropria­
te literary examples as evidence, that 
understanding of people and their ac­
tions is analogous to understandinq of 
art, and that adequate conceptual in­
struments for such understanding are 
provided by Wittgenstein's late philo­
sophy. 

Kjell S. Johannessen (Bergen), one of 
the directors, delivered his paper The 
Centrality of the Concept of Practice in 
Later Wittgenstein's Philosophy. By 
comparing Wittgenstein's early and la­
te phases Johannessen demonstrated 
the change in Wittgenstein's central 
concepts. While in Tractatus logic 
»speaks for itself«, later on the role 
is taken over first by language and 
eventually by practice. Johannessen 
quoted section 202 of Philosophical 
Investigations, in which beinq is equa­
ted with practice, and he stressed the 
importance of the so-called daily prac­
tice. When »following-the-rules« is 
practised, messages are simultaneous­
ly sent out, and the comprehensive 
character of such communication is 
most obvious in the process of learn­
ing. 
Robert Sharp of the University of Wa­
les gave a lecture entitled Humanism. 
Ideology and Classical Style. which 
had little to do with Wiltgenstein, even 
less with Winch, practically nothing 
with social sciences, but it had very 
much to do with the aesthetics of mu­
sic. Shorp discussed the role of ex­
pressive predicates in the subjective 
as well as objective internal history of 
music, and analysed the relationship 
between musical structure and indivi­
dualism. 

Goran Svob (Zagreb) delivered a short 
but highly instructive lecture entitled 
Frege and Wittgenstein on Artificial 
Languages. In the focus of attention 
was Frege's sign of assertion and Wit­
tgensteins criticism relative to it. Svob 
demonstrated how Frege's conception 
of assertion sign changed in the cour­
se of time. with Frege obviously caring 
less and less about grammar and mo­
re and more about metaphysical pro­
blems. Wittqenstein mostly criticized 
Frege's early conception of the sign 
only, but implicit problems related to 
Frege's conception seem to have troub­
led him more than it might appear at 
a glance, which may have influenced 
considerably his transition from the 
early into the so-called late phase. 

Ted Schatzki (University of Kentucky) 
examined in his lecture the founda­
tion of the rationality of Wittqenstein's 
philosophy. By concluding that Wittgen­
stein's rationality always remained 
in the field of irrationality, Schatz­
ki too highlighted Wittgenstein's con­
cept of practice. Pointing out that the 
interpretive social science dealt with 
rules only .to a certain degree, and that 
rules of social practice were often -
if not always - difficult to formulate, 
Schatzki claimed that (later) Wittgen­
stein was no rationalist in the strict 
sense of the word. According to him, 
explicit rules are only surface pheno­
mena, which renders certain cultural 
conservatism on the part of Wiltgen­
stein justified. 

Audun 0fsti (Trondheim) submitted his 
work in which he contrasted the con­
ceptions of language game and so­
-called full language. In later Wittgen­
stein the conception of the unique 
transcendental language of Tractatus 
was destroyed, which brought about 
certain relativization: one could no 
longer ~peak of (one) world border, 
but rather of several separate and dif­
ferent subjectivities, that is of the 
world's (or even worlds') borders. Fur­
ther on 0fsti attempted to explain and 
interpret this position along the lines 
of Apel's and Habermas's transcenden­
tal pragmatics. 

The lecture of Gajo Petrovic (Zagreb), 
Some Remarks on Winch and MacIn­
tyre was exemplary both in terms of 
content and of the discipline to keep 
strictly to the theme of the seminar. 
After he had given a brief presenta­
tion of the matter, the lecturer refer­
red to those of Winchs, that is Wd­
genstein's theses that he agreed with 
(e.g. the idea that a close relationship 
should be established between social 
science and philosophy), and then ga­
ve arguments for his objec.ting to so­
me of their other theses and views. 
First of all he criticized Wittgenstein's 
understanding of philosophy, which is 
built on an unquestioned conception 
of man, and then demonstrated that a 
reduction of man to a rule-following 
being did not meet the need for a 
free individual. Human practice trans­
cends the world, so that rule governed 
behavior is but one aspect of human 
being. 

The seminar included several lectures 
which dealt with the philosophy of 
culture in the narrow sense. Harald 
Grimen from Bergen, for example, did 
discuss Winch, but he took up another 
book of his - Understanding Primitive 
Society. while Cyrril Barrett (Universi­
ty of Warwick) in his lecture On Cul­
tural Relativism refuted assessments of 
Wittgenstein's cultural relativism as ex­
treme. The same lecturer delivered a­
nother paper, which dealt with Witt­
geinstein's thinking of Frazer and so-
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cial anthropology or, more precisely, 
with Rush Rhees's notes of Wittgen 
stein's comments on Frazer's The Gol­
den Bough. Wittgenstein's views on 
the difference between science and 
magic were analysed: there is progress 
in science but not in magic, which in­
volves no development. 

Cyrril Barrett's lecture, as well as all 
other lectures in which particular cul­
turalistic and general aesthetic topics 
were brought into prominence, aroused 
lively discussions among the partici­
pants in the seminar. That was also the 
-case with Benjamin R. Tilghman's se­
cond paper, Mo.re Uses for the Dead 
Cat, which posed the question of art 
and non-art, of art as intentionality, 
and of clear thinking of art. 

The final lecture was given by Tore 
Nordestam, one of the directors of the 
seminar. He contrasted ,the thinking of 
Karl Otto Apel with Peter Winch's 
work The Idea of Social Science. The 
seminar thereby returned to its main 
theme and came to a Happy and suc­
cessful end. The title of ,the next semi­
nar was announced: WiHgenstein and 
the Philosophy of Culture: The Condi­
tions of Man. Wittgensteins work Cul­
ture and Value will provide the basis. 
The seminar will be held on 8-12 May 
1989. 

Alan Uzelac 

(Translated by Goranka Antunovi~) 

Augsburger-Zagreber 
philosophische Gesprache 

Welt in der Philosophie 
- Philosophie in der Welt 

.. Weltbegriff im Deutschen 
Idealismus und seine 

Umwandlungen .. 

Ein zentraler philosophischer Gedanke 
durchzieht seit der Renaissance das 
Denken - die PerspektivitCit des Blik­
kes. Beileioe, nicht mehr die Zentral­
perspektive, und ein Tafelbild ist aucl­
kein Fenster mehr, durch das man 
schauen kann, wenn der Text selbst 
zur Welt geworden ist. 
Und damit sind wir schon mitten im 
Thema des Kolloquiums, das in Augs­
burg vom 29. 6.-3. 7. 1988 stattfand. 
Um das Problem 'Welt in der Philoso­
phie - Philosophie in der Welt' zu dis­
kutieren, versammelten sich Philoso­
phen der UniversitCit Zagreb und der 
UniversitCit Augsburg zum GesprCich. 

Veranstaltet und organisiert vom Insti­
tut fUr Philosophie der Augsburger 
UniversitCit, finanziell unterstiitzt vom 
DAAD und der UniversitCit Augsburg, 
war 4 Tage lang eine sehr anregende 
und interessante Erorterung iiber das 
Thema 'Welt', nach Kant »ein Kreuz 
fUr den Philosophen«, zu horen. Das 
Zentrum fUr die Auseinandersetzung 
mit dem Problem 'Welt und Philoso­
phie' bildete auf diesem Kolloquium 
»Der Weltbegriff im deutschen Idealis­
mus und seine Umwandlungen«, wobei 
RGckbesinnung auf die griechische 
Konzeption von Welt als 'Kosmos', die 
christlich-mittelalterliche Bestimmung 
der Wel,t als 'mundus' und auf das in 
der Renaissance geborene 'Weltbild', 
die subjektive, geistige Schopfung von 
Welt also (Cusanus), sich als notwen­
dig und unumganglich erwies und von 
den Teilnehmern ouch geleistet wurde. 
So gelang von der 'Drehscheibe' des 
deutschen Idealismus aus sowohl ein 
RGckblick auf die geschichtlich je ver­
schiedenen Welt-Auffassungen als ouch 
ein Vor- und Ausblick auf die Umwand­
lungen, die der Weltbegriff in der Phi­
losophie nach Hegel im 19./20. Jahr­
hundert erfahren hatte. 

Dem Thema entsprechend ergaben sich 
also zwei Schwerpunkte dieses Kollo­
quiums: Zum einen der Weltbegriff bei 
Kant, Fichte, Schelling und Hegel, zum 
anderen Transformationen und Kritik 
bei Marx, Schopenhauer, Nietsche und 
Husser! und Neuansatze im 20. Jahr­
hundert. 

Ein Bericht Gber die, von den einzel­
nen Referenten vorgetragenen Thesen 
hat sich also nicht an die 'Chronolo­
gie der Ereignisse' zu halten, sondern 
der Zweiteilung Rechnung zu tragen, 
wobei Verspannungen, Vorgriffe und 
Riickverweise zu beachten sind. 

Den Bedeutungen der Idee des Kosmos 
in der griechischen und hellenistischen 
Philosophie, sowie deren Verlangerunq 
in dem Denken der Neuzeit ging das 
weit sich ausspannende Einleitungsre­
ferat von Branko. Bosnjck 'Die Idee des 
Kosmos' nacho 1m Kosmos-Begriff, so­
wohl medizinischer, ethischer, politi­
scher und naturphilosophischer Prove­
nienz, gehe es, so Bosnjak, nicht um 
die Wel,t als Welt, sondern darum, ob 
diese Welt Chaos oder Kosmos, d.h. 
Ordnung sei. Der Gedanke der 'Ord­
nung' und 'Geordnetheit' von Welt 
durchziehe das qesamte europaische 
Philosophieren, vom griechischen Kos­
mos-, iiber das mittelalterliche 'ordo'-, 
bis zum neuzeitlichen 'Universum'-Den­
ken, wie der Referent 1m Ganq durch 
die Philosophie-Geschichte aufzeigte. 

Eine ebenfalls umfassende Deutung der 
europaischen Philosophie versucht 
durch Vergegenwartigung des Anfanges 
darin, so muB man wohl sagen, ouch 
schon des 'Ende' mi,tzusehen: gemeint 
ist Heideggers Aneximander Interpre­
tation, der 5ich Elmar Weinmayr im 




