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of cognition in which the formation of illusions, the "false objectifiction of the presentationat
forms," arises. He discusses certain inversions or reversals whereby reality is seen as making
a demand rather than the person making a demand of reality, as when, with respect to final causality,
the end is construed as a cause. Overgeneralization is identified as a funher source offalsity, wi;h
ideologies as a prime example. Finally, illusory forms of everyd ay life, as play, language, and
an,
are considered.
The spirit and methodology of the book are avowedly determined by a Marxist and Lukacsian
position. For the reader who does not share this standpoint, rhe most interesting passages will be
those where the author turns away from abstract theory to concrete examples. The laner, which
reflect Almrisi's very considerable knowledge of history and literature, are often suggestive, but a
per$Pective which politicizes the most mundane and inconsequential of activities, right down to
games, will not always seem the most illuminating, The theoretical passages, expressed in the often
turgid and opaque sryle of this genre, are heavy going, and while the tone of the work is highly
reasonable, the observations none the less proceed from a point which does not see the need to
go beyond assertion on fundamenral marers. Though this may, of course, be all illusion.
cesses
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genreonP.lT6,anditisinfactasanelaborationofthatcompressedargumentthathisbookproves
to be most rewarding.
even
the.l3etic structuring of experience' though
The primary emphasis lies very much-in

A good way of reading this book is as an updated version of Lenin's Materinlism and EmpiioCriticism-except that Aronowitz is accusing virnrally all of Western Marxism (including French,
German, and Italian versions) ofretreating to the phenomenalism and uncritical scientism that Lenin
originally lambasted as "empirio-criticism." As Aronowitz sees it, Marxism overreacted to positivist
strictures against history having a telos by divesting human agency ofany genuine purposefulness.
This emasculation of the purposive only serves to enlist Marxists among the passive defenders.of
the hegemony of modern science. Aronowitz drives home the point most effectively in his cririque
ofHabermas (chapter 6), whose idea ofpurposeful human action is bifurcated between technocratic
decision-making and the free expression ofone's personal perspective, Habermas thus fails to open
a conceptual space for the transformation of the material conditions in which the sphere of human
action is constituted. Aronowitz links this failure to Marxism's traditional aversion ro the material,
which he interestingly ffaces to Marx himself being of one mind with classical polfuical economy
on the desirability of minimizing physical labor. Aronowitz's positive project, which is explicidy
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deferred to his next book, is to use feminism and ecologism as a basis for constructing an epistemology
that takes seriously the implications ofknowledge ofthe world always being rn the world, specifically
in woildly creatures such as ourselves.
By any contemporary standard, and especially Marxist ones, the book is remarkably well.
informed on a variety ofphilosophical and sociological topics, including recent sociology ofscience.
Along the way, Aronowitz offers illuminating reassessmen$ of Taylorism (as an instance of science
colonizing a subjec matt€r rather than simply being applied to it), Lysenkoism (as having been better biology than its ideologically inspired detractors have admitted), and the work of Christophet
Caudwell (as the first to see th€ indeterminism ofquantum physics as symptomatic ofscience turning against its bourgeois supponers). Curiously, though, the book seems to be less informed on mat'
ters direcdy bearing on Aronowitz's own project. For example, no reference is made to the burgeoning
epistemologies ofexperimental inrervendon (e.g. Roy Bhaskar, Ian Hacking, Patrick Heelan) or
to the quasi-Marxist attempts to incorporate the Eajectory of mature science within a comprehensive social policy (e.g. Gernot Boehme, sal Restivo). Also, one may wish to contest the political
feasibility of Aronowiet very quest for a "post-scientific'epistemology. Here it is telling that Aronowitz
reads Bruno Latour as arguing that the laboratory is increasingly becoming the model of the world
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was enabled, for the first time, to get a grip on the distinction between subjective and objective
judgments, i.e., Kant's judgments of perception vs. his judgments of experience, where the former

sort ofiudgment or quasi-judgment is puzzlingly illustrated by this: "IfI supporr a body I feel an
impression of weight." Again and again in his book but here above all Aquila demonstrares the
power of his approach through a fierce encounter with the Kantian text.
JOSE
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I
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This book is one ofa series entitled "The Problems ofPhilosophy: Their Past and Present."
Each volume in the series has a Part I which is an introduction ro rhe history ofthe problem in
question and a Part 2 in which the author defends a preferred solution. Audi's historical introduction (pp. 1 l-82, approximately one third ofthe book) consists ofanalyses ofthe theories ofpractical
reasoning of Aristotle, Hume, and Kant. These do not serve very well to define a "problem. of
practical reasoning, but they do show that there is no historical consensus on rhe ropic. Although
obviously influenced by Aristotle, Audi makes little use of this historical introduction in presenting
his own view; so the two parrs of the book can be read independently.
In Pan 2 Audi presents atheory ofthe basic elements and structures ofpractical reasoning.
He makes a useful distinction between a "practical argumenf," which is a certain sffucture of propositions, and "practical reasoning" which is a corresponding process, normally involving motiva.
tional and cognitive premises from which a practical judgment is concluded. He calls it an inferential realization of the corresponding argument.
Audi devotes chapters to the relation ofpractical reasoning to intenrional action, to the dynamics
of action, and to rational action, and has a chapter on the aJsessment of practical reasoning.
He argues that practical reasoning does not genetically underlie the performance of every
intentional action, but he does claim that to every intentional action (at least every one performed
for a reason) there corresponds a practical argument, even ifthe agent did not reason accordingly.
Such an argument is "reconstructively available" and often provides at least panial explanation and
at least prima facie iusti{ication.
In regard to the dynamics ofaction, practical reasoning serves both to guide an action based
on it and to strengthen the agent's motivation to perform that action. It may also explain both how
an intention is generated and why the action is executed when it is. Audi also gives an analysis
ofweakness ofwill. A chain ofpractical reasoning may be outweighed by competing practical reasoning, by a standing desire, or by sheer impulse.
In his chapter on radonal action, Audi summarizes the positions of Aristotle, Hume, and
Kant, and develops his own theory of rationality as "well-groundedness."
In the chapter on the assessment ofpractical reasoning, he calls attention to criteria for the
soundness of the practical argument corresponding to a piece of practical reasoning, but he also
points out that there are additional conditions needed to iustify an agent's making the inference
and in believing rhe propositions.
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