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			  In lieu of an abstract, here is a brief excerpt of the content:
			  320 JOURNAL OF THE HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY 27:2 APRIL 198 9 "The most general feature of our age is its sense for reality and the 'wordliness' of its interests" (6). Even though this is an interesting slip, it is not what Dilthey wrote. Less trivial is the uneven form of the three groups of essays. The first two and the third and fourth essays of the first section hang together in the form of utterance and reply. This form is then dropped. More disturbing--because it runs counter to the intention of the editors Makkreel and Scanlon--is the inclusion of Jalbert's essay which comes with the following caveat: "The concern here is not with the 'real' Dilthey but with Husserl's Dilthey" (3~). In spite of all of this, Dilthey and Phenomenology remains a valuable contribution to our understanding and appreciation of a thinker whose role has only just begun to be seen in its proper light. FRANZ SCHREINER Philosophische Gesellschaft Wien James c. s. Wernham. James's Will-to-Believe Doctrine: A Heretical View. Kingston and Montreal: McGill-Queen's University Press, x987. Pp. x3o. $9o.oo. Most interpreters of "The Will to Believe" ignore the question of audience, something which James himself repeatedly emphasized. James's address was intended to make a definite point before an audience with definite inclinations. Had he faced a different group, with strong religious leanings, his address would have been very different in tone even though his basic point of view would have remained the same. Wernham too ignores James's audience and thereby misses the point. In the Preface to The Will to Believe James explains that most men are credulous, reckless in matters of belief, and that had he faced a "miscellaneous popular crowd" it would have been a "misuse of opportunity to preach the liberty of believing." Such audiences need to have the "northwest wind of science" "blow their sickliness and barbarism away." But his was not a miscellaneous audience, it was an "academic audience" "fed already on science," with very different needs. In the case of academic audiences "paralysis of their native capacity for faith and timorous aboulia in the religious field are their special forms of mental weakness."' Nowhere does Wernham quote or discuss either these texts or similar ones which are frequent in James's letters. James's underlying claim is this: it is in general wrong to insist on a rule of truthseeking which requires all truth seekers to ignore their passional natures, and specifically , it is wrong to veto the passional natures of those inclined toward religion. Why is this wrong? (1) The would be vetoers themselves do not ignore their passional natures but base their vetoes on their own fears of blundering. (2) It is possible that in religious matters a trusting acceptance without decisive evidence is a necessary condition of learning the truth. (3) The veto is especially unreasonable "if we are empiricists" because as empiricists we do not believe in "objective evidence." According to James, his argument does not rule out agnosticism: "Indeed we may wait if we will--I hope you do not think that I am denying that--but if we do so, we do so at our peril as much as if WilliamJames, The Will to Believe(Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, i979), 7. BOOK REVIEWS 321 we believed.TM It is significant that Wernham (49) quotes this passage but completely misses its significance. It is incompatible with Wernham's main thesis. For Wernham, James, like Pascal, is arguing that both atheism and agnosticism are foolish and that everyone should adopt a religious attitude. Wernham's interpretation of "The Will to Believe" is so sharply opposed to James's own that, if his intricate arguments really prove his case, it becomes impossible to take James seriously. After all, what is the worth of an author who so completely misunderstands his own words? Wernham's book invites polemic. Judging from his subtitle, polemic is precisely what he wants. And as a work which provokes sharp responses, Wernham's should come to occupy an important place in the James literature. Wernham's strength is that he sets up... 
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