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Nietzsche Contra Rousseau: A Study of Nietzsche's
Moral and Political Thought. By Keith Ansell-Pear-
son. New York: Cambridge University Press, 1991.
284p. $49.95.

A considerable number of specialized scholarly stud-
ies of Nietzsche's political thought have appeared in the
last few years, a growth of interest in the subject that
clearly reflects the recent revival of Nietzsche's reputa-
tion among contemporary scholars. Nietzsche Contra
Rousseau stands out among these studies for the clarity
and soundness of its interpretations, as well as for its
greater familiarity with the best of German language
scholarship on Nietzsche.

Ansell-Pearson uses Nietzsche's critique of Rousseau
as a way of identifying and exploring the central issues
in Nietzsche's moral and political thought. This dialogic
approach to interpretation has many advantages, espe-
cially since Ansell-Pearson gives Rousseau a chance to
respond to Nietzsche's criticisms and thereby help us
identify Nietzsche's own limitations. It is particularly
helpful in identifying the most important features of
Nietzsche's understanding of the relationship between
resentment and democratic politics. As Ansell-Pearson
shows, Rousseau's obsessive and self-dramatizing moral
indignation represents for Nietzsche the hidden core of
democratic moralism: resentment against the fundamen-
tal conditions of human existence.

Ansell-Pearson develops this point in his excellent
chapter on Nietzsche's The Genealogy of Morals. He pres-
ents in this chapter an especially interesting and original
account of Nietzsche's understanding of justice and
community. This account effectively demolishes the
widespread image of Nietzsche as an ethical and politi-
cal individualist.

Bringing Nietzsche into dialogue with Rousseau also
helps Ansell-Pearson identify the sources of Nietzsche's
own resentment against the world. Nietzsche, of course,
preached the overcoming of resentment and the birth of
a "second conscious innocence" toward the cruelties of
human existence. But as Ansell-Pearson effectively
shows, Nietzsche's own bitterness toward modern indi-
viduals and society led him to delude himself in many
ways. In particular, Nietzsche's hatred of the modern
world led him to believe that modern degeneration and
corruption might itself provide the basis for the greatest
and most life-enhancing transformation of human cul-
ture. Rousseau, by contrast, was far more realistic. He
recognized that if society had completely corrupted
human character, then there was little to hope for from
revolutionary upheavals but grand displays of vice and
cruelty.

This Rousseauian response to Nietzsche can be
pushed even further. Rousseau had the great advantage
over Nietzsche in being quite self-conscious about his
own resentments. The contrast between Rousseau's
Reveries and Nietzsche's Ecce Homo as autobiographical
testaments is quite instructive and none too flattering to
Nietzsche.

Ansell-Pearson's dialogic approach to interpretation
does not, however, serve him as well when he begins to
assess the value of the arguments explored in the book.

Building on the Rousseauian critique of Nietzsche just
mentioned, he points us toward a synthesis of Rous-
seauian and Nietzschean politics, "a Dionysian politics
that is both agonistic and democratic" (p. 18). But in
order to consider this vision of politics seriously one
would have to step further outside of the Nietzsche-
Rousseau dialogue than Ansell-Pearson seems willing to
do.

Other political thinkers have explored the possibility
of a "politics that is both agonistic and democratic."
Hannah Arendt, in particular, springs to mind. Her
efforts, as well as the internal tensions within such a
view of political life, suggest a number of critical ques-
tions about the possibility of realizing such a goal.

How, for example, can one maintain an "agonistic"
view of politics without developing aristocratic con-
tempt for the mass of the people who are unable or
unwilling to participate in political struggles for recog-
nition? Many would argue that Arendt's attempt to
synthesize Rousseau and Nietzsche fails precisely be-
cause she ends up expressing such contempt. Alterna-
tively, how can one value all members of a democratic
community without developing moralistic resentment
toward the most creative and powerful individuals, the
kind of resentment that Nietzsche argues poisons the
minds of Rousseau and all other democrats? Is there a
nonmoralistic way of defending the view that every
individual deserves a certain basic level of respect and
dignity? Nietzsche Contra Rousseau would have been a
much more interesting book had Ansell-Pearson
stepped back a little from his dialogue between Ni-
etzsche and Rousseau to consider these important ques-
tions more fully.

Nevertheless, Ansell-Pearson's reconstruction of that
dialogue makes for interesting reading. It provides a
very stimulating and useful way of identifying some of
the most important questions raised by Nietzsche's
political thought.

University of Wisconsin, Madison BERNARD YACK

Justice, Law, and Violence. Edited by James B. Brady
and Newton Garver. Philadelphia: Temple University
Press, 1991. 368p. $44.95.

Violence, Terrorism, and Justice. Edited by R. G. Frey
and Christopher W. Morris. New York: Cambridge
University Press, 1991. 319p. $54.50 cloth, $17.95
paper.

Almost everyone condemns violence, but there agree-
ment ends. There is a broad consensus among writers
on the subject that unlike "force," which may be used
for good or ill, "violence" is necessarily objectionable, at
least prima facie. Violence has a case to answer. Beyond
that narrow strip of common ground, disagreements
multiply. Whether violence can ever be justified—and if,
so how; whether some forms of violence are worse than
others; whether violence is, on the whole, diminished or
exacerbated by governments and legal systems; and
even what, exactly, "violence" is—these are questions
that excite vigorous and sometimes partisan dispute.
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