
such powers are too much for the state. Thus marriage
should be left to cultural groups to define, publicly
acknowledge, and celebrate.

What is left to the state is the interesting business of
“insuring” caregivers against “the risks of intimate care”
(p. 129). Separating this responsibility from marriage would
allow, Metz argues, for a wider variety of care-giving unions
to be formally recognized and “insured” by the state—
single parents, gay parents, gay and straight couples, adult
cohabitators, etc. These are the groups that can form
ICGUs and invite the state to regulate them for the pur-
pose of ensuring that caregivers are treated fairly. Metz
summarizes: “the combination of value and risks inherent
in intimate caregiving gives the state good reason to pro-
vide some sort of insurance, in the form of a status for
those who engage in . . . relatively long-term intimate care-
giving unions” (p. 173).

Metz is eloquent, if brief, regarding the value of inti-
mate care: the way it enhances lives and society in a way
impersonal care cannot. She relies mostly on feminist cri-
tiques of marriage to explain the “risks” involved for care-
givers, who are often guaranteed few material rewards for
this profoundly important work. Precisely the best way
the state can “insure” caregivers against those risks, Metz
suggests, is a matter for debate—a debate she hopes will
be clearer and more fruitful than our current debates about
marriage.

I worry that in untying the knot between marriage and
state, Metz’s proposal would encourage a proliferation of
new knots between the state and those citizens who give
and receive care. When you tie enough knots, you get a
net, and nets often snatch up more than we intend. Metz
argues that a defining feature of intimate care, one inte-
gral to its special value and effectiveness, is that it is “pri-
vate” and “unmonitored” (p. 121). But she demands we
create ICGUs because “the costs and benefits of care . . .
cannot remain hidden behind the veil of marriage” (p. 129).
One reason Metz would like to separate marriage from
the state is that “when the state moves in, its presence is
overwhelming” (p. 144). Tocqueville would agree. He
argued that the growth of the French state corroded the
relationship of care that existed between the nobility and
peasantry, until finally, they were ready to use the power
of the state to destroy each other. Divorcing couples often
do something analogous before judges.

Such misgivings about the state should be applied to
the idea of ICGUs as well. Already, the state infringes on
the care and education of children in ways that would
seem scandalous to Locke and Mill. In her conclusion,
Metz admits that her proposal to disestablish marriage is
“radical . . . in some sense” (p. 153). She is right. What is
most radical is the suggestion of this new ICGU status,
which does not set new limits on the state but, rather,
potentially invites the state much deeper into the sub-
stance of our lives.

Nietzsche’s Revolution: Decadence, Politics, and
Sexuality. By C. Heike Schotten. New York: Palgrave Macmillan,
2009. 284p. $95.00.
doi:10.1017/S1537592711002520

— Paul E. Kirkland, Carthage College

Nietzsche’s Revolution takes on the ambitious project of
constructing an interpretation of Nietzsche that will serve
both a left Nietzschean revolution and a radical gender
and sexual political project. In so doing, C. Heike Schot-
ten carries out work initiated by authors like Michel Fou-
cault and Judith Butler, and she engages the tactics of
those like Wendy Brown and Lee Edelman. Schotten
attempts to carry further than Brown the Nietzschean cri-
tique of Christianity by avoiding both hopelessness and
unfulfilled longings of hopes that cannot be gratified. While
Schotten seems finally to be most interested in contribut-
ing to the debates in radical politics, feminism, and queer
theory, she aims to articulate the full possibility of the
Nietzschean basis for such a view. Instead of simply taking
his assault on the tradition of Western thought or his
explosion of dichotomies as a resource, she offers a close
reading of Nietzsche’s thought on revolution and the pol-
itics of the body. Schotten finds in Nietzsche a contradic-
tion between a revolutionary thinker and one who remains
attached to essentialist claims about gender and sex, health,
and the body. Schotten argues that contradiction is at the
essence of Nietzsche’s work and uses this as a way to claim
both departure from his claims and adherence to his rev-
olutionary aims. Presenting the tensions in his work, Schot-
ten neglects the opportunity to explore the way in which
opposition, tension, and contest operate within his thought.
Instead, she argues, the apparent contradictions give his
readers license to appropriate and radicalize the challenges
to truth claims while combating the essentializing claims
he inscribes in his writing.

While the book has many insightful observations about
Nietzsche’s writing, includes some careful analysis of its
themes, and may well serve the political goals to which it
is committed, it is not wholly persuasive as an account of
Nietzsche’s thought. To say Schotten’s book contains deep
contradictions would not be a criticism from the perspec-
tive that the author adopts. Schotten tells her readers that
Nietzsche gives us contradictions because dichotomies are
inevitable in writing, and he also encourages moving
beyond his dichotomies. There are nonetheless some weak-
nesses that are concealed by the demand to embrace con-
tradiction, which might have been better resolved by
thinking with Nietzsche’s thoughts a little more thoroughly.

Schotten’s claim that Nietzsche is a thinker of revolu-
tion after the manner of Rousseau or Marx ignores
Nietzsche’s expressed critiques of Rousseau in the French
Revolution, in particular, and revolution in general. (See,
e.g., Nietzsche’s comments on the subject in Human, All
Too Human, and Twilight of the Idols). Schotten argues
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that just as Nietzsche’s writing is performative, it is essen-
tially political in that it is driven by the will to power
and that, through it, Nietzsche attempts to “domi-
nate”(p. 74), to “seduce”(p. 86), and to “refound” (p. 78),
and not simply to make truth claims. Schotten’s assertion
that a radically new orientation for thinking demands
a radically new politics, however conceived, ignores
Nietzsche’s claim to the contrary. He declares in Human,
All Too Human that the most radically liberated thought
goes hand in hand with moderate action rather than
revolutionary politics. Schotten’s book would be aided by
more fully addressing Nietzsche’s statements about the
tension between political accomplishments and those in
cultural and intellectual realms. There is also consider-
able Nietzsche scholarship that denies any political con-
tent to his thought. While more recent scholarship has
found the political to be more thematic, a sustained effort
to argue that Nietzsche’s thought is essentially political
would be served by addressing the debate. Of course,
Nietzsche also makes numerous expressly political claims.
Pointing to those is not sufficient for the argument Schot-
ten advances, however, for she does not rely on Nietzsche’s
expressly political claims for her political argument; instead,
she builds on his epistemological, psychological, and phys-
iological statements, using these as a source for political
arguments Nietzsche would not himself make.

Schotten goes on to catalogue the ways in which Nietz-
sche uses the body as a metaphor and health as a cat-
egory in his articulation of goals. She selects those passages
that serve her wish to demonstrate that Nietzsche’s vision
of health is gendered as masculine and that he essential-
izes gender. What chapters 4 and 5 do show is Nietzsche’s
frequent use of bodily categories and bodily symbols for
psychic and cultural health. This part of the book will
provide a useful resource for those who are interested in
further exploration of Nietzsche’s attention to bodies and
to those investigating the meaning of health in his thought.
That Nietzsche uses the body and that embodied thoughts
and actions are also gendered is clear. It is far less evident
that Nietzsche’s attention to body, gender, and sex amounts
to fear of emasculation or the effort to exclude the female.
For two very different accounts of the fecundity of
Nietzsche’s treatment of sexual differentiation, one might
consider the work of Laurence Lampert and Luce Iriga-
ray. The notion that Nietzsche longs for some kind of
self-birth (p. 157) and, with it, the elimination of woman
conflates claims by Nietzsche and the dramatic narrative
of Zarathustra. One might see the limits of Zarathustra
and his solipsistic end as Nietzsche’s presentation of the
limits of such a teacher.

Schotten concludes from her analysis of Nietzsche’s treat-
ment of bodies and gender that he betrays a “fear of becom-
ing” (p. 170), and she attributes his sexual essentializing
to this fear and to his inability to accept the flux of becom-
ing. Suggesting ways in which he aims to “become femi-

nine” while at the same time taking him to task for
valorizing the masculine, Schotten finds herself caught in
a contradiction. Rather than thinking with Nietzsche about
how to address the tension between radical undermining
and apparent truth claims or about why this tension may
remain necessary, she simply claims that the contradiction
is the essence of his thought. On this basis, she argues that
Nietzsche offers a “revolution in revolution” (p. 172) by
resisting the substitution of new truth claims for those he
has undermined, thereby leaving strategies of radicaliza-
tion for others to deploy. She characterizes Christianity as
the sole source for “heteronormative sexual and gender
moralism” (p. 174) without exploring the relation between
Christianity and Plato, a constant theme for Nietzsche,
on this score. Instead of resolving textual difficulties on
Nietzsche’s terms, Schotten simply asserts that Nietzsche’s
thought “cannot be bent to the yoke of logical coherence”
(p. 176) and accepts contradiction as a characteristic of
his writing as autobiographical confession. Such a conclu-
sion gives Schotten license to turn to her own “autobio-
graphical” concerns and to the task of “queering Nietzsche.”
In order to articulate her vision, Schotten engages the
debates among Butler, Brown, and Edelman and offers
alternatives that are interesting and potentially fruitful but
do not rely on her painstaking study of Nietzsche’s books.
Schotten thus concludes with revolutionary hope of a sort
that sees revolutionary hope as futureless, a call to revolu-
tion that has no ideal, aim, or purpose, a revolution that is
identical to embracing flux, change, and becoming.

Nietzsche’s Revolution will take its place in theoretical
debates about radical politics, feminism, and queer theory.
It will contribute to contemporary political theory because
it engages Nietzsche’s texts rather than merely leaving his
theoretical innovations as an implicit foundation. To Nietz-
sche scholarship, Schotten’s book offers its attention to
the body as category and metaphor in Nietzsche’s cultural
assessments.

On Civic Friendship: Including Women in the State.
By Sibyl A. Schwarzenbach. New York: Columbia University Press, 2009.
360p. $89.50 cloth, $14.75 paper.
doi:10.1017/S1537592711002532

— Daniel Engster, The University of Texas at San Antonio

Sibyl Schwarzenbach’s On Civic Friendship is a work of
wide historical reach and big ideas. Its main theses are 1)
that civic friendship is a necessary condition for justice in
modern democratic states; 2) that modern theorists have
for the most part ignored civic friendship, making it “the
forgotten problem of modern democratic theory” (p. xiii,
emphasis in the original); and 3) that women’s ethical
reproductive praxis, including caring for infants and chil-
dren, tending to the sick and elderly, and most generally
fostering relations of philia (friendship) among individu-
als, provides an often-neglected basis for reinvigorating
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