I. Best and Marcus: Surface reading: an Introduction

pp. 3-6. Symptomatic Reading
1.) What is symptomatic reading?
2.) What is a queer symptomatic reading?
3.) What do absences in texts signify?
4.) What does it have to do with Gnosticism?
5.) What does it have to do with Freud?
6.) What is the hermeneutics of suspicion (Ricoeur)?
7.) What was Jameson’s project? And Sedgwick’s? How about race?
8.) Try to imagine a symptomatic reading of The Great Gatsby – focusing on absent (?) history or absent race.

pp. 9-13. Surface Reading
1.) How do surface readers interpret surface? 
2.) What do readers do, who consider surface as materiality? 
3.) What do readers do, who consider surface as language? What do they argue against?
4.) What do they pay attention, and why?
5.) What is “just reading” of female friendships of Victorian novels?
6.) What is the surface reading of the archives? 
7.) If you have read E.A. Poe’s The Purloined Letter – can you think of this short story as a metaphor for surface reading in any sense.


II. Penteado: Against Surface Reading

pp. 85-87
1.) What is the main contention of the previous text that Penteado criticizes? 
2.) Give 4 reasons why the contention of surface readers are self-contradictory.
p. 90 (from: Postcritique…)
1.) Why is he calling postcritique anticritique and what’s wrong with labelling critique as paranoid?
2.) Why is “just reading” tautological, and why is their claim that previous critiques “overlooked” the surface self-contradictory?
3.) Why do surface readers find Jameson’s approach superfluous in the 21st century? 
4.) How does Penteado turn Jameson against Best and Marcus?
5.) Based on p. 93, give three reasons why Best and Marcus’s arguments for surface reading are non-sensical.
6.) What are Best and Marcus’s claims about ideology?
7.) What is his reply inspired by Zizek? (What does Zizek say?)
8.) What kind of ideology does surface reading, in fact, serve? (How? What do they do?)
9.) In what sense and how are they conservative? 
[bookmark: _GoBack]10.) Sum up his passionate argument on p. 97. (And comment on the last 2 sentences) 
