Jesse Webb—Discussion Questions 

Brooks “The Formalist Critics”
Eng 752

1. Based on Eagleton’s prompt to return to a child-like state to immerse oneself in Formalist thought, Brooks urges critics to rely on their interpretation of what a text “means” based on structure. Would the differences in Formalist knowledge (terminology) negate “just knowing”?

2. The rigidity of the Formalist school provides a foil for the subsequent schools of theory, which allows critics to ascertain meaning by reducing the interpretation to “the lowest common denominator.” How is this treatment of “other” theories reductive?

3. How do we view the Trilling argument in terms of the Canon?

4. By separating the text from the biographical, historical, psycho-analytic, etc. context, the authorial intention can be obscured or lost. Would this decontextualization indicate inherent flaws in many literary works (including those that are Canonized), as the “sense” of the text is taken from it? How would this change the Canon?
5. Brooks seems accepting of other theories, as one cannot read in a vacuum, and there is no ideal reader (sorry, T.S.), what other “uses” does Formalism have other than a jumping off place for the “other” theories, that strive to self-destruct? 

