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Part 1: feelings, leaking, hope





Part 2: on care and love





Love, 2010: 236-237

“rigid, grim, single-minded, self-defeating, circular, reductive, 
hypervigilant, scouringly thorough, contemptuous, sneering, risk-
averse, cruel, monopolistic, and terrible.”

[…]

“kind of reading [which] contrasts with familiar academic protocols like 
maintaining critical distance, outsmarting (and other forms of one-
upmanship), refusing to be surprised (or if you are, then not letting on), 
believing the hierarchy, becoming boss”



Love, 2010: 237

“…we should read [Sedgwick’s essay] 
reparatively, that is to say, meeting 
Sedgwick halfway. Reparation in the essay 
is on the side of multiplicity, surprise, rich 
divergence, consolation, creativity, and 
love” 



Love, 2010: 239

“What [Sedgwick’s] essay argues, and what it performs is 
the impossibility of choosing between [paranoid and 
reparative readings]. So many of us feel compelled to 
answer Sedgwick’s call to reparation, which cracks us out 
of academic business as usual and promises good things 
both for Sedgwick and for us. But I also think we need to 
answer the call to paranoia and aggression. Sedgwick 
taught me to let the affect in, but it’s clear that by doing so 
I won’t only be letting the sunshine in”



Sedgwick, 2002: 156

“Because there can be terrible surprises, however, there can 
also be good ones. Hope, often a fracturing, even a 
traumatic thing to experience, is among the energies by 
which the reparatively positioned reader tries to organise the 
fragments and part-objects she encounters or creates. 
Because the reader has room to realise that the future may 
be different from the present, it is also possible for her to 
entertain such profoundly painful, profoundly relieving, 
ethically crucial possibilities as that the past, in turn could 
have happened different from the way it actually did.”



Love, 2010: 24

“And that’s love too.”
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