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Helen Schulman's exuberant, sexy novel is the thinking woman's summer romance.

What would you do for a second chance at your first love? At thirty-eight, Louise Harrington still hasn't
forgotten Scott Feinstadt, the boy who broke her eighteen-year-old heart and then died tragically in acar
crash. Two decades later when his twenty-four-year-old doppelganger, the gorgeously boyish F. Scott
Feinstadt, walks into her life, Louise might not know what to think, but thistime around, at least she knows
what she's doing. Scott still has the power to knock her off her feet, and her jealous best friend, self-involved
ex-husband, and neurotic mother aren't helping matters, but Louise isn't about to make the same mistakes
twice.
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From Reader Review P.S. for online ebook

Chaim says

I dug Helen Schulman's beautiful prose more than the strange and, for me at least, somewhat disappointing
storyline.

Victoria says

Thisreview isabit convoluted, and for that i apologize. The novel itself was so-so. | was a quick read, but |
didn't find the characters particularly interesting. | KNEW the characters and could understand the basis of

al their intertwined relationships (isn't that what the book is actually about? What shapes our relationships
and how they shape us?) but | didn't really LIKE them. | understood their actions and why they did what they
did. But | just didn't....like them. Didn't like their choices, didn't like the results.

Andrea says

This book was marked as a best book of 2006 by the library system. | have NO ideawhy. It was quite
possibly one of the dumbest stories I've ever read. Maybe I'm not old enough to get it.....although the main
character was 30 so maybe not. In this book, Louisfell in love with aboy in high school but he dumped her
for her best friend and then he died in a car accident. She tried to move on - even got married (and divorced)
- but no one compared. Then, when she's perusing applications for graduate school where she's the admission
counselor she comes across the name of her long dead boyfriend. She sets up a mock interview, sees him,
and convinces herself that HE is the long dead boyfriend reincarnated...or something like that. They become
lovers, her best friend (the one the original boyfriend dumped her for) tried to get this one, confusion
ensues...but the end up together. | just don't know why | kept reading.

Hweeps says

Thisbook sucked . There seemsto be no better way to put it. | was so taken by the premise of the book at
first, reading the blurb. Woahhh, a second chance at afirst love... Everything seemed so amazing, it'slike it
spoke to me. | mean, how many people have wondered about their first love, their first crush, and wished
they would do something differently had they the chance again?

The person who wrote the blurb should be applauded. The writer.. should not. | don't even know how to start
describing how bad the book was. It lacked dimensions (Louise was just an old spindle pining for alost love
who died tragically in acar crash years ago. But she's still a somewhat attractive spindle, with an unclear
relationship with her ex-husband, and an even more unclear relationship with her mum, and a bad one with
her own brother (and | don't believe there was an actual reason given for that). And Missy, her dear old best
friend who oh, also happens to be the girl who jumped on her first loveright after he broke out with her, isa
self-serving bitch who doesn't actually care about Louise but seemsto have spent decades with her just girl-
talking), it lacked some sort of plot, it lacked action, it lacked rationality (and I'm not saying that because of



how crazy it isthat Scott whateverhislasthameis came back. I'm talking about how.. just.. the whole book
lacked rationality and reason.

Everything seemed so unclear, and so..mismatched! | really don't know how do | even start to say how bad it
was.

Worst thing is | actually paid for the book. Thank God | bought it at asale - it cost.. | don't know, $1? $2?
Evenif it were $1, it was $1 too expensive. | should never have bought it, never should have even read it.
God knows how many years |'ve taken off my life just reading that. | started that in May, late May, and
finished that in early June. | can't seem to think of any part | enjoyed.

The ending was abrupt, and F. Scott's ambiguous nature and motivations definitely didn't help. Are we
supposed to think that he really likes this woman years older than him (who also happens to be the person in
charge of hisadmissionsinto college or something), because she understands him like no one does? I'm not
against relationships where the woman is years older than the man, nor am | against understanding. It's just,
you can't just throw out some keywords here and there and expect it to be like, there-you have your answer.
The whole meaning of life for my characters in my miserable 'book'.

I thought the relationship between Louise and her best friend, Missy (short for Melissa apparently) was kinda
interesting, how they seemed to always try to one-up the other in a hostile manner, especially when it came
to boys. What | didn't understand was why L ouise beared with Missy for so long, especially when what she
did was so unforgivable that L ouise kept thinking about it, not sparing the readers at all.

What was the main point of the book - the boy's appearance in her life; it had such promise! But it was
ruined. Reduced. Reduced to awild night of sex, some homecooked food in the morning for dear Louise, the
air conditioning switched on full blast so she could come home to a nicely cool place, and basically things
that spoke NOTHING about how far their relationship went, and how far it would go.

This review may be harsh, but | think it is partly because of how it could have been so good, so well-done
but it wasn't. *sigh*

How did it even make it to the theaters though? But after thinking it though, | decided it was probably a book
suited for the movies. | mean, second chance at love and al? Hell, even an ex with a sex disorder! It was the
sort of book which would probably look nice on the silver screen... and had the promise to be good on the
printed page.. but it wasn't.

I've not watched the movie though.

| really don't get how people found the book good.. There was only questions and no answers, and awhole
lot of rubbish in between. Bleh.

Doubt I'd be watching the movie anytime soon.

Rebecca says

At first, | wasreally not into this story. It was hard to know whether to accept it as allegory, or to buy some
supernatural aspect. That debate turned out to be an unnecessary distraction. The novel has been surprising in
the way that it has made me think about love as aloved one ages and grows... it postulates that love shouldn't



want aloved one to stay young forever, but to eventually grow old.

happyd says

predictable plot with annoying characters.

Sar ah Blachman says

Thiswas an easy but annoying read. | spend 3 hours aday commuting to work and home, so | have plenty of
timeto read. My dear sweet roommate bought me this on the guise that this was areally good award winning
novel. At least she tried.

This book was horrid! The idea of a dead boyfriend coming back, or a second chance at loveisareally neat
and could be well thought out idea. But thiswas just lacking EVERY THING that neat and well thought out
was.

The lead character, Louise, is avapid self absorbed late thirty something, that needs alife transplant.
Generally when the character is so annoying at the beginning they go through some kind of challenging arc
to make them better and more complete at the end. WRITING 101. She never changes, and her friends are
completely deranged and patheticly horrible. Who would want a best friend like Missy. She's a bonafide
startswithaC endswithaT.

The B line story of Louise and her ex husband is contrived and not very well devel oped.
| found this book very disapointing. And will probably never read anything by Ms. Schulman again,

especidly if it'sdialouge is asinnane asthis.

| never have THIS strong of an opinion on books | read to commute with but, man this was terrible.

Julie Ehlers says

| just looked at the reviews of this book and can't believe all the negative ones. This novel was delightful. It
engendered warm feelings in me that have not faded even more than 15 years (!) after | read it. Check out the
New York Times review and avoid the movie, at least until after you've read the book.

Lynne Adams says

I'm spending some time in aforeign country where English books are hard to come by or | would not have
finished this book. Like many other who read the book, | picked it up and brought it halfway across the globe
with me because it wasaNY T Notable book and the cover included many lauds. Why did it suck? In the
words of one of the main characters speaking to the main character: "It isn't funny that you're in your late



thirties and you're still mourning some dead punk who treated you like shit. . . . It isn't funny that you can't
get over some stupid pivotal moment from high schoal. . . ." At that point, it sort of felt like the author was
laughing at everyone who had gotten that far in the book, saying, "The joke's on you!" Indeed.

Sammi says

This book got abad rap. It isn't the best book | have ever read but it certainly wasn't as terrible as people
make it out to be. It isa quick read with an annoying ending. It is meant to be a story, just a story about a
middle aged woman and some interesting coincidence that happens to her. | enjoyed the story. The ending
however felt abrupt and unfinished leaving you wondering! Overall quick read with an interesting story.

Kat says

"When Louise was seventeen her best friend, Missy, stole her first love, Scott Feinstadt, away from her.

Then tragedy strikes when Scott diesin a car accident on the way to art school. Missy isleft asthe
""widower"" girlfriend while Louiseis bitter and still very much in love with Scott. Louise's life goes on.
The book picks up with Louise as an adult and divorcee. She is now the Admissions Coordinator for
Columbia's Art Department and finds herself looking at afile belonging to an ""F. Scott Feinstadt"". The
name alone brings back memories and feelings she hadn't felt in years. Then, going through hisfile, she finds
that there are several more similarities between her Scott and this F. Scott. She sets up a meeting with the
applicant and he turns out to look like an exact copy of her dead ex-boyfriend. She thinks that she is either
going crazy or that she is being given a second chance, or both, but unlike Scott, she decidesto handle F.
Scott differently and take charge or whatever may develop.

Theinitia story pullsyou in. Y ou want to know who is F. Scott Feinstadt. You'll find yourself sucked into
L ouise's obsession of trying to separate the two. | don't understand L ouise's obsession with the dead Scott
Feinstadt because it seemed like he treated her like crap. But, | guess you have to understand the naivety of
teenage love. Then, there's her best friend Missy, who, | don't even know why Louiseis friends with her at
al. Anyways, it was an okay book with a so-so ending."

Susan says

An annoying woman thinks a bordering-on-psychotic young man is the reincarnation of her dead high school
boyfriend? WTF?

Kris- My Novelesque L ife says

3 STARS

"What would you do for a second chance at your first love? At thirty-eight, Louise Harrington still hasn't
forgotten Scott Feinstadt, the boy who broke her eighteen-year-old heart and then died tragically in acar



crash. Two decades later when his twenty-four-year-old doppelganger, the gorgeously boyish F. Scott
Feinstadt, walks into her life, Louise might not know what to think, but thistime around, at least she knows
what she's doing. Scott still has the power to knock her off her feet, and her jealous best friend, self-involved
ex-husband, and neurotic mother aren't hel ping matters, but Louise isn't about to make the same mistakes
twice." (From Amazon)

An okay novel...it's been done before and nothing really makes this one stand out.

Michael says

The low ratings surprised me but yet | wanted to give this book a chance before of several reasons. For one, |
personally never cared about the majority opinion, in fact most books that people praise,| detest,vice versa.
Secondly, | like to give every book a chance, there are some rare books that surprise me as | read the story.
Lastly, | watched the movie a couple of years ago, it was okay but not all that interesting. | felt that the plot
was rushed, nothing really that exciting. Asfar asthe story, let's just say that the writing style was horrid! If
the writing style sucks, then the chances of me enjoying abook are very slim. | felt like | was reading a
screenplay, every word lined up together without any paragraphs in between.

NO NO AND NO! EPIC FAIL!

Ayelet Waldman says

Thisisanice novel, and | liked it very much, but | saw the movie first, and the movieis exactly, precisely
faithful. So it was alittle bizarre to read the book. I'm not going to make that mistake again. Book first.
Movie after.




