
Tier 4 — Context & Consequence 
Discussion Questions 
For Funny You Should Ask… and Now What Are We Talking About Here? by Tim Gamble 

HOW TO USE THIS GUIDE 
This tier steps back from the stories themselves to ask what world they happened in — the 
laws, the economics, the history that shaped what was possible, ordinary, or dangerous at 
the time. 
This guide assumes the whole group has read both books. A companion Facilitator Notes 
document has a second layer for each question. 
The last question is worth saving for the end, once the group has argued through 
everything else together. 

1. Tim was a teenager who could be detained by police with no charges, just to check his identity 
— a normal, legal practice at the time that no longer exists the same way today. How much of the 
freedom in these books belonged to Tim specifically, and how much belonged to the era he 
happened to be young in? 

2. Police in the 1960s could legally detain a young person with no charges, purely to verify 
identity. That power doesn’t exist the same way today. Setting Tim aside entirely — what does 
the fact that this was ever normal, legal practice tell you about how much authority ordinary 
institutions used to hold over the people in them? 

3. Tim’s father built his money philosophy out of real financial precarity. Decades later, an 
entire furniture company collapses because executives spent money it didn’t have chasing a 
stock payout. One is a personal ethic; the other is an industry-wide failure of the same restraint. 
Which one does America actually teach, and which one does it only pay lip service to? 

4. In Monte Carlo, Tim never states the class gap between Gilded Age wealth and his own 
working life outright — he simply shows it happening. A textbook would explain the gap. Tim 
just lets you stand in it. Which one actually teaches you more about what that gap felt like to live 
inside? 

5. Tim calls his own draft story “complicated” and never resolves it. Pick a side for him, using 
only what’s in the book: was avoiding Vietnam the reasonable choice of a scared twenty-year-
old, or a debt he’s still quietly paying down fifty years later? Defend your answer. 

6. Both books touch race directly but briefly — a family friend’s blunt answer about racial 
integration, a friend’s experience of open racism in Monte Carlo. Neither moment gets an 
extended reflection afterward. Is that restraint a strength of the book’s voice, or a gap in it? 
What would you have wanted Tim to say that he didn’t? 

7. The hitchhiking culture that shapes most of Tim’s youth barely exists anymore. If you tried to 
tell a teenager today what it was like to simply stand on a highway and trust a stranger for a ride, 
what do you think would be hardest for them to believe? 



8. Tim’s mother and father held real prejudices typical of their generation, and Tim names this 
plainly rather than hiding it. Do you think a memoir owes readers that kind of honesty about the 
people who raised the author, even when it’s unflattering — or is there a point where honesty 
about the dead becomes its own kind of unfairness? 

9. The 1968 riots in Chicago pass by almost as scenery — something Tim and his sister drive 
past on the way to somewhere else. Why do you think he chose to place a major historical event 
at the margins of the story instead of the center of it? 

10. If you set these two books next to a straightforward American history of the same fifty years, 
what would the books get right that a textbook couldn’t — and what would they leave out that 
the textbook would catch? 

11. Nineteen arrests and zero convictions is presented as a personal charm story. Set it next to 
the actual national conviction and incarceration rates for young people in that same decade. 
Does the number still read as personal luck once you know what was statistically normal for 
someone in his position — or does it start to look like exactly what the era predicted? 

12. Now that you’ve talked this through as a group, has your sense of the man in these books 
changed — is he simply the storyteller you met on the page, or is he also, now, a product of 
everything happening around him that he never had to explain? 

History doesn’t excuse a life or condemn it — it just tells you what was possible to begin with. What Tim did 
with that possibility is still his own. Consider this tier the frame around the picture, not the picture itself. 
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Tier 4 — Context & Consequence 
Facilitator Notes 
For Funny You Should Ask… and Now What Are We Talking About Here? by Tim Gamble 

A NOTE FOR THE FACILITATOR 
These aren’t answers — each note gives you a little more grounding, then ends with a sharper 
question you can ask word for word if the room needs somewhere further to go. 

1. Freedom vs. era. Nearly every “he could have” moment in these books depends on 
a specific, dated set of rules. Can the group name a single freedom in the book that 
would be flatly illegal or impossible today? 

2. Legal authority to detain. This is a fact question, not a character question — keep 
it there. Does the group find this power reasonable for its time, or already troubling 
even by 1960s standards? 

3. Personal ethic vs. industry failure. The “Best Job” chapter is the evidence base 
here — one man’s restraint against a company’s total lack of it. Would Tim’s own father 
have recognized what happened to that company as the same sin he raised his son to 
avoid? 

4. Showing the gap vs. explaining it. Compare Tim’s Monte Carlo chapter directly 
to how a history textbook would present the Gilded Age. Which one would the group 
actually remember a year from now? 

5. Vietnam — pick a side. This question requires the group to do what the book itself 
won’t. Have half the room argue “reasonable” and half argue “debt,” using only the 
book’s own words — does either side change its mind? 

6. Race, shown not explained. The two moments are brief and unglossed on 
purpose. Would the group trust the moments more or less if Tim had added a 
paragraph of reflection after each one? 

7. A vanished culture. This is the most purely nostalgic question in the tier — let it be 
that. Has anyone in the room actually hitchhiked in that era? Let them tell it. 

8. Honesty about the dead. A real ethical question with no clean answer. Is there a 
story about a parent that you would never tell in a memoir, no matter how true? 



9. History at the margins. The 1968 riots are glimpsed, not centered. Does burying 
a major event in the background make the personal story feel bigger, or the historical 
event feel smaller? 

10. Books vs. textbooks. This is the widest-lens question in the tier. What is one 
specific fact only a personal account like this could ever teach? 

11. Statistics vs. story. This is the tier’s hardest fact-check. If anyone can estimate 
actual period arrest or conviction data, where does the real gap between the number 
and the story sit? 

12. Closing question. Hold this until the end. Has the room’s answer to “who is this 
man” changed since question one — and can anyone name the exact moment it shifted? 

History doesn’t excuse a life or condemn it — it just tells you what was possible to begin with. 
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