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P r e l u de
PREVIEWING REVIEWING

Who Needs This Book?

You’ve come to the right place if you’re looking for a guide that 
will help you understand the genre of the scholarly book re-
view and learn how to write engaging reviews yourself. You are 
likely aligned with the humanities or narrative social sciences: 
the “book” disciplines, where monographs, either single-
authored or coauthored, are key vehicles for disseminating 
scholarly ideas. You know that scholarly reviews of published 
books, when done well, can apprise you of such ideas, guiding 
you to books that you should read or steering you away from 
books that do not complement your intellectual or profes-
sional needs. You are also likely a graduate student or someone 
with an advanced degree who wishes to address, in some small 
way, the ongoing conversation in your academic field. Perfect! 
I’ve written this book with you in mind. Even if you’re more 
advanced in your career or have written a review or two al-
ready, I trust you’ll still find some useful perspectives and ideas 
herein.

I wrote this guide, in part, because I’ve read a lot of unengaging, 
unhelpful reviews—those that are more akin to summaries or 
book reports. Perhaps you’ve seen such reviews in scholarly jour-
nals yourself: They tend to march through a book serially, chap-
ter by chapter, and offer little to no analysis beyond a concluding 
assessment, often cliché, with minimal justification. “This book 
is a welcome addition to the literature,” or “Everyone should read 
this book.” Right. The limited message such reviews send is that 
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the reviewer can read, sure. And the reviewer can follow a (bor-
ing) template to produce a text that minimally qualifies as a re-
view. But did the reviewer engage with the ideas presented in the 
book being described? Did the reviewer sufficiently honor the 
labors of the author and publishing team by taking the act of 
reviewing seriously instead of superficially, mechanically, 
peremptorily? And did the reviewer imagine you, the reader of 
the review, and try to anticipate your curiosities and needs, one 
of which is generating and maintaining your interest in the mate-
rial being presented?

Yes, some books are, by virtue of their subject matter or au-
thor, “must reads” for you or for me. But most, by far, are not. 
Perhaps I’ll glean everything I need (or think I want) to learn 
about a book from reading an especially insightful review. When 
a reviewer teaches me something about a book I otherwise 
might not have picked up, though, I am often liberated from the 
norm, from the known. In short, my horizons expand. The 
books that have most transformed me as a thinker, as a writer, 
and as a human being are those that I otherwise might not have 
encountered, save for a helpful nudge from a helpful reviewer. If 
you care about your field, you should aspire to be that reviewer 
yourself.

Have no regrets if you’ve already written an “unengaging” re-
view yourself. The first book review I wrote, more than two 
decades ago, in fact takes a chapter-by-chapter approach. I’ll have 
more to say about it later. We all must learn through doing. And 
we can all continually be improving our craft. Read on, consider 
my advice, and your next review will surely engage.

As you’ll see throughout these pages, I propose that the 
scholarly book review can make an intellectual contribution of 
its own. This idea is not new, but it seems to have been forgot-
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ten, at least in some circles. Certain evaluative contexts, too, 
especially those that encourage—or require—individuals to 
focus on publications of a certain type, usually journal articles 
in “approved” outlets, have also diminished the value of the 
scholarly book review. By offering a contextualized summary, 
clear analysis, and cogent assessment, the scholarly book review 
embodies a type of creative work that taps into the reviewer’s 
intellectual and associative capabilities. I avow that the schol-
arly book review can come closer to the literary book review in 
the way it accomplishes its primary goals. (What is a “literary” 
book review? Think of what you would encounter in the Los 
Angeles Review of Books, the New Yorker, or the Times Literary 
Supplement, if you’re familiar with these venues. Such reviews 
are also known as “critical” reviews.) Beyond the fact that liter-
ary book reviews may address works of fiction, a primary dif-
ference between a scholarly book review and a literary book 
review is the presumption that the literary book review should 
be enjoyable to read. Why shouldn’t the scholarly book review be 
enjoyable, as well? This book offers ideas and suggestions for 
making it so.

The genre of the scholarly book review is evaluative yet is itself 
not commonly evaluated: With few exceptions, nobody regularly 
reviews the reviewers. Scholarly journals occasionally acknowl-
edge stellar peer reviewers of submitted manuscripts, but if any 
journals award prizes to their book reviewers, that’s news to me. 
The National Book Critics Circle, a professional organization, 
annually awards the Nona Balakian Citation for Excellence in 
Reviewing to one of its members. (The 2023 recipient was Becca 
Rothfeld, nonfiction book critic for the Washington Post.) And 
in journalism, where literary book reviews fall, Pulitzer Prizes in 
Criticism were first awarded in 1970. (The 2024 recipient was 
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Justin Chang, film critic of the Los Angeles Times, now of the New 
Yorker.) Categorically, criticism encompasses a much broader 
field than scholarly book reviewing. Yet scholarly book reviewing 
is fundamentally a form of criticism that crosses into the terrain 
of scholarly service.

In the general absence of such accolades in the scholarly 
realm, how can you tell what makes a scholarly book review “ef-
fective” or “successful”? One goal of this book is to describe the 
values, aims, and purposes of scholarly book reviews to help re-
viewers cultivate a certain connoisseurship—and to push the 
concept into territory where the review takes on greater meaning 
as a creative, intellectual product. Some of my ideas for scholarly 
book reviews may seem aspirational, but I offer them because I 
see promise and potential in the genre. Of course, different fields 
have different expectations. If, in my presentation, I fail to touch 
on a point that is fundamental to scholarship in your field, be 
sure to consider that point in your evaluation. I expect you to 
be the disciplinary expert. This book does not teach how to assess 
the intellectual content or contributions of scholarly books. 
(That is a task of upper-level undergraduate coursework and, 
fundamentally, graduate school.) But this book does point out 
what, in general, you should be considering while you read and 
formulate your opinions about scholarly books in your field. 
And it offers strategies for presenting your reviews in a thought-
ful, engaging manner.

Another reason I wrote this guide is because, after more than 
two decades of book reviewing, I have refined a practice that 
makes reviewing—dare I say it?—a generally enjoyable activity. 
Engaged reviewers are more likely to write engaging reviews. 
When I encounter a promising new title, I am excited about the 
possibilities that lie between the covers, since I believe every 
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scholarly book has something to teach me. First: Who is this au-
thor, and what message does this book intend? Then: How is the 
book structured, substantiated, presented? Finally: Is the book 
successful in accomplishing its stated goals? How has my world-
view shifted by engaging with the contents? And how could your 
worldview be similarly enlarged, if you were to pick up and read 
this book yourself? Scholarly books offer readers this tacit prom-
ise: In return for your time, you will be rewarded with new 
knowledge, new perspectives, new insights for applying to your 
work and your world. Scholarly books—and their reviews—are 
a serious business.

I presently serve as book review editor of the Journal of Schol-
arly Publishing, so one additional reason I wrote this book is to 
be able to have something to share with potential reviewers who 
reach out for guidance. Self-serving? Perhaps. But my eagerness 
to solicit, receive, develop, and publish engaging reviews cannot 
be extraordinary.

The least enjoyable reviews to write are those for books where 
the contents or the delivery does not live up to my initial excite-
ment. (Contemporary American slang has the perfect term for 
being underwhelmed: Those books are “mid.”) If I feel disap-
pointed upon finishing a book, I usually want to cut my losses 
and move on to something more promising. But I will address 
how to write challenging reviews—those that tend to be more 
critical—in a way that is fair to the authors and helpful to their 
fields. Sometimes the better choice is just not to review a particu-
larly problematic book, of course. This book, though, presup-
poses that your intended goal will be to write a review: positive, 
mixed, or “mid.”

Despite the rumors that have been circulating for years, books 
are not going away anytime soon. As long as scholarly books are 



6  P r e l u d e

being published, disciplines will need scholarly book reviews. 
Together we can strive to improve the value of scholarly book 
reviews for readers, for reviewers, for book authors, for publish-
ers, for academic communities—for all parties involved.

What Does This Book Offer?

Authors can structure and organize their ideas to signal their 
themes and theses. This book progresses linearly, to a point. 
I begin, in chapter 1, by introducing the genre of the scholarly 
book review, explaining why you should write (and read) re-
views, and helping you identify publication outlets and titles for 
review. The remainder of the book will prove most useful once 
you have a book in hand that you are planning to review and a 
venue that has expressed interest in your review. Still, you are 
certainly welcome to read through the entire book to give your-
self a sense of what to expect before embarking on your first 
scholarly review. I make this point later, yet it’s worth mention-
ing here: Because you want to tailor your review to a specific 
audience and want to know that a specific venue would welcome 
your review, you shouldn’t write a scholarly book review on 
speculation. Always line up a venue for a review before you 
begin writing.

This book emphasizes writing, but a core and often over-
looked element of reviewing is the real work of reading. Yes, 
work. Chapter 2 explains how your goals as a reviewer translate 
into the elements of attentiveness and inquisitiveness as a 
reader. The secret to enjoyable book reviewing, if there is one, 
lies in how effectively you read and take notes. Then, chapter 3 
describes how to convert your valuable reading notes into a 
framework for a contextualized, clear, and cogent review. You’ll 
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find ideas, strategies, and suggestions throughout. For exam-
ples, however, I expect you to turn to published reviews in your 
discipline.

Not all scholarly books worthy of review are monographs. In 
chapter 4, I introduce strategies for reviewing edited volumes, 
writing review essays (of multiple, complementary titles), and 
coauthoring reviews. And because one of my broader pedagogi-
cal goals is to convince you of the benefits of honing your schol-
arly voice as a reviewer, the final chapter offers additional ideas 
for increasing your engagement with reviewing and enhancing 
the enjoyment factor of your reviews. You will see in chapter 5 
that I also revisit, by way of reinforcing the importance of re-
flective practice, some of the principles introduced in chapter 1. 
My aspirational goal with chapter 5 is that you may find some 
material that will transfer to your writing projects beyond 
reviews.

Between each chapter you’ll find an interlude that serves as 
a pause for reflection or action and as a bridge to the following 
chapter. A postlude offers ideas for teaching scholarly book 
reviewing in the college or university classroom—to counter 
the contemporary “book malaise” apparently afflicting under-
graduates worldwide. And the appendix provides a list of key 
questions to consider addressing as you prepare a scholarly 
book review. My approach throughout How to Review Scholarly 
Books is to present both how-to material and why-to material. 
I want you to develop an orientation and a skill set that will help 
reinvigorate, reposition, and revalue scholarly book reviews in 
your field.

Scholarship is creative work, and reviewing any creative work 
involves judgment, a foundational element of critique. Judgment 
involves trust, knowledge, standards, ideals, aesthetics. If the 
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aesthetic I project is not to your liking, remember: There’s no one 
right way to review a scholarly book. But the core components 
of a review—contextualized summary, clear analysis, and cogent 
assessment—are nonnegotiable. The key to an engaging schol-
arly review ultimately lies in how you, the reviewer, invoke those 
elements. Both the act and the product can be relished. Ready? 
Let’s get reviewing.
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nouns, concrete, 172–73

offprints, 123
omission, as intentional, 113
omnibus review, 11, 209n4
on spec, reviewing a book as, 41–42
online journals, as outlet for scholarly 

book reviews, 15. See also scholarly 
journals

online review sites, as outlet for 
scholarly book reviews, 15

outliers, in edited volumes, 131
outline, for review essays, 147–48
outside knowledge, usage of, 112
Oxford University Press, 17

Pan, Yuling, 27
paragraphs, variation to, 175
passive coauthoring, 221–22n38.  

See also coauthoring reviews
passive voice, 112
past tense, 106
patience, in scholarly book review, 

101, 102
Peanuts (cartoon strip), 46
peer review: anonymity of, 41; of 

edited volumes, 127; lack of skills 
in, 189; post-publication, 12, 97, 
160–61; pre-publication, 12, 159–62; 
scholarly books in, 12; transferring 
your skills to, 159–63

Perry, Seth, 26, 119, 184, 187
personal attacks, on the author, 

99–100
perspectival diversity, 136, 153
Pierazzo, Elena, 138
Pinker, Steven, 172
plagiarizing, 65, 100
“The Pleasures of Book Reviewing” 

(Simon), 192
Pool, Gail, 13, 115, 216n1
post-publication peer review, 97, 

160–63. See also peer review
precision, 112
preconceptions, reviewing without, 50
prefatory matter, considerations 

regarding, 139
preparation, for scholarly book 

reviewing, 10–17
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pre-publication peer review, 12, 
159–62. See also peer review

present perfect tense, 106
present tense, 106
presenting the scholarly book review: 

conclusion in, 115–17; crafting in, 
103–8; filling out your review in, 
111–15; questions regarding, 205; 
quoting from the text in, 108–11; 
symposium for, 194; on writing 
scholarly book reviews, 192; 
writing your way in to, 108

Price, Leah, 63
print journals, as outlet for scholarly 

book reviews, 15
Professional Communication in 

International Settings (Pan, Scollon 
and Scollon), 27

professional organizations, 29, 162–63
professional social network, for 

scholarly book identification, 
39–40

program evaluation, 162
pronouns, 172
ProQuest Dissertations & Theses 

Global database, 60
publishers/publishing: advance 

reader’s copy from, 47; book 
review guidelines in, 34; commu-
nication with, 167–68; copyediting 
processes of, 122; copyright 
protocols of, 121–22, 123; editor 
role in, 27–28; eligibility determi-
nation of, 32; formats for scholarly 
book reviews in, 33; landscape of, 
27–28; management of book 
reviews in, 34; marketing by, 49; 
overview of, 14–15; pressures in, 
219–20n5; processes of, 21; 
questions regarding, 204; 

recommendations for review of 
scholarly books by, 34–35; 
requesting review copy from, 
46–48, 153–54; rereading in, 
122–23; reviewing for insights into 
world of, 21; for scholarly book 
identification, 38–39; scholarly 
book reviews as serving, 16–17; 
stand-alone sentences or phrases 
for, 148; timing of, 33; understand-
ing origins of, 61. See also review 
venues; specific outlets

Pulitzer Prizes in Criticism, 3–4
puns, 175–76
Pushman, Erin, 179
Pyne, Stephen, 57, 69, 172, 177

Quindlen, Anna, 104
quotations: as claims support, 69; 

considerations regarding, 92; on 
cover, 219n44; in dissertations, 
215n18; function of, 69–70; 
guidelines for, 69; in note-taking, 
66–67; overview of, 108–11; review 
of, 119; transcription of, 67

readers, researchers as compared to, 
54

reading for reviewing: associating in, 
55; boredom in, 76; confusion in, 
76; considering content in, 70–73; 
curiosity in, 181; dialoguing with 
the text in, 75–77; discerning 
noteworthy material in, 68–74; 
engagement with text in, 74–80; 
expectations of book in, 75; getting 
granular in, 73–74; lessons for, 80; 
linearly, 64–65, 87; note-taking in, 
56–67; of other reviews, 180–82; 
overview of, 54–56; questions 
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arising in, 75; seeing the bigger 
picture in, 68–70; teaching, 191; 
theories in, 76; understanding in, 
55; verbs for, 71, 111–12

reading notes, 65–80, 86–96, 103–4, 
115, 117, 145–47, 154

recent acquisitions shelf, for scholarly 
book identification, 36–37

reference works, review of, 139–42, 
219n1

reflection, 19, 92, 147
Renkl, Margaret, 166
reprints, 123
research librarian, for review venue 

identification, 30, 195
researchers, readers as compared to, 

54, 214n1
ResearchGate, 30, 123
retention, improving with figures of 

speech, 174–75
retrospective review essay, 11, 150–52, 

157, 158
reverse-engineering, for review venue 

identification, 30–31
review copy, 46–48, 153–54
review essay: adding books to, 

148–49; argument in, 149–50; 
arranging themes and resonances 
for, 147; binge-reading for, 146; as 
bringing full circle, 150; coauthor-
ing of, 157; comparative dimen-
sions of, 148; comparison in, 146; 
constructing, 145–50; contextual-
izing, 142–45; defined, 10, 126; 
length of, 144; lessons regarding, 
158; note-taking for, 145–47; 
outline for, 147–48; praise in, 148; 
retrospective, 150–52; reviewer role 
in, 142; scaling in, 144–45; as 
scholarly article, 221n23; stand-

alone sentences or phrases in, 148; 
styles of, 148; themes and 
resources for, 147, 148

review forum, 11
The Review of Higher Education 

(journal), 32
review roundtable, 11
review venues: asking for review copy 

from, 44; background sharing 
with, 44; confirmation from, 121; 
copyediting processes of, 122; 
copyright protocols of, 121–22, 123; 
distinction of, 35; expectations of, 
31–36; forthcoming themed issue 
of, 45; for graduate students, 195; 
identifying, 28–31; networking for 
identification of, 29–30; policies 
of, 93, 104, 116–17; publishing 
landscape and, 27–28; reaching out 
to editor of, 43–46; requirements 
of, 51; responses of, 45; for review 
essays, 144; submission portal of, 
120. See also publishers/publishing

reviewers, scholarly: analysis of other, 
181–82; background sharing of, 
44; characteristics of, 13; conflicts 
of interest of, 40–41, 213n59; 
contextualization by, 51; as critic, 
52–53; development of, 19–20; 
eligibility determination of, 32;  
as emcee, 137; expertise of, 19, 25, 
89, 138; goal of, 42, 97–98, 102, 
104–5, 114; gracious note to, 182; 
improving as, 179–87; influences 
to, 86; in interpretive communi-
ties, 24; journal requests to, 35–36; 
as keeping in touch with field 
developments, 18–19; knowledge 
of, 13–14; lessons regarding, 188; 
of literary works, 143; as model 
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reviewers, scholarly (continued)
	 academic citizens, 20; motivations 

of, 50; positioning as viable, 17–26; 
post-publication, as commenta-
tors, 161; preparation by, 52–53; 
pre-publication, power of, 161; 
presence and belonging of, 20; 
purposes of, 18–26, 86, 89–90; 
qualifications for, 24–26; questions 
for, 192, 203–8, 219n46; reviewers, 
pre-publication, as gatekeepers, 
161; as scholar, 19–20; selectivity 
by, 135, 139, 158; stature of, 28; as 
striving for greater impact, 180–85; 
thinking like, 49–53; visibility of, 
28, 210n27, 211–12n38; as writer, 
19–20

reviewing, scholarly: as academic 
service, 20; as act of good will, 120; 
for adding titles to personal library, 
23–24; analogy of, 164; approaches 
for, 101; for attentiveness, 167; 
authority in, 174; benefits of, 
170–71, 188, 211n36; challenges  
in, 49; cliches in, 171–72; for 
communication skills improve-
ment, 167–68; compaction in, 105; 
concision in, 105, 169; concrete 
nouns and active verbs in, 172–73; 
for connection in field, 166–67; 
for contributions to scholarly 
ecosystem, 20–21; creativity in, 
171–79; credibility in, 217n13;  
for CV development, 23; for 
developing relationships in your 
field, 168; as drawing attention to 
works, 18; of edited collections, 
134–37; embracing challenge of, 
170–71; embracing work of, 170–71; 
encouraging others in, 183–84; 

focus in, 19, 169; in graduate 
studies, 194–97; honesty in, 42; 
improvement in, 179–87; insights 
from, 21; involving others in 
process of, 183; jump-right-in 
approach in, 81; for keeping in 
touch with field developments, 
18–19; lessons regarding, 188; 
making room for, 185–87; 
mentoring others for, 184; as 
nitpicking, 217n13; by nonfaculty 
academics, 23; personal benefits of, 
166–69; for practicing intellectual 
work, 166; presence and belonging 
through, 20; process of, 27, 68, 95, 
225n69; as propelling larger 
projects, 21–22; qualifications for, 
24–26; as reactive, 104; selectivity 
in, 135; by senior scholars, 23; as 
service to your field, 168–69; 
sharing talents in, 168–69; 
something-else approach in, 81–82; 
on spec, 41–42; stylishness in, 172; 
surprise in, 82; teaching, 189–97; as 
thinking work, 19; thrill in, 49; 
timeline for, 185–87, 192; time-
management and, 22–23; in the 
undergraduate classroom, 190–94; 
value of, 166–71; warning regarding, 
211–12n38; wit in, 172; without 
bias, 50; without preconceptions, 
50; workmanlike approach to,  
171; workshop for, 196–97; for 
writing improvement, 169. See 
also composing the scholarly 
book review; notes/note-taking

Richardson, James, 216n23
Rosenblatt, Roger, 223n33
Ross, David, 20
Rothfeld, Becca, 3
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Salager-Meyer, Françoise, 211n33
Saller, Carol Fisher, 217n11
sample reviews, 51–52, 81–82, 84, 

107–8, 194
scaling, in review essays, 144–45
scholarly book reviews: as annuncia-

tive, 13; of books in foreign 
languages, 182–83; categorizing, 
10–11; characteristics of, 11–17, 170, 
171, 191; consistency in, 50; as 
corrective to a peccadillo, 178; 
creativity in, 171–79; as describing 
and assessing, 12–13; digital copies 
of, 213n61; diminished value of, 3; 
dissemination of, 33; as distinctive, 
94–95; diversity of, 50; as effective 
or successful, 4; embodiment  
in, 178–79; as enjoyable, 4–5; 
enlivening, 171–79; as evaluative, 3; 
fatal flaws of, 99–100; as form of 
criticism, 4; goals of, 53; grand-
standing in, 99; guidelines for, 34; 
hooks in, 81; illustrious past of, 16; 
as influencers, 55; introduction in, 
106; judgment in, 7–8; length of, 
14, 95, 104, 105, 126, 136; literary 
book review as compared to, 3, 
108–9; materialization of, 14; as 
negative, 98, 100–102; objectivity 
of, 117; patience and generosity in, 
101; as positive, 103, 114; preparing 
for the task of, 9–17; printing of, 
123; publication formats for, 33; 
publishing outlets for, 14–15; 
purpose of, 14, 16–17; questions 
about, 51; readers of, 13–14; reading 
aloud of, 120; reading of other, 
180–81; requesting copy of, 46–48; 
rereading of, 122–23; reviewing, 
51–52; roles of, 17–24, 190–91; 

special cases in, 125–26; as 
time-savers, 15–16; tone of, 105–6; 
as unengaging, 2; value of, 13; verbs 
for, 71, 111–12

scholarly books: acquiring copy of, 
42; advance reader’s copy of, 47; 
approach to, 54–55; assessment of, 
51; audience of, 71; author’s stated 
goals regarding, 71; back matter of, 
78; bibliography of, 62; character-
istics of, 51; complexity of, 74; 
consequence questions regard-
ing, 207–8; content questions 
regarding, 206–7; as databases, 65; 
descriptive metadata of, 58; design 
and layout of, 62–63; dialogu-
ing with, 75–77; as digital, 56; 
distancing from, 86–87; engage-
ment with, 54–55, 63, 74–80; goals 
of, 76; for graduate student review, 
195; identifying, for review, 36–40; 
identifying weaknesses of, 97–100; 
imbalance in, 62; intellectual 
processing of, 86–87; introduction 
of, 78; knowledge contributions of, 
77; length considerations regarding, 
79; linearly reading of, 64–65, 87; 
list prices of, 58–59; logic regarding, 
64; as mines or quarries, 54; 
organization of, 72–73; pacing 
influence of, 74; in peer review, 12; 
personal feelings regarding, 79; 
preliminary walkthrough of, 
59–64; pricing of, 217n6; as print 
copy, 56–57; providing list of,  
in teaching, 191–92; purpose  
of, 64; questions regarding,  
205; recommendations for  
review of, 34–35; sources for, 
71–72; structures of, 72–73; 
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scholarly books (continued)
	 subjectivity regarding, 75; tables 

and figures in, 62, 74; theoretical 
perspectives in, 72; title appropri-
ateness of, 78; types of, 12; 
understanding changes in, 79; 
understanding organization of, 
61–62; understanding origins of, 
60–61; understanding substantia-
tion of, 62; users of, 12; uses for, 12

scholarly editions, review of, 137–38
scholarly journals: book review 

publishing policies of, 31–32; 
books received at, 39; footnotes in, 
218n39; instructions for review of, 
161; as outlet for scholarly book 
reviews, 14–15; peer review of, 
160–61; recommendations for 
review of scholarly books in, 
34–35; requests of, 35–36; reviews, 
sharing draft of, 162; types of 
reviews in, 209n3. See also specific 
journals

scholarly organizations, books 
received at, 39

scholarly reviewers. See reviewers, 
scholarly

scholarly reviewing. See reviewing, 
scholarly

Schulz, Charles M., 46
Schwartz, Seth, 221n38
Scollon, Ron, 27
Scollon, Suzanne Wong, 27
The Scriblerian (journal), 164
selectivity, 135, 139, 158
self-censorship, 102
semicolons, 177, 178, 223n39
senior scholars, as reviewers, 23
sentence length, 173–74, 224n42
series, understanding origins of, 61

Shatz, David, 105
Shrock, Dennis, 141
Silvia, Paul, 155
Simon, Linda, 101, 192
skills, reviewing, 164–65, 167–68, 169, 

182–83
Smith, S. Stephenson, 103, 209n8
snarkiness, 117
soapbox, in review essay, 149
social media, for scholarly book 

identification, 39
social sciences, review process in, 

209n9
something-else approach, 81–82
special cases, of scholarly book 

reviewing: anthologies as, 137–38; 
coauthoring reviews as, 152–57; 
edited volumes as, 127–42; lessons 
regarding, 157–58; overview of, 
125–26; reference works as, 139–42; 
review essays as, 142–52; scholarly 
editions as, 137–38

structure, of scholarly book review, 
173–79, 206. See also composing 
the scholarly book review

Strunk, William, Jr., 169
Sturm, Sean, 168–69
subheadings, 72
submission, celebration of, 119–24, 

157, 196
substantiation, 70–73, 206–7
summary, defined, 12
Swinnerton, Frank, 218n21
Sword, Helen, 112, 172–73, 178, 179, 183
syllabus, reading scholarly book 

reviews in, 190
symposium, for scholarly book 

review presentation, 194
synchronous cowriting, 156. See also 

coauthoring reviews
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tables, 62, 74
teaching, scholarly reviewing, 189–97
tear sheets, 123
templates, 94–95, 107, 172, 217n9
textual emphases, care regarding, 67
thematic words, use of, 176–77
thesis, 70–73, 215n11
Thompson, Hunter S., 176
Thomson, Pat, 225n63
time management, 185–87
Times Literary Supplement, 109
titling, 116–17, 215n11
Tobin, Ronald, 217n17
Toor, Rachel, 172, 210n27, 212n39
transferring your skills, 159–63
transformation, by the book, 114
translations, reviewing, 42
trenchant efficiency, in review essays, 

145
Trubek, Anne, 37
trust: in authors, 77, 217n11; in 

reviewers, 13, 112
Turabian, Kate, 141–42, 215n15

undergraduate classroom, scholarly 
reviewing in, 190–94

university press, for scholarly book 
identification, 38–39

unsolicited submissions, risks 
regarding, 27–28

Updike, John, 117
utility, in review of reference works, 

140–42

value, of scholarly book reviewing, 
166–71

Van Viegen, Saskia, 26
Vendler, Helen, 176–77
verbs, 71, 111–12, 172–73
vetting, for reviews, 15
vocabulary, imaginative, 176
volunteering, 184, 185

weaknesses, in text, 97–102
West, James, 214n64, 218n39
Wheelan, Charles, 87–88
White, E. B., 169
Williams, Jeffrey, 182, 214n5
Wilson, Mark, 217n13
Wolper, Roy, 101, 112, 164, 174
Wong Scollon, Suzanne, 27
Woodcock, George, 181
word play, 175–76
word-jewel, 176, 223n31
working notes, 95–96, 104–5, 108, 111, 

117–18, 146–47, 154
workshop, for scholarly reviewing, 

196–97
WorldCat​.org, 37
Wright, Charlotte, 175
writerly reading, 169
writing habits, correcting, 178,  

188
Wulf, Karin, 19

Zerubavel, Eviatar, 186
Zinsser, William, 172, 175




