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Book Review Guidelines 

 
1. General guidelines in writing a book review 

A book review reflects both the unique characteristics of the book under review, as well as the 
reviewer’s own opinions and writing style. The task of the reviewer is to highlight the main themes 
and contributions of the book, and to provide a well-argued evaluation of the appropriateness of its 
content to the existing scholarship of the field, in this case, of Interpreting Studies.  

The target audience of an academic book review includes other academics such as yourself who are 
engaged in the field of Interpreting Studies, scholars of other disciplines such as migration studies or 
Holocaust studies, who may have an interest in the role of interpreting in their particular area of study, 
as well as the book’s authors and publishers. They rely on the fairness, accuracy and integrity of your 
review, i.e. your incisive pinpointing of the book’s strengths and weaknesses. Because your review can 
potentially influence academics and libraries to purchase the book, as well as the content and 
organization of future editions of the book, it should be informative, engaging, transparent and 
constructively critical. It should be comprehensive but succinct, and provide a good critique of the 
state of the art of the field and the placement of the book within it. It should address potential readers’ 
needs and uses of the book. 

Do not merely summarize the book’s content, or attempt to cover everything. It is more helpful to 
structure your review around the book’s central argument or aims, or around key points in terms of 
your own evaluation.  

A book review is an evaluative critique, so do not be afraid to state your own opinions and to point 
out shortcomings, but do so in a way that is professional, constructive and respectful to the book’s 
author(s)/editor(s). Any criticism should be substantiated and accompanied by constructive 
suggestions as to how to improve the book in future editions. In this regard, you should focus on 
critiquing the book’s overall contribution and worth, rather than on pointing out individual technical 
and layout shortcomings.  

Your review should be written in an appropriate academic style and follow the journal’s style 
guidelines. It should be between 1500 to 2000 words in length. 

2. Format and layout of your review for Interpreting and Society: An Interdisciplinary Journal 
(Sage) 

Title and reviewer details. State the book’s specifics and your details in the format given: 

Author(s)/Editor(s). Title. Edition statement. Publisher location: Name of publisher, date. ISBN. xxx 
pages. Special features (maps, illustrations, etc.). Price. Book series title. 

Reviewed by xxx (Reviewer affiliation)  

The first paragraph should capture the reader’s attention as well as introducing the book. Use the 
book’s Preface and Introduction to comment on the type of book, its aims, scope and intended 
audience. Does it relate to a current debate or trend in the field? Also give some information on the 
author’s background and expertise.  

Second, briefly outline the book as a whole. Appraise the book’s organization, layout and format. If 
the book is a new edition of an existing title, describe and evaluate what changes have been made. If 
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the book is a conference proceedings, how easy is it to find the individual abstracts? If the book is a 
textbook, for what courses can it be used, and how clear are the book’s structure and examples? 
Evaluate the readability and style. Are there any technical issues that stand out (in terms of table of 
contents, chapter layout, typography, illustrations, tables and figures, reference list, index and 
appendices)? Is the image quality sufficient for the book’s purpose? Were the illustrations, tables and 
figures helpful? If there were no illustrations/tables/figures, should there have been? 

Third, highlight specific aspects of the book while also exploring the key arguments of your review. If 
the book is a collected volume, summarize and constructively critique the individual contributions’ 
strengths and weaknesses, e.g. in terms of accuracy, completeness and relevance. 

Conclude your review by assessing the book’s overall distinguishing features and contribution to the 
field. Balance the book’s strengths and weaknesses as a whole, in order to provide a final evaluation 
that goes beyond criticism of individual features to address issues of broader importance to the field. 
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4. Contact 

Any correspondence, queries or additional requests for information on the book review submission 
process should be sent to the Review Editor of Interpreting and Society: An Interdisciplinary Journal 
E-mail: ella.wehrmeyer@nwu.ac.za   
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