IRPA Book Review

Format and Instructions
OVERVIEW

The book review is an opportunity to engage in a more in-depth investigation of and reflection on a book that is interesting to the reviewer – and is likely to be interesting to typical readers of the International Review of Public Administration.  It requires the reviewer to engage in critical thinking and writing. We encourage you to communicate in advance with the IRPA Book Review Editor, Professor Ralph Brower (rbrower@fsu.edu) about your desire to prepare such a review, and provide him with a very brief synopsis (a few sentences are sufficient) of the book and a justification of its relevance to IRPA’s subscribers. 

Reviewers are advised to read with an open mind but attempt to understand the viewpoint of the author(s), even when they find it unfamiliar or objectionable. The reviewer should not simply embrace or dismiss the author’s viewpoint without careful examination and analysis.

FORMAT

A critical book review is a brief description and analysis of a book. It should provide a clear and helpful understanding of the nature, contents, and usefulness of the book to someone who has not read it. The review should be typed, double-spaced, and approximately three to five pages in length, unless several books are being reviewed. 
List the book(s) under review at the head of the manuscript. Include author, title, publisher, year of publication, number of pages, price and type of edition, in the following format:

N. Joseph Cayer & Louis F. Weshler, Public Administraton: Social Change and Adaptive Management (New York: ST. Martin’s Press, 1988), 159 pp.; US$16.00 paper..

The review should be written in a continuous narrative without headings, although the discussion should be organized with contents that address each of these parts: 

1.      Introduction

The introduction gives a brief overview of the book and of the review. It should state the purpose for which the book was written, optionally give brief and relevant details about the author (if they are known), and summarize the conclusions which the review will reach concerning the book’s nature, contents, and/or usefulness. Please hold the introduction to a few sentences in length.
2.      Description

The review should include a concise but complete description of the book. It should describe the approach and methods of the author, explain the organization of the book, and describe the contents so that someone who reads the review will have a good general understanding of what the book does and does not cover. (A helpful technique for this part of the review would be to read and understand the book well enough to be able to describe it to a friend in one’s own words.) This description should occupy approximately 1/3 of the total review. When reference is made to specific content or uses verbatim wording from the book, please provide appropriate parenthetic references and page numbers (APA style).

3.      Evaluation

The heart of the review is a careful, thorough evaluation of the book. This evaluation should explain how the author develops his or her major ideas, including presuppositions, arguments, and conclusions. It should explore the points at which the arguments are weak and can be challenged; it should also identify particular strengths. Some things to note include errors of fact, logic, or interpretation; whether and/or how the author is biased; how convincing the arguments are and why; and how well the book achieves its purpose. This evaluation should be supported with specific examples drawn from the book. The evaluation should occupy approximately 1/2 of the total review. If the review draws on ideas or materials from other literature, they should be cited parenthetically following APA guidelines.
4.      Conclusion

The review should draw some conclusions based on the description and evaluation of the book. These conclusions should focus on the usefulness of the book for you or others in applied or academic careers in this field. Some questions that may be addressed in this conclusion include for whom this book is best suited, what the reviewer has learned from reading the book, and how or whether this book might need to be balanced with other works. The conclusion should be one to three paragraphs in length.

5. 
References

If other literature has been cited in the review, please provide a heading and contents for “References” at the conclusion of the text (APA styleguide). 

As with other manuscripts, authors of book reviews should provide a brief biographical sketch of themselves.

