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Methodology – Book Review 
 

I. How to read efficiently 
Reviewing a book or an article; Questions to ask. 

1. Read the paratext: 
a. Author, title, title page, blurb, summary, dedication, epigraph, preface, year of publication, etc. 

(everything except the text itself) 
b. Questions: 

i. What do these tell you about the book? 
ii. General themes? 

iii. Key words? 
2. First Reading: 

a. Sequence the article according to its main parts – Introduction, Part I, II, etc., Conclusion 
(Several paragraphs may help develop a single idea) 

b. Underline words or expressions that ensure the logical articulation of ideas: Indeed, but, 
because, or, on the other hand, however, etc. 

c. Read the Table of Contents carefully 
d. Do not hesitate within the introduction, chapters, or conclusion to summarize the text as well. 
e. Questions: 

i. What is the general thesis of the text? 
ii. What is its progression? 

3. Second Reading should be complete and attentive: 
a. Using a color code, underline, highlight or box the important arguments, the essential points as 

well as the conclusions. 
b. When the same idea is developed over several paragraphs, number them. 
c. Using another color, underline precise data, examples, illustrations, etc. used to support the 

author’s thesis. 
d. Questions: 

i. What is the problematic? 
ii. What are the author’s main ideas? 

iii. What are the author’s secondary ideas? 
4. Conclusion: 

a. Highlight the main points. 
b. Questions: 

i. Does the text answer the problem posed in the introduction? 
5. Third and fourth readings as required for verification. 

 

II. Elements of a First Analysis 
1. An analysis of the text itself 
2. An external analysis of the work 

a. Questions: 
i. What is the context of the text? 

ii. Who is the text directed at? 



iii. What is the contribution of the text to the advancement of an idea, a field of study, a 
scientific discipline or to the expression of a current issue? 

 

III. Writing the Book Review 
1. Standards to be respected 

a. Introduction 
b. Development (synthesis and analysis) 
c. Conclusion 
d. Should be 5/7 pages in length 

2. Introduction:  Identifying the author and the work 
a. Author 

i. Nationality 
ii. University or Research Center 

iii. Profession 
iv. Disciplines and Disciplinary Influences 
v. Areas of research 

vi. Schools of thought 
b. Work 

i. In the author’s career, in which year did the writing of this work take place? Is this a new 
theme, or does it continue an existing area of study? 

ii. Specify the nature of the work: is it the product of a thesis, the proceedings of a symposium, 
a collective work, is it part of a trilogy, etc.? 

iii. - Specify, if possible, the importance of the book: did it provoke debate in the community, 
was it part of a trilogy, etc.? 

iv. Is it scientific or media, a best-seller, etc. 
v. If necessary, comment briefly on the book title, cover, layout, and table of contents 

3. Development: synthesis and analysis 
a. Synthesis: 

i. Restate, by reformulating them differently (in your own words), the major ideas of the book. 
ii. Is this a concise summary in which we follow the author's analysis and arguments: what did 

he want to prove?  How is the argument or thesis developed? What key examples is the 
analysis based on? 

iii. Include some key quotes. 
iv. Synthesis is a matter of choice: of selecting the themes, examples and arguments; how it is 

approached is up to you. 
b. Analysis: 

i. What is an analysis? 
1. Illuminates, comments and expands on the main ideas of the text. 
2. Uses own knowledge and critical thinking skills to confront ideas of the author, 

without being simplistic. 
3. A series of comments on specific points or themes dealt with in the work.  It is up to 

you to choose the direction of the commentary.  
4. Questions: 

a. In what way does my knowledge confirm, illustrate or contradict such and such a 
comment of the author? 

b. To which major works can these arguments/themes be linked? 
c. What would another author bring to the debate on this issue? 
d. What would this work contribute to another discipline? 
e. What arguments could be made against it? 
f. Does the author defend himself/herself against possible attacks? 
g. What can be said about the quality of the argument itself? 
h. What can be said about the bibliography and the most cited authors? 



i. How are the tools used by the author relevant or irrelevant? 
j. What can be said about the general structure of the text/parts and the titles of 

chapters and sub-parts? 
k. In what way does the text bring a new look at the specific field? 

4. Possible Structures for the Review 
a. Synthesis then analysis => Two-part approach 
b. Analytical Synthesis => Blending synthesis and analysis in a structured approach 
c. Structure 

i. Synthesis 
1. Use a structure either following the parts of the book, or individual themes. 
2. This is the first opportunity to give feedback on the structure of the work itself. 

ii. Analysis – Subjective and Critical 
1. Options: 

a. Structure according to the book parts, or by theme. 
b. For well structured, shorter books, use the book structure, synthesize and then 

analyze each part 
c. Choose either a thematic or analytical approach 
d. For a larger book or one with a confusing structure, consider basing your analysis 

on themes 
2. Things to avoid: 

a. Paraphrasing 
b. Repetition 
c. Value judgments, 
d. Easy or superficial criticism, 
e. Unsupported accusations 
f. Use of quotations out of context or without proper citation 

3. Things to do: 
a. Carefully structure your text 
b. Argue your points with relevant examples from the text or others that relate to it. 
c. The lengths of the summary and commentary should be proportionate 
d. Give full bibliographic references for any other authors cited 

iii. Conclusion: Assessing and Broadening the Scope 
1. Put the main achievements/elements of the argument into perspective and identify 

the scope of the argument of the book 
2. Questions: 

a. What does it ultimately bring to the discipline? 
b. Has the author kept his promises? How? 
c. What was the impact of the book? Did it make a difference? (post-publication) 
d. What is the importance, scientific or media-related, of the text today? 
e. What has the author published since then? 
f. Has he defended himself against these (or other) criticisms? 
g. What did I gain scientifically or personally from reading the text? 
h. Additional bibliographical suggestions, etc. 

 

 


