History 1301
Professor Strohmeier
Tips for the Critical Book Review
1831: Year Of Eclipse by Louis  P. Masur
Your review should have two goals: first, to inform the reader about the content of the book, and second, to provide an evaluation that gives your judgment of the book’s quality.
· Your introduction should include an overview of the book that both incorporates an encapsulated summary and a sense of your general judgment. This is the equivalent to a thesis statement.
· Do NOT spend more than one-third or so of the paper summarizing the book. The summary should consist of a discussion and highlights of the major arguments, features, trends, concepts, themes, ideas, and characteristics of the book. 
· While you may use direct quotes from the book (make sure you always give the page number), such quotes should never be the bulk of the summary. 
· Much of your grade will depend on how well you describe and explain the material IN YOUR OWN WORDS. You might want to take the major organizing themes of the book and use them to organize your own discussion. This does NOT mean, however, that I want a chapter-by-chapter summary. Your goal is a unified essay.
· So, what do I want, if not just a summary? 
· Throughout your summary, I want you to provide a critique of the book. (Hence the title: “A Critical Book Review.”)
· A critique consists of thoughts, responses, and reactions. It is not necessarily negative. 
· Nor do you need to know as much about the subject as the author (because you hardly ever will). The skills you need are an ability to follow an argument and test a hypothesis. Regardless of how negative or positive your critique is, you need to be able to justify and support your position.

**A note on citations and references**
· I EXPECT to see references and citations in the critical book review. This is an academic work. If a paper does not include references and citations,  it is merely a narrative with no academic support and I can read  story at the library.
· Make sure you use Chicago formatting and nothing else!! You would not use Chicago formatting in an English, Psych, or Sociology paper, so DO NOT ASSUME that APA or MLA is acceptable in History. It is not. 
· Any format other than Chicago will receive a ZERO with zero chance for a re-do.
· Parenthetical page references are acceptable but remember PAGE NUMBER only. 
· Do not include pp., p., pg., and then the page number in your parentheses. 
· Do not include the author’s name, year followed publication year and/or page number
· I want page number only in the parenthesis. 
· If students insist on submitting anything other than direct parenthetical references, I will take that as no reference at all and the grade will suffer
[bookmark: _GoBack]If you are unsure about ANYTHING, check with the librarians on LSC homepage, click Libraries link, or ask me first.
Pay attention to these guidelines. Your grade depends on it!!
**
Here are a number of questions that you can address as part of your critique. You need not answer them all, but questions one and two are essential to any book review, so those must be included. 
These are ABSOLUTELY NOT to be answered one after another (seriatim). Don’t have one paragraph that answers one, and then the next paragraph that answers the next, etc. 
The answers should be part of a carefully constructed essay, complete with topic sentences and transitions.
Question Guidelines:
1. What is your overall opinion of the book? On what basis has this opinion been formulated? That is, tell the reader what you think and how you arrived at this judgment. What did you expect to learn when you picked up the book? To what extent – and how effectively – were your expectations met? Did you nod in agreement (or off to sleep)? Did you wish you could talk back to the author? Amplify upon and explain your reactions.
2. Identify the author’s thesis and explain it in your own words. How clearly and in what context is it stated and, subsequently, developed? To what extent and how effectively (i.e., with what kind of evidence) is this thesis proven? Use examples to amplify your responses. If arguments or perspectives were missing, why do you think this might be?
3. What are the author’s aims? How well have they been achieved, especially with regard to the way the book is organized? Are these aims supported or justified? (You might look back at the introduction to the book for help). How closely does the organization follow the author’s aims?
4. How are the author’s main points presented, explained, and supported? What assumptions lie behind these points? What would be the most effective way for you to compress and/or reorder the author’s scheme of presentation and argument?
5. How effectively does the author draw claims from the material being presented? Are connections between the claims and evidence made clearly and logically? Here you should definitely use examples to support your evaluation.
6. What conclusions does the author reach and how clearly are they stated? Do these conclusions follow from the thesis and aims and from the ways in which they were developed? In other words, how effectively does the book come together?
7. Identify the assumptions made by the author in both the approach to and the writing of the book. For example, what prior knowledge does the author expect readers to possess? How effectively are those assumptions worked into the overall presentation? What assumptions do you think should not have been made? Why?
8. Are you able to detect any underlying philosophy of history held by the author (e.g., progress, decline, cyclical, linear, and random)? If so, how does this philosophy affect the presentation of the argument?
9. How does the author see history as being motivated: primarily by the forces of individuals, economics, politics, social factors, nationalism, class, race, gender, something else? What kind of impact does this view of historical motivation have upon the way in which the author develops the book?
10. Does the author’s presentation seem fair and accurate? Is the interpretation biased? Can you detect any distortion, exaggeration, or diminishing of material? If so, for what purpose might this have been done, and what effect does hit have on the overall presentation?

