About reviewing for Against the Current
ATC is appreciative of reviewers who can help the magazine identify and review books pertinent to the diverse concerns of a broad section of people engaged in social movements and learning about socialist history and theory, broadly defined. This can definitely include books about various regions of culture (science, sociology, political theory, philosophy, literature, religion, visual arts, music) and also novels, poetry, films, theatre performances, and museum displays.  Those by and about people of color, women, gender non-conformists, and radicals of all types are certainly wanted, along with analyses of hot spots (the Middle East) and topics (Climate Change). We also like to review books by individuals connected with our political movement, nationally and internationally.  Look through past issues of ATC and you will see a range in the kinds of books we review.
If you’re seriously interested in reviewing a title, we can usually get the publisher to send you a review copy.
 The first task of the reviewer is to summarize the author’s thesis. One effective way to start a review is to briefly state the book’s major argument or intended contribution, providing the reader with a clear idea of what the book is about. This can be accomplished by paraphrasing or briefly quoting the author (who should be briefly identified). Short quotes can emphasize the author’s point and, hopefully, reveal the quality of the author’s writing. It’s best not to clutter the review with too many, or too long, quotes that make the reading choppy. (When citing the author’s words, please indicate the page number.)
Another way of summarizing the book is to compare and contrast it with others on the same topic, and indicate its uniqueness. Or the reviewer might use the book’s outline as a way of showing how various chapters advance the author’s thesis.

Once you have stated the author’s thesis and supporting arguments, feel free to comment on the quality of the arguments or the writing. It’s important is that the reader understand the author’s perspective and can differentiate it from the reviewer’s.

Try your best to present your critique in a lively style, providing motivation as to why the reader might be interested in the book and your critique.  And please avoid highly specialized jargon and arcane allusions, as well as clichés, over-used phrases, and vague terms (“interesting”).
Generally most ATC reviews are pretty positive about the books under discussion. After all, with so many books to read, it’s not worth our time and space—or the reader’s time—to review “worthless” books except in unusual cases.  While it is useful to correct significant errors of fact, a laundry list of smaller mistakes in spelling and other matters is usually not necessary
ATC editors read, discuss and vote on each draft submitted, but our preference is to help improve work so that it can be published. From that perspective, we may ask the reviewer to clarify points or offer for reorganization. Generally reviews range between 800 and 2,500 words—although a few are longer. Generally a review is of a single book, although a few, usually grouped around a particular theme, discuss several. We encourage language that is fresh, appropriate and exact. We enjoy distinctive voices. We are not an academic journal and do not require footnotes, but we certainly want claims to be accurate and verifiable. (If you do wish to use notes, please do so sparingly and make them endnotes, which saves us time and trouble converting them.)
ATC is a bimonthly so we have six deadlines a year. Deadlines are on the 15th of every odd month (January, March, May, July, September & November). Each year we try to have a special issue for Black History month (January/February, deadline November 15) and Women’s History month (March/April, deadline January 15) but we need reviews on these subjects throughout the year as well. We may also be having special issues so you can check with us to see what special issues we are planning.
Reviews are easiest for our board to read if they are double-spaced with pages numbered, and use stand style guides such as the Chicago Manuel of Style, PMLA Style, and others that are accessible on line.  The heading of the review should have the book title, author, place and date of publication, number of pages, and price (in hardback and/or paper), as well as your own name and a brief identification (such as, “Jane Doe is a member of Solidarity and active in the AFT in Boston”).
For further information, please contact David Finkel at cfc@igc.org or Dianne Feeley at feeleyd@earthlink.net.

