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1. Describe briefly what this work sets out to do and for whom it is intended. 

It describes and analyses lifestyle eco-activism in Hong Kong shedding light on practices and ideas hitherto unnoticed and unexplored outside of the immediate locality. It will primarily suit an academic audience but this is not limited to post graduate scholars. I would have no hesitation in recommending it to my 3rd year undergraduate students in course on social movement studies and sustainability studies. Being at the intersection of those two fields means it is both timely and valuable.

1. Does this manuscript make a truly significant contribution to the field?  Why or why not? 

It fills gaps in the knowledge (previous studies are very geographically limited). It adds new concepts to the field that may prove especially useful in the emerging scholarship on ‘quiet’ activism and ‘everyday resistance’.

1. Is the scholarship sound?  Has the author gone to all the right sources and made the best use of them?  Do the conclusions flow from the evidence presented? 

Yes. The study draws on extensive fieldwork and analyses it through the appropriate literatures. Its positioning in relation to the existing scholarship might be highlighted earlier in the manuscript for stronger effect. As written, it doesn’t oversell the importance of its findings, but they could be more confidently stated without overclaiming.

1. How do you rate the manuscript’s organization? 

Logical and straightforward. The conclusions are a little weak in relation to the strength of the rest of the manuscript and might benefit from rewriting to draw out the significance of the ideas presented earlier.

1. How do you rate the documentation?  Is it appropriate, adequate, and consistent? 
 
The scholarship is deep but not intrusive, the documentation clear and consistent.

1. How do you rate the writing?  Is it clear and interesting?  Is the style appropriate for the subject and the intended audience? 

Some changes will inevitably need to be made at copy editing stage but the writing style is engaging and appropriate and will allow the book to be accessible to a range of audiences

1. Will this work prove useful to interested readers outside this field, whether scholars in other disciplines or general readers?  If so, to whom and to what extent? 

The m/s reaches across disciplinary boundaries and audiences. Social movement studies and a range of sustainability study programmes are the obvious target audiences, but there may also be regional studies scholars who would benefit from this work.

1. How does this work compete with, complement, or otherwise compare with other available books?  Please comment briefly on the titles you cite. 

I would file this alongside some of the works mentioned in it. Most notably Steele et al, Quiet activism. Frère and Jacquemain’s Everyday resistance are the two that most closely echo the concerns though from very different geographies. The one writer who is  not mentioned and that this book stands in a very valuable dialogue with, is Geoffrey Pleyers. The work he started in Alterglobalization (2010) outlining the way of reason and the way of subjectivity as two competing strands for action is very relevant and more recent studies of his have developed this analytical framework in a very helpful direction. I am minded to ask how this work would map against this framework especially given its origin in the study of transnational activism, especially in Europe and Latin America. Similarly, I was surprised to find no references to discussions in the pages of Interface as the one journal that publishes social movement analyses sympathetic to the novelty described here.

1. Does this work have classroom potential?  If so, for what kinds of classes and at what level? 

Yes for higher level undergraduates as noted for Q3

1. Would there be potential interest in this work abroad? 

Yes, certainly in Europe. I’m not qualified to comment beyond my own location.

1. If the manuscript needs further work:  

(a)   Does it show enough potential that we should encourage the author to undertake the necessary revisions?
(b)   Do you feel that the author is capable of making these revisions?
(c)   Is the manuscript longer (or shorter) than it needs to be to make its case most effectively?
(d)   What are your general and specific suggestions for revision?  Please be as generous with suggestions as your time and resources allow.


The m/s is publishable as it is. However, it also has the potential to be further developed, if only slightly, in a number of directions as indicated in the comments in this review.
I would urge a stronger location within the Social movement studies literature. For maximum impact (esp wrt Pleyers and to the issues raised in interface – especially editorially). The author has explored some of these issues in other papers and presentations. I would urge incorporating some of the conclusions and observations made in these external studies into this, since the book will stand as the collective and definitive statement of this field study. 
Discussion of the centrality of localization raises a number of issues, particularly in relation to the way in which localization, locality and soil has been understood as central in some threads of western ecologism, without falling into eco-fascist narratives of ecology blood and soil. Here I am specifically thinking of Wendell Berry’s work as one example (though there are others). Is this something that could at least be acknowledged by the author, or will it be something that other writers might be left to think about for future publications? It is obviously be beyond the scope of this volume, but the author might want to consider taking ownership of the potential of this comparative study area rather than just leave it to others.

The weakest section is the final chapter on slow hope. There is a huge potential here to begin to draw comparative analysis that would enlighten and attract a much wider readership. However, it remains underdeveloped, and lacks grounding int the literature beyond Mauch.  A strong conclusion might stress the elements that this study finds unique, the concepts that it reveals which can be added to the lexicon of sustainability and resistance in green activism. It would stress the uniqueness and the similarities appearing from the observations made. There is so much here in the thick and rich description provided that it would be a shame for this just to stop at being a self-contained study that might allow others to think about its comparative implications. 

1. Did you find this manuscript stimulating?  Did you enjoy reading it?  Is this something you would recommend to others? 

Yes an excellent read an very recommendable. It touches on so many subjects.

1. Feel free to offer additional comments and suggestions that have not been addressed by the above questions.

One of the points it makes almost unconsciously is that the book provides an excellent examination and explanation that ‘green’ lifestyle/politics/thought/ imaginaries have rarely been as simple as the one-track concern that commentators have frequently made them out to be. I am aware that a full discussion of this element would require perhaps a further study, but even highlighting this fact at some point (especially relevant to chapter 6) might more visibly demonstrate the value of this study to a wider audience.

1.  In sum:  
A. I strongly recommend publication and have suggested optional revisions.
B. I recommend publication and have suggested optional revisions.
C. I recommend publication only if the specified revisions are satisfactorily completed.
D. I do not recommend publication.


We hope you will feel free to offer additional comments and suggestions that have not been addressed by these questions. Comments for the editor or individual contributors would be most welcome. Thank you.


Please return to Caitlin Tyler Richards at ctylerri@uw.edu 

Caitlin Tyler-Richards
University of Washington Press
Box 359570
Seattle, WA 98195-9570
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