A well-written book review will contain three major areas of discussion: summary, context, and evaluation.
The summary should explain what happens in the book.  It should provide enough detail to give the reader confidence that the review actually read the book in question.  After all, if the reader doesn’t believe the reviewer read the book, how is he or she to believe anything the reviewer has to say about the book.  However, the review should not be a moment-by-moment rehash of the plot.  It should summarize, outlining in general some of the big-ticket items, while at all times being careful not to give too much away.  The goal of the summary is to present the gist of the book and suggest its overall shape and texture, without spoiling any of the big reveals that the author has in store to reward the reader for his or her patience.  Especially if it is a book that the reviewer would recommend to his or her reader, the review should serve to entice without revealing too much.

The context should place the novel next to something to give the reader a comparison.  There are two primary options for this.  One can place the novel next to other works by the same author (i.e. – how does The Fault in our Stars compare with other works by John Green, say Looking for Alaska or An Abundance of Katherines?).  One can also analyze how the book represents its genre (i.e. – regardless of how it compares to other works by John Green, how does The Fault in our Stars fare as a work of contemporary realistic fiction?).  To do this, the reviewer needs to lay out some of the elements of the genre and then say how the novel demonstrates or does not demonstrate the hallmarks of its genre.  If one is reviewing a romance novel, one expects there to be a good deal of intrapersonal conflict in addition to the interpersonal conflict; that is, the characters should not only have romantic entanglements with other characters, they should spend a good deal of time anguishing over those entanglements in their own hearts and minds.  
The evaluation should do just that: it should evaluate how well the novel does what it is trying to do.  Is it a plot-driven adventure story?  Then how well does it keep the reader turning the pages and what is it about the story that succeeds or fails at that task?  Is a reflective philosophical piece that seeks to force the reader to question his or her world-view?  If so, what are the thematic lessons it is trying to teach and how well does it teach those lessons?  What could have been done to make it more effective in its philosophical considerations?  Is it a work that focuses on its characters and the conflicts that drive and create them?  How believable are the characters’ reactions to their given situations and how compelling are their conflicts?  Does the author create characters the reader roots for or despises and does the author place them in situations that push the characters forward and reveal them for who they truly are rather than simply telling the reader what the characters are like?
Just keep in mind these overarching three ideas: by the time a book review is done, a reader should know the general shape of the story and enough detail to pique his or her interest without spoiling the rewarding bits later, a reader should know what to expect from this book either as a representative of a type of book (horror novel) or as a representative of a particular author (Stephen King novel), and a reader should know approximately how well the book succeeds at what it aims to do.
