September 4, 2008

Dear Editor and Reviewers  

Re:  Review of manuscript 08-001 

We have made fairly extensive changes that were suggested by the two reviewers of manuscript 08-001 which we had submitted online. I have taken segments of comments from both reviewers that were helpful which you will see below. I have then bolded sentences in this letter which address what we did to deal with the revisions, and suggestions. Hopefully, this format will be easy to follow. In addition I have attached the revised manuscript as well.   

The manuscript was generally well written. The authors have a smooth, fluid writing style. This strength could be enhanced by asking an outside reader to comb through the manuscript and correct the manuscript’s relatively few typos. An additional outside author with experience in online teaching was added to this manuscript. This proved valuable in re-organizing the manuscript.    

Another area that could be strengthened is the manuscript’s adherence to APA style guidelines. Areas the authors might consider re-examining include the placement of headings (e.g., I believe that primary headings, such as the method or findings sections, should be centered while secondary headings should be flush left and italicized.) and at least some of the references for spelling and formatting issues (e.g., “Saleebey, D. (2006). The strengths prespective in social work practice – 4th edition. New York: Pearson Education Inc.”). Paper was put in correct APA format. Headings centered, secondary headings now flushed, italicized, spelling double checked, and references corrected. 

Another comparatively minor issue the authors may want to revisit is the title and the term “student-sensitive.” Readers may not be familiar with this term. Another option would be to provide a definition of the term, the first time it is used in the manuscript, if the authors wish to retain it. Title of the manuscript is now changed to Developing an Online Social Work Practice Course Segment: An Action Research Case Example. The title of the manuscript was changed based on the feedback of the additional author who guided us with the method section.

In addition, the literature review could be improved by presenting a more thorough review of the research in the area of distance education. Similarly, a more in-depth discussion of the research on on-line practice courses might be helpful, given the nature of the study. Additional literature on online teaching was examined, and gaps in the literature on online teaching are noted in the revised manuscript. This provides a more thorough review of the literature. Ten additional references that have been added to the revised manuscript are cited below: 

Ballantyne N. (2007). Object lessons: A learning object 

approach to e-learning for social work education. Journal 

of Technology in Human Services, 25(1/2), 1–15.

Hick S. (2002). Connecting Aboriginal learners in remote communities: An online social 


work course. Journal of Technology in Human Services, 20(3), 267–81.

Holden G. (2002). Delivering knowledge for practice: A World 

Wide Web-based example. Journal of Social Work 

Education, 38(1), 167–72.

Lee T. (2007). The use of information technology to enhance the
quality of teaching and learning in a social work practicum: An example from the City University of Hong.

Menon G. M., & Coe J. A. R. (2000). Technology and social work education: Recent 

empirical studies. Research on Social Work Practice, 10(4), 397–9.

Ouellette, P., & Wilkerson, D., (2008). They Won’t Come: Increasing Parent 

Involvement in Parent Management Training Programs for At-Risk Youths in 

Schools. School Social Work Journal, 32(2), 39-52. 

Ouellette, P., Khaja, K., & Westhuis, D. (2007). Developing Student-Sensitive Online 


Instructional Materials: A Collaborative Process.  Paper presentation at the 

Council of Social Work Educators Convention, San Francisco, CA.
Reason, P. & Bradbury, H. (2001). Introduction: Inquiry and participation in search of a world worthy of human aspiration. In P. Reason & H. Bradbury (Eds.), Handbook of action research: Participative inquiry and practice. London: Sage Publications Ltd.

Sandell K. S., & Hayes S. (2002). The Web's impact on social work education:

 Opportunities, challenges, and future directions. Journal of Social Work
 Education, 38(1), 85–99.

Shibusawa T., VanEsselstyn D., & Oppenheim S. (2006). Third Space: A web-based 

learning environment for teaching advanced clinical practice skills. Journal of Technology in Human Services, 24(4), 21–32

On a more substantive note, the authors might want to think about condensing and reformatting the introduction. Currently, this section comprises some 8 pages. The manuscript could be improved by reducing this to approximately 5 or 6 pages and devoting the extra pages to a significantly expanded method section. The introduction is now one page long, to the point, and focused. 

To improve the introduction, consider deleting such controversial lines of thought. In their place, focus upon impartially reviewing the extant research, identifying gaps in the empirical knowledge base, and creating an argument why it is important for these gaps to be filled (e.g., why does this study matter? What gaps will it address in the on-line practice literature?). Key gaps in research on teaching online practice courses is now addressed, and controversial lines of thought deleted in the introduction. See second paragraph of page three. 

As implied above, a key area in which the manuscript can be improved is the method section. The method was completely re-written so the study could be duplicated, rational for study is provided, and the qualitative survey questions described (see pages 9, 10, & 11). Findings and recommendations were re-written so the manuscript read more coherently (see pages 11 to 20). 

Respectfully submitted

