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Authors’ Responses to Suggested Revisions
	Editors’ Comments
	Authors’ Response

	COMMENT 1
	

	APA corrections:references should be double spaced, headings and subheadings aligned as 3 levels, see p 62 in APA; tables use only horizontal lines, refer to apa starting on p 130, and insert in text location of the tables with appropriate comments introducing the tables.
	· Reference list has been corrected as requested to follow proper APA formatting.  The authors feel that there are only two levels of headings and no change was made at this time. Should the editor feel a change is necessary we are happy to do so at that time.  Tables at the end of the manuscript have been corrected according to APA formatting.  

	COMMENT 2
	

	Use either recreation therapy or therapeutic recreation consistently throughout the manuscript.
	· Changes were made to use therapeutic recreation consistently throughout the manuscript

	COMMENT 3
	

	Provide citations where marked in the track changes to support your statements.
	· All track marks were answered and edited. Changes accepted. Please see below under “Reviewers’ Comments” for answers to track marks.

	COMMENT 4
	

	Consider adding to the key terms, either RT or TR-which ever you use, and social interaction theory 5. Clarify your purpose statement as p 2 and p 5 differ and your discussion and conclusion introduce information on service learning and leadership training that is not considered in the introduction or referenced in the purpose but does appear to weigh in you study outcomes.
	· P. 1 – Recreation Therapy, Social Interaction Theory, and Schools were added to the key terms. 
· P. 1 –The purpose statement on p 2 was changed to match the purpose statement on p 7 to provide more clarity.
· The service learning component of this paper was address in the background section of the paper to give it context. Leadership and service-learning were both addressed in the discussion on p. 17 and again in the practical implications. Examining service-learning and leadership was not the intended purpose of this study but a discovery which has been noted in the discussion section of the manuscript.   




	COMMENT 5
	

	Introductory material should include literature on Shafer et al, since the behaviors are key elements of the investigation; may also need to include information on service learning and leadership preparation of professionals.

	· P. 5 – Changes were made to the literature review section to include a section on social interaction. Shafer et. al’s work has been noted here with reference to Table 1 for specific details. 

· P. 2-3 – Information was added on the service-learning component and the preparatory component of the service-learning course.

	COMMENT 6
	

	Methods section should be reorganized to begin with participant descriptions and selection of test sites: also needs to include operational definitions of the Shafer material; clear identification of the weekly lesson plan interventions; description of the variables being examined ie one-to-one and group instruction or the 5 varaiables-review team is not sure which variable is being examined; methods should also include clear description of the  "prepared behavioral checklist" with validity and inter-rater reliability identified; description of the baseline data collection procedures, and training of the observers should also be included.














	· P. 8 - Methods section was reorganized to begin with participant descriptions and selection of test sites. 
· P. 9 – Description of lesson plans interventions has been included in Table 2 and 3 and noted here.
· P. 10 – Reference to Table 1 has been added. Table 1 includes operational definitions of the Shafer material.
· P. 11 – A description of how the observers were trained on the data collection was added 
· P.10 – Description of the baseline data collection was reworked to clarify how the baseline was determined. 
· P. 10 – Description of behavior checklist was added. 
· P. 8 – The variable in the study have been more clearly written in the methods section.


	COMMENT 7
	

	Results, data from week 6 and 7 are not reported; table identifying the 2 sites and outcomes by variable by week would support the narrative, as is the narrative is confusing to the reader. Material on the specific intervention activities should be presented in tabular form in methods section by school by week and removed from this section. Clarification of the purpose will improve the organization of the results.
	· P. 12 – Beginning of the results section addresses data from weeks 1,4, 6, and 7 to provide clarity. 
· P.12-13 - An in-text reference to Table 4 and Table 6 was added to identify the 2 schools and outcomes by variable by week.
· P. 8-9 - Description of the lesson plans by school for each week has been included in a table format (Table 2 and 3) and reference in the method section. 
· P. 2 and 7 -  The purpose statement on p. 2 was changed to match the purpose statement on p. 7 to provide more clarity. 


	COMMENT 8
	

	Discussion and conclusion, results should be presented according to the purpose, introducing new information on service learning and leadership should occur first in related literature and methods section on training of observers and leaders and or in the introductory materials. Use of the terms positive and negative social behaviors appears initially in these areas and should be operationally defined in the introductory and methods sections when the operational variables and social interaction theory are defined.









	· P. 2 - Some service-learning information has been included in the background section of the manuscript to provide clarity for the reader; however, service-learning is not the focus of this paper. 
· The comment on leadership has been addressed in Reviewer Comment 24.
· Training of observers has been addressed in Reviewer Comment 15
· Positive and negative social behaviors have been defined on P. 6 and 10

	COMMENT 9
	

	A limitations section should be presented in the concluding section as you reference the small sample size, and leadership competencies of the students; also separating implications for practice and implications for future research would make the paper stronger.

	· P. 21 – Limitation have been added as requested and combined with the future research section
· P. 19-21 – Changes were made to separate the practical implications and future research into different sections.  

	REVIEWERS’ COMMENTS
	Authors’ Response

	COMMENT 1:  “Structured or developed”
	· P. 1 – Included “developed” in changes

	COMMENT 2:  “May want to say curriculum or program or modules”
	· P. 1 – This sentence has been reworded for more clarity. 

	COMMENT 3:  “The title uses Recreation therapy, consider choosing TR or RT and then be consistent throughout article”
	· The authors decided to use Therapeutic Recreation throughout the article

	COMMENT 4: P. 2 In text comment, “(citation?)”
	· P. 2 – Citation was added as requested  

	COMMENT 5:  “Again TR or RT?”
	· The authors decided to use Therapeutic Recreation throughout the article

	COMMENT 6:  “This purpose statement does not quite match the statement on p 6”
	· P.2 – The purpose statement on p 2 was changed to match the purpose statement on p 7 to provide more clarity. 

	COMMENT 7:  “Is there a CTRS employed or on the project at the school?  If yes I would state that as I think it could impact replication of the program.”
	· P.3 – More clarity has been provided on how a CTRS is involved in the project/service learning course.


	COMMENT 8: “Both techniques, one-to-one teaching and small groups”
	· P. 7 – Change accepted

	COMMENT 9:  “This purpose statement does not quite match p 2”
	· P. 6  – The purpose statement on p 2 was changed to match the purpose statement on p 7 to provide more clarity.

	COMMENT 10:  “That that ?”
	· Change accepted

	COMMENT 11:  “A lot is being done with physical ACTIVITY right now, but little is reaching IDD and special edu. You may want to consider using activity in place of MOVEMENT. You could then use PA + SI in the follow-up descriptions.”
	· For ease in reading, we decided to keep the language the way it is as it may cause some confusion with other text in this section.  If the editors feel we should still make this change, we will do so.

	COMMENT 12:  “How do these interventions relate to the instruction or small group? Appears that these are being introduced now-rather than in RL section-these need to be explained or defined”
	· Language has been changed to provide more clarity of the specifics of the study related to the instructional strategies and activity goals.  The assigned goals used in this study have been operationalized in the methods sections and connections back to the instructional strategies has been made. 

	COMMENT 13:  “How was this baseline determined?”
	· P. 10 – This section was reworked to clarify how the baseline was conducted.   

	COMMENT 14:  “I would be interested in how the baseline was assessed?  Who assessed over what period etc.”
	· P. 10 – Again, this section was reworked to clarify how the baseline was assessed and who assed it. 

	COMMENT 15:  “Were the student researchers trained, provide information on how they gained the skills to collect the data”
	· P. 11 – A description of how the student researchers were trained on the data collection was added 

	COMMENT 16:  “Male vs. female participant numbers?”
	· P. 8 -  The students with disabilities identity were kept private, so the gender was not revealed in this study. Gender differences were not examined in this study. 

	COMMENT 17:  “This work needs to be included in the RL, and the 5 social interaction behaviors should each be defined as part of the methods section.”
	· P. 5-6  – Shafer, Egel, and Neef (1984) work was added to the literature review and referenced to Table 1. Information on the interaction behaviors has also been included in the methods section under “Data Collection” p. 10.

	COMMENT 18:  ‘The weekly interventions can be presented in table format by school, this narrative is confusing, but with table, could be used and would be clearer to the reader.”
	· P. 14 – Table 5 has been created to summarize the details of the components of the activities used each week for clarity and has been noted on p. 14

	COMMENT 19:  “For ease of reading maybe put the 7 weeks into a table
Week 1 PA +SI seated
Week 2 
Week 3
Or you could even have the variables across top of the table and place an x when those were used”
	· P. 14 –  Table 5 has been created to summarize the details of the components of the activities used each week for clarity and has been noted on p. 14

	COMMENT 20:  “What about week 6 and 7?”
	· P. 12 - The researcher only reported on the weeks where there were significant difference; being week two, three, and five. 

	COMMENT 21:  “These interventions need to be explained as part of the methods section, in this section each would be named with reference to tabular information on the interventions”
	· P. 8-9 - Descriptions of each of the lesson plans implemented in the two schools have been included in a table format and referenced in the method section on p.8-9. 

	COMMENT 22:  “This is intervention information that should be placed in the method section”
	· P. 8-9 - Descriptions of each of the lesson plans implemented in the two schools have been included in a table format and referenced in the method section on p.8-9.

	COMMENT 23: “This is first mention of the college students service learning skills, sounds as if the student’s service learning class intended to help them develop leadership and facilitation skills, if so this should be discussed in introduction section and methods section as it appears their competencies impacted the outcome of this study from this discussion”
	· P. 2 - Information pertaining to the service-learning component of the project has been include in the literature review section on page 3. 
· P. 18 – the influence of the student’s growth through learning on the project outcomes has been noted as a plausible influence with more specific research on this needed.   


	COMMENT 24:  “This is the first time the paper has discussed the leader’s role other than in the between school comparisons. It would therefore be important to consider this in the related literature section of the paper as this impacts the outcomes of this project.”
	· This was a discovery from the study related to practice and the literature was used to reinforce the implications suggested in this paper.  The authors do not feel that a literature review section needs to be included. Should the editor feel differently we can certainly make that addition.  

	COMMENT 25:  “This sentence made a great point.”
	· We greatly appreciate this comment 

	COMMENT 26:  “This may be a stretch in that the lesson plans did NOT speak to evidence based programs or practices.  They simply stated TR activities.  This may be something more to consider as the project continues, having students use actual evidence- based programs.”
	· This was written as a consideration for the project moving forward. This may have been misread by the reviewer and therefore has not been changed.  

	COMMENT 27:  “Provide citation for this statement”
	· A citation has been added as requested on p. 21.

	COMMENT 28:  “This is the first time you have used recreationAL therapist.  A lot of lit is going towards Recreational Therapy, Recreational Therapist, and Recreational Therapy activities.”
	· P. 20 This language was changed to CTRS for consistency throughout the paper.

	COMMENT 29:  “Are you speaking to RT specific activities or just general recreation?”
	· P.21 – clarity has been added to include therapeutic recreation activities.  

	COMMENT 30:  “May want to describe the baseline process earlier in the article.  It never stated how the baseline was conducted specifically.”
	· P. 10 -  Changes were made to the methods section and data collection section to explain how the baseline was conducted specifically on p 10.

	COMMENT 31:  “Paragraphs in the text should summarize tabular information, and see APA, insert table here needs to be included for proper location in the text”
	· P. 31 – An in text comment was included on p. 12 to reference to table 4 regarding the significant difference in social interaction behaviors between and within school comparison. 

	COMMENT 32: 
“Needs example of the lesson plan format-including all interventions.  This would be particularly helpful with replication.”
	· P. 8 – the outline of what is included in a typical lesson plan has been noted. 



