June 9, 2014
Kimberly Olivares
Managing Editor, Journal of the Scholarship of Teaching and Learning
755 West Michigan St., UL 1180D
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202
Dear Ms. Olivares,

Thank you for the opportunity to revise and resubmit our manuscript, “Preparing Students for Community-Based Learning Using an Asset-Based Approach.”  We appreciate and have given substantial consideration to the reviewers’ comments, and believe that the enclosed manuscript has benefited greatly from these suggestions.  In fact, this revised manuscript has been extensively reworked, particularly with regard to the data.  In the following paragraphs we summarize how we have addressed the concerns raised.
Data and Results
In the original draft, the test group included students from three courses, while the control group only had students from a single class.  Reviewer B was concerned about the difference in sample size between the two groups.  The point was well taken, therefore we secured IRB approval to survey students from two more classes and have included them in the control group.  These new classes, like test group, include Introduction to Sociology and an advanced general education course.  This should make for a more comparative sample.  
Reviewer B also asked for more information about the two test groups.  To begin, we moved the discussion of previous engagement experiences to the Data and Methods section.  We agree that this gives the reader more context as he or she reads the rest of the piece.  More direct comparisons between the two groups are then made in the Results section.  The samples only differed in student experiences with community-based and experiential learning that took place prior to the courses we surveyed.  Because of this, we completed additional analyses that controlled for this difference, shown in Table 5 of the revised draft, and found similar results to the original tests.  Reviewer B also requested additional forms of data, such as student journals, be included in the analyses.  While such data are, unfortunately, unavailable to us, student journals would ultimately help us assess student perceptions of asset-based approaches and what they believe they learned from those experiences. Our data get at precisely this point, as students were asked about the ways in which asset-based work facilitated their educational experiences.  We are thus confident that the findings shown are the result of the asset-based experiences rather than differences in the two groups, and that they directly highlight student growth due to these projects.   
An Appendix, which shows the pre and post-tests, has also been added to the manuscript.  Similarly, the questions in both of these tests are now described in the Data and Methods section of the narrative.  This should help alleviate concerns that some results were not shared given that the documents in the Appendix clearly indicate that we reported all findings related to each question on our survey.  

A more explicit consideration of the project’s future implications and limitations has also been incorporated into the revised manuscript in order to address concerns expressed by both reviewers.  These appear in both the Data and Methods section and in the Conclusions. We now point out a number of limitations, make an argument for why the method is appropriate despite these concerns, and suggest directions for future research that addresses these issues. 
Literature Review and Conclusions
The initial three sections of the revised manuscript have been significantly streamlined.  Although Reviewer A appreciated the mix of articles reviewed, we also agreed with Reviewer B that some tightening was necessary.  To that end, we refocused the discussion of service-learning to those topics we return to later in the paper and re-organized the discussion of asset-mapping.  In doing so, we removed the “web of life” example and clarified the visual map shown in Figure 1.  We believe the manuscript is now easier to follow and better prepares the reader for the analytic section.
The Conclusions have also been reworked to include a greater discussion of how asset-based activities can be incorporated into the classroom. We have drawn examples from a broad variety of disciplines that we believe could benefit from asset-based activities. We also recommend that colleges and universities incorporate asset-based work into seminars for first year students and/or sophomores.  
Please let us know if we can be of any further assistance as you consider our manuscript.

Sincerely,
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