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Dear Editor, 
I really wish to thank both reviewers for their meticulous and conscientious reading of the paper. Their constructive feedback was helpful to improve the quality and readability of the paper. Your comments are much appreciated.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Kindly find below my response to the valuable suggestions made by both reviewers. 
Best regards,     

	Reviewer
A
	Comments/suggestions for revision from the Reviewer
	Author’s revision or response

	
1
	In the title 'The Construction of Childhood' appears to be too general because the paper aims to examine issues way deeper than that. Hence, the title needs to be rephrased to ensure it better reflects the content of the paper.
	Modified title: When the Silent Child Speaks: Identity and Subversion in Anthony Browne’s Voices in the Park 

	
2
	The abstract does reflect the content of the paper quite well. However, the methodology used seems rather vague.

	Kindly refer to the abstract, the changes are highlighted in red. 

	
3

	The entire manuscript is not divided by sub-topics.
Hence, the manuscript is poorly organized for now but it can be easily sorted out by inserting sub-topics to separate the different sections of the manuscript.
	The manuscript is divided now in subcategory.  

	
4
	The introduction seems to have been 'interrupted' by the Literature Review that stands in between the two parts
of introductions. This can be resolved by reorganizing the sections.   
	This section is reorganized now. Some paragraphs are moved around. 

	
5
	These objectives seem to be rather repetitious and too character-based. It should instead highlight why is it important to analyze from those perspectives and how is this significant in contributing to the discussion.

	I added a section highlighted in red at the end of the introduction to take care of this point. 

	6
	· Literature review is clearly presented but there are too many direct quotes taken from the reviewed sources.  
· It is crucial to note that the research gap was not identified/ highlighted in the Literature review section.
	· Some of the quotes are paraphrased now. 
· The search gap is hinted to in the introduction now and explicitly stated in the last two paragraphs of the literature review section. The changes are highlighted in red.  

	
7
	The author did provide a lot of information with regard to how 'childhood' can be examined but a clear/proper framework is completely absent in the manuscript.

	The framework is clearly highlighted now in the methodology section. 

	8
	Methodology is generally vague
	I added a whole section for methodology to state it more clearly and to give it the focus it deserves.  

	9
	The analysis is somewhat disorganized
	The analysis is now more organized in clear sections. 

	10
	There is sound discussion and interpretation of results. Discussion and interpretation are rather convincing. However, it does not quite connect with the earlier parts of the manuscript
as the analysis seems to have overshadowed other sections.
	With the changes made above, the analysis section no longer overshadows the previous sections. The different sections of the manuscript are better balanced now. 

	
11
	The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the analysis/content. The original problem and the implications of the findings
are addressed here also.
There is clarity in the conclusion but it is not reflected in the analysis that seems somewhat too 'ambitious' for now.    
	The clarity of the conclusion is well reflected now in the analysis after organizing the analysis section in subcategories. All the points mentioned in the conclusion are reflected and analyzed to a great extent in the analysis section.  

	12
	Comment on the use of language:
Language is primarily clear and concise.

	No action needed 

	Reviewer
A  
General 
Comments 
	· Organization and Clarity are two of the major issues of this manuscript.
· The problem statement needs to be more accurately problematized. When this
is done, it will better justify the significance of this research.
· The analysis section has to be restructured. The author should establish clearer perspectives in which he/she wishes to analyze the selected text from.

	· The problem of organization is taken care of. By dividing the script into different subcategories, the manuscript gained more clarity and focus. 
· The problem statement is clearer and more accurate as mentioned in item 5.  
· The discussion section is better organized now into different subcategories .

	

	Reviewer
B
	Comments/suggestions for revision from the Reviewer
	Author’s revision or response

	1
	
	No action needed 

	2
	
	No action needed 

	3
	Is the manuscript well organized?
Yes. To a lesser extent.

	The manuscript is divided in different sections and subcategories 

	4
	
	No action needed 

	5
	
	No action needed 

	6
	
	No action needed 

	7
	
	No action needed 

	8
	
	No action needed 

	9
	
	No action needed 

	10 
	There is sound discussion and interpretation of results.
Yes. To a lesser extent.

	Taken care of as per Reviewer A suggestion. 

	11
	The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the analysis/content. The original problem and the implications of the findings
are addressed here also.
Yes. To a lesser extent.
	The clarity of the conclusion is well reflected now in the analysis after organizing the analysis section in subcategories. All the points mentioned in the conclusion are reflected and analyzed to a great extent in the analysis section.  

	12
	
	No action needed

	Reviewer
B  
General 
Comments
	1. Author lists "socio-economic conditions" (p.5) …. 
2. Specifically, I suggest that a paragraph each be written on how Browne's construction of childhood opposes familial and social pressures that would otherwise silence them by means of children's stratagems and boldness as expressed in Voices in the Park.

3. Minor editing on writing is required, particularly in-text citation. At times, "p." appears to indicate page; at other times,
however, author omits this out to indicate page
Overall, this is a great read.
	1. The term ‘socio-economic conditions’ is used in the manuscript to refer to the social class and economic conditions of both parents. It is not in the scope of the paper to discuss any other possible meanings of the term. 
2. I think this is already clear in the different sections of the paper. I added some sentences in different parts of the text to highlight this point further mainly in the second paragraph of the introduction and the last paragraph before the conclusion section.  
3. The manuscript has been thoroughly edited and the letter “p.” appears before the page number in all in-text citations in the manuscript. 

	
	
	



 
