Dear reviewer B, 
Thank you for your comments and suggestions. We have revised the paper accordingly. We believe the paper is more concise and significantly improved. Our response to particular comments is described in the following section in blue color and bold font: 

	Reviewer B 

For author and editor 
	[bookmark: 282]Subject: Developing a Writing Intensive Accounting Capstone Course with a Research Emphasis
The manuscript presents a timely and interesting topic that warrants consideration of publication, subject to a major revision with respect to both content and writing style.  The content should be significantly reduced with respect to pages 2-12 and expanded for pages 13-18. The writing style must avoid awkward phases and use more effective introductory sentences to setup each paragraph’s content. Cut back the over use of pronouns: this and it.

The revised paper is 3 pages shorter than the original submission. The reduction primarily came from the first half of the paper. 

The paper’s major strengths are pages 13-18. Especially noteworthy are: Exhibit 1 Grading Rubric for assessing students’ research and writing skills, Table 4 proposal/draft and final version scores, and Table 5 student evaluation scores. One minor suggestion to fix exhibit one is to remove the description of “first draft” from the first column and replace with “report” since the rubric is for both the first drat and final version per the end columns. 

DONE.

If the paper has merit for publication, the scope should be limited (focused on) students’ writing and research, the instructor’s assessment, and the students’ improvement. 

The paper is re-organized in the following 4 sections:
1. Student Writing & Research
2. Implementation Issues
3. Assessment
4. Our Experience – challenges & rewards

In sum, more data analysis related to number of students observe, students’ specific observed improvements related to the 7 points assessed per the rubric (both averages and frequencies) and more students’ perceptions via the course evaluations, e.g., frequency of responses. 

Additional data analysis was done to assess the significance of improvement in writing. See Table 2 for ‘t’ statistics for each of the 7 items and respective ‘p’ values (discussion on page 12).

In addition, the correlation of student scores per various assessment outcomes and student perceptions observed for related scores (via course evaluations) would significantly add to the paper’s appeal to educators. Does the instructor’s feedback impact the students’ perceptions with respect to “course-content-satisfaction-scores,” especially when improvement from proposal/draft to final version occurs?

Average rating for usefulness of instructor feedback provided on page 12. We also performed a correlation analysis. See Table 4 for correlation between student perception and performance measures (discussion on page 13). 

The manuscript’s major weaknesses are the first 12 pages. In order to make the paper worthy of publication, the manuscript should delete or significantly cutback the narrative journal/diary format about (1) reasons for selection of SOX topic since not all students used the topic, and (2) development of capstone course [assembling … creating … tutorial … ]. The topic selection and course development sections of approximately 6 pages are a major distraction to the interesting topic and actually will lead one to suggest rejecting the manuscript. The deletion or significant reduction in turn will cause the paper’s scope to be curtailed and thereby require a re-write of the introduction and motivation sections. The introduction/motivation section should only be about three pages that focus on research and writing and not topic selection.

The first half of the manuscript is significantly reduced. Details about various sections of SOX are deleted. Our rationale is now quite concise.

A major inconsistency was the focus on SOX literature, research etc. but then the flexibility allotted to students to pick an unrelated topic. This pretty much contradicts the rationale for topic selection.

Students learned about SOX & its ramifications in this course. As important as SOX is, it served as a conduit for tackling the larger learning goals related to writing & research. Allowing students to explore ideas other than SOX was done so as to not stifle intellectual curiosity or sacrifice the learning goals. 

Numerous awkward phrases and questionable word choices are a major distraction, especially for a paper that focuses on quality writing skills. Refer to page 6 … requires student complete … page 6 … The development of this course we truly a … page 9 … assignments to deepen thinking … page 10 … The first two goals informed our class discussions … 

Removed.

Creating the syllabus section needs an introductory section. The narrative rambles without direction … four general learning goals … The specific learning objectives (?) … 

We have taken into account your suggestions about writing in a more succinct and focused way. We believe the revised manuscript achieves that.

Tables 1 & 2 do not add value to the paper.
Deleted.



