April 23, 2010
Brandon Andrew Yabko

Editor

Current Issues in Education

Dear Editor Yabko:

Thank you for considering my manuscript for publication in the Current Issues in Education. I am submitting a revised version of my manuscript entitled “Visible or Invisible? Korean High School Students’ Current Schooling Experiences in the United States.”
I appreciate the encouraging and insightful comments by the four reviewers. Following are the points of revision that I considered. For the sake of convenience, I directly quote the reviewers’ comments and explain how I revised. 

Reviewer A Comments

1. The identity theory is presented in a very concise manner, and I felt like it was sufficient. However, the final paragraph of this section goes back to positioning theory, connecting it to learning – and then Gee is cited – while he does have a very parallel theory of identity to the one stated above (Davidson), I’m wondering why you would cite a different identity theorist here. 

· Although I cited Gee (1996) because he made a link between identity and learning, it might have caused the reader’s confusion. Therefore, in this revised version, I removed Gee’s citation in order to avoid confusion and made the study grounded in Davidson’s identity concepts. 
2. Participant descriptions: You make a case in your rationale/lit review about the importance of exploring the differences among students, rather than lumping them all together. Then, in the description of the old timers, it seems that they get very much so lumped together – even their pseudonyms, rather than being individual names, are impersonal initials.
· To address the concerns by Reviewer A, the old timers’ (newly named 1.5/2nd generation group) impersonal initials were changed to individual names. For instance, D. W was changed to Daewon, E. G. to Eugin, E.S. to Eunji, and B. K. to Bokeun. See this change on pages 10 and 11.
3. Your insights about Korean culture, especially with regards to the differences in schooling and parental expectations, added depth to your argument. I just wonder about including that which is your opinions/experiences in a research article like this, and as a non-Korean, I have no way of knowing how well Koreans would agree with your statements. 
· To address this concern, I cited other scholars’ work to support my opinions/experiences (for example, Seth, 2002 on page 20). If I could not find studies that support my arguments that are drawn from my direct experiences, I deleted my opinions.  
4. I felt that the overall conclusions/implications were under-developed. I would have liked to see more application of your theories, especially of identity, to the data to see how you saw Davidson’s theory applying to your analysis. 
· The conclusion section was fully revised by linking my findings to positioning theory which is the framework of this study. See this change on pages 28 through 31.
· To make Davidson’s identity theory more applicable, culturally relevant pedagogy (Ladon-Billings, 1995) was also cited to show how teachers might allow students to share their cultural identities to help them develop positive sense of themselves in educational contexts. See this application on page 31. 
5. A quick style/word-use note: the phrase “In other words” is used 15 times in the paper, and at times feels repetitive and unnecessary. Consider revising. 
· As suggested, the phrases “In other words” were removed when they were used repetitively. I also found out that I used the phrases, “in particular,” over and over again. These repetitive phrases removed throughout the paper when they are not necessary. 
Reviewer B Comments 
1. The topic is important to immigrant and minority education. The ideas are clearly presented. The findings do help the readers to understand the Korean students’ schooling experiences in the U.S. Some suggestions I have for this article are: Research related to new comer or old-time comer may strengthen the literature review. For example, Kibria, N. (2002) Becoming Asian American: Second Generation Chinese and Korean.
· As suggested by the reviewer, I cited Kibria (2002) who used post-modernistic approach to examine minority groups’ identity. See this citation on pages 8 and 29.
2. The process of participants’ recruitment was not clear. The article didn’t mention what population and within which location that the participants were drawn from.
· To address this concern, I added a more detailed process of participants’ recruitment. See the details on page 10.
3. The conclusion needs to be strengthened more. What does “positive identities’ mean? How can teachers adopt teaching approaches along with curriculum to develop minority students’ positive identities in educational contexts?
· As suggested, the conclusion was strengthened by making the sentences more clear. See pages 28 through 31. 
· “Positive identities” were changed to “positive sense of themselves” to make the phrases more clear. See page 31. 
4. The length of the findings/discussion seems long and need to be condensed.
· I addressed this issue by condensing the finding sections. However, I kept several important students’ examples to provide the reader with a more vivid picture of their experiences. I believe the uniqueness of this paper is to hear the students’ voice. See the shortened findings/discussion on pages 15 through 27. 
5. Citation correction: Harré and van Langenhove (1999) 
· As suggested, I changed the citation from Harre to Harré. See this on pages 5 and 6. 
Review C Comments 
1. In qualitative research a triangulation of data strengthens the study and here it was just the self-reported perceptions of a small number of students. In qualitative research a triangulation of data strengthens the study and here it was just the self-reported perceptions of a small number of students. I wonder if the researcher could have collected (or did) data from teachers who teach these learners, American peers, and or conduct class observations? 
· The Reviewer C’s main concerns seem to be related to methodology. I fully understand that it would have been better if I could have conducted class observations to look at the interaction between the students and the teachers. However, the class observation was not possible due to the school permission issues. As with many studies, this study has the limitation. In the methodology section, the limitations of the study were added. See this addition on page 13. 
2. This study suffers from common weaknesses of home-grown, small-scale research: The survey does not appear to have been pilot-tested or tested for validity or reliability.
· As a qualitative researcher, I used a case study method (Stake, 1995; Merriam, 1998) and conducted interviews, not surveys. Interviews were conducted in a face to face format. The semi-structured questions were expanded and reiterated based on the interviewees’ understandings. 
· Given that we can gain insights from one single case by using rigorous analysis processes, which is a major purpose of a qualitative study, the scale of research does not seem to be a critical issue. I believe the case studies of eight Korean students provide insightful ideas on the differences between the two student groups from this same ethnic group. 
· To address the reviewer’s concerns on methodology, the coding of the data was added in a more detailed way. For instance, codes that emerged from newcomer groups were: “invisible outsiders,” “impact of content knowledge,” “assimilation desire,” & “American dreams.” The codes from 1.5/2nd generation groups were: “realistic dreams,” “blaming teachers & school systems,” & “dual identities.” See this coding of data on page 14. 
3. I did a great deal of copy editing and that was only a ‘first pass’. There are many sentences that don’t make sense (that were clearly not reread before submission) and there were some stylistic, formatting, and usage issues, which makes this appear sloppy. The author(s) needs to conduct a comprehensive editing of the document.

· To address the reviewer’s concerns, I conducted comprehensive editing of the paper. The revised paper was also proofread and findings were reviewed by a colleague who is a native English-speaker. My colleague becomes the second author of this revised paper. Her role was added on page 13. 
· Reviewer D Comments
1. However, some of the strands appear underdeveloped and would benefit from expanded discussion. One such strand is the historical connections shaping the social interactions and relationships between Koreans and other groups also identified as Asians, such as Japanese. Also, to what extent might some of the findings relate more to the unique needs and nature of adolescents as opposed to socio-cultural concerns? …. The same can be said of the possible differences in school-type (e.g., Catholic vs. non-catholic traditions). These connections would strengthen the paper and enrich the case being made that we distinguish further the multiplicity within and unique needs of Asians. Also, in what ways might findings noted relate to those of others in the literature regarding the multiplicity of needs inherent within other groups classified from global versus national or localized perspectives (e.g., first generation African Americans who were “forced immigrants” vs. those who arrived later of their own free will; Latino Americans from Mexico vs. those from Argentina, Spain, Chile, Brazil, etc.; native Americans who are Navajo from those who are Dakota)? 

· I agree with reviewer D’s points that the discussion needs to be more expanded. To address reviewer D’s concerns, the section of discussion was expanded based on the differences between the two Korean groups. See the finding/discussion sections on pages 15 through 27.  
· Since this study aims to bring perspectives on how similar or different the Korean students are, I compared Korean newcomers to the 1.5/2nd generation group. Although it would be interesting to discuss the Korean groups with other Asians, such as Japanese, or to compare the catholic vs non-catholic traditions, it was beyond the scope of this study. I focused more on Korean students’ identity shifts.
Other Changes 
· As you have noticed, the title, “old-timer group” was changed to “1.5/2nd generation group” throughout the paper. When discussing the term “old timer” with my second author, it was decided that this heading might be misleading to readers as it often denotes senior citizens.  
It is my belief that I responded to all of the reviewers’ concerns and suggestions. Thank you again for the reviewers’ time on my manuscript. Their specific and detailed comments helped me stay focused on the major revision process. I believe that this study makes important contributions to our understanding of the identities of Korean students. If you have any questions or concerns, please feel free to contact me, 940-898-2011, or byoon@mail.twu.edu. I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,

Bogum Yoon, Ph. D.

Assistant Professor

Department of Reading

Texas Woman’s University

P.O. Box 425769

Denton, TX 76204-5769

