SPEECH PATHOLOGY AND AUDIOLOGY

[image: image1.jpg]School of Human &
Community Development



[image: image2.png]THE Wy
ot Ty,
4,

(3

UNTVg,
s,
v,

o, \a
HANNESSY

v
aNV‘AS{B



School of Human & Community Development

Faculty of Humanities

University of the Witwatersrand

Private Bag 3, WITS, 2050

Tel: (011) 717 4577
Fax: (011) 717 4572










4 June 2013
The Editor

Re:  Submission of revised manuscript
Thank you for considering our paper for review in the South African Journal of Communication Disorders, and thank you to the reviewers for their valuable input. Below is the list of revisions that were made based on the reviewers’ suggestions and comments.  Reasons have been provided for amendments that were not made.
Title, Abstract and Keywords

· The title of the paper has been amended to emphasize that it is a pilot study
· Key words were amended
· The abstract was edited to provide more useful information
Introduction and Literature Review
· The introduction and literature review was restructured to ensure a better flow and development of an argument/ rationale for the study. 

· Where appropriate and possible, more recent references were included. 
· The study by Scahette & McAlpine (2011) was included within the literature review. 
Methodology
· Sub-aims were included
· More detail was provided with regard to selection criteria
· The section related to reliability and validity was revised, providing more detail on this aspect of the study.
· More detail regarding speech audiometry, pure tone audiometry  and tinnitus matching procedures was included to allow for replication of the study.
· It is acknowledged that speech audiometry cannot alone determine site of lesion. Mention has been made to the inclusion of speech audiometry as a part of the basic audiological test battery used in the study. Furthermore, participants also underwent ENT examination and this has been mentioned within the manuscript.

· Tinnitus matching procedures were conducted using headphones and this has now been mentioned in the manuscript.

· A copy of the questionnaire was included. 

· The statistical measure used for data analysis was not changed as a statistician was consulted during data analysis. The independent  ‘t’ test of unequal variance was confirmed as being appropriate. 
Results and Discussion

· Pie graphs were amended to ensure consistency between results depicted for Group A and Group B where similarities in the description of tinnitus were present. 
· The ‘t’ values were provided in addition to the p-value.
· No other objective audiological measures were conducted in addition to those mentioned in the manuscript.  This was not mentioned within the manuscript.
· Participant description was moved to the methodology section
· Clarity was provided with regard to clinical difference versus statistical significance of results
· It is acknowledged that the sample size was too small, and this was acknowledged as a limitation of the study.
Conclusions

· This section was amended to include information other than that pertaining to future research
Format and Style
· Original sources were used instead of secondary sources, and references were updated where possible.
Kind Regards, 
Ms.  A. Kanji

