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Reviewer B:

General Remarks
1. 	This is a very interesting manuscript that touches on an important
topic. The focus on the context of Germany has the potential to make a substantive contribution to the ongoing discourse of civic education (which tends to surround the USA context). The methodological aspect of conduction interviews that relate to the long-term effects of such an educational process is highly appreciated.  
2. 	Therefore, I feel that the significance of this study should be
highlighted throughout the manuscript. In particular, I would recommend to emphasize the aspects of the extra-curricular settings and that of the long term effects. In order to achieve this, I would advise the authors to clarify the goals of the study in the introduction section and rephrase the final discussion section, making better connections between the literature review, the original findings and the main arguments and conclusions as they emerge as a result of this study. 
3. 	I would also advise to conduct a copyediting process since some parts of
the manuscript are unclear and incoherent regarding grammar and use of time phrases.

Particular remarks
1. 	Line 54-56 the authors claim that the initiative “succeeded in
establishing political youth education with a higher long term effectiveness compared to other western industrial countries”. What is this claim based on? Is there a reference to such comparative international studies? 
2. 	Line 91-92 the authors explain that the 1990’s showed a “rise in
xenophobic and extreme right-wing tendencies is soaring and leads to violent attacks on asylum seekers´ homes”. Here too a reference is needed in order to establish this important claim. 
3. 	Lines 101-102 the authors explain that since the year 2000 political
education faces new challenges. What are these challenges exactly?	Comment by achschroeder: The new challenges have been described in detail by Crouch.

4. 	Line 113 the authors state that “Political education was struggling
for profile.” I am not sure that I understand the meaning of this sentence. 
5. 	Lines 119-120 the authors relate to the connections between social and
political dimensions of civic/political education. This is a vital aspect of this field of study (and of this manuscript) so I would advise to relate to more fundamental writings that point to this phenomenon, such as Dewey’s “Democracy and Education” and the works of contemporary scholars such as
Walter Parker, James Banks etc.   
6. 	Lines 126-127 the authors explain that “Political education has been
drawn into the wake of professional applicability”. This is an important claim that touches on the neo-liberal aspects of education today as a global phenomenon. Therefore, I would try to emphasize this important aspect of the study.	Comment by achschroeder: We won’t emphasis this aspect widely, because the empirical material of our study is unable to make use of it.
7. 	Lines 142-144 the authors explain that “Political education only takes
full effect when opinions and judgements are developed or changed, supported by the newly gained insight and on the basis of already existing competences”. This important claim is presented too neatly. There is a wide range of research regarding the questions of how to conduct “good”
civic education such as the well-known IEA study (see Torney-Purta, J., Lehmann, R., Oswald, H., & Schulz, W. (2001). Citizenship and education in twenty-eight countries: Civic knowledge and engagement at age fourteen) and the works by Carol Hahn (see: Hahn, C. (1998) Becoming political:
comparative perspectives on citizenship education). I advise the authors to
relate to this discourse.   	Comment by achschroeder: A comparative view on „good“ civic education in the studies by IEA and others would need more space, especially because of the basic difference between formal education at school and our study about extra-curricular education.
8. 	Following, the authors relate to the issue of the venue in which such
political arguments may take place. Here too there is an abundance of research that should be related to, such as the role of social media for example.	Comment by achschroeder: The authors decided to tackle this issue in the framework of a another forthcoming publication.
9. 	In the final paragraph of the first section (lines 164-172) the authors
offer a definition of civic education which is admirable. This definition seems to me more of a definition of social education (with the emphasis of making connections between the individual and his/her surroundings) thus what I am missing is a relation to the tenets of democracy. Such social education may take place in non-democratic regimes as well so what are the special attributes of social education in the democratic setting? What is the place for example of the topic of human/civic rights? Following, the authors relate to three realms of education (cognitive, emotional and social). Due to the topic of the paper what I am missing here is the behavioral realm that is also connected to a certain type of participatory
democratic citizen.   	Comment by achschroeder: The critical comment to our definition is interesting. But we don’t define civic education but “political youth education”. We mainly look at the aim of political youth education, that is how to enable an access to the political. We focus our thinking on the problem of indifference of young people. Our view of this definition does not include certain normative conceptions of democracy.    
10. 	Lines 175-176 the authors claim that “The question on the effects of
educational processes leads to the heart of every pedagogical debate”. I would try not to present such claims in such a determined manner. Whereas such debates are interested in the effects, one could claim that the
philosophical intentions of such processes are also of importance.       
11. 	The methodology section is well written in the sense that the authors
offer a good reflection of the research process. In this manner I was missing a discussion of the dada analysis process as well as the place of the researchers themselves as part of this process. 
12. 	The four ideal types presented in lines 279-302 are very interesting and
may have a contribution to this field of study. I would have liked to read more about the theoretical setting in which these types emerged – what were the key questions that helped frame these types? Theoretically speaking, what are the main issues that created the distinctions between these four types? In addition, these types resemble other ideal types already presented in the discourse (such as the well-known piece by Westheimer & Kahne (Westheimer & Kahne (2004). What kind of citizen? The politics of educating for democracy. American Educational Research Journal, 41(2), 237–269). It would be interesting to compare these two sets of ideal types and discuss the contributions of this particular study. 
13. 	Whereas I appreciate the presentation of one case study as a good
representation of the study’s themes, I would have appreciated some more excerpts from additional interviews as well. The authors may consider to shorten this description of the one interview and add segments from other interviews throughout the findings section (as conducted in the following
section).       	Comment by achschroeder: We don’t want to shorten our case study, because we want to show the different dimensions and multiple layers of a specific biography of education. Adding another case study would prolongate the essay too much. 
14. 	In the final section the authors point to some important conclusions as
emerged as part of this study. I would advise that instead of presenting these conclusions as bullet points, to further develop these arguments while showing the connections between them, as well as the relation to the existing literature.
15. 	At the best of my knowledge the bibliography shouldn’t be bullet
pointed.
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5. Assessment of paper no. (will be handed out to the author): 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The paper deals with a difficult and less explored topic: the long term effect of Political youth education; the question is considered out of the perspective off participants. 23 interviews and four group debates took place, involving about 50 young people, reaching interesting results. The long term effectiveness of political youth education inferred from individual interviews are organized in typecasts: political commitment, occupational orientation, politically enlightened attitude, acquisition of basic activatable political skills, and in functional differentiations. A possible improvement could be in the last part:  the 'Quintessence', which is an opportunity to show even better the consistency among the research questions and the achieved results.
