ALE Academic Review – ‘Queer Representation in Children’s Books beyond Two Mums or Two Dads’

Thank you for the opportunity to read your contribution to the field of children’s literature with an LGBT focus. I have carefully analysed your paper in much the same way as your peer reviewers will when you submit the manuscript to a journal. My aim with this review is to provide you with practical tips for improving the quality of your paper and finding an appropriate journal.  
The first essential aspect to note is that, based on the description of the aims of the target journal you indicated, I feel your paper would potentially not be an ideal fit in its current form. Please see the phrases highlighted in green below:
The Reading Teacher (RT) welcomes well-written, original descriptions of research-based instruction that improves literacy learning of children through age 12. Manuscripts must provide an appropriate blend of practical classroom application and solid theoretical framework and, where appropriate, include graphics (e.g., tables, charts, figures, photographs) that emphasise key ideas and add visual interest. The journal editors will not consider book reviews, literary analyses, class projects, lesson plans, term papers, dissertations, endorsements of commercial products/services, previously published works, or manuscripts under consideration elsewhere.
Unfortunately, the content of your paper is not a “description of research-based instruction”; it is not concerned with improving literacy but rather concerns itself with exposing children to diversity, and finally, in its current form, it is a form of a book review/literary analysis-based paper. 
Submitting your paper to The Reading Teacher may not offer a favourable outcome based on the above description. I suggest instead trying a journal like Children’s Literature in Education (https://www.springer.com/journal/10583). The journal’s aims are described in the following terms:
Children’s Literature in Education has been a key source of articles on all aspects of children’s literature for more than 50 years, featuring important interviews with writers and artists. It covers classic and contemporary material, the highbrow and the popular, and ranges across works for very young children through to young adults. It features analysis of fiction, poetry, drama and non-fictional material, plus studies in other media such as film, TV, computer games, online works; visual narratives from picture books and comics to graphic novels; textual analysis and interpretation from differing theoretical perspectives; historical approaches to the area; reader-response work with children; ideas for teaching children’s literature; adaptation, translation and publishing.

It is clear from the description above that a journal of this nature would far better serve the content of your manuscript. It is also a great deal more prestigious (with a higher impact factor) and would be advantageous in terms of your career to publish in this journal. If you think it may be too difficult or too time-consuming to rework your paper to reach the standards of this journal, another option is to scour the reference lists of some recent issues to look for similar journals and to find some more scholarship to bulk up your paper. Citing papers previously published in the target journal is always a good idea because it shows you are contributing to the conversation in the fields with which the journal is concerned. 
Some papers that Children’s Literature in Education has published with themes similar to those of your paper are listed below. You can use these to get a sense of this journal or to look for other journals and familiarise yourself with scholarly work being completed in this field. 
· Luecke, J.C. Using Literature to Make Expansive Genders Visible for Pre-adolescent Readers. Child Lit Educ (2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-021-09447-8
· hen, L.C. The Effeminate Boy and Queer Boyhood in Contemporary Chinese Adolescent Novels. Child Lit Educ 51, 63–81 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-018-9357-7
· Braden, E.G. Do You Have Papers?: Latinx Third Graders Analyze Immigration Policy Through Critical Multicultural Literature. Child Lit Educ 50, 464–480 (2019).
· Smith, LJ. “No Strings Attached?” Sex and the Teenage Mother in American Young Adult Novels. Child Lit Educ 50, 381–399 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-017-9332-8
· Shen, L.C. Femininity and Gender in Contemporary Chinese School Stories: The Case of Tomboy Dai An. Child Lit Educ 50, 278–296 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-017-9324-8
· Crisp, T., Gardner, R.P. & Almeida, M. The All-Heterosexual World of Children’s Nonfiction: A Critical Content Analysis of LGBTQ Identities in Orbis Pictus Award Books, 1990–2017. Child Lit Educ 49, 246–263 (2018). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-017-9319-5
· Kneen, B. Neither Very Bi Nor Particularly Sexual: The Essence of the Bisexual in Young Adult Literature. Child Lit Educ 46, 359–377 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-014-9237-8
· Jones, C.E. “Jesus Loves Me, This I Know”: Finding a Rainbow God in Contemporary Adolescent Literature. Child Lit Educ 43, 223–241 (2012). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-011-9148-x
· Lehtonen, S. “I’m Glad I was Designed”: Un/Doing Gender and Class in Susan Price’s “Odin Trilogy”. Child Lit Educ 43, 242–259 (2012). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-012-9162-7
· Hartley-Kroeger, F. Silent Speech: Narration, Gender and Intersubjectivity in Two Young Adult Novels. Child Lit Educ 42, 276–288 (2011). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-011-9134-3
· Włodarczyk, J., Wilde, J. Non-Human Kids of Kiddie Lit: Marjorie Kinnan Rawlings’s The Yearling and the Cultural Construction of Animal Narratives as Children’s Literature. Child Lit Educ (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-022-09508-6
· Wargo, J.M., Coleman, J.J. Pinkwashing Picturebooks: Reading Homonational Heroes Through Contemporary US LGBTQ + Biographies. Child Lit Educ (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-022-09496-7
· Duggan, J. Transformative Readings: Harry Potter Fan Fiction, Trans/Queer Reader Response, and J. K. Rowling. Child Lit Educ 53, 147–168 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-021-09446-9
· Glenn, W.J., Caasi, E. Gendered Assumptions in the Framing of Fitness in Sports Nonfiction for Young Adult Readers. Child Lit Educ 53, 76–96 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-020-09432-7
· Malilang, C.S., Walldén, R. Revamping Mrs. Piggle-Wiggle in Classroom Practice: Negotiating Stereotypes, Literary Language, and Outdated Values. Child Lit Educ (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10583-022-09481-0

Moving on to discuss your paper and where it can be strengthened, I have the following suggestions to offer you. More detailed comments are included within the paper itself. 

It would be helpful if you clarified your paper’s scope from the opening stage of your manuscript to strengthen your focus. Your readers will want to know the ‘what, why, when, where, how, and so what?’  of your paper from the outset, and knowing these will help you refine your article during your revision process. The paper currently lacks an abstract, which is an essential part of locating the core of your argument. Creating an abstract forces you to crystallise the content in your mind and offers you something to work towards. The abstract should encompass all the above questions, as should the opening paragraphs of your paper (although using different wording, of course). Currently, the definition of your paper’s scope is quite vague in terms of the rationale and methods. This seems to be why it lacks coherence and a strong impact. 
It would be helpful if you began by deciding and honing in on the potential function of your paper. As it stands, I would describe it as a call to action regarding the need to incorporate a broader range of family models with some reviews of recent literature in this regard within school curricula storybooks. It is situated at the confluence of activism and literary review. However, at this stage, it does not quite qualify as a firm scholarly paper. This, of course, does not mean that it cannot become so with some rethinking and a little revision. 
To this end, I suggest that you should revise the introductory section and write an abstract with the questions above in mind:
· What does my paper do? So as not to go back to the drawing board and, given the valuable research work you have already completed. The trick here is to frame what you are doing in this paper in more scholarly terms that are located in the current academic discourse in this area of specialisation. This can be drawn from within the realm of children’s literature and, more broadly, from academic LGBT studies. Perhaps something along the lines of – “In this paper, I survey a large corpus of recent LGBT-focused publications aimed at x- to y-year-olds, to determine the proportion of this material that represents family structures that deviate from the mainstream homonormative model that has tended to dominate representations of LGBT families in children’s literature. Having done this, I will analyse some of the strategies the non-homonormative LGBT literature employs to represent these alternative family dynamics for the children in the abovementioned developmental bracket.”
· Why do I do this? This is the rationale behind your paper. From the point of view of diversity and such, you are more or less good to go in that you have substantive reason to suggest that the homonormative model of two mothers or two fathers and children does not represent the majority of LGBT people that children are likely to encounter in the course of their lifetimes. You will have to prove why this matters. As you will see in the comments I made on the paper itself, the argument here needs work, and the scholarly sources need to be improved in terms of quality and how you utilise them in the development of your argument (please see below, where I discuss your literature review). From the point of view, perhaps more crucially in academic publications, of your paper’s contribution to the academic literature, your paper needs further support (see below regarding literature reviews). 
· When and where do I do this? You will need to specify the geographic focus of your research (The United States), the publication date range of the literature you analyse, the age range of the students in question, where such literature can be accessed, and other factors of this kind that concern the reception of the works. 
· How do I conduct my study? A significant weakness in your study stems from the lack of clarity on the aims and how you would achieve them. You would also need to provide a theoretical and methodological framework for your study. What are the theoretical underpinnings of your analysis of these books? Knowing this from the outset will help your analysis go beyond its current limited form. Your methodology is essentially a bibliographic survey of a large corpus of recent publications for your age range in the thematic area concerned. The survey aims to determine the proportion of publications dedicated to providing a more representative sample of LGBT individuals that children are likely to encounter beyond the homonormative model. Your paper will need to bring this quantitative dynamic out more strongly. You also need to explain on what basis you select the children’s stories you analyse and the theoretical underpinnings of that analysis. There are a few pre-determined guidelines for writing reviews, such as PRISMA, that you could use if that is your aim. These offer checklists and protocols that you can systematically follow. One element to remember is that if you want to complete any form of literature review (systematic, scoping, narrative, etc.), another academic may wish to replicate your work for their own research. In this case, they would need to know the steps you followed. Please see the following link for a more in-depth explanation of a few examples of literature review protocols: 
https://prisma-statement.org/Extensions/ScopingReviews
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-658-27602-7_1
If you aim for a more standard analysis of the content of the children’s books from an LGBT perspective, a form of hermeneutic or discourse analysis (such as critical discourse analysis) may be suitable. 
· So what? This is essentially the findings of your paper and the discussion of their significance. Naturally, this will dominate the analysis and discussion sections, but the results must be alluded to in the introduction and the abstract. You should not pre-empt your results but let them emerge from your analysis. Hence, it is best to come back to this after completing your analysis and discussion, or you risk prejudicing your empirical process.
Overall, your paper will require improvement in the literature review area. The literature review should be a natural outgrowth that stems from your aim and rationale. It may be helpful to note that you reply quite heavily on direct quotations – which can stifle your own academic voice in the paper. Quotations should be used extremely sparingly. Direct quotations are appropriate in some instances, such as quoting primary sources, seminal works, or highly influential scholars. Wherever direct quotations exist, they should be paraphrased, introduced, thoroughly contextualised, and analysed in your own words to clarify their significance to your paper. Their role is not to replace your writing and argumentation but to support it only where strictly necessary. I suggest rewriting the literature section in your own words with an increase in your citations and a decrease of (if any) direct quotations. 
The purpose of this section is to survey the existing literature in the field under study, not in general terms, but in terms specific to the argument you are creating. You should indicate how and why you are employing the literature and how your paper contributes to, complicates, or harnesses the existing literature for a practical outcome, even in a minor way. The literature review is your chance to clarify the theoretical basis and contribution of your work. 
Once you have clarified your aim, rationale, theoretical underpinnings, and method, your analysis should run smoothly, and you will be poised to produce an exciting discussion section with valuable insights. 
This paper has the potential to be of value to the academic community with a few necessary modifications. I wish you the best of luck in turning this interesting and important contribution into a publishable paper.
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