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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The article describes the rights of children established in the Convention of the Right of the 
Child and the Children´s Act of 2009. The article offers interesting insights into the 
interpretation of these rights and how they could be implemented in Botswana. The authors 
argue that it may be difficult for social workers to implement the right to leisure, play and 
recreation in this context. The article further argues that social workers (SWs) should use 
the human rights framework for intervention, and describes the proposals of the National 
Association of Social Workers. Despite the thorough description of these proposals, the 
paper lacks a discussion about the interpretations of these laws in the context of Botswana. 
In relation to the interview with SWs, the sample was not representative and had few 
participants. Moreover, the paper does not describe the sample selection process. In the 
results section, the manuscript described the social workers’ knowledge of children’s rights 
and how they were implemented. Despite the authors clear conveyance of the SWs’ 
frustrations with implementation; the results cannot be conclusive nor robust due to sample 
size. Fourteen social workers cannot be representative of the entire community of 
Botswanan SWs. Therefore, it is recommended to further examine and discuss children´s 
rights in the context of Botswana law. Moreover, an increase in sample size of SWs is 
recommended. Likewise, an explicit description of the sample selection process is 
recommended.    
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