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	Reviewer 1

	First, is natural language processing able to detect satire or irony? The
reason I ask is because of the recent publications made by various leading
news outlets in Scandinavia and elsewhere of so-called “fake news” – often culled from satire sites like The Onion. As the Social Semantic
Journalism service would further speed up and to some extent automate the news selection process. In the event that a satire story takes flight, how would a system like the one proposed make the call to publish or not?

	Satire and irony are two active research area in the NLP community. The aim of this paper is to use the advances in NLP techniques and not necessarily research in the NLP area. Even though irony and satire can affect the discovered social media content for news production, and also their sentiment, we believe that a good percentage of newsworthy UGC would still be discoverable, and the journalist is the one who make the final call. Social Semantic Journalism aims to help the journalists in their news production process, and not replace them. On the other hand not so many news organisations produce satirical news.  

A paragraph on this is now included in the conclusion section. 


	Second, while I realize the need for an eye-opening introduction - "The
consumers of news and information are no longer passive and isolated
consumers. Smart phones, digital cameras, mobile internet and social media platforms have made us all broadcasters of information" - I would suggest to problematize this line of reasoning a little bit. While it is true that novel technologies have the potential to make all of use "broadcasters of information" in relation to news agencies, comparably few of us actually choose to do so. Indeed, while many younger citizens might well find the bulk of their news on social networking sites, a relative minority of them actually contribute to such sites for these purposes. Those who do, however, tend to have very specific sociodemographic  characteristics - often highly educated, urban, et.c. How do factors like these play into the service described in the paper?

	We do not believe that the following about tgose contribute to newsworthy UGC production is an accurate claim: “have very specific sociodemographic characteristics - often highly educated, urban, et.c. There has been great examples of people from varying education and urban background, from various, so called developing countries, who have generated the most controversial UGC news content across the world. We believe that mobile phones, digital cameras, and internet connection are widespread enough across the world and in use in various social levels. 

We have added some numbers and figures from various sources and surveys in this section. The social aspects of studying the impacts of social factors in the quality of produced UGC, however, are out of the scope of this paper. 


	Third, data quality needs to be assessed. As social media services are increasingly venturing into business with their data for sale, the economic realities of gaining access to platforms like these need to be taken into account. For Twitter, access to a public API, representing about 1 % of the total amount of tweets being sent at any given time is available for free, while the so-called firehose stream (i.e. the total sample) is available for purchase at a price that some might see as rather high - especially for news
media under economic pressures, or for freelancers lacking the necessary resources to keep up. How does the quality of the data that are "fed in" to the described service play a part?

	We believe the volume of data does not necessarily affect the quality of data. Of course having access to the firehose would give us the most accurate results, but in our various development stages it is shown that if we use a number of seed keywords, which could be chosen the journalists, with both Twitter streaming and search APIs, we will receive the very first instances of a potential newsworthy event. This is useful for first incident reporting. For monitoring an existing – discovered - event, still the free access gives us a reasonable result. For sure we cannot replicate the Twitter firehose, but this gives the users an ‘as good as they get’ result. But if the user wants 100% guaranty that no tweet is lost, they would be have to purchase Twitter services. This, however, does not affect the framework presented in this paper, since it will work with any streams, the firehose or the 1% free API access.  

	Reviewer 2

	The article should be developed from its current state (notes from a power point presentation) to include a literature review, reflections on methods and problematization on the suggested concept.

	A section on Citizen Journalism is added under Introduction.
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