Response to comments on 62929 R1

Line 1: We have gotten approval for filming the live animal procedure.  Our ACUC has one stipulation and that is that they reserve the right to review the video before dissemination. 

Line 68 added Ethics statement:  “Animal use follows ARRIVE guidelines1 and was by the Animal Care and Use Committee of the University of Virginia.”
This resulted in adding one more reference:
1	Kilkenny, C., Browne, W. J., Cuthill, I. C., Emerson, M. & Altman, D. G. Improving bioscience research reporting: the ARRIVE guidelines for reporting animal research. PLoS Biol. 8 (6), e1000412, doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.1000412, (2010).

[bookmark: _GoBack]Line 169, depth of anesthesia defined by adding ”by the absence of the withdrawal reflex after pinching a hindlimb paw”

Comment A4 asks for Fig. 3 details, and the following was added at the end of the Representative Results section:  “A feature of the kindled VGAT-Cre model that distinguishes it from post-status epilepticus models is the absence of neuronal death.  This was assayed using two accepted methods (Fig. 2): one, by counting nuclei in the CA1 layer stained with anti-NeuN antibody; and two, by measuring the amount of Fluoro-Jade C staining in hippocampal subfields that are vulnerable to chemoconvulsant-induced cell death (dentate, CA1 and entorhinal cortex).  

[Place Figure 3 here]”

Comment A4 asks how these data show this is a model of temporal lobe epilepsy. This point is covered in the 2nd sentence of the Discussion.

Comments A4, A6, A7, corrected Fig. numbers.

Comment A5, added graph to figure 1B and updated text.
