Reviewed Sections

Generally the paper has been thoroughly proofread and all grammatical issues resolved as raised by the two reviewers. 

On Section 1-reviewers asked that the section should be written with a focus on yaani. The section has been rewritten with a refocus on why we think yaani is a pragmatic marker. 

On literature review-The section has been rewritten with a focus on yaani as a pragmatic marker as requested by the reviewer. The section was too generalised and so has been trimmed to fit the subject matter.

The theory section has been tidied up with a focus on yaani and the tenets that were necessary for our paper. 

The analysis section had issues with examples cited. The examples have been grouped under themes as reviewers thought the numbering was problematic. We observed that reviewers asked that certain examples be deleted because they do not have the pragmatic marker yaani. We however say that although there are some examples that do not have yaani, those examples are very few and they add up to the communicative event. Deleting them may make the other examples look awkward.  They are about 4 or so. We will delete them if it becomes so necessary.

The conclusion has been beefed up as requested by the reviewers.

All references have been checked and added up. 

The style sheet and guidelines have been adhered to. 

