Reviewed Round Two

A PRAGMATIC ANALYSIS OF LANGUAGE USE OF THE NIGERIAN ARMY ON PARADE GROUND

These issues  need to be tackled and seriously.

1. Introduction & Objectives
 Why does the author wants adjustment to be made in the use of their language? I believe that the army is usually separated from the public in terms of habitation and that their  language makes them unique in the sense that helps them to swerve and combat  external ambush and aggressions.

Is the language in a way bringing issues between the populace and the army, does the army use plain language when dealing with the civilians? 

I know also that the army uses plain language when dealing with the general public. Now, there will be instances where some military men will put up certain uncouth behaviours when dealing with the public..but this is not to say that they have to use plain language when they are in their own corner/ or in- house. 

So why would  the author want the Nigerian army  to adjust their language use during parade? Are the civilians part of the parade? 

The study can only analyse their language use  and that will be fine . You may want to rephrase or take it away.

The parade is an in-house affair and so the public is not part of it. Why do we want the public to understand the language of the military especially on the parade grounds.

There are two types of parade: the one that is done everyday ‘as you termed it a ritual’ and the one that is done at official functions as intimated by Opoola 2018.  Why do we want to make the civilian understand the language at parade grounds?

2. Literature Review 

Literature review is not relevant in a paper unless it builds up your argumentation on your subject matter. I suggest that the  section  be deleted or  some of the material from the section   can be used to enriched the section below on theory

Also, defining speech acts etc is not necessary at all at this level of academic paper.

What has been done on related speech acts in Nigerian Army language or  or else where  in African and the gap that this study fill with regard to language use of the Nigerian Army is what is important. As you can see what you have reviewed in this section  appears to be explaining the theory and not a literature review. It is only Jauro etal that talks about a related work. 

3. Theoretical Framework

The theoretical section is not handled well at all. You could tweak some part into  into the theoretical framework section. The section is so limited since all those information has been put in the review section.

4. Analysis 

This section should be looked at again especially, the statistics do not tally. Check the table 1 and the information above it has different figures. And there should be consistence in ordering of words.. For e.g should alerting come first or commanding come first etc

Section 5.5: There is a contradiction. And  this where the contradiction is: The objective of the paper is to describe the language as well as propose adjustments. The problem is that if the language that is described here is used at the parade grounds and it is an in-house things, why do they have to adjust it for the civilian? Are the civilians part of the parade?

Section 5.6: The paragraph is so scanty that it does not talk about anything. How can about 6 lines be used as a section?

Finally: the gap has been filled as promised. So where is the gap that has to be filled or been filled between the military and the civilian? 

I really wanted to see which adjustments have to be made and where they have to be made? Did we have some military personnel complain about language use that warranted adjustments that have to be made? I think that doing an analysis of the language without mentioning adjustments will be fine. 

