Review impoliteness in facebook interactions

Topic – I will suggest you delete federal university since ‘undergraduates’ takes care of the level of education
Abstract – 
i. but there are many studies on face book interactions
ii. why do we need to bring impoliteness strategies to the fore? Give cogent reasons
iii. is theoretical framework In your abstract?
iv. Give reasons for using interpretive design
v. But southwestern universities cannot be representative enough because students from the northern Nigeria are scarce In the southwest
vi. You forgot to mention how you analyzed your data before listing your findings
vii. You might need to mention the significance of your study here too
Introduction
i. There is so much on face book in this section that very little is said about language as a language study or paper
ii. Social media as ubiquitous?
iii. Support your claim with a reference especially the one that you have so large [population of users of face book than the other
iv. That you have so large number of users does not warrant investigating impoliteness in their interactions
v. The premise appears faulty
vi. Lee 2002 …influence by it, what is the antecedent of the ‘it;?
vii. Note that you have not shown that teenagers and young adults are more face book savvy … cite works to support this; also it is not a cogent reason for studying impoliteness 
1.1 and 1.2
i. do we really need the info about face book here? Or rather how does it contribute to the subject matter of the paper
ii. don’t you need the detailed reference for Culpeper – year and page? Are you aware that he has improved on that theory in 2011 I think?
iii. Going by that definition of impoliteness, do you think these young people are attached one another and cause social conflict and disharmony? Have you considered the use of verbal insults among friends or members of a group to show in-groupness, to pass time, release tension and stress or boredom or just for entertainment and solidarity mechanism?
1.3.1 the quote from Culpeper is rather unwholesome, too much that we are tempted to think of another duplication… two pages or more. Consider paraphrasing
1.4 
Do gender and politeness, Theoduropa 2015, Maros 2017 fit into your impoliteness subject matter?
i. The literature review appears to be very lean
ii. It is difficult to find the gap that your study fill
1.5 psuedo-names might be more appropriate than fictitious 
1.6
i. the presentation of data should be followed by detailed analysis and not comments coming before data… your approach suggests that you fixed your findings and simply used your data to support them
ii. did you code your data?
iii. Provide the background/context for each extract before presenting the data
iv. The analysis appears trivial  e.g. how can ‘oga’ be a strategy for impoliteness? It is either used to flatter or to recognize the position of a superior
v. How do we know we have preponderance of seeking disagreement with just one example?
vi. State a summary of your findings/results after your summary
vii. Thereafter, discuss the significance of your findings by comparing your findings with previous studies’ or other means
viii. The conclusion is rather vague and brief.
ix. The references also show the shallowness of the paper.  Also some of the entries are not cited within the paper e.g. Chiluwa, Payne, Nemanze I am not sure I saw these authors within the paper

GENERAL COMMENTS
I. The numbering of the sections is rather poor … 
II. The literature review shows the writer needs to consult more studies; a gap must be identified
III. The analysis should be more rigorous, systematic ad convincing,
IV. Findings or results should be clearly stated and their significance should be discussed.  Create a section for discussion of findings and another for conclusion
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