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Review Report

	Reviewer’s Evaluation
	·  The paper seems not to provide any focus and could not make significant contribution to the study of the language as there are several problems. The problems have to do with structure as well as content. The author(s) do(es) not seem to display good knowledge of the basic linguistic issues. This has resulted in falsified representations and wrongful linguistic segmentations. Most of the issues are out of context and do not discuss anything. There are also certain claims that are factually untrue. I recommend a total rejection of this words put together structure of a paper.

	Overall Importance of Question/Issues Addressed
	· The discussions in the paper do not discuss anything important as the current one is flawed by so many lapses; there are no questions or issues addressed. The results are not clear as one has no research objectives to link to the findings/results. 

	Grounding of Relevant Literature
	· Quite inconsistent in the presentation of the literature, the author(s) seem(s) to have little contact with the research in linguistics and for that matter ignore some relevant citations. The author(s) lack knowledge of the existing literature of whatever the focus of the paper is about.

	Fair and Adequate Depiction of Others’ Positions
	Zero

	Precision and Clarity of Expression
	The language needs serious checks.

	Soundness of Arguments and Argumentation
	One of my main problems with the paper is that one does not see the objectives that are meant to be addressed and how they have been addressed in the work. This makes it difficult for one to really know what contribution this makes in the field of linguistics. Also, the area that is captured as literature in the introduction is unable to show the gap that is intended to be filled by this current research. Explicitly bringing out the lapses in earlier work and how they are intended to be addressed would be a good thing for the author(s).

	Originality
	Zero

	Additional Comments
	· This paper should not be accepted for publication. 



