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Decision: Reject
Comments: It is great that this author found this issue and decided to work on it probably for a thesis or dissertation. It is clear that she or he did not do much to alter it to bring it in line with your requirements/standards. Most of the details provided are unnecessary – they may be necessary in the context of a thesis/dissertation but not in a journal. I will advise that you direct him or her to sample publications of your journal, especially, if the writer is still interested in the topic and is determined to publish with this journal. She or he was not professional in her write-up in terms of grammar and the substance. I find the work very difficult to read and to understand. She or he should strive to write in simple technical language – most of his or her sentences are very long— and needlessly so. Again, the writer should try as much as possible to provide the relevant linguistic evidence to every claim made. If this is a postlexical analysis of tone, then underlying and surface data should be provided together at all times. He or she must give his or her readers the relevant linguistic evidence they need to be able to reach their own conclusions on the subject. I do not think the work as it stands at the moment reflects the intentions and aspirations of the author. I know that this writer has something to contribute, but his or her approach – i.e. the (scanty) data, the analysis and presentation – is/are out of the ordinary (as we know it in this field) so in the end it is not clear what his or her contributions have been. 




