Comments on ‘PRAGMATIC ANALYSIS OF LANGUAGE USE OF THE NIGERIAN ARMY ON PARADE GROUND’                                    
Introduction
The topic of the paper is very interesting indeed. The study fits the scope of the journal. However, there are a considerable number of deficiencies that need to be worked on. Below is a summary of the major points.
Introduction
1.The introduction needs a reworking. There is an incommensurate relation between introductory sections and the core theme of the paper, i.e. pragmatic analysis.
An introduction to a paper usually defines a theme or subject matter. The author should give a relevant background  in the context of language use in institutions/ or other and its importance to the topic under study and go straight on to tell readers what informs the basis for the research.  For example: situate the introduction in the context of military language and why this study has to be undertaken.
It is also important for the author to tell us the specific aims (avoid the phrase ‘some expressions’) of the research. What are the issues that the research intends to resolve? This helps readers to have hands on the study even right from the introduction.
Therefore, it would be more appropriate if the author could situate the problem to manifest the issue being investigated in the introduction.
Literature Review
2. The study did not review any relevant literature.  Are there works done in the area of communication or language use in NA (e.g.: Can the Author refer to Jauro et al., 2013), or any other army around the globe? If not, which area of research has been done either in the army or any similar institution/agency…police, immigration etc?  If these are outlined, then the study will give us justification as to why this research has to be undertaken. The author should indicate the research gap by reviewing works in similar studies.
Methodology
3.The data sample is surprisingly limited. The method should be revised. The author should explain the sampling process such as:
· First of all, did the author seek for permission to use data (recording) for the research?
· How data was gathered with specific reference to place (this was mentioned briefly in the abstract), type of recording and interview. Why were all the three forms used?
· What was the observation, interview or recording soliciting for?
· Are all the three forms used, where, one is complementing or supplementing the other or all forms are looking forward to addressing specific/different aims?
· How was the recording managed? Were they transcribed, how were they coded? with names, letters, figures to conceal identity?
·  Extracts from the interview (questionnaire) should be provided in the analysis section to help readers understand the data that was gathered, and the issues being addressed.
· Duration of data collection could also help in understanding the how much of data was collected. Etc.
· The methodology could be moved right before the analysis section so that readers can follow the analysis.
Theoretical Framework    
4.The theoretical part of the paper is ambiguous as it is, given the fact that it only relied on definition of terms and concepts. So many topics and a lot of definitions have been raised without itemizing which is appropriate for the analysis and reasons for choice of a tenet over the other. Pragmatics is a well-researched area and so just giving definitions and not stating which is appropriate for language use in NA parade is problematic and does not help in understanding the data section.  Author should have outlined specific tenets and how they were going to be used in the analysis.
Analysing data
5. The analysis section is good except that it does not flow from the previous sections. Author is not informative enough in that, this section although very good does not give readers ideas of what happens elsewhere. Readers are not able to tell whether such acts are peculiar to the NA? Author did not also show what the interview sought to do. Who was interviewed and on what?
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General observation
The author should proofread the work. It looks like the paper was hurriedly done. There are several generalizations and the paper does not show knowledge of other researches.
RESUBMIT
