Comments on ‘Socio-ethnic stereotypes and the refusal of offers’                                    

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.
General Observations 

· The paper needs proofreading. The comments have been tracked in the main document. The author should check on in-text citation style as well as referencing and work on them accordingly. For e.g Mulo Farenki (2011) should read …Mulo (2011). Check all instances of use. The author should minimize the use of abbreviation i.e
· Mulo Farenki (2011): that is the author’s surname (full name is Bernard Mulo Farenkia…he is quoted everywhere and by himself as Mulo Farenkia)

· Use of i.e. ( ok. Modified.

Specific Issues

Theoretical Framework

The author should outline the theoretical framework used for the study as well as explain its application in the data analysis. It is unclear which specific pragmatic theory is applied in the data analysis. A brief section to discuss the theoretical framework could help see this better. The framework used is postcolonial pragmatics and it is explained in the introduction. I agree that a section for it would explain better. I have done so.
Data and Methodology

The main issue is with the data and methodology. Find the concerns raised below:

· The data seems too old and so one may ask if the author is  sure whether the dynamics 
have not changed? If yes, the relevance of the 2009 data should be explained in the main 
work. No. The dynamics have not changed at all.
· The data sample is surprisingly limited. The number appears too small for people‘s generalisations regarding an ethnic group. Consider a few more interviews. The data is simply testimonial and not supposed to be quantitative. The stereotypes investigated do not originate from the interviewees. They are well known. That is why the respondents know them and can talk about them.
· Consider interviewing equal number of males and females. It would be interesting to determine gender dynamics as well. Again, the interviews are not for quantification. At least both sexes are represented.
· For a pragmatic study, a more elaborate description of the respondents would have been more interesting. Again, focus is not on the respondents’ social interaction (where their choices will be understood in terms of who they are) but their answers to a specific question. Their sex, town of residence & origin, and profession are given.
· Consider adding  less educated or/and non-educated respondents. This is because of the notion that stereotypical tendencies are more pronounced among less educated people. It would be interesting to test such a notion. The stereotypes are known to all, educated or not. They are not found in books but constitute common knowledge. I take it that the responses would be similar.
Accept with revisions. 

