Comment 1.

Language is a veritable instrument for the propagation of religious beliefs, practices and unsurprisingly, the ideology of the preacher which may be expressed through Christian sermons.

Response: The sentence has been broken into two as suggested:
Language is the instrument for the propagation of religious beliefs and practices.  It is also used to spread the ideology of the preacher through the instrumentation of Christian sermons.
Comment 2.

The study is motivated by the consideration that scholarship on hate speech (e.g. Rasaq et al, 2021; Shaw, 2012; St. Clare, 2018; and XXXXX
 and Oamen, 2019) is focussed on linguistic activities outside the purview of religion.

Response.

This is for the purpose of anonymization of the manuscript. 

Comment 3.

Media reportage of hate-induced violence and ethno-religious killings in contemporary Nigeria is mind-boggling. Clifford and Chukwumezie (2018)
 report that 1,351 Nigerians were killed in 10 weeks in 2018 and in January of that year, “about 676 Nigerians were cut down through herdsmen and farmers clashes, sectarian crises, communal clashes, [and] Boko Haram insurgency. … The deaths are 176 more than the 500 recorded in January 2017”.

Response.

The quotation was obtained from unpaginated online sources. As is the practice, I have inserted “online” after the year of publication.

In contemporary Nigeria, media reportage of hate-induced violence and ethno-religious killings is mind-boggling. Clifford & Chukwumezie (2018: Online) report that 1351 Nigerians were killed in 10 weeks in 2018 and in January of that year, “about 676 Nigerians were cut down through herdsmen and farmers clashes, sectarian crises, communal clashes, [and] Boko Haram insurgency. … The deaths are 176 more than the 500 recorded in January 2017”.

Comment 4.

Considering that sermons are veritable sources for hate propagation and the knowledge that violence is often preceded by hate speech which is a linguistic behaviour that is symptomatic of ill-will, murder, genocide with the intention to intimidate or threaten the target(s) based on a trait or attribute such as sexual orientation, religion, race or gender, this paper evaluates the strategies through which hate speech and violence is propagated in Christian sermons.

Response.

The sentence has been split into two:
Violence, fuelled and preceded by hate speech, is symptomatic of ill-will, murder, genocide with the intention to intimidate or threaten the target(s) based on a trait or attribute such as sexual orientation, religion, race or gender. For this reason, this paper evaluates the strategies through which hate speech is surreptitiously propagated in Christian sermons.
Comment 5 and 6.
The theory of pragmatic acts, as proposed by Mey (1993) which is in response to the limitations of the speech acts theory (SAT) as originally conceptualised by Austin (1962
), provides a theoretical basis for this study. SAT came to fore against the prevalence of currents in formal linguistics and the assumption “that the business of a ‘statement’ can only be to ‘describe’ some state of affairs, or to ‘state some facts’, which it must do either truly or falsely” (Austin, 1962) and Mey’s (1993) justification of the propriety of functional linguistics over the linguistics of truth-conditions.

Response.

There is no direct quotation as suggested in Reviewer’s comment 5 hence there is no need for pagination. Page number has however been inserted in the Mey’s quotation while the sentence formation (6) has been restructured:

The Austin-Searlean speech acts theory (SAT) as modified by Mey (1993) and his proposal on pragmatic acts, which provides the theoretical basis for this study, elucidates how humans do things with words (Austin, 1962) for communicative purposes. SAT came to fore against the prevalence of currents in formal linguistics and the assumption that the “business of a ‘statement’ can only be to ‘describe’ some state of affairs, or to ‘state some facts’, which it must do either truly or falsely” (Mey, 1993:92) and the justification of the propriety of functional linguistics over the linguistics of truth-conditions.
Comment 7.

In his argument in favour of  Theory of Pragmatics Acts (TPA), Mey (1993:94) concedes that the “intentional character of speech acts is among their most distinctive classificatory features” with the argument that “intentionality is not just a matter of intentions ascribable to a particular speaker” which is contrary to Searle’s (1969) grandstanding.

Response.

This being my response to the 3rd Reviewer’s comment, the concerns raised above has already been reflected in my last submission. For the avoidance of doubt, it reads thus:

In voicing his preference for pragmatics acts rather than speech acts, Mey (1993:94), concedes that the “intentional character of speech acts is among their most distinctive classificatory features”. He argues that “intentionality is not just a matter of intentions ascribable to a particular speaker” contrary to Searle’s grandstanding.
Comment 8 and 9

Madrid (n.d.
) question the propriety of freedom of expression and that of religion particularly in a multicultural environment.  Madrid (n.d
.), asserts that “no one is entitled to disseminate falsehood or to circulate reports which may outrage public decency, or to indulge in slander, innuendo or to cast defamatory aspersions on other persons.” Madrid (n.d.)

Response.

The source has no date of publication attached to it

Comment 10.

Madrid (n.d.) however avers that this principle was breached through the publication of the Muhammad cartoons in the Danish paper Jyllands-Posten in 2005 which had huge repercussions in Europe led to a reflection on the close relationship between two fundamental freedoms that can either reinforce each other or clash head on: religious freedom, and freedom of expression.
  

Response.

The above sentence has been split into three:
Madrid (n.d.) however avers that this principle was breached through the publication of the Muhammad cartoons in the Danish paper Jyllands-Posten in 2005. This had huge repercussions in Europe and led to a reflection on the close relationship between religious freedom and freedom of expression. These are two fundamental freedoms that can either reinforce each other or clash head on.
Comment 12
that the analysis of verbal language is enriched speakers’ paralinguistic cues.

Response.

Insertion of “by” which was omitted after “enriched”.
YouTube provides ease of access to data with a further advantage that the analysis of verbal language is enriched by speakers’ paralinguistic cues.

Comments 13-16

The antecedents of the pronoun “anyone” and “them” in example 1 and “every” in example 2, are recoverable from the knowledge of persistent sectarian killings in the country.
 The pronouns were used in veiling the referents and the objects of the ensuing hate speech and curses in items
 1 and 2.  In addition, the euphemism of “God will lay them to rest” in item
 1 is also a case of hate speech which communicates ill-will against the target.  Euphemism in this context exemplifies veiled hate speech while the pronouns them in example 1 and every in example 2 profile specific targets in a case of pragmatic acting.

Response

The highlight was accidental and has been removed. The choice of “item” has also given way for “examples” as suggested.

Comments 17 and 18

“witch” has been italicized in order to maintain consistence. “Doubting” now reads “doubt”.

Comment 19

This played out in item
 8 when …

Response

“item” changed to “example”

Comment

The underlying pragmatic act of naming is used metaphorically to define the wrongdoing of those who brought Muhammadu Buhari to power”
.

Response

The unnecessary punctuation (quotation mark) has been removed

Comment 

12.
Look I didn’t want to bother you with pictures, gruesome pictures. They are not things we hear any message when I show them to you
 (Suleiman, YouTube).

Response

The wrongly presented example has been corrected. It now reads:

12.
Look I didn’t want to bother you with pictures, gruesome pictures. They are not things you like to see when I show them to you (Suleiman, YouTube).
Comment

From the illustration above, it is unarguable that the intention of the speaker is to initially prepare the audience psychologically for hate and violence by appearing to protect their interest and/or blackmail
 them by claiming to be speaking the mind of God.

Response

The choice of “blackmail” appears too strong in this context. Consequently, it is replaced by “coerce”.

Comment

17.
Even our Islamic friends in the north are calling for him to resign. There is nothing needy
 the most noble things to do is to resign. Are we going to look and allow     system
 to destroy the whole nation (Oyedepo YouTube)?

Response

The wrongly presented example has been corrected. It now reads:

17.
Even our Islamic friends in the north are calling for him to resign. There is nothing needed the most noble thing to do is to resign. Are we going to look and allow the  system to destroy the whole nation (Oyedepo YouTube)?
Comment

XXXXX
 & Oamen, Felicia (2018). A study of online hate speeches’ legitimation process by Nigerian political actors. ABUDofF Journal of Humanities. Vol.2.7. pp 183-206.

Response

This is for the purpose of anonymization. 
Consider splitting this sentence into two. 


???


Provide page number since you quoted directly


Try to avoid long sentences


Provide page number of direct quotes or citations


Check your sentence formation. Is the information above on SAT referring/ alluding to Austin and Mey?


Too long


In this current dispensation?


??


Try as much as possible to construct short sentences.


??


Why is it highlighted?


Replace with examples


Replace with the word ‘example’ and do that to all examples that have been listed as item/s


??


??


Could you check this?


Could you replace this word here and elsewhere?


??


?


Is this the author’s name? Check on your references if all are in the reference as well as in the main text.





