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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 
article. 

5 

(Please insert your comments) 

 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 3 

The word HALLIDAY appears among the key words. This is the name of a specialist on 
whose theories our author has started his/her investigation. This word should not be 
considered a key word, as long as the author has clearly declared that he/she took into 
consideration 3 great specialists in Pragmatics, among whom HALLIDAY. I suggest that 
PRAGMATIC ACT should be considered a key word for this article. 

 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in 
this article. 

4 

(Please insert your comments) 

 

 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2 

The perlocutionary component of a verbal act is to be seen at the level of response. The 
author did not explain how he/she evaluated the response of the target (public) when 
listening to the national anthem. 

The illocutionary component can divide the verbal acts into several main classes. The author 
did not specify which classes he/she had in mind. He/she considers ”with love and strength 
and faith” to be a descriptive act. It describes, indeed, but it presents the attitude of the 
speaker, as it is not an objective description, but a subjective one. So, what we do  face is the 
affective verbal act (which takes the form of a ”description”, ”praying” or ”justifying”).  

 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 5 

(Please insert your comments) 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by 
the content. 
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(Please insert your comments) 
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7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

I suggest the author should also read JOHN SEARLE (about speech acts:”Speech Acts. An 
Essay on The Philosophy of Language”, Cambridge. 
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The author should deepen his/her investigations referring to the types of illocutionary acts (as 

he/she treated several ”types” as being different, while they are all affective verbal acts. 
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