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

the article. 
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2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 

results. 
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The abstract could be improved by anticipating some results  



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 

In the Methodology section the author explains only how they collected data; more 

information about the method chosen to analyse data is needed. Moreover, no 

information about the size of the corpus is provided.  

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3 

The author mentions a sociolinguistic approach, but in the analysis of data typical 

aspects of sociolinguistic analyses such as gender and age are not considered. I 

suggest that either the author specifies the goal in more details or they omit the 
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6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 

supported by the content. 
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reflect about the Khaleeji culture?) it is not clear how the method chosen can answer 

this question; therefore, you could refer to the cultural aspects in the conclusion. I am 

very confident that you will easily improve your interesting article.  
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 

article. 
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It is a sociolinguistic study very well structured and presented (Please insert your 

comments) 
 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 

results. 
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Everything in the article is very well justified 
 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes 

in this article. 
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4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

(If it is of interest to the author I want to make some observations) 
 

I want to emphasize the linguistic aspect involved in the science called 

Sociolinguistics. In language studies the purpose is to analyze the fact of the 

creation of an utterance. Language is created in the very act of speaking, an 

individual act consisting in speaking saying and knowing. This means that 

language does not have concrete existence, that language manifests itself in a 

language and both language and a language manifest themselves in the speech 

act. Language thus is nothing but the very act of creation made by speakers when 

speaking. A language, say the KHALEEJI DIALECT, is nothing but a set of forms, 

contents, units, rules, procedures, attitudes and beliefs functioning is a speech 

community (=a language). Speech acts constitute the only reality with concrete 

existence in speaking saying and knowing since speech acts can be verified daily 



just in their birth. But speech acts would not exist unless they are created by 

individual speakers in dialogue, when a speaker, the I, addresses another 

speaker, the You, both relieving each other in their respective roles.  
 

So for speakers, who are creative because they are free and thus absolute, 

language is nothing but the creation of meanings and the objectification of 

meanings in contents of the conscience. On the contrary a language is nothing 

but the set of virtual meanings and means of expression existing in the tradition 

of speaking, offered to speakers in the language being analyzed, the KHALEEJI 

DIALECT (in this case), at the disposal of its speakers. Speakers thus are historical, 

that is, subjects creating their own historicity together with the other speakers 

living in the same period of time as they themselves, and thus they are 

limited  since they accept forms of speaking in force in their historical moment 

because speaking is speaking just as the other one in dialogue speaks. For the 

speaking saying and knowing subject the speech act is nothing but the expression 

of their freedom and historicity, the result of their intention to say. In this sense 

when they say something they define themselves before the topic they create. And 

this, saying, is possible because speakers are able to know in the peculiar creative 

absolute and limited way of knowing by humans, that is, the synthetic connection 

of intuition or synthesis of sensibility and spontaneity (=intellect). 
 

Because of this meaning can be analyzed from three points of view: meaning is 

absolute, that is, universal (it belongs to language) thus involving designation; 

meaning belongs to a particular language (every language differs from the 

conception of meanings by other languages). In this sense meaning is the 

primary structurization of facts of experience made in a speech community (=a 

language), that is, meaning is historical: it belongs to this or that language; and 

meaning finally is individual, that is, sense, the individual use of creative 

absolute meaning expressed with the means of expression of a language, with 

the help designation and the virtual meanings of a language and determined by 

a context, situation and contour. Because of this sense goes beyond designation 

and meaning (sense). 
 

Since language, that is, the speech act is created by individual subjects the 

purpose of language study consists in interpreting linguistic expressions, that is, 

the study of linguistic facts is hermeneutics, that is, it consists in determining 

and guessing the individual intentional purpose of individual speakers when 

speaking. 
 

The real important value of the article being analyzed consists in the 

interpretation of the facts gathered. For example, the analysis and primary 

interpretation made by the author of the meaning of ‘sheep’, ‘dog’ and ‘donkey’, 

and other items. The interpretations made is about the meaning of those words 

at the level of the historical language, the KHALEEJI DIALECT. My proposal is that 

this analysis should be made at the level of sense thus determining the individual 

intentional purpose of the supposed creator of the expression, that is, the 

interpretation of real examples taken from the daily speech. With this you can 



conclude about the sense of expressions (speech acts), and about the mode of 

thinking proper of the KHALEEJI DIALECT. 
 

I agree with the author of the article when he says “It is hoped that the findings 

of this study are insightful for further research on swearing-related topics”. 

 

If the author or someone else is interested in the ideas above, see the articles 

published by me in 

The European Scientific Journal December 2013 “Linguistics of Saying” 

Special edition, volume II. 

The European Scientific Journal December 2013 “Modes of Thinking in 

Language Study” Special edition, volume IV 

The European Scientific Journal December 2014 edition “The Speech Act” vol 

10 No 11. 
 

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only: 

 

 

 

 

 

 


