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Please give each evaluation item a numeric rating on a 5-point scale, along with a
thorough explanation for each point rating.

Rating Result
Questions [Poor] 1-5
[Excellent]
1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 5
article.

The title is clear enough and quite impressive. The problem is really crucial and rather
burning. It is a well-known fact that there are over 500 native languages spoken in Nigeria
though, the official language of Nigeria is English. In addition to English, Hausa, Yoruba,
Igbo, Fula, and English Creole are widely spoken. Many of the languages exist in written
form. It is hard to imagine the modern world without the English language.

The dominance of the English language in Nigeria has relegated the use of the
indigenous languages.




2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. S

The abstract of the presented paper complies with the set requirements. It briefly but quite
explicitly conveys the content of the paper. The abstract ends with the following sentence:
“This paper discusses the current precarious situation of the Nigerian indigenous languages,
especially the minority ones in the face of globalization, the domineering effect of English
language and what can be done to make these languages withstand the test of time”. The
last phrase “.... what can be done to make these languages withstand the test of time” is
rather intriguing and definitely attracts a reader’s interest in the paper.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. 5

No grammatical error. The language of the paper is rather impressive. Vocabulary is rich
enough.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

Very good. The episode where we find out about the method (it is given in the section 3) is
written though briefly, but meticulously what is highlighted in the Table 1 given after the
section “Recommendations and Conclusion”.

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

5
errors.

The architectonics of the paper is good enough. Each section is entitled and logically linked
with another. The introduction, like the abstract, is intriguing as its last sentence” Some
suggestions on how to reverse the current trend were made for the survival of the minority
languages so that they will not go into extinction in the near future” keeps the reader in
constant interest to read the paper quickly to find out how it would be possible to survive at
least the minority languages. The introduction is followed by the section “The Nigerian
Linguistic Situation” where the author speaks about different languages in Nigerian and
shows historical background. The next section is “The Situation of the Nigerian Languages”
where the author speaks about the domination of the English language, how many
languages are endangered and the reasons of endangerment. In the same section the author
discusses in details four relatively high/low degrees of functional load established by
Pandharipande what is very interesting. This section is followed by a very interesting
section “Language Shift in Nigeria: A Major Concern” which is logically linked with the
previous ones. Finally, we come across conclusion and a long list of references.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 5

The conclusion is accurate and supported by the content, but what makes it especially
valuable is the fact that is includes the recommendations what actions could be taken to
remain the languages discussed in the paper relevant now and in the future.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

The bibliography is really rich enough. It comprises contemporary researches. It includes 24
references what is quite an acceptable number for an article. The references are listed in
alphabetic order.
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):
Rather impressive paper.

Comments and Suggestions to the Editors Only:
Rather impressive paper.
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