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

e Language Policies (Language Policy rather than Police)

e The second part of the title does not cohere with the research findings: the role of EMI
and indigenous languages as the medium of instruction are analyzed with regard to
their impact on educational inclusion rather than the role of educational inclusion.

2. The abstract presents objectives, methods, and results. 5

(Please insert your comments)

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in

this article. 4

Some inadequacies in punctuation (commas are used with compound predicates; a lack of
comma connecting independent clauses in compound sentences);

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

Some inadequacies: the first 2 paragraphs of Methodology section (describing 4 categories or
themes) are almost identical.

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

(Please insert your comments)

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by 5
the content.

(Please insert your comments)

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

APA style is not followed correctly:

1. Inconsistent use of & and ‘and’ 10 join two authors or before the third author in
parentheses;

2. Incorrect secondary source citations (Thondlana, 2002; cited in Sibanda, 2019);
3. The format of headings does not follow APA requirements.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed




Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): The article presents a relevant
study that aims at filling in a critical gap in the field of language policy and its
iImpact of educational inclusion. However, minor inadequacies need to be
addressed before accepting it to publication.
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Rating Result
Questions [Poor] 1-5
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1. The title is clear, and it is adequate for the content of the article. 5

It clearly reflects all the content treated in the manuscript.

2. The abstract presents objectives, methods, and results. 5

The abstract follows the criteria of a well written review.

3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 5
article.

It was detected no mistakes or slips of the keyboard.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

Sure, it explains and provide evidence of both countries previous studies related to the topic.

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

According to the evidence presented, it seems that the info presented is real.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 5
content.

Clearly supported.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5

The references all well formatted.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed X

Accepted, minor revision needed

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject




Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

General comments: A very nice and smooth comparison.

Opinion: It does seem that it happens in some places in Mexico and in South
America where English and indigenous languages are taught simultaneously. It
Is evident that English is preferred, but we do need evidence to prove it. You

nicely provided an excellent support in evidence reviewing previous studies of
the topic. Congrats!!!!



