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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This research studies is indeed relevant to the scientific community because it has open up a genre of Orature that is peculiar to the nomadic community of northern Kenya and Southern Ethopia on a global map. This is against the lack of intrest in the studies of Orature in most African countries. This research work is considered as a harvest of one the rich schorlarly on the Borana Verbal artistic forms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	No 
 BORANA VERBAL ART, QOOSA: ALiterary amd Cul tural Analysis in Oral Texts of Nomadic Community of Northern Kenya and Southern Ethiopia.

	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	No
The abstract is lacking in terms of the basic componets of an abstract which is 
i. Introduction
ii. Research problem
iii. Aims and objectives
iv. Research methodology
v. Findings
If the abstract can be tailored in such a manner. It will be great!
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes it original. In fact I sincerely find it intresting and I think I have learnt a lot .
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are quite sufficient. In fact, except where I have pointed out that all qoutations and or ideas of other authors must not be left just like that, it must expunged further.
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	Reviewer’s comment
The overall comments can be seen in the manuscript where I pointed out that the author hasn’t done well in the analysis. This is because I have not seen him bring side side the theoretical ideas by the proponents of the theories he has adopted for his analysis. However, what I saw in the analysis are other rich resource materials from other scholars substantiang his arguments and or thoughts hence this more or less a complete diviation from what he has proposed to do with the text in his analysis.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Sencondly, I equally mentioned that the author has equally not done well in terms elaborating most of the quoted ideas from other authors. It is mandatory for one expunge one’s quoted sources this in a way gives the authors the opportunity to either agree or disagree and possibly conceptualise a new idea .
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No. The author has acknowledge all his sources. This shows that he is more grounded in research.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”

I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviwer.
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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