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Assessment of selected essential parameters of the article: 
1. Does the title of the article correspond to its content? corresponds / does not 

correspond
2. Compliance of article format with formal requirements (abstract,

keywords, length, references).
complies / does not 
comply

3. Keyword selection corresponds / does not 
correspond

4. Does the abstract correspond to the article content? corresponds / does not 
correspond

5. Relevance high / sufficient / 
insufficient 

6. Originality high / sufficient / 
insufficient 

7. Logic and correlation of sections high / sufficient / 
insufficient 

8. Findings and conclusions sufficient / insufficient 
9. Quality of expression (language, style) high / sufficient / 

insufficient 
10. Quantity of language examples or evidentiary support high / sufficient / 

insufficient 
11. Theoretical relevance (if applicable) high / sufficient / 

insufficient 
12. Correspondence of the References to the content corresponds / does not 

correspond

Comments and recommendations of the reviewer: 

The very questions that the author raises at the beginning of the article, although certainly interesting,
are quite distracted from language and linguistics:  How does language affect social  processes? Will
language  reform be  able  to  reform society?  Should  linguists  reform the  language  towards  greater
gender balance? It is clear in advance that one article will not answer such questions.

In the  main part  of  the paper,  the  author argues that  women are  “underrepresented in  language”,
reveals the historical reasons for this condition (the different social roles of men and women), and,
based on the principle of interdependence of social and linguistic processes (in particular, the Sapir-
Whorf theory), leads us to the idea of reforming language towards its gender-fairness. It will lead to a
different perception of women in society. 

It was expected that now the author would tell us what kind of transformations we need to make (let’s
leave the very possibility of this enterprise without comments), but it didn’t happen: the author, in my



opinion, was distracted and told how the grammatical gender can be shown in French and English,
giving a couple of examples.

The conclusions are also of a general nature. Of course, they do not give any answers to the questions
posed at the beginning of the article.

It is possible to present the article not as research that solves a specific problem, but as a “statement of
the problem and justification of its urgency”.
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