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	Author’s Feedback (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 paper offers a valuable perception, that Task-Based Speed Debating as a strategy in English Language teaching has illustrated  a notable impact in enhancing oral fluency, confidence and conversational abilities of grade 6 students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and effectively conveys the research focus.
	

	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.


	The abstract of the article is comprehensive and follow the appropriate description of the study, but it would be better if the researcher had placed these subheadings found in the abstract in their appropriate sections. Moreover, the conclusion should be included at the end of the research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, This paper is relevant to the field of the journal, and it is well organized, structured, and followed the journal guidelines. The introduction is good and reflects the importance of the study topic and its relation to the previous studies, also it will contribute to the academic  field and community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is well listed, correctly written and adequate.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The standard of English is suitable for education community and scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article with no doubt is sound and makes sense in the relevant area of research. 
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