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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The study is hinged on the hypothesis that, the two black men, Jo’s husband and Godzilla, in the two texts use 
sadomasochism to assert their hyper sexuality and as a medium of revenge and resistance (against past black and 
white relational unfairness) on their white spouses who exercise stoicism to express their frustrations and emotional 
attachments to their virulent black sexual partners. 
The methodology employed in the analysis is an interpretative, comparative and contrastive one. The paper comes 
out with the findings that Jo’s husband and Godzilla brandish their sadomasochism not only to assert their psyched 
hyper sexuality on white women whom they had been deprived of sexually for centuries, but to also avenge 
themselves for past black dehumanisation by callous and racist colonialists and imperialists. 
In conclusion, domestic violence is one of the discomforting and shameful phenomena that continues to be 
sporadically spilt in the post-modernist era in the British society in particular, and the world in general. 
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Only the references, most of them are too old. If it possible the references should be more newest. 
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Could be accepted 
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