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Title of paper: Pantun Baantaran Establishing Local Values and Religious Beliefs in 
Traditional Poems of the Banjarese Community in South Kalimantan, Indonesia 
 

General 
This paper examines the ways in which local values and religious beliefs are established in the traditional poems by taking 
a case study of Pantun Baantaran of the Banjarese Community in South Kalimantan, Indonesia. The paper is reasonably 
well written.  It has some issues that need to be resolved. 
 

Title: The title is reasonably well composed. However, some improvements are needed. Following title is suggested: 
Establishing Local Values and Religious Beliefs in Traditional Poems: Insights from Pantun Baantaran of the 
Banjarese Community in South Kalimantan, Indonesia 
 
Justification: This paper examines the general issue of establishing local values and religious beliefs in traditional poems. 
A title must offer an indication of this broader issue in the major title and the specific issue in the sub title. It is also better to 
use the word transformations in the plural. 
 
Language: Language is reasonably good. However, there are some issues in terms of grammar and use of phrases. Write 
short and meaningful sentences and construct a narrative, which is not happening well now. It is also necessary to construct 
a good flow of the argument. Some grammar issues exist. For example, “oral literature is one example of Indonesian 
archipelago cultural diversity” must be written as “oral literature is one example of the cultural diversity of the Indonesian 
archipelago.” Follow the conventions. 
 

Formatting: This paper has some issues in formatting. All the sub titles should be 12 points. They should not be italicized. 
Fonts within tables must be 10 points. 
 

Abstract 
Abstract is not written well. Few language issues exist. It does not introduce the issue of poems carrying local traditional 
values and religious beliefs and how the Pantun Baantaran does it. It begins with a comment on research. It then goes onto 
talk about aims of the research. This abstract talks often about aims which is wrong. There are two kinds of abstracts: those 
in research proposals and those in research reports. This is the latter and the abstract is written after the research has been 
done. Therefore, now it should say what the research did and not aims and objectives. After introducing the issue, please 
say what the research examines: not aims and objectives. 
 

Second paragraph must be about the research methods and the third paragraph must be about the conclusions.  
 

Current statement does not explain the research methods well. It is hurried and mentions all the data gathering techniques 
in one sentence. Many data gathering techniques are mentioned but the abstract does not explain how they were 
implemented. It then goes on to methods of analysis. It employs four techniques: literature survey; interviews; field research, 
involving discussions with community and practitioners; and ethnographic observations However, there is nothing said 
about the ways in which these are implemented. 
 
Conclusions are reasonably well stated.  
 

Key words: Reasonably well identified. This paper deals with traditional poems in South Kalimantan, Indonesia in 
particular. Keywords are mentioned to help another researcher to locate a research paper if it relates to an issue that person 
is looking at. With these keywords, someone looking at research related to South Kalimantan, Indonesia will not locate this 
paper. That is not proper. 
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Paper 

1. The introduction: Introduction is written poor. It does not introduce the issue well. The fact that Indonesian culture being 
diverse and having different cultural practices is well articulated in the introduction, where the authors highlight the broader 
context. The background to the issue is clearly explained in the article too. The introduction provides a comprehensive 
overview of the significance of Pantun, a traditional form of Malay oral literature, which plays a vital role in preserving 
cultural values and transmitting social norms such as respect for elders, community importance, and appreciation of 
Nature. It shows that in Pantun Baantaran, messages delivered are not only on thoughts about family but also reflect 
deeper aspects of Banjar community social-religious identity. However, it does not problematize and show an issue. In 
other words, it should say why this must be looked into as research. Afterwards, it must say what this research actually 
examines. Instead, it mentions that this research is guided by questions.  Please say that it raises questions. Then mention 
what are the aims and objectives. 
      There is a need for clarity in aims and objectives to provide a solid foundation for the research and to guide the 
methodological approach taken in the study. 

An introduction must introduce the issue as related to the title, and as claimed in the abstract. It must then say what 
this research examines, followed by the aims and objectives. In this paper, there is a lack of coherence and a lack of clarity. 
The line of argument is lost. Research must unearth: reveal new findings. 

After introducing the issue, briefly say what is examined and what the aims and objectives are. Aims first and the 
objectives afterwards.  

Please note that aims are noble, unmeasurable, long term, almost-impossible-to-fully-achieve expectations while 
objectives are practical, measurable, short term, achievable intentions. Objectives must be always listed starting with ‘To’. 
The introduction must end with the aims and objectives.  

 
2. Theoretical Framework: This paper does not have a theoretical framework for the study, although it examines specific 

issues, involving specific concepts. In fact, it engages with several theoretical concepts relevant to the study of ‘local 
values,’ ‘religious beliefs’ and ‘traditional poems.’ It should therefore offer a discussion about ‘local values,’ ‘religious 
beliefs’ and ‘traditional poems’ and their interrelationships. The paper often refers to them. The theoretical framework 
should start with the definitions of these terms. Please refer to the noteworthy theoreticians to do so. Please produce a 
proper theoretical framework by referring to the most outstanding and relevant theoreticians. Define the terms first. Use 
authors’ voices with statements such as according to Piaget (2022) or as Rapoport (1969) says, instead of the authors 
making statements and putting the theoreticians within brackets. Authors of this paper cannot theorize. They are not 
theoreticians. 

 

3. Review of Literature: There is a confusion here. What is written currently as a review of literature belongs to the 
theoretical framework. Please add it there. It theoretically discusses the meanings and manifestations of Pantun 
Baantaran. A review of literature should discuss the major research that has examined the issue previously to show the 
status of current knowledge, and where the gaps of that knowledge exist. The issue here is ‘establishing local values and 
religious beliefs in traditional poems.’ However, no research is being critically reviewed related to this issue. The review 
should critically examine previous research that have examined establishing local values and religious beliefs in traditional 
poems globally first (not necessarily in Indonesia), and in Indonesia and South Kalimantan afterwards.  

A review of literature must be produced employing the voice of the authors with statements such as ‘according to 
Oliver (1999), or Rapoport (2000) and be critical, instead of just saying that this person did this and the other person did 
that. It should be a ‘critical review’.  

Please see ‘how to write a review of literature’ in the ISVS e-journal web site and follow suit. Write in the present 
tense because it discusses current knowledge. Sum up at the end and show what the status of current knowledge is and 
where the gaps of that knowledge exist. 12-15 references are needed. Currently, nothing exists.  

 
4. Research Methodology: This is reasonably well done. However, there are some issues. The study utilizes a 

combination of (a) observing and participating in pantun reading, (b) recording and transcribing pantun, and (c) 
analyzing documents and relevant literature sources. However, it does not explain how exactly these were 
implemented. Under research methods, the techniques of data collection must be listed and each must be explained. 
Current details are inadequate. Say what was employed (was it case studies in different regions?)  then the data 
gathering techniques. The abstract mentions “involving discussions with community and practitioners” now lost. 
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List them first and explain how each was carried out, with full details of where when and how. How participation was 
conducted and how the situations were chosen must be divulged. They must be explained in such a way that another 
independent researcher can repeat them and see if they will get the same results. That is the test of science. Keep the 
explanations about how the data was analyzed and triangulation separately to be mentioned at the end. 

 

5. Case study: Before the findings, introduce the case studies: the four regions in South Kalimantan: Banjar, Hulu 
Sungai Utara, Hulu Sungai Tengah, and Hulu Sungai Selatan, where the research was conducted. Show the location 
of each region. Provide a location plan and a general description to the areas and the culture. This should be an 
introduction to the places, and the people. Are the poems same in all the four regions or are they different? 

 
6. Findings: Findings are reasonably well presented. Reproduce a short introduction to the issue and then present the 

data. Please produce data from all the techniques mentioned as related to each of the data gathering techniques in 
relation to the four regions: Findings from (a) observing and participating in pantun reading, (b) recording and 
transcribing pantun, and (c) analyzing documents and relevant literature sources. Data for reach region must be 

presented highlighting similarities and differences. Where is the data for “involving discussions with community and 

practitioners”? 
There is no doubt that there is a lot of good material in this paper. However, the findings presented need clarity.  
In the findings, if you make a statement, provide evidence, either observations, literature, discussions or any other. 

 
7. Discussion: The discussion is very well done although some evidence is missing. 

8. Conclusions: Conclusions are reasonable. However, they need to be listed as ‘conclusions’ and then discussed. 
Please present the conclusions for each region first and then unify unless they are all the same. Please discuss the 
strengths and weaknesses of this research after the conclusions. 

9. References: References are not done well at the end. There are many dots and commas unnecessarily thrown 
around. Please make sure that only the last name of the author is listed with the initials or the first names. There 
should be no dot after the bracket. Use ‘&’ instead of ‘and’ when there is more than one author. No comma after the 
last initial of the first author. Many references are incomplete. For example, “Geertz, C. (1960). Agama Jawa. 
Universitas Chicago Press.” is incomplete. There is no place of publisher which should be before the publisher. 
Please follow the standards as per the ISVS e-journal template. 

10. Final Decision: Major Revisions 
 

Summary of the overall observations of the paper:  
This is a potentially very valuable paper that could make a significant contribution to knowledge about 

establishing local values and religious beliefs in traditional poems. It closely examines the Pantun 
Baantaran of the Banjarese Community in South Kalimantan, Indonesia. However, it needs major 
revisions to bring the argument to be cohesive, supported by clear findings.  

The abstract needs to be succinct but must introduce the issue, the research methods and the 
specific conclusions. It is not written well; the issue and the research methods are not described well 
although the conclusions are fine. The introduction needs to be presented articulating the issue clearly. 
Be clear what the research examines. It should end with proper focused aims and objectives in keeping 
with the issue. Please produce a proper theoretical framework defining what is ‘traditional values’, 
‘vernacular practices’, ‘religious values’, including, culture and other theoretical notions relevant to the 
issue. Write a proper review of literature afterwards. The research methodology must be organized well 
with a list of techniques employed to gather data and explanations of how each was carried out: not what 
the data was about. Introduce the case studies and the regions. Findings need clarity. Present data from 
all the four regions and all the techniques including discussions. Discussion is good. List the conclusions 
arising from the findings related to the case studies.  

At the end, discuss the strengths, weaknesses and limitations of this research.  
Refine the references. 


