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PART 1:    

Journal Name: British Journal of Applied Science & Technology 

Manuscript Number: 2015_BJAST_16999 

Title of the Manuscript:  An integrated Approach to Urban Waste Management in a Developing Country. A Case Study of the 

Accra Metropolitan Area, Ghana 
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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

The author did correct some parts but left other useful corrections.  

I have pointed out the issues he needs to correct which are necessary and why. 

It is very important to mention the number of sites visited, number of times visited and 

if there are alterations in visits. This would make the work much better though is a 

short research. It need be given the required commitment. 

Usually, a manuscript submitted for publication is different from one submitted as an 

academic exercise such as, an essay, thesis or dissertation where the methodology has to be 

explicitly spelt out. My objective here is to give the reader a clear outline of the methods I 

used during the data collection process and not to dissect methodologies.  

 

Secondly, “furthermore” does not mean’ more-more’ as indicated by the evaluator. It is an 

adjective used to introduce a fresh consideration in a sentence or in an argument and I 

used it within that context. 

 

In any case I have applied the revisions as indicated by the evaluator. 

 


