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

	The authors have made some effort to revise the manuscript in response to earlier comments, including improving the title, refining parts of the methodology, and enhancing language clarity. However, several major concerns raised in the initial review remain insufficiently addressed. As a result, the manuscript still falls short of the expected level of academic rigor. What I meant in my previous review of 3rd March 2026 is clarified here below with some guiding statements.
1. Research Gap / Problem Statement

The authors should explicitly state a research gap such as: “While existing studies examine street vending in major African cities, limited attention has been given to how public space governance operates in secondary cities like Bamenda.” This should be followed by a clear statement of the study’s contribution.

2. Research Questions / Objectives

The manuscript should include 2–3 clear research questions, for example:
(i) What are the key challenges faced by street vendors in the use of public space in Bamenda?
(ii) How do vendors negotiate and adapt to urban governance structures?
(iii) What planning strategies can support inclusive public space management?
3. Methodology

The authors should explicitly state: “A sample size of 170 vendors was selected based on [justification, e.g., population estimates or prior studies], using systematic random sampling (every 5th vendor) across selected high-density vending locations.”
They should also briefly indicate how reliability/validity of data was ensured (e.g., pre-testing of questionnaires or triangulation with qualitative data).

4. Results and Discussion

The authors should move beyond description by adding interpretive statements such as:
“This finding suggests that informal vending is not merely a survival strategy but reflects structural gaps in urban governance, consistent with [author/year].”
5. Conceptual Clarity (Afro-endogenous)

The authors should include a clear definition such as:
“Afro-endogenous development refers to locally grounded, culturally embedded approaches to urban development that prioritise indigenous practices and informal systems.”
This concept should then be explicitly used to interpret findings.

6. Theoretical Contribution

The authors should include a statement such as:
“This study contributes to African urbanism by demonstrating how secondary cities like Bamenda reveal governance dynamics that differ from those documented in larger metropolitan contexts.”
7. Structure 

The authors should either explicitly link this section to governance (e.g., language as a tool of negotiation and resistance) or consider condensing it if it does not directly support the core argument.

8. Conclusion 

The conclusion should briefly restate the study’s contribution by indicating what new insight the Bamenda case provides for urban planning and informal economy governance.
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