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Reviewer 1
This paper examines an interesting issue. However, it has some serious issues.

General: This paper has to be written as a research paper. It is currently an essay and does not have all the
components necessary to become a research paper. It uses poor language. Statements are too long and connect
too many ideas. As a result, they cannot be understood. In fact, it is recommended that the entire paper be edited
by a person well versed in the English language. Write short, meaningful sentences. Do not combine sentences
that do not relate to each other.

Abstract

An abstract must say what the issue is, how it was investigated and what the conclusions are. This abstract does not do it
well. Don't write long about the history of housing. Say what the issues and what was investigated in one paragraph. This
should be followed by the method of data collection, followed by conclusions. Currently, it is written poorly, and there are
no details of data collection. There are no conclusions. Present them in three separate paragraphs clearly and succinctly.
Write short, meaningful sentences.

Paper

1.The introduction must explain the issue, its background and say what the aims and objectives are. Here, the issue is
reasonably clear. It is understood that housing has evolved over a long period of history in Konya, Anatolia.. However, the
introduction is poorly written. Write meaningful sentences. End the introduction with aims and objectives and make the
introduction short and clear before beginning on the history. Please note that aims are long term, unmeasurable, noble
intentions while objectives are short term, measurable immediately achievable tasks.

2. After the introduction, three aspects must be presented with the following sub headings. Theoretical framework, Review
of literature and Research methodology.

3. Theoretical framework: This must discuss the ideas of hosing practices and what influences the transformations of
housing theoretically etc. Discuss what they mean and how they manifest in different countries in different situations
buttressed by geography, culture environment and other forces. Refer to Rapoport (1969) House Form and Culture. This
should be done by referring to theoreticians such as Rapoport, and should not be written by the author expressing
personal opinions.

4. Review of literature: Any research paper must present a critical review of previous significant research dealing with the
issue: in this case, evolution of housing practices. There are a lot of such research globally and most major ones must be
discussed, particularly those that have dealt with them in Turkey. 12-15 references are needed. Please download the
guidelines from the website and follow suit. Just listing or mentioning them is not enough. It should be a ‘critical review'.
Use the authors voice, by using statements such as ‘according to Rappoport (1969) or as Oliver (1989) says.” Currently,
there is no review of literature at all. This is not acceptable. Don't refer to studies, or mention names of books and articles.

Previous research should be compared and contrasted to establish the status of current Knowledge and where the gaps of
that knowledge exist. The review must be written in the present tense and not in the past tense. That is because it
presents the ‘current knowledge’. Past participle can also be used such as saying ‘Rapoport (1969) has examined’. This is
the reporting style.
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5. Afterwards, explain the research methodology adopted. This must be detailed so that another researcher can follow the
same procedure to see if they will get the same result. There is no research methodology in the paper. A research paper
cannot be written without research methodology, data and analysis. Review of literature is NOT a research methodology.
A survey of literature could be. If such a survey is employed, explain the basis of the selection of this literature. Produce a
table of the documents and say which data was taken from which source.

Research methodology must not be about analysis: it is about generating data. What is required is not theory: Say who did
what when where and how to collect data.

6. Findings: The paper does not have a section titled ‘Findings’ everything after the research methodology must be under
findings. However, before that, introduce the case study: Konya in Anatolia. Location geography environment people etc.

There is a serious issue in this paper. It is written like an essay with some references here and there. A research paper
must acknowledge the sources of information extensively. This paper does not do so. The authors cannot know all those
things that have happened and all the materials have been taken from other sources. Therefore all the information must be
cited with statements beginning with ‘according to’ or as Rapoport *1969) says...

There are whole paragraphs written without acknowledging any source as if the authors were standing there watching
what happened in Konya. This is not acceptable.

8. Conclusions are not properly done; The issue is “Housing Practices in Anatolia from the Past to the
Present”. As conclusions, these practices must be listed as discovered through research. It is not acceptable to say * it is
important to preserve the houses”. That is not a conclusion derived from this research. It is a personal opinion.

Do not express personal opinions as conclusions. Conclusions must be substantiated by evidence. In a research paper,
conclusions must relate to the aims and objectives (which this paper does not have) and must be scientifically
substantiated by evidence. It is not “concluding remarks” for an essay. That is what this paper has.

At the end, evaluate the research and show its strengths and weaknesses.

9. Please check all the references for compliance with the ISVS e-journal, and completeness. Make sure that all the
references listed here are cited in the text and vice versa.

e Some references do not have either volume numbers, page numbers or both. All journals must have.

e Do not produce Turkish text.

Reviewer 2
Aspect 112 |3 |4 |5
1. The paper investigates a significant issue V

2. The paper discusses current knowledge adequately

3. The paper has a clear analysis and argument

4. The paper is scientifically sound

5. The paper makes a significant contribution to knowledge \
1. Lowest 3. Neutral 5. Highest

2|22

Specific Observations

Abstract

Abstract is poorly written: it should be three paragraphs saying what was investigated, how it was investigated
and what the conclusions are. No need for details of the history.
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Introduction

1. Is the issue investigated clearly stated? No

2. Is the background to this issue clearly explained? Reasonable, but goes on and on.

3. Are the aims and objectives of the research well stated? There are no clear aims and objectives.

4. Other observations and comments: The introduction must say what the issue is, what is examined and what
the aims and objectives are. This introduction does not do so. End the introduction with the aims and
objectives.

Research background

1. Does it have a good review of previous and relevant literature? No, there is none.

2. |s the theoretical basis clear? No. It does not have a theoretical framework. This paper must deal with the
key ideas related to housing.

3. Other observations and comments: This paper requires a proper review of literature, and a theoretical
framework.

4. Research Methodology

Has the research employed sound methods? It does not have a research methodology. It is a great mystery

how data was found if any research has been done.

2. Are the details of the research techniques and tools clearly explained? None exist

Are the details sufficient (case study introductions etc)? No.

4. Other observations and comments
It must be systematically explain how data was collected, no analysed: each step with details, so that
another researcher can repeat.

—_

w

Findings

1. Are the findings clearly presented? No, it is written like an essay. Not adequate references to where the
data came from. Moreover, it is not focused on the issue: ‘housing practices’; it just unfolds history.

2. Have the sources of data acknowledged? VVery few. This is a serious issue in this paper. Only few have
been cited. Most of it is written by the authors, as if they know everything.

3. Are there data resulting from the method explained before? Not many. Few texts have been cited.

4. Other observations and comments: Statements in the findings must be acknowledged as to where the
information came from.

Analysis and Conclusion

1. Is there a sound analysis? No. none exist.

2. Has the analysis led to meaningful conclusions? No proper conclusions based on evidence.

3. Do the analysis and the conclusions relate well to the research issues? Conclusions are poor. The statement
Do not express personal opinions. NO serious scientifically valid conclusions. It is all ‘concluding remarks
and a call for the preservation. This is wrong. The title says ‘housing practices’, and therefore the conclusion
must list these.

4. Does it have recommendations to address to issue: It says preserve the remaining houses. There is no
evaluation of the strengths and weaknesses.

5. Other observations and comments: This paper has major issues in references. Do not mention page numbers if
there is no direct quote longer than 20 words. Follow the template. Follow standards. Remove long foot notes.
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6. QUALITY ASSESSMENT

Has any lack of argumentation, i.e. some parts could be strengthened such that the
paper is anticipated better by the ISVS audience: Yes[ V] nol ]

comments: Argument does not flow well.
Has correct citations using the Harvard style Yes[V] no (]
comments: No. Page numbers should not be cited without a direct quote.

Spelling, grammar and the use of the language is satisfactory Yes [| no [V]
comments: Very long winding sentences. Arguments are not clear. Language is very poor

The list of references are well composed with correct details Yes [V ] no []. Generally OK.
Check.
comments: Issues exist. Follow the ISVS e-journal template.

Final Decision
1. Accepted [ ]
2. Accepted with minor revisions [ ]

3. Reconsider after major revisions [\/]
4. Rejected [ ]

Summary of the overall observations of the paper: This paper examines an interesting issue of the
housing practices of Konya, Anatolia. There is no proper literature review. There is also no theoretical basis. Findings
need evidence. Conclusion needs clear conclusions, not just some remarks. Title says “Housing Practices”. What
happened has been explained, but not housing practices.




