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Title of paper: Vernacular Melting Pots: Challenges and Opportunities of Waterfront Public 
Spaces in the Colonial Port City of Kochi city, India. 
Chinnu S Kumar & Pooja Nigam 

 
This paper examines an issue relevant to the vernacular, culture and heritage. However, it has some issues that need to 
be resolved,  
 

General 
The paper has many language issues as well as formatting issues.  
 

Language: Use the definite and indefinite articles properly. Use proper tenses appropriate to the subject matter. For 
example, if one is discussing previous research, do not use the past tense but the past participle. That is the reporting 
style. Alternatively, use the present tense because it is about current knowledge. Do not cite authors with full names 
or with initials. Cite only the last name followed by a comma followed by the year. Please cite page numbers if there is 
a direct quote more than 20 words. It should also be separated from text and indented from both sides with the 
citation below it right justified.  
Language is generally good.  However, write direct, short and meaningful sentences.  
 

Formatting: All sub titles must be 12 point and left justified. Please use the template and pay attention to details. 
 

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. It explains the issue well, but lacks a clear structure of explaining research methodology and final 
outcomes. Following needs to be done in three separate paragraphs. First introduce the issue briefly. It should then 
say what it investigates within the complexity of the issue not what aims to do or the objectives. Second paragraph 
must say what the research method adopted and the techniques of data collection. It seems that there are two 
techniques of analysis: historical and contemporary analysis. However, it do es not say how the data was collected 
Third paragraph must say what the conclusions are. Current abstract does have most of the materials but is not 
written well. 
 

Paper 
1.The introduction: This must explain the issue, its background and say what the aims and objectives are. Here, the 
issue is not clear. It is understood that Port cities have emerged during colonization. However, it does not say what the 
issue with them is.  The paper also does not say what exactly is investigated and what its aims and objectives are 
clearly. Instead, it produces a long historical and theoretical discussion. This is not a proper introduction to a research 
paper. For an essay, it is. Say what is investigated first, then the aims in separate sentences (1 or 2 but preferably 1) 
and then list all the objectives. currently there is none. Strangely, at the end of the paper ‘challenges are opportunities’ 
are produced. So what was thi stalk about morphology. The line of argument is not tied well.  
 

End the introduction with the list of objectives and no more. write this within 2 pages. <pve the history and theory 
elsewhere as recommended in this review. 
 

Please note that aims are long term, unmeasurable, noble intentions while objectives are short term, measurable 
immediately achievable tasks. Exploring is an aim and not an objective. Start all objectives with ‘To’ and list them.  
 

2. Structure of the Paper: After the introduction, three aspects must be presented with the following sub headings. 
Theoretical framework, Review of literature and Research methodology, in that order. This paper does not have a 
‘theoretical framework’ or a ‘review of literature’ although ‘research methodology’ exists. Please provide them 
separately in that order.  
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3. Theoretical Framework: This must discuss the ideas of ‘vernacularity, urbanity and morphology and the 

influence of colonization upon them’ theoretically. Define what they are and establish their relationships. These 
should be discussed by referring to the theoreticians and should not be written by the author expressing personal 
opinions. There is some discussion but that is poorly written: Theory is mixed up with history. Refer to theoreticians 
like saying ‘according to Rapoport (1969), and produce a theoretical framework to understand the ideas of 
vernacularity, urbanity and morphology and the influence of colonization. Some of what is written under introduction 
really belongs here. 

4. Review of Literature: Any research paper must present a critical review of previous significant research dealing 
with the broader issue: in this case, ‘colonization and transformations of vernacular settlements around ports to port 
cities through colonisation.’ Please review significant previous research that have examined this phenomenon; 
particularly those that have dealt with them in India if available. 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’ voices, by using 
statements such as ‘according to Rappoport (1969) or as Oliver (1989) says.’  

Currently, there is none, although some has been written poorly under the title ‘introduction.’  

In essence, previous research related to this issue 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. Don’t refer to studies, or mention names of books and articles. Use the authors’ voices by 
saying things like, according to Rapoport (1969) etc. Do not mention page numbers unless there is a direct quote 
more than 20 words. Follow the guidelines in the website. The intention should be to demonstrate the status of 
current knowledge and where the gaps of that knowledge exist. 

5. Research Methodology: Afterwards, explain the research methodology adopted. Currently, there is very poor 
discussion. It starts by saying ‘The research proposes to investigates’ Now it is not the time to propose. 

Research methodology must begin with the statement about being qualitative. Then list the ‘techniques’ employed 
to gather data: it mentions historical methods. Statements such as ‘this method permits a comprehensive 
understanding’ are not necessary here. Methodology is not about what it permits in understanding. No method is 
explained. 

However, in the Fig. 2 ‘Collection of Historical maps’ and ‘starlite imagery’ are mentioned. Please explain how these 
data were gathered. They should be fully explained as implemented. This research employs a case study method 
which is not even mentioned. Lot of unnecessary talk. Goals are mentioned. It is all about what was found out and 
not methods.  

Please explain how the case studies were chosen: on what basis. Say what was done: when, where and how to 
collect data within these case studies. 

None of these are explained systematically 

What is important is to present how data was gathered in detail, so that another researcher can repeat the same to 
see if the same can be found. That is the test of science. 

7.  Introduce the case studies: This is reasonably well done, but does not end as an introduction. It becomes the 
findings. Please stop the general introduction and start a section called Findings. Any research must have findings. 
8. Findings: Once the methodology is presented, a research paper must have Findings The Table 1 List of maps 
must be part of the methodology and not part of the findings as currently done. 

Separate the findings and discussions. Findings and the outcomes must begin after the introduction to the case 
studies.  
Present data from each technique and acknowledge the sources of this information. There is no data from sources.  
Current writing is like an essay and only few sources have been acknowledged.  
At the end of the findings, produce a summary of these findings as related to the issue as mentioned in the title: Local 
knowledge as preserved in the dance 
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8. Discussion: Afterwards, discuss these findings and compare with findings from other similar research if any available, 
to point out the similarities and differences while explaining why they are different if they are different. Discussion must 
refer to other studies. It should not be just the opinions of the authors. 

9. Conclusions: This paper has to have very specific conclusions. What is written are poor ‘conclusions.’ They are 
‘concluding remarks’ to an essay. They just simply summarize what this paper did. A conclusion cannot have statements 
such as ‘The research endeavors’ are not conclusions. Endeavoring is not a conclusion. 

Here are similar statements: 

• This comparative analysis of past and present configurations enabled the researcher to discern 

• The research seamlessly integrated written records 

• The study provides a comprehensive understanding 

• The study emerges as a constructive resource for 

None of these are ‘conclusions.’ Morphology is not even mentioned although it was in the title and had a major discussion. 

There should be a specific list of conclusions related to the Challenges and opportunities of the port cities that have arisen 
through the historical transformations of these settlements.  

Please list them and explain what was conclusive based on evidence. 

Please revisit the aims and objectives and show how they were achieved (once they are defined because currently, there 
is none). Please also discuss the strengths and weaknesses of this research. Treat this as a research paper and not an 
essay. 

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

• When there is more than one author, use & (not and) before the last but there should be no comma after the last 
initial before the &. 

• All the references must have place of publication: publisher. 

• Follow the template of the ISVS e-journal to the last dot. 
 

Final Decision: Reconsider after Major Revisions 

 

Summary of the overall observations of the paper:  
This paper examines an interesting and a very relevant issue of identifying the challenges and opportunities of 

waterfront public spaces arising from the transformations of vernacular settlements into colonial port cities by taking a 
case study of Kochi city, India. However, its abstract is not well written. The introduction must be concise and 
introduce the issue and set out the aims and objectives. It does not say what is the issue is. There is no proper 
theoretical framework although some ideas are mentioned in an ad-hoc manner in the ‘introduction’: It should 
introduce the ideas of transformations of vernacular settlements, morphology and colonization.’ There is no literature 
review at all. There is no proper research methodology which must present details of data gathering techniques in the 
case study. They need to be systematically presented. Findings are reasonably well done. It provides a summary of 
the findings at the end with challenges and opportunities which appear to be where the paper was heading although 
the title was about morphology.  

Its conclusions need to list the specific conclusions related to the challenges and opportunities of the 
transformations of the morphology. It should present insights gained specifically from this research, and should not 
just say what this paper did.  

 The paper should be revised to respond to every comment of the review. 
 


