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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 
article. 
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The topic is vague and heavily worded with about 25words. I suggest you adjust the 
topic with major variables in the topic to read thus: Indigenous Entrepreneurship 
and Economic Development: "The Moderating Effect of Post-Conflict 
Reconstruction in Turkana County, Kenya". 
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thorough editing.  

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4 

The tools used are appropriate but there is no clear mathematical and econometric 
models that explains the moderating effect of Post-Conflict Reconstruction 
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