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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of 3
the article.

(Please insert your comments)

-Diagnostic des concessions minieres des campagnes industrielles a I’épreuve
de I’exploitation artisanale clandestine

-Diagnostic de ’exploitation artisanale clandestine en Céte d’Ivoire: cas de la
mine d’or de Hiré

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 3
results.

(Please insert your comments)
Les outils d’analyse pour cas d’étude sont relativement basique




3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

(Please insert your comments)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. |3

(Please insert your comments)
Pas de revue de la literature?

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. |3

(Please insert your comments)

Pas d’outil d’analyse fiable comme Stata, SPSS, NVIVO.....

Au niveau de I’enquéte, ¢’est un peu ambigu : nous avons pu interroger trois-
cent cinquante (350) orpailleurs en activité; Aussi, cinq cent quarante-quatre (544)
autres opérateurs d’activités connexes; En outre, un questionnaire adressé a trente-
huit (38) autres personnes hors site d’orpaillage réparties sur neuf (9) couches
socioprofessionnelles. On a I’impression au vu des figures que 38 personnes sont
concernées par cette enquéte.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.

(Please insert your comments)

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 4

(Please insert your comments)

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed
Accepted, minor revision needed X
Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Nous suggérons ’intégration d’une revue de literature, revoir les outils d’analyse. A
la lecture de vos résultas, sauf erreur de ma part, on peut constater que 1’étude porte
sur 38 participants alors que I’introduction présente 932 participants.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of
the article.

(Please insert your comments)

A long title in French but explains quite well the problem of mineral
extraction in Cote d’Ivoire.

2. The abstract presents objects, methods, and results. | 4

(Please insert your comments)

The abstract relates the context of the research. It is based on secondary
data. There is a citation and | guess whether this can be included or not here.




3. There are a few grammatical errors and spelling
mistakes in this article.

(Please insert your comments)
The text is well written and mastered in French language and the reviewer did
not find errors .

4. The study methods are explained clearly. | 4

(Please insert your comments)

The sampling frame and the number of interviews are fairly large. This might
be a time-consuming activity and the time frame must be briefly

explained. How can data collection be consistent for a large sample size?

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. | 4

(Please insert your comments)

Results are good as there is a combination of statistics—basic plus pictures to
illustrate the case which are essential here as well as a framework to explain
the role of the key variables analysed.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
supported by the content.

(Please insert your comments)

They are good as they express the concerns at the ore in Cote d’Ivoire. They
speak of improving conditions, legalizing mineral extract, sensitization of
environment.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. | 3

(Please insert your comments)

They are a few but could be increased here. Tere is a very good reference
dating 1913 which is also symbolical of descriptive research. A few recent
ones might be added,

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :
Accepted, no revision needed
Accepted, minor revision needed X
Return for major revision and resubmission
Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

Please add more references. Possibility of removing citation in abstract. May be
for the future, some more elaborate data or statistical manipulation.Level of
language is very good.



