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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript is of importance as it explores the real-life experience of crime victimisation and the engagement with the justice system of the rural communities in South Africa. As the rural people confront many difficulties in accessing justice at the right time in the right way due to many constraints, this study will help to bring out the contemporary situation and invite public attention to the matter. It is worth reading for the readers in the concerned area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
The title of the article is suitable for conveying the idea discussed in the book chapter. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is too long, It can be shortened without losing the main points. The maximum length of the abstract can be 400 words. You are suggested to reduce the length of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. But the content should be presented without confusion and repetition. The problems of converting an article to a book chapter can be observed in the manuscript.

1. Reduce the number of keywords. A group of 5-6 keywords forms the optimum number. The most relevant ones can be retained and others can be deleted.
2. Organisation of the content is important. Please check the alignment of the subheadings in the first page of the manuscript.
3. Avoid repetition. Problem statement and aim of the study have been presented twice in the manuscript. Proof read well and avoid such problems.
4. Note that two conclusions are included in the manuscript. There should be only one conclusion, which should be concise, short and specific. Rework the conclusion and avoid repeated ideas to make it concise. 
5. Format the content to make it suitable for a Book chapter. Delete repeated content so that the length of the article will be reduced.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
References are recent, but not sufficient. Some more releveant references can be included.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
The quality of the language used is good. However, thorough proofreading is recommended to avoid repeated ideas and similar sentences.


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	






	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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