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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.

	
	

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

	Yes.
	

	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.

	Yes, except that it appears that there will be case studies – the article actually does not present case studies, and it would be important if it would. The named case studies in the abstract receive little attention, though this could be valuable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The article draws on a range of scholarship, which is reflected accurately. 
It would be really valuable to have discussion of case studies/historical and current experience. Currently there are references to situations, but these are not discussed or described. Alternatively, it would be important to frame this clearly as a conceptual exercise which does not enter into discussion of prior examples or current conflict situations. The article would be so much stronger if its purpose was matched either with discussion of how examples show good and poor practice working, or if there purpose was clearly identified as conceptual, a necessary preparatory step for practitioners but not an engagement with practice.
It is possible that readers will agree with the position outlined that a foundation that is philosophical, ethical and African will be of transformative value, evading the existing political obstacles. But it would be more convincing to all readers if this was demonstrated historically, or validated by explaining how it will have an impact on political processes and actors. 
The article sees ubuntu as a common African heritage. It would be useful to be clearer about how this can be seen, for the reader who wonders if it is so.
The case studies which show that religious leadership councils have played a role in building peace may be understood in two ways: either as demonstrating a transformative and authentic embdeed cultural form, or as playing distinctive political roles allocated to religious leaders as political actors. This could be addressed explicitly.
It would help to include comment on cases where the limits to interreligious dialogue for peacebuilding were met, or the limits to the use of religion in peacebuilding were met. 
For instance, there is a critical literature on the use of religion by Desmond Tutu in the TRC, and relatedly on his approach to victim rights, and on the use of amnesties. Would this critique be shared in other African conflict/post-conflict situations? Is the South African model widely accepted as theAfrican model, or should care be taken to examine the experience and potential for developing approaches across the continent?
“State actors must recognize the moral and cultural authority of religious institutions and integrate them as partners in policymaking (Boutros-Ghali, 1995).”
Should state actors be careful not to allocate an assumed authority which may be contested and which may not properly describe relationships between religious institutions and communities and affected individuals?

The term ‘post-conflict’ is a challenged term in the peacebuilding literature. It has classically been seen to imply the end of armed violence and an assumed end to conflict in a political process. This would be critiqued as a liberal approach to peacebuilding, or as carrying liberal assumptions about state building. The literature on conflict transformation would assume there is a continuing conflict after armed violence ends, and that the conflict needs to be seen and engaged with for parties and affected populations to see justice. This would mean that interreligious peacebuilding and religious actors have to be seen in their relation to the nature of ongoing conflicts, and not be assumed to be objective or distant in order to be valuable. 



	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are mostly from more than a decade ago. It would help to have more recent publications as well. The case studies referred to may come with a literature that is worth noting, engaging, or discussing. Does this literature recognise the essential need for the transformative ethical approach – or are religious actors treated as having essential roles which do not require examination?

	

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

	
This is well edited.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
If it were clarified that the only purpose here is to outline a conceptual approach, and not to reflect on how well this is exemplified in African case studies, then I see little work may be needed. In this case, it may still be important to clarify the extent to which there is an African approach, or a range of African approaches, and the extent to which this favours certain types of institutional actor and state-backed or independent process.
If there is scope for discussion of case studies, there is more work to do, but this may have a persuasive value that a purely conceptual approach may not.


	





	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)

No.
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