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Thank you very much for this extremely interesting and valuable article, thank you for 

the touching and analyzing this topic! I do ask you to make some additional work in 

your article for its successful publication!  



In addition to the comments above, I will put here some vital moments: 

1. it was not defined, what is GBV and what is included before the Chart 3. Only 

there the reader clearly see, what is the structure of GBV, but it has to be clear 

from the beginning of the article; 

2. in the article, the most problematic place for me is this sentence “that 36% of 

women and 32% of men between the ages of 15 and 49 have experienced 

physical violence since the age of 15” (p.3). I see here that the men are suffering 

from violence almost in the same degree as women! Why then the article 

generally is about female victims? Where about men, every third og each is also 

a victim? 

3. “Among 96 respondents, 56.2% of respondents are men whereas 43.7% are 

women. This situation is explained by the fact that the questions were addressed 

to heads of households and that Burundi is governed by a patriarchal system. In 

certain circumstances or in the case of widows, women can be heads of 

household” (p.7). Thus, almost a half of households’ heads are women, and you 

explained this by ‘certain circumstances’. I suppose, if a half of households have 

heads-women, these are not ‘certain circumstances’, but some social trend, 

which has to be explained in the aarticle, do you agree? 

In general, it seems that the researcher with Western values looks at Burundian society 

and measure it according to Western values (which are not better – they just differ from 

African one, and West has many problems, which also are terrible). I am not the 

supporter of GBV, but if it is cultural phenomenon, you will not change it with any 

formal laws and activities of Western organizations, you have to find internal resources 

within similar patriarchic societies (by the way, if a half of the households’ heads are 

women, as in your survey, can we call such society patriarchic?). Anyhow, this is the 

interesting subject for discussion. 
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