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

the article. 4




The title is clear although it does not include the concept of participants from
marginalized societies and their engagement in this program

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results.
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design, research problem to be addressed and summary of findings
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Create further relevance of the results to participants from marginalized societies as per
their accessibility to the program, the reasons behind their economic stress and their
need for such a program, and how the program leveraged their accessibility, and in what
ways the program had impacted females who were economically stressed.
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