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Please do not include your name or your opinion on the manuscript's merit for publication.

Manuscript does not meet APA standards.  Author/s used the word "persons" instead of "people" throughout article; however, grammatically speaking, it would be more appropriate to use the word "individuals" for this article.  Writers need to be careful about eliminating the indefinite article words such as "a".  The absence of specific detail from literature review from begining to end has negative influence on whether or not there is support for the writer/s purpose.  An article needs to "funnel" information in a clear, concise manner from Introduction to Conclusion. Convenience sampling has a high vulnerability to selection bias and influences; for example, there was no confidentiality as participants were screened and/or invited and then completed questionaire in a public space.  Another negative factor for convenience sampling is sampling error.  All leads to lack of credibility.  For measuring questionaires, Cronbach's alpha is the most common measure of internal consistency ("reliability").  It is most commonly used when you have multiple Likert questions in a survey/questionnaire that form a scale and to determine if the scale is reliable.  A negative number indicates that something is wrong with your data—perhaps you forgot to reverse score some items. The general rule of thumb is that a Cronbach's alpha of .70 and above is good, .80 and above is better, and .90 and above is best.  The main advantage of using questionnaires is that a large number of people can be reached relatively easily and economically. A standard questionnaire provides quantifiable answers for a research topic. These answers are relatively easy to analyse.  A disadvantage for questionnaires is social desirability - people choose what they think looks good.
Good start; had some good points such as the potential for explaining team behavior and peer justice climate having few examples of research to base utility on.  
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