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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 

manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 

mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Abstract:  

1. It should focus directly & precisely on title, do 

not repeats same infos.. 

2. Should include how T policing performed in this 

& other destination & justify its need in 

BiH…does it available at present in BiH?..not 

clearly mentioned..if available..what are the 

challenges/drawbacks? 

3. L8-9: WTO estimate but where the evidences in 

this section?? 

4. L10: Never start sentences using this method!! 

L52: what are latest event? Not clearly defined.. 

Section 3 & 4 could be integrate with major restructuring 

& reducing the lengthy sentences…be focus on 

strengthening the contents 

What crisis/problems/threats faced at present that 

warrant for need of TP in BiH?……not well justified 

Recommendations: 

Should be on general basis where details could be 

strengthen later by appropriate authorities..eg # 4, 7, 8, 9 

& 10; 

Should contains no references here..eg L279-280 etc.. 

Repetitions in the abstract were avoided and 

abstract focused directly on the title. 

L8-9 were not mentioned in the abstract, this 

sentence was given in the introduction part with 

its evidences/references. 

L10 this sentence was changed as “It is also 

accepted that…” 

L52 the latest events were given examples 

clearly. 

T policing is not available in BiH currently, this 

paper indicates the need for it, the need for it in 

BiH especially in the city of Sarajevo is justified 

in the manuscript.  

 

For the sections you have mentioned checked 

and agreed that should contain no references 

there… 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Reviews in term of better English esp for several wording, 

sentences structure & relevant contents eg: 

L14: without no doubt – without doubt/No doubt…. 

L29: should not start sentence with ..That… 

L35: ..one BiH & you live in…. no need to be to poetic! 

L89: no need to mentioned a review…snc part 2 is meant for LR! 

L14: was changed as “without doubt” 
L29: was changed as “It is accepted by everybody 
that…” 
L35: … yes, right no need to be to poetic!  

Corrected 

L89: mentioning a review omitted. 

Optional/General comments 

 

Title not attractive/catchy; 

Suggestion: Tourism & security/tourists safety: The 

need for TP in BiH 

Title is made more catchy and changed as: 

“Tourists’ Security: The need for Tourism Police 

in Bosnia and Herzegovina” 

 


