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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript is well-established.  
Its language is clear and understandable  
Introduction part of the study indicates the purpose, aim and the objectives of the paper. 
“Abstract” is emphasizing the objectives and the scope of the research clearly. 
Not all the references are typed in consistent with those formats requested by the 
CJAST, it is suggested that the author(s) check the references carefully and make the 
needed corrections to fit the journal criteria. 
Sirtha, (2007); Liliveri, 2003; Burhan Bingin, 2006; Kotler, 2006; Bungin, 2011; 
Bungin, 2007; doesn’t exist in references. 
 
Amstrong, Gary dan Philip, Kotler (2002); Berger, P.L. & Luckmann T (1991);   
Berger, P. L. & Luckmann T. (1990); Boyd-Barret, O and Newbold C (2005); Bungin, B 
(2006) Bungin, B (2013); Chaney, D (2011);  Dariyo, A (2003); Dedy N. H. (2003); 
Deddy, M (2005); _____________ (2007); ___________________(2004); Harian K 
(2004); Heru N, Konstruksi (2009); Ketut W (2012); Kim, Y. Y (1984); Kotler P , Keller 
KL. ...; Kholil, Sri Lisa Susanty, Soecahyadi (2016) ; Kholil, et al. (2017;  Liem, M.H.T. 
dan Jennifer Lindsay (2011);   Liliweri, A (2015);  __________. 2016; Littlejohn, S. W. 
(2002) ; Margaret P (2004); Moleong, L. J (2014); Morrisan MA (2010); Moeryadi, D 
(2009); Nakayama, T. K. dan Rona Tamiko Halualani. 2013; Neuliep, James W. 2006; 
Norman K. Denzin, Yvonna S. Lincoln (2006); Nurdiyansah (2014); Pascarani NND. 
(2012); Peters, Jan Hendrik dan Wisnu Wardana ( 2002); Peter L. B. and Thomas 
Luckmannn, T (1991); Porter, Richard E. dan Larry A. Samovar. 2003; Rakhmat, 
Jalaluddin. 2004; S. Djuarsa Sendjaja, 2004; Samba, I.G. (2016); Sedyawati, Edi. 
(2014); Smith, J. A., Flowers, P., and Larkin, M (2009); Soejono S (2003); Suparno, 
Filsafat Konstruktivisme dalam Pendidikan, Yogyakarta:Kanisius, (2003); Widjaja, W. 
A.  (2003); Wardana, Wisnu dan Jan Hendrik Peters (2013); Yoeti, O. A (2000);  doesn’t 
exist in manuscript.  
Conclusions should be more personal and reflect better this study. 
Also, it should reflect future measures to increase the interest in promoting tourism 
activities and business by the bureaucrats of this province. The conclusions should be 
reconsidered. 
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