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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
REPORT 
 

1. This is a well written paper. On the other hand there are some typos and 
grammatical errors (pls. correct…..carriying… in the title), (Put a point at the end of 
the sentences …….. folk crafts as souvenirs   in page 3), (….theme parks, sports 
activities and events in page 5). 

2. ……… power. (Arnstein, in Bruce Mitchell, 1997:187)   Point should come after the 
parentheses. 

3. Please also correct this one as well (objects. Beeton (2006: 57). Communities) in 
page 5. 

4. Are you sure this are correct? (…focus group discution (FGD) in page 6) and multi 
dementing scaling in the same page. 

5. It is seen that the research is formed around the framework of MDS. It would be 
useful to describe this method with a paragraph. 

6. In conclusion part you state that “Setu Babakan cultural tourism area is an 
attractive tourism area….”. However, in page 2, there was a statement as “The 
Setu Babakan Cultural Tourism Area is less well known to the public and ranks 
20th out of 42 of the most popular tourist attractions in Jakarta”. There's a 
discrepancy here. You may want to provide an explanation for that. 

7. There are some problems with some figures. Pls. Check fig.2 and fig.5. 
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