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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The article uses a thorough and precise method to problematise on the often-neglected topic of just and accountable police practices. It covers various aspects of policing methods and sets a clear proposal for improvement in such methods for the times ahead. The results obtained through this clear analysis could be use by sector’s professionals or policy-makers to implement best practices both in management of the police forces and in recruiting. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. 
However, I believe that a shorter title with an undertitle would be better if the chapter is published alone and not as part of a book. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract is comprehensive, however, I would try to separate the two purposes of this paragraph in a more clear way. The structure of the article is clear as well as the main points and findings highlighted in the second part. It would maybe be even more clear and effective in catching the readers’ attention if the two were separated by a short sentence, or even a connective word, to signal to the importance of the results themselves.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Scientific citations and the research method are correct and praiseworthy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and recent enough. If the author is interested in adding even more recent references, I would suggest taking a look at the open access journal “Police, practice & research” (https://www.tandfonline.com/journals/gppr20).
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	
Yes, it is.

	

	Optional/General comments

	There are some small typos that are worth signalling: 
Line 9 of the Abstract: «must to» maybe should be just «must».  Line 15 «The send section» should be the «second».
Par. 11, under « Important methods for putting these ideas into reality include», ‘refocusing’.
3rd point under «vale-based policing»: ‘willfully’, ‘ignore’.
Par. «nodal policing»: « access to security services equally», I think «equal access to…» sounds more idiomatic.
When referring to the title of a book or an article I would rather put it in between “” or in coursive, but it depends on the citational style you’re using. E.g. when citing Mike Hough’s book. 


	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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