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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 
 

 1. There is no evidence of community participation 
in conservation elsewhere  in the introduction and 
discussion 
2. There are no bar charts as mentioned in the 
methodology 
3. In-depth interviews are used to evaluate policy. 
In most cases this involves an assessment of 
impact of policy: how successful has it been in 
achieving its intended goals and what have been 
the unintended consequences. There is no 
information  on the Policy on Conservation and 
how the IDI must have been used to show 
weakness or non- implementation. 
The discussion in section 5.5 is very poor  
I will recommend that the author rework the 
research to interface actual policy implementation 
and community participation. Also provide 
evidence of this kinds of study in many other 
places  

1. The evidence of community 
participation has been included see 
marked portion or revised manuscript. 

2. Bar charts has been included see 
revised manuscript. 

3. Discussion on policy evaluation is as 
highlighted.  

4. Section 5.5 has been updated and 
upgraded see highlighted section. 
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