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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. Line 40-41: The statement beginning with “although” seems to be incomplete.
Delete “and” or revise it otherwise,

2. Results and discussion sections appear to be highly summarised to the extent that
they do not tell the reader how indigenous land tenure system has socially,
economically, politically, ecologically and environmentally hindered the
development of Pandam Wildlife Park. For instance, has land tenure system
affected tourism infrastructure development or wildlife operations? Is tenure system
responsible for encroachment? If yes, how? What about human-wildlife conflicts?
How has land tenure system affected rural participation? In other words, the study
leaves the ready with more questions than answers. May be by defining the scope
of the study may neutralise some of the questions.

Agreed,
1. Statement has been deleted
2. It has and has been indicated at the discussion section.

Minor REVISION comments

e Line 6: use problem not problems
e Line 26: you may replace at with towards
e Line 96: you may replace numbers with number

Noted and corrected

Optional/General comments

e A good paper but it is not clear on what aspects of development the study
tackled/assessed.

Wildlife conservation
Ecotourism development
General conservation strategies of the protected area.
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