While I recognize and respect the authors points that there is not enough information at present to make detailed recommendations on the level I Initially suggested, I think there are still some opportunities to present better conservation recommendations, based on other concrete and robust literature. I have noted these where I have gone through. Addressing these concerns I think can help to alleviate my continued thought that while this article is interesting and relevant, it could be rendered obsolete by a more concerted effort that does attempt to make detailed recommendations. In general, I see missed opportunities to make “brave” speculations, which could distinguish this article from following efforts. More simply- based on the evidence you do have, what could you theorize as concrete future conservation directions?	Comment by Jennah Green: Thank you for your second review on our manuscript and the valuable suggestions you provided. 

We have addressed all the specific comments below. We feel that your suggestion to make brave speculations about future conservation directions is no longer applicable as we know what the panel has recommended and the Minister has announced. We have added this to the manuscript “Following a consultation process the panel reported their conclusions and recommendations to the Minister in December 2020. The HLP recommendations received Cabinet approval in April 2021 and in May the Minister of DFFE publicly announced her intent to adopt the majority HLP recommendations, including to halt and reverse the domestication of lions, an immediate halt on sale of captive lion derivatives, the hunting of captive bred lions and tourism interactions, i.e. effectively ending the commercial captive lion farming industry in South Africa”. The panel’s report gives their recommendations for future conservation directions based on the information gleaned in the review process. 


 
Table 1: While I recognize this is a summary table, I think there should still be appropriate references here, otherwise some of this can come across as anecdotal evidence (e.g. “Current lion farming practises in South Africa are having a negative animal welfare impact for the lions [<- additional note: missing the apostrophe here] physical and mental wellbeing”). I don’t doubt this is the case, but I think the evidence needs to be shown.	Comment by Jennah Green: Added the citations in as suggested 	Comment by Jennah Green: Altered as suggested 
 
Line 285: Better explanation of SETA needed here for people unfamiliar with South African government bodies.	Comment by Jennah Green: Added “(for example, through the Sector Education and Training Authority (SETA), a vocational skills training organisation in South Africa)”
 
Line 301 – 302: What is meant here by “the preferred product”? I think it’s better to say something safer such as “consumed by the urban public”. As it reads now, it sounds like you are implying that tiger bone wine is the number one consumed wildlife product by individuals in China and Vietnam, which is almost certainly not the case.	Comment by Jennah Green: Altered as suggested
 
Line 304: Impact how? (I suggest referring to Coals et al. (2020) for this). 	Comment by Jennah Green: Altered to “concerns that the lion farming industry in South Africa could negatively impact wild tiger populations through demand stimulation should be considered [14].”
Lines 336 – 345: I suggest consulting some of the human wildlife coexistence literature to give suggestions of concrete strategies for bringing stakeholders together and analyzing the most appropriate approaches. I know this is something HWC researchers have locked down- for example, check out the work of Alexandra Mejic, Jenny Anne Glikman, Jerry Vaske, and etc. I think including more specific information is important in light of the somewhat general nature of this article.	Comment by Jennah Green: Have added “Many specialised frameworks have been developed to address such multi-faceted processes [44]. Stakeholder analysis can identify the perceptions and roles of different actors and identify underlying inter-stakeholder conflicts whereas scenario techniques can provide a powerful tool to explore potential trade-offs between different stakeholder views[44]. Pre-emptive resolution of potential conflict between stakeholders can reduce overall costs for stakeholders and governments during the management process [44].”
Line 346 – 359: And here, I suggest bringing in some of the theories found in the behavior change literature, as well as more general discussion of counterfactuals (e.g. a recent article by Coetzee and Gaston, 2021).	Comment by Jennah Green: Have added “To help maximise chances of success, efforts to reduce consumer demand for lion products should be based on human behaviour change concepts that adhere to theories of best practice” 



