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Glossary

Coppice = Shoots arising from the stump base of tree that have

been cut or burnt back.

Forest resource = For this study it generally refers to major natural

resources like, forest, pasture, non-timber forest

products and large wildlife species.

Gyasumdo = Refers to place below Chame to Tal and comprises

four V.D.C i.e. Chame, Tachi-Bagarchap, Thoche

and Dharapani. (Interchange - lower Manang)

Himalaya = In case of Nepal, generally signify to northern

located mountainous areas with high elevation,

upper-temperate climatic condition and remoteness

Implication = An indirect indication; implicit/hidden significance.

Khepre = A Buddhist priest for reciting religious texts in rituals.

Lower Manang = For this study ‘lower Manang’ refers to area below

Pisang of Manang district and comprises mainly of

five V.D.C’s i.e. Pisang, Chame, Tachi-Bagarchap,

Thoche and Dharipani. (Interchange - Gyasumdo)

Marisha = Daughter of Soma, was married to King Parichatta.

She is also known as daughter of trees or of forests.

Predator animal = Animal that hunt or kill other animal for food.

Prey animal = Animal that is hunted by other animal for food.

Shaman = Witch-doctor or priest calming to communicate with

god or spiritual beings.

Soma = Mother of tree also known as goddess of tree/forest.

Ton Devi = Local deity connecting to control over water cycle,

drought, floods and other natural calamities.
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ABBREVIATIONS

ACA Annapurna Conservation Area

CAMC Conservation Area Management Committee

CBD Convention on Biological Diversity

CFUG Community Forestry User Group

EEA Ecological/Environmental Anthropology

FGD Focus Group Discussion

GIS Geographical Information System

IKS Indigenous Knowledge Systems

IEK Indigenous Ecological Knowledge

IPR Intellectual Property Right

ITK Indigenous Traditional Knowledge

KIS Key Informant Survey

LEK Local Ecological Knowledge

masl meters above the sea level

MoFSC Ministry of Forest and Soil Conservation

NRM Natural Resource Management

NTFP Non-Timber Forest Products

PRA Participatory Rural Appraisal

TFK Traditional Forest Knowledge

TEK Traditional Ecological Knowledge

TRIP’s Trade Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights

VDC Village Development Committee

WCED World Commission on Environment and Development

WIPO World Intellectual Property Organization
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