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1. Context
A productive, sustainable and equitable natural resource management (NRM) is crucial to 
reduce poverty, achieve human wellbeing and climate change resilience. However, policies, 
institutions and practices in NRM are largely shaped by the ways in which knowledge is 
produced, distributed and used. This is because knowledge and power interact in such a 
way that the poor, and disadvantaged communities are often left behind or are excluded 
from governing and managing the resources in which their livelihoods rely on. Accordingly, 
there is an increased interest in understanding the dynamics of knowledge production, 
circulation and (mis)use and their impacts on resources and resource dependent people. 

In this context, Southasia Institute of Advanced Studies (SIAS) and ForestAction Nepal, 
in collaboration with the University of Edinburgh (UoE), Centre for Ecology Development 
and Research (CEDAR), Indian School of Business in India, and Institute for Study and 
Development Worldwide (IFSD) in Australia organized a webinar on ‘Knowledge Politics 
in Natural Resource Management: Reimagining Resource Governance in South Asia’ on 
November 17, 2021.

The webinar was a part of the project ‘Learning to leave no one behind: Equitable and 
sustainable livelihoods in natural resource governance (Nepal and India) – developing 
an international research cluster’ funded by UoE under GCRF-SFC. The purpose of the 
workshop was to develop cross-country understanding on knowledge politics surrounding 
governance and management of natural resources in diverse contexts such as 
biodiversity conservation and urban water management drawing cases from Nepal and 
India. The workshop also intended to expand informal network on these agenda. Sixty-six 
participants from research and academia, civil society organizations and government 
officials joined the webinar.

The webinar primarily focused on three pertinent questions:

a) Which/whose knowledge are influencing natural resource management policies 
and institutions and in which ways, and which/whose knowledge are being excluded? 

b) What efforts are being made to bridge knowledge traditions and with what effects? 

c) How might we better share experience and learning in knowledge politics across 
countries and sectors?

2. Presentations
The webinar commenced with key highlights about the LLNOB project by Dr Clare Barnes 
and Dr Sam Staddon from UoE. They elaborated on the project’s interest in developing 
research links and sharing learning, leading to the development of a cluster between 
academics, researchers, practitioners and policy makers. The cluster aims to develop 
insights on how interventions in natural resource governance can best learn, reflect, 
adapt and exchange insights to support achievement of SDGs and ensure they ‘leave no 
one behind’. Following that, there were four presentations: 

1. A case specific presentation on the theme Protected Areas by Dr. Sudeep Jana 
Thing, ForestAction Nepal and Curtin University 

2. A broader presentation on knowledge politics of Protected Areas by Ms. Neema 
Pathak Broome, member of Kalpavriksh and ICCA, India. 
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3. A case specific presentation was delivered on the theme Urban Water Management 
by Dr. Anushiya Shrestha, SIAS

4. A broader presentation on knowledge politics of Urban Water Management by Dr. 
Vishal Narain, Management Development Institute (MDI) India. 

Please refer to the detailed presentations in annex section (Annex 3).

2.1  Sudeep Jana, ForestAction and University of Perth
Dr. Jana reflected on the changing discourses and practices of protected areas in Nepal. 
Following are the key highlights from his presentation entitled ‘Protected area and 
dynamics of scientific-indigenous knowledge systems’:

•	 There is dominance of expert-scientific knowledge in the mainstream conservation 
discourses and practices of Protected Areas.

•	 The indigenous knowledge and practices are marginalized, undervalued, or still 
peripheral.

•	 There is an opportunity to reorient conservation paradigm policies, and state-IP 
relationships by appropriately recognizing indigenous knowledge and practices for 
sustainable, socially just and equitable conservation.

•	 The newer interventions should appreciate and support diverse knowledge systems.

2.2  Neema Pathak Broome, Member of Kalpavriksh and ICCA
The key messages from the presentation ‘Politics of Knowledge vs Knowledge Justice’ 
are highlighted below:

•	 The crisis we are facing today is not due to the supremacy of one knowledge system 
over the other but due to the politics by which it is created. 

•	 Unlike the customary systems that see humans as part of the nature, the modern 
science is based on separation of humans from nature, hence ending up in human 
development destroying nature. 

•	 Important factors are: 1. who is using particular knowledge and for what purpose (the 
use of knowledge with a certain wisdom), 2. Whether it is based on concentration 
of power (power of politics, power of finances or others). The most detrimental 
scenario is when post-industrial modern science is used by powerful sections of 
the society for concentration of political and economic power.

•	 In countries with colonial history like in South Asia, the use of particular knowledge 
systems becomes eminently possible because there is already a huge power gulf 
between those who have and those who have not. 

•	 Historically voiceless communities were (and continue to be) regarded as 
encroachers and didn’t have any rights to defend their lands and territories from 
any of the external threats. Their traditional knowledge is being appropriated and 
not credited but used for their own deprivation.

•	 There are assumptions that tigers and local people cannot coexist and, across 
India, about 9000 families from protected areas were evicted or relocated between 
2000-2004.

•	 Until 2019, about 49.4 million dollars have been invested in tiger conservation 
including for relocation of communities from these habitats, and this has also been 
done without their consent and through inhumane practices. 

•	 Communities were relocated from some areas within the protected areas based 
on expert knowledge that their relocation was very important for conservation. 
However, these areas have now been used for diamond mining, hydro-electric and 
thermal projects based on an argument that there is no wildlife in these areas. So 
local communities who believe biodiversity to be important for their well-being as 
well as for future generations, are protesting and such areas have become war 
zones and local people conserving the area are labelled terrorists. 
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•	 The conservation policies and practices continue to be informed by selectively 
created and used knowledge.

2.3  Anushiya Shrestha, SIAS
The key messages from the presentation ‘Knowledge Politics in Natural Resource 
Management: Reimaging Resource Governance in South Asia’ are highlighted below:

•	 The focus of water management practices has been largely on the supply-side of 
water provision and driven by the narrative that Nepal is rich in natural resources 
and the need is to tap into this and to distribute water.

•	 Despite massive extraction, we still have demand-supply gap and although 
initiatives are coming up around conservation of water sources, these have largely 
failed in practice. 

•	 Lack of collaboration and ownership by the local governments once the project 
phases out is a challenge.

•	 The participation of local communities has been driven by neoliberal ideas.
•	 Instead of encouraging conservation of the water sources, they are considered to 

be unreliable and instead large-scale water supply projects are promoted, such as 
the ADB funded project seen in the research site. Private taps have been prioritized. 

•	 Women’s representation has largely been limited to rhetoric and not extended to 
meaningful participation and influence in the decision-making process.

•	 The local government has the authority to make local management rules and 
policies so as to match the local context, but they rely on the centralized approach 
of tapping ground water or distance surface water and shifting towards large scale 
water supply project.

•	 Water governance in Nepal is very much an engineering domain and the engineering 
expertise and engineered solutions focusing on infrastructure are prominent.

•	 There is a need to switch and combine private and community governance to 
produce reliable traditional water sources, rather than declaring them inefficient.

•	 Alternative water management practices appropriate for the local context of 
climate change impacts and water induced disasters should be involved.

2.4 Vishal Narain, Management Development Institute (MDI), India
The key messages from the presentation ‘The politics of knowledge creation in urban water 
governance’ are:

•	 There is a strong link between water education at university level and water 
governance across the sector.

•	 The physical augmentation of water supply is assumed to be the solution but within 
the policy circles, there is very little understanding that there is not a uniform water 
crisis that pervades the country and it is not the same for everyone.

•	 One of the important discourses around water governance in South Asia is about 
why the water sector has been dominated by men.

•	 A lot of research in India and South Asia draws attention to peri urban water security 
issues.

•	 Urban political ecology studies have thrown light on the politics of water access in 
the urban areas.

•	 The role of researchers is to translate the lived experiences of people into the 
scientific discourse of climate change or to mainstream this as scientific knowledge, 
and to bridge the gaps between people’s narratives of climate change and the 
language of scientific discourse, whilst studying the processes of marginalization 
and deprivation of the peri-urban context.

•	 Optimism is gained from the fact that the new generation of water professionals 
will look at water in an interdisciplinary way with more women professional’s 
engagement in the water sector.

•	 The dichotomy between rural development and urban planning needs to be 
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challenged and professionals need to be trained to look into these kinds of 
relationships to bring attention to issues of equity, rights, inclusion and gender to 
be mainstreamed in education curricula.

3. Discussion 
The discussion was moderated by Dr Naya Sharma Paudel (ForestAction) and primarily 
focused on views in relation to what knowledge is currently dominating governance, the 
state centric top-down agency and the kind of knowledge hegemony active within the 
operators of the state. Participants shared about the need of going through the policies 
or laws enacted previously, prior to the introduction of radical laws citing the examples of 
Forest Rights Act in India. There was a focus on continuously exploring diverse knowledge 
on inclusive research experiences to influence transformative development.

The discussion and queries from the participants were around three questions:

a) Which/whose knowledge are influencing natural resource management policies 
and institutions and in which ways, and which/whose knowledge are being 
excluded? 

b) What efforts are being made to bridge knowledge traditions and with what effects?
c) How might we better share experience and learning in knowledge politics across 

countries and sectors?

3.1  Summary of Discussion: 
Q1. Which/whose knowledge are influencing natural resource management policies 
and institutions and in which ways, and which/whose knowledge are being excluded? 

Q2. What efforts are being made to bridge knowledge traditions and with what 
effects?

The first round of discussion on the two questions mostly covered the issues and queries 
around knowledge politics, exclusion of indigenous knowledge in policy making and lack 
of attention of gender integration in water management and conservation. The summary 
of discussion is presented below: 

International policies as well as practices have not incorporated and acknowledged 
indigenous peoples’ worldviews and their way of conserving nature, neither are these issues 
discussed in forums. It is high time that the government revise and update the outdated 
laws considering conservation concepts and indigenous knowledge. Ms. Neema pointed 
out that the model of economic and human development is the responsible factor driving 
power and politics around knowledge. So massive grassroot movements and change in 
the way we look at human wellbeing is required to be able to address the injustices. 

The participants further raised the issue of gender integration and noted that gender 
issues are being neglected in human-wildlife conflict management as well as 
water management processes in Nepal and further pointed to its ineffectiveness in 
implementation and associated challenges. Further, they also raised questions around 
what aspects motivate women to negotiate during violence of systems in human-wildlife 
conflict management in a sustainable way. In response, Ms. Neema shared that the 
women are facing dual challenges, systemic struggle and struggle within the community 
to fight patriarchal systems and that the external stimulus as NGO/government support 
can stimulate women’s agency to reflect their voices in their community circle. 
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Likewise, in water management sector, whose knowledge is counted and respected for 
equality and gender justice was of concern. Dr. Vishal responded that understanding 
heterogeneity of the community and their voices is important and at the same time, 
the concept of intersectionality with differential vulnerability helps to improve our 
understanding on whose knowledge counts. 

The discussion also instigated issues of policy being driven largely by quantitative 
(visual data and numbers). Qualitative data mostly comprise of indigenous knowledge, 
nevertheless, they do not get space in policymaking in water governance and conservation 
sectors. Dr. Vishal responded as the policy makers do not prefer narratives and are 
instead inclined towards numbers. Teachers and academics have an important role to 
play in incentivizing students in different ways of creating knowledge. Further, barriers to 
integrate diverse knowledges and making conservation inclusive was also raised. 

Q3. How might we better share experience and learning in knowledge politics across 
countries and sectors?

Some engagement strategies emerged from the discussion include the following: 

a) Thematic seminar/workshop can be organized to discuss specific issues on 
forest/pasture management across India-Nepal and South Asia 

b) Linking and supporting each other’s’ work and joining hands to bring visibility 
to issues and similarities and constraints in different networks. Can join a study 
group of researchers, academics, practitioners and policymakers to assess 
knowledge that exists in similar research area.

c) New researchers’ work in co-creating knowledge involving communities, can be 
brought into discussions 

d) In terms of networking, we can explore in going beyond our narrow, but intensive, 
network to unfamiliar or relatively new ones. Networking with India youth water 
network and engaging with students could be an avenue. 

e) Engaging with civil society organizations that are engaged in action research and 
communities of urban, rural and peri-urban areas

f) Edited book or journal special issue can be thought of to expand the network and 
bring people together 

3.2 Detailed discussion:
Q1. Which/whose knowledge are influencing natural resource management policies 
and institutions and in which ways, and which/whose knowledge are being excluded? 

Q2. What efforts are being made to bridge knowledge traditions and with what 
effects?

•	 Interestingly, one of the questions that came up with decades of research shows 
where the politics of knowledge actually is, but why is it that none of this research 
is being translated? Why are we not seeing changes in international policies that 
is acknowledging indigenous people’s worldviews and indigenous people’s way of 
conserving nature? But unfortunately, that never goes in the discussions. 

•	 The government need to be mindful of the fact that they need to bring appropriate 
changes in the old laws and policies while introducing new laws challenging the 
outdated concepts of conservation and indigenous knowledge. 

•	 How the training of State agencies continues to be in the old school when research 
and knowledge has already changed, is that going hand in hand?

-Roshni Kutty
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•	 In Nepal, while integrating gender roles and gender issue in human wildlife conflict 
management has been very difficult issue with big challenge, and the gender 
aspects are very much neglected, and even there are some policies to support 
gender integration, it is not implemented in practice to certify satisfaction but 
I have a question to Neema: if she can provide us some real very stimulating 
experience, the question is about the fact that you told; women users, grassroots 
women or other policy women negotiate when there will be violence of systems 
in the human wildlife conflict management. But I want to know what are those 
aspects or those factors that motivate them to do that in a sustainable way?

•	 Referring to the experience of Nepal, still there are big gaps for gender integration or 
consideration of gender issues in water management processes but my question 
is how did your research gear towards the collection of the three aspects you 
mentioned? i.e., Whose knowledge counted? Whose knowledge incurred? Whose 
knowledge respected for equality and gender justice?

-Kanchan Lama

•	 I think of what the larger questions of who drives the policies is very important. I 
feel, specifically in the mountain communities from the mountain community’s 
perspective is because the marginalized geographies are usually in the case of 
India,  but it’s kind of a blanket policy I don’t know if we should expect more out of it 
because policies, sometimes need to be general because it can be tailored for the 
state users, so I think my first question in the discussion point would be who drives 
the policies and it is inclusive of the politics of knowledge, as well as the politics of 
representation at policymaking?

•	 I find as a researcher and as a student researcher and a researcher who is working 
from an interdisciplinary framework, what we have come to see at the ground level 
is what qualifies as data? I think the policy in a way is driven by things you can see, 
so largely it’s the number churning and if you can show numbers and graphs and 
all those things the visualization of your information, in terms of numbers tend to 
be given more preference over things which are more qualitative. So overall oral 
indigenous knowledge, a traditional knowledge falls under the other spectrum, so 
it always find difficulty in getting space within policymaking.

-Rinan Shah

•	 I’m trying to make a question and comment that brings some issues from water 
governance and conservation together, I think, for me, I’m quite interested in the 
people who maybe excluding the knowledge or preventing indigenous knowledge 
from being included in policy. Many of them would like to have more inclusive 
conservation where their knowledge is integrated and I wonder about the barriers 
they face in their work and when they go into the field and when they work with 
different marginalized communities, how can they become allies? What the 
barriers are for involving conservation professionals, water professionals into this 
more critical stance of integrating diverse knowledges?

-Omar Saif
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Response by Neema Pathak Broome
Ms. Neema responded by saying that there are certain drivers to why a certain kind of 
knowledge is useful for us that come from the larger world view. And lots of problems 
emanate from the fact that we have a certain model of economic development, human 
development and as long as we have that model to sustain, we will need systems which 
have concentration of political power and capital power. So, unless there is a drastic 
change in the way of looking at human wellbeing, it would be kind of difficult to address 
these kinds of injustices, inequity that we currently see. She added, there will have to be 
massive grassroots movement, like the rights for nature movement that certain indigenous 
communities are pushing for. Responding to the question of women, she stated that when 
they go and talk to the community, women always share their struggles at two levels, first 
on behalf of their community with the larger structure- larger systemic struggle and the 
second struggle is within the community to fight the generations of patriarchal systems. 
Women tend to explore their own agency or discover their own capabilities and start 
coming up and reflect voices in numerous communities involved when there is external 
stimulus as NGO/government support that respects the women’s agency.

Response by Vishal Narain

Responding to Ms. Kanchan’s point on whose knowledge counts and how do we improve 
on this, he said that we need to understand the strong differences within the communities. 
And when we want to understand community voices, it’s important to deconstruct this 
notion of community to look at the differences within them. And it very useful to engage 
with the concept of intersectionality, as our society is segregated along many lines and 
hence, we need to understand that the vulnerabilities are different. It’s not just for instance 
about the differences between men and women, but there are a lot of differences among 
women and in India and Nepal, caste is an important aspect of social differentiation. 
Regarding the query about what qualifies as data, he said there is always a misconception 
that data means numbers but they are both qualitative and quantitative. However, the 
policy makers don’t listen to narratives and want numbers however as teachers and 
academics there is an important role to play in incentivizing students in different ways of 
creating knowledge, different ways of doing research and building greater empathy for 
different ways of creating knowledge. 

Q3. How might we better share experience and learning in knowledge politics across 
countries and sectors?

How might we better share experience and learning in knowledge politics across 
countries and sectors?

•	 I think the value of a more thematic sort of seminars or workshops to discuss a 
specific issue on certain areas, for example forest management or maybe high 
and pasture management and all the other empirical issues so that we can have 
a shared understanding or developing new research questions around this issue 
across the region, perhaps more intensively within in India and Nepal but we can 
also think about networking with other countries in South Asia.

-Dil Khatri, SIAS
•	 How can we actually create linkages with each other in our work where we 

support each other’s work and try and bring visibility to the issues and similarities 
and constraints in different spheres, in different networks different policy makers, 
maybe this could be one thing.

•	 I would actually like to invite some of you to be part of a group which is like a 
study group of researchers, academics, practitioners policymakers, who have 
come together in exploring what does it mean to look at things in a landscape 
perspective and not in bits and pieces and not in divided ecosystems, so we look 
at an entire landscape and we look at everything related to that and see what kind 
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of research exists there, what kind of politics exists, what who are the communities, 
how are they interacting with their resources. Now we’re just sharing and we were 
amazed to find even though we work in the same area, how much knowledge 
actually exist even about different landscapes so that could be one thing, that 
can be pursued, maybe could join or maybe we can think of other landscapes, 
where there is similar work happening joining hands.

•	 I’m very highly inspired by the work of new researchers who are actually going 
with the communities and doing this co-creation of knowledge kind of work. And 
in some of the areas which is where people have not been because they have not 
been areas of interest to probably others coming up with some really phenomenal 
work, so how to bring these new researchers and their work to our kind of forums 
could be one of the things that we can think about.

-Neema Pathak Broome
•	 In the networking part, there are some already existing ones, but these are relatively 

narrow in terms of our historical legacy and all that but one of the discussions that 
we need is how to go beyond our narrow but more intensive network and to reach 
out to many of the people who are relatively new or unfamiliar to these digits.

-Naya Sharma Poudel
•	 There is this loosely formed network of youths called India youth water network 

and they organize seminars in organizations, I think these are good opportunities 
to communicate and at the same time, engage with students who are currently 
undergoing education or engaging as a part of their work.

•	 There are a lot of civil society organizations engaged in action research and they 
engage with communities in different forms in the rural, urban, peri-urban areas 
but a lot of that action research does not speak to the research in the academia. 
There is a very loose connection and communication that is happening there and 
I think that is a great opportunity for these types of exchange of political ideas and 
thoughts and experiences and I think this also gives us opportunity to reflect back 
upon the design of the projects that are done in academic groups.

-Dhaval 
•	 In terms of expanding the network and also doing something that’s more long-

lasting durable one could think of an edited book or journal special issue, bringing 
together people who are engaging with these questions.

-Vishal Narain

4. Key summary/Conclusion 
Lastly, Dr. Hemant Ojha from IFSD in his commentary shared about the cross-cutting 
observations and commented on the presentations and discussions. On the question 
of whose knowledge is influencing current natural resource governance politics, he said 
that not only on the biodiversity and urban water management sectors, there are large 
cross cutting interface on other sectors as well, however, these two sectors actually 
reflect certain confrontation in relation to what knowledge is currently dominating natural 
resource governance. In the urban water sector, we have a similar legacy, but maybe not 
equally entrenched between forest and water. But, more or less there is sort of similar kind 
of knowledge hegemony that is active at the moment within the operators of the State, but 
also supported, reinforced in different ways by the collaborators of the state. Investment 
in India is huge and the investors work very closely with the government department, 
so we have whole infrastructure, resource, economy and system that reproduces this 
particular form of knowledge. It is integrated so well with the state power, so in that sense 
the knowledge is not independent of the power.
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Responding to the second question on efforts to bridge knowledge traditions he stated, 
a lot of participatory decentralized community-based solutions have emerged in South 
Asia, and both Nepal and India are actually at the forefront of various aspects of really 
transformative reforms. Community based forestry in Nepal, Forest Rights Act in India, 
Food Security Act of India and all those sorts of radical transformative changes in natural 
resource governance have emerged in the two countries in different arenas. But again, 
there is another whole area of the state and bureaucracy and power centers which are 
opposing these reforms, so actually they are not fully translated into practice and at 
least are very slow in implementation. So, on this second question, what he finds a little 
frustrating is despite all these rhetoric of innovations, we are still fighting the struggles 
that started 30-40 years ago. The struggle is not over and in certain cases, there has 
been even more regressive changes. Especially around the rights of indigenous people 
and protected areas, as the ecosystem and biodiversity get more modern and gain 
recognition as global goods and this has a regressive effect on the political positioning of 
local indigenous people.

Lastly, on sharing experience and learning in knowledge politics across countries and 
sectors, he said, the first important factor is agency: who is going to initiate the change? 
There is a strong agency within marginalized groups but in a number of situations, we also 
see marginalized groups looking for some instigating support and that’s where the role of 
critical action research lies. So, a lot of these struggles are not about bringing new change, 
it’s all about defending the change that was brought about in certain political moments. 
We shouldn’t just romanticize indigenous peoples but empower, nurture and bring out 
that hidden knowledge. Secondly, he said, bringing the agenda forward, empowering the 
disadvantaged and virtual cross sectoral trans-disciplinary cross-border sharing is also 
useful, but is not enough. We need to ask who we are and to what extent our work gets 
connected to the people whom we are talking about. And talking about the pathways of 
transformative change, he mentioned changes takes so much time and it gets reversed 
along the way so it is very imperative to identify how the different kinds of collaborations 
either youth networks, NGOs or any other activism emerge in moments of change, how 
the politics unfold in different contexts and how those actors of change and agents of 
change can engage. All these pathways are important and can become our thinking 
elements for reframing the resource governance in South Asia. 



10

5. Acknowledgements
We would like to express our sincere gratitude to the key presenters and all the participants 
of the meeting for their valuable participation and contributing in lively discussion. 



11

Annex 1: Photos 



12



13

Annex 2: List of participants

S.N. Name Affiliation Email

1 Rajit Ojha Senior Divisional Engineer, 

Ministry of Water Supply, Nepal
itsmerajeet@gmail.com 

2

Bishnu Upreti

Executive Chairperson, Policy 

Research Institute (PRI), Nepal
bishnu.upreti@gmail.com 

3 Prof. Bishnu Pandey TU. IOE, Nepal vishnu.pandey@gmail.com 

4 Chiranjibi Bhattarai Executive Coordinator, Nepal Water 
Conservation Foundation (NWCF), Nepal

chiranjibi.bhattarai@gmail.com

5 Ajay Dixit ISET Nepal ajayadixitpani@gmail.com

6 Rachana Upadhyaya PhD Scholar, University of Bristol, U.K. rachna.upadhyaya@gmail.
com 

7 Sanot Adhikari YAE (Youth Alliance for Environment), 
Nepal envsanot@gmail.com 

8 Divya Devi Gurung Core Associate, WOCAN, Nepal dibyadevigurung@gmail.com

9

Andrea Nightingale 

Professor, Department of Sociology and 
Human Geography, University of Oslo, 
Norway a.j.nightingale@sosgeo.uio.no 

10 Pema Lama SIAS Researcher, Nepal pemanorbu13@gmail.com 

11 Basundhara 
Bhattarai 

IFSD (Institute for Study and Development 
Worldwide), Australia basu.bhattarai@gmail.com 

12

Dinesh Paudel

Associate Professor, Development 
Department at Appalachian State 
University, USA dinesh.paudel1@gmail.com 

13
Monika Giri 

Southasia Institute of Advanced Studies 
(SIAS) , Nepal monikagiri.mg@gmail.com 

14 Parbati Pandey SIAS, Nepal pandeyparu656@gmail.com 

15 Kamal Devkota SIAS, Nepal kamal@sias-southasia.org

16 Suchita Shrestha SIAS, Nepal suchita@sias-southasia.org

17 Kaustuv Neupane IFSD, Nepal k.neupane@ifsd.com.au 

18
Dhaval Joshi 

PhD Student, University of Edinburgh (UoE), 
U.K. dhaval.joshi@ed.ac.uk

19
Omar Saif 

PhD Student, University of Edinburgh (UoE), 
U.K. omar.saif@ed.ac.uk

20

Amitangshu Acharya

Leverhulme Trust PhD Candidate 
in Human Geography, School of 
Geosciences, University of Edinburgh, UK amitangshu.acharya@ed.ac.uk

21
Jhamak Karki 

Faculty member, KAFCOL (previously 
Warden -CNP), Nepal jbkarki@gmail.com

22
Shivraj Bhatta 

Programme Manager, WWF Nepal (past 
warden - CNP), Nepal shiv.bhatta@wwfnepal.org 

23
Abhinaya Pathak 

Park Warden, Dhorpatan Hunting Reserve, 
Nepal abhinayapathak17@gmail.com

24
Bharat Gotame

Integrated Landscape Management 
Project (MoFE-WWF-GEF), Nepal bharat.gotame@wwfnepal.org

25 Bijaya Neupane Faculty member, IOF Pokhara, Nepal bijneu@gmail.com 

mailto:itsmerajeet@gmail.com
mailto:bishnu.upreti@gmail.com
mailto:vishnu.pandey@gmail.com
mailto:chiranjibi.bhattarai@gmail.com
mailto:ajayadixitpani@gmail.com
mailto:rachna.upadhyaya@gmail.com
mailto:rachna.upadhyaya@gmail.com
mailto:envsanot@gmail.com
mailto:dibyadevigurung@gmail.com
mailto:a.j.nightingale@sosgeo.uio.no
mailto:pemanorbu13@gmail.com
mailto:basu.bhattarai@gmail.com
mailto:dinesh.paudel1@gmail.com
mailto:monikagiri.mg@gmail.com
mailto:pandeyparu656@gmail.com
mailto:kamal@sias-southasia.org
mailto:suchita@sias-southasia.org
mailto:k.neupane@ifsd.com.au
mailto:dhaval.joshi@ed.ac.uk
mailto:omar.saif@ed.ac.uk
mailto:amitangshu.acharya@ed.ac.uk
mailto:jbkarki@gmail.com
mailto:abhinayapathak17@gmail.com
mailto:bharat.gotame@wwfnepal.org
mailto:bijneu@gmail.com


14

26
Buddi Sagar Paudel 

Joint Secretary, Ministry of Forest and 
Environment, Nepal buddi.poudel@gmail.com

27
Bharati Pathak Chairperson, FECOFUN, Nepal

bharatipathak_2006@yahoo.
com 

28 Thakur Bhandari Secretary, FECOFUN, Nepal thakurb01@yahoo.com

29 Somat Ghimire Columinst, Campaigner , Nepal ghimiresomat@gmail.com

30 Jailab Rai Anthropologist, TU, Nepal jailabrai@gmail.com

31 Ambika Gautam Biodiversity Expert, Principal KAFCOL, Nepal gautam.ambika@gmail.com 

32 Kanchan Lama Gender Expert,Nepal kanchan.lama01@gmail.com

33
Govinda Basnet Freelancer, Nepal

gbasnet@gmail.com (9851-
187810)

34 Bishnu Hari Paudyal Forestry, climate change expert, Nepal bishnuharipaudel@yahoo.com

35 Shrabya Timsina Ecologist, Nepal shrabya.timsina@gmail.com

36 Rahul Karki ForestAction Nepal rahul.karki@gmail.com

37 Srijana Baral Political Ecologist, Nepal srijnabaral@gmail.com 

38 Lila Nath Sharma Botanist, Nepal lilanathsharma@gmail.com

39 Sakar Jha Forester, Nepal sakarjha299@gmail.com

40 Mr. Ripu Daman 
Singh Forest Ecologist , India ripuds4777@gmail.com

41 Dr. Monalisa Sen Program Coordinator (Biodiversity), ICLEI , 
South Asia, New Delhi,India  

monalisa.sen@iclei.org

42
Rinan Shah

PhD Candidate, Ashoka Trust for Research 
in Ecology and the Environment, India

rinan.shah@atree.org

43 Mr. Ambrish Kumar 
Dubey Executive Director, Sehjeevan, India ambrish@sahjeevan.org

44 ER. KIREET KUMAR Director, SCIENTIST-G, CENTRE HEAD: 
CENTRE FOR LAND AND WATER RESOURCE 
MANAGEMENT (CLWRM), G.B. Pant ‘National 
Institute of Himalayan Environment’(NIHE), 
India

nmhspmu2016@gmail.com

45 Dr. Anvita Pandey  Scientist and Coordinator, CEDAR, India anvita@cedarhimalaya.org

46 Dr. Sanjay Tomar Senior Advisor, GIZ, India  sanjay.tomar@giz.de

47 Dr. Sreoshi Singh  India sreoshi@gmail.com

48 Dr. Badrish Mehra Executive Director, Central Himalayan 
Rural Action Group, India  badrish@chirag.org

49 Dr. Pushpendra Rana, 
IFS 

CCF, Planning, Himachal Pradesh Forest 
Department, Shimla, India  pranaifs27@gmail.com

50  Anuja Datye ATREE, India  anuja.datye@atree.org

51 Divyanshi Researcher Indian School of Business idevanshisingh@gmail.com

52 Ms. Roshni Kutty Researcher, ATREE, India  roshni.kutty@atree.org

53 Ms. Suman Chandra, 
IAS Fulbright Fellow, Yale University , USA suman.chandra@yale.edu

54 Anushiya Shrestha SIAS, Nepal anushiya.shr18@gmail.com 

55 Neema Pathak 
Broome Member of Kalpavriksh and ICCA, India neema.pb@gmail.com 

56 Sudeep Jana Thing Curtin University, Australia janasudeep@gmail.com 

57 Vishal Narain MDI, Management Development Institute, 
India. vishalnarain@mdi.ac.in 
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60 Sam Staddon UoE, U.K Sam.Staddon@ed.ac.uk 

61 Clare Barnes UoE, U.K C.Barnes@ed.ac.uk 

62 Dil Khatri SIAS, Nepal dil@sias-southasia.org

63 Gyanu Maskey SIAS, Nepal gyanu@sias-southasia.org

64 Vishal Singh CEDAR, India vishal.the.1st@gmail.com 

65 Anvita Pandey CEDAR, India anvita@cedarhimalaya.org 
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Annex 3: Presentations
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Annex 4: Chat box discussion
•	 Abhinaya Pathak, Gaurishankar Conservation Area01:20:56

Thapa et al argue differently with tiger numbers and their territory size..!

•	 Sam Staddon02:03:02

1. Which/whose knowledges are influencing NRM policies and institutions and in which 
ways, and which/whose knowledges are being excluded?2. What efforts are being 
made to bridge knowledge traditions and with what effects?3. How might we better 
share experience and learning in knowledge politics across countries and sectors?

•	 Roshni Kutty02:20:47

Yes, Rinan. TOtoally agree about the oral data being marginalized in research. I would 
add that I see oral traditions of indigenous communities are also marginalized even 
within a law that aims to acknowledge and recognize rights of traditional knowledge. 
For eg. Requirement of sketch maps, written management plans that “fix” indigenous 
knowledge

•	 Sreoshi Gupta02:22:33

Interesting presentations and good discussion. Need to leave due an urgent personal 
commitment.

•	 Sam Staddon02:22:58

Many thanks for joining us Sreoshi

•	 Sreoshi Gupta02:24:19

thanks for inviting. would be interested in being part of more such webinars.

•	 Basundhara Bhattarai02:26:43

Thank you everyone for very interesting discussion.

•	 Roshni Kutty02:28:00

Thank you Neema for your insightful and optimistic comments :) Always a pleasure to 
discuss with you :)

•	 Sam Staddon02:31:51

I am very interested in our third question - on how do we SHARE our critical ideas and 
insights - I wonder what everyone thinks we need MORE of in order to share these? 
Do people feel there are enough opportunities for this right now e.g. with so many 
webinars, or is there more we could do?

•	 Sam Staddon02:35:03

Also, how do we get beyond the ‘normal suspects’ of those of us who share these 
ideas?

•	 Sam Staddon02:38:24

Thank you Neema for those very practical suggestions

•	 divya gupta02:40:51

I agree with Neema ji listening to water and PA presentations together illuminated the 
understanding of the overarching issues in the governance process in general.

•	 Neema Pathak Broome02:41:20

Agree with Dhaval, good points
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•	 Roshni Kutty02:41:29

Tapping our networks - be it at the ground level working with communities; middle 
level - practitioners and researchers and academics; national and international level 
- INGOS or Inter-governmental organisations, while consciously trying to balance the 
representatives from each level. WE also need to think out of the box on formats of 
sharing, considering that most individuals are either zoom fatigued or have poor or no 
internet connectivity.

•	 Sam Staddon02:43:44

Thank you Roshni for those ideas - our other focus in this project on the use of film in 
engaging with knowledge politics in NRM grows out of the need to engage with other 
formats of engaging...

•	 Roshni Kutty02:45:50

I look forward to the film, Sam! That is a more accessible means of understanding and 
spreading different knowledge worlds.

•	 Shrabya Timsina02:45:52

I think Dil sir’s suggestion about meetings on thematic areas is useful for the specific 
purpose of bringing together academics/practitioners with communities affected by 
those specific issues. For e.g. if I remember correctly, we were hoping to organize a 
workshop featuring semi-nomadic yak herders and policy-makers/other professionals

•	 ForestAction Nepal02:47:29

Thanks Shrabya. Yes we are planning for those issue-specific country level meeting in 
Nepal in next couple of weeks.

•	 Dil Khatri02:48:37

And, we can think of some regional discussion on issues such as forest management 
and other issues in future.

•	 Sam Staddon02:55:39

I want to thank everyone on behalf of our students at Edinburgh - as listening to you 
all gives us (Clare and I as teachers there) extra emphasis and urgency in our work to 
engage these students with these critical debates - thank you

•	 Roshni Kutty02:57:21

Goodbye everyone! Thank you Divya, Clare, Sam and Gyanu and others who have 
organized this seminar. It has been very exciting to experience this sharing of 
knowledge and I thank all those who have done that. My apologies for not being able to 
sit till the end. Other responsibilities call.

•	 Sam Staddon02:57:44

Thank you so much Roshni for all your great input and insights

•	 Kanchan Lama03:01:11

Thanks to all for such a rich session. Hope we could continue exploring diverse 
knowledge on inclusive research experiences to influence transformative development.

•	 Dibya Gurung03:01:41

Thank you all the presenters and organizers for very informative sessions. Learnt a lot.

•	 Anuja03:02:21

Thank you all for a very interesting discussion
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•	 Neema Pathak Broome03:02:37

Thank you for inviting,

•	 Dhaval03:02:47

Thank you everyone- interesting insights from forests and urban water- lot to learn.

•	 Clare Barnes03:02:48

Thank you so much everyone. This has given me a lot to reflect on, and it is great to feel 
the solidarity in the room. Many thanks to all speakers for sharing and inspiring and 
helping us to think of ways forward

•	 Sudeep Thing03:02:59

I wonder it is a good idea to organise intercultural dialogues where local or indigenous 
reps, critical researchers, policy makers, bureaucrats, professionals sit together, listen 
to each other, barriers and opportunities

•	 Rinan Shah03:03:03

Thank you everyone for creating such a space!

Thanks everyone!


