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DEFINITIONS

Alienable or Disposable Land: Any portion of the public domain certified by the Director of Forestry as
better suited for agricultural than forestry purposes and therefore not required by the public interest to be
retained as forest land (Forestry Administrative Order Number 11, 1970).

Communal Forest: a tract of public forest set aside for the exclusive use of the residents of a municipality
from which said residents may cut, collect and remove forest products for their personal use in accordance
with all existing law and regulations (Forestry Administrative Order Number 11, 1970).

Co-management: Refers to the sharing of management responsibility and/or authority of a resource
between the government as owners of the resource, and the local community as users of the resource
(Pomeroy and Williams 1994).   Co-management is further defined as blending the two “pure”
management alternatives of state-level management with local-level management (Berkes, George and
Preston 1991).

Common Property (Common Pool) Resources: A class of resources for which exclusion is difficult and
joint use involves subtractability (Berkes 1989; Feeny et al.1990).

Community-Based Resource Management (CBRM): A management system whereby the local community
of resource users has the responsibility for managing resources including planning, implementation,
monitoring and enforcement (Pomeroy 1994).

Forest Land: Lands of the public domain determined and classified as needed for forest purposes (Forestry
Administrative Order Number 11, 1970).

Institutional Arrangements: The set of rights and rules by which a community of resource users organize
governance, management and use in collective action situations (ICLARM and NSC 1996).

Local-Level Management: Decentralized management that may use customary authority.  Based on
traditional ecological knowledge, and rule-making and enforcement at the local level.  Relies on self-
regulation and social sanctions (Berkes 1994).

Mangrove Forest: A type of forest occurring on tidal flats along the sea coast, extending along streams
where the water is brackish (Presidential Decree Number 705, 1975).

Open Access Regime: The absence of well-defined property rights.  Access to the resource is unregulated
and free and open to anyone (ICLARM and NSC 1996).

Resiliency: The magnitude of disturbance that can be absorbed before a system changes its structure by
changing the variables and processes that control behavior and the ability of a system to absorb
perturbations (Berkes and Folke 1994).

State-Level Management: Management conducted by a centralized authority such as a federal agency;
based on scientific data and analysis; and uses the authority of government laws and regulations for
enforcement (Berkes 1994).

Stewardship: The tendency for resource users to maintain productivity and ecological characteristics of the
resource (Berkes 1989).



Sustainability: Can be divided into stewardship and resilience.  Sustainability implies not challenging
ecological thresholds on temporal and spatial scales that will negatively affect ecological services and
human welfare.  Sustainability is a process including ecological, social and economic dimensions (Berkes
and Folke 1994).

Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK): A cumulative body of knowledge and beliefs, handed down
through generations by cultural transmission, about the relationship of living beings (including humans)
with one another and with their environment (Berkes and Folke 1994).

Western Resource Management Systems: Resource management based on Newtonian science and expertise
of government resource managers; used herein interchangeably with scientific resource management
systems (Berkes and Folke 1994).


