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INTRODUCTION

While the scope of IP sector’s traditional practices on resource utilization,
protection, and conservation follows the extent of natural geographic features —
an approach similar to“Land Governance” - in reality, the system of resource-use
planning in the Philippine Government is based on political boundaries.

Since IP territories are still part of a locality, a municipality for instance, it is crucial
for their plans and concerns be mainstreamed in local development plans such
the Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) and Comprehensive Development Plan
(CDP). These plans would not only provide policies on proper uses of resources,
they may also serve as instruments to strengthen the claim and rights of IPs
over their lands through provision of due protection over these areas against
unregulated activities, exploitation, and degradation.

Another challenge faced by the IP sector on governance is the presence of
overlapping or common areas and conflicting claims within their territories. This
is where harmonization of plans between or among stakeholders of a common
resource becomes imperative.

' Prepared by Marianne Jane Naungayan of the Asian NGO Coalition for Agrarian Reform and Rural
Development (ANGOC) for the Landscape Governance Forum and Training of Trainors as part of
the project “Improving Tenure Security of Smallholder Farmers in Select Areas in the Philippines” jointly
implemented by ANGOC and XSF.
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The following discussions aim to show ways and actual experiences how IPs
will be able to harmonize their plans and agenda with other sectoral plans,
and mainstream them in local development plans.

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

Specifically, the discussion aims to:

O understand land use planning in the Philippines and its importance in
promoting tenure security;

O understand the importance of harmonization of local community and
development plans;

Q show the similarities and overlaps of forest use plans (ADSDPP and FLUP)
and local development plans (CLUP and CDP); and,

O present and suggest ways to harmonize these plans

CONCEPTS AND RELATIONSHIP OF LAND USE PLANNING
AND TENURE SECURITY

Concept of land use planning

Land use is “the manner of utilizing the land, including its allocation,
development and management” (PSA, 2019)." On the other hand, planning,
in @ common sense, is a way of thinking oriented towards the future that
anticipates change and designs solutions to address expected difficulties and
thereby improve the quality of decision-making. In academic sense, planning
is the allocation of scarce resources, particularly land and other resources, in
such a manner as to obtain the maximum practicable efficiency and benefit, for
individuals and for society as a whole, while respecting the needs of nature and
the requirements of sustainable future.

According to the Urban Development and Housing Act (UDHA), land use
planning is a rational allocation of available resources as equitably as possible
among competing use groups and for different functions.

Further, Ernesto Serote, one of the first academicians who published a book
about land use planning in the Philippines, indicates that land use planning
means “proper management of land resources” or the use of land in a manner
consistent with its natural qualities so that it does not lose its productivity while
it is continually made to produce for the benefit of man and other life forms that
depend on it.
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However, in a common knowledge, man does not always use land properly.
Hence, land use planning should involve other people’s intervention to promote
public interest and general welfare. In other words, proper land use planning
entails “participation” of people.

Land use planning also entails regulation and control by the State to ensure
equitable access to land and optimum benefits for its use. As it is a responsibility
of the State, land use planning can be placed within the overall context of public
policy-making (Serote, 2004). These statements also correspond to the Global
Land Tool Network (GLTN) of the UN-Habitat’s report that land use planning
has influence to policies on land and “can be an instrument to improve tenure
security” (GLTN, 2016).

Relationship of land use planning and tenure security

Land tenure refers to the relationship of man to land or natural resource. It may be
legal or customary. Land tenure security are land rights with legally-recognized
documentation and perceived security over tenure.

Tenure Responsive Land Use Planning (TRLUP)

Recognizing that land use planning is “often carried out in developing countries
with insufficient connection to tenure security” (GLTN - UN-Habitat, 2016), the
guide on Tenure Responsive Land Use Planning was developed by the GLTN in
2016. It serves as a“starting point for developing practical knowledge on how to
improve tenure security” through land use planning (GLTN, 2016).

Figure 1 shows the steps of TRLUP. It follows the general procedure of land use
planning:

organization of planning team;
visioning and setting the objectives;
data collection;

assessment and analysis of data;
writing the plan;

endorsing the plan;

public presentation; and,
monitoring and evaluation.

oo0oo0o0o0o00oo

In TRLUP, implementing the tenure-responsive strategy is seen from the
beginning of the procedure where a designated Tenure Security Team specific
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Rejected based 6 Endorsing new plan: approval by relevant authorities
oo gppmm = Submit the proposed plan, draft local regulations,
oot agreements and/or detailed management plans for
recognition of land uses and land rights (and other
possible outputs emanating from the process).
Returns back for further preparation if trn;n:lnd based on planning procedure
/5 Concretizing the plan: prepare land use based on a continuum principle and practice
= Negofiate and enforce protection of land uses, land rights and social values related to land, in T
accordance with the laws guiding LUP project. R AP
= Prepare land use plan based on protected rights and social values.
= Draft local regulations, agreements, certification documents andlor detailed management plans
for recognition of recognized land uses and continuum of land rights.
e Conduct gender sensitive community meetings to ratify proposed plan and document all outputs.
I
f’4 Assessing data for the plan: land and social tenure (rights) assessment and recordation i
= Community members and LUP for TS team should determine and record land uses and rights data.
= Identify existing land use and tenure (rights) problems and discuss ways of resolving conflicts -e.g.
through direct conflict resolutions, participatory determination of compensation benchmarks,
compensation of legitimate claims, and ways of involving local people in marking new boundaries.
\_* _Agree on solutions for all problems identified and assessed; and document same. 2
f
r3 Collecting data: conducting land use inventory and documentation )
= Community members and LUP for TS team should gather land use data to grasp existing situation.
= |dentify the land area or unit for LUP for TS project.
\_* Camy pariicipatory mapping of project area and plot boundaries. J
(-2 Setting objective: identifying specific LUP for TS objectives
—s| = The sensitization of tenure security through a land use planning process should be a key objective,

L among other objectives. J
4 Initiating the project: constituting of LUP for TS project team R
= Conduct preliminary meetings between community members and local government administrators on

intraducing LUP for TS.
= Constitute an LUP for TS team that is representative of all stakeholder groups.

Ac d
( Tlnitial and final public

presentation of plan
Present proposed and
official plan to community
members for pre-
endorsement rectification

N and for use )

g Linking new data to
land information
system

= Update all land
records (register,
cadaster, etc.) with
new information.

*  Use new information
for certifications and
titing where
necessary or

acceptable.

9 Monitoring and
evaluating the system

= Emergence of
impravements in land
uses and land tenure
security situation.

= Set up a process for
monitoring and

evaluating progress.

Towards improving existing plan

Figure 1. Tenure Responsive Land Use Planning process developed by GLTN, as facilitated by UN-Habitat.

for the topic and concerns on tenure security will be established. It also suggests
gathering of land use data and identifying existing land use and tenure rights

signifying the focus to tenure security.
PLANNING PROCESS IN THE PHILIPPINES

Legal mandates of land use planning in the Philippines

Sustainable management and development of all the country’s resources,
particularly land, is mandated by the 1987 Constitution which serves as the
primary reference for the crafting of many other laws related to land and
resource use management and governance. Further, Republic Act 7160 or
the Local Government Code provides the mandate of local government units
(LGUs) on local planning, legislation, implementation, including budgeting and
monitoring through the preparation of Comprehensive Land Use Plans (CLUPs),
Comprehensive Development Plans (CDPs), and public investment programs.

36
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Process of land use planning in the Philippines

A common concern often raised by local planners is how to keep the long-term
plan from being thrown away with every change in administration. The answer
to this concern lies precisely in having a separate CLUP from a CDP (DILG, 2017).

Land use planning in the municipal level starts with the preparation of a
Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP). This is a nine-year physical plan on the
management of local territories which will determine the areas that are allowed
for or restricted from economic expansion. These local territories are categorized
under four main policy areas: production, protection, infrastructure, and
settlements. The identified land uses in the CLUP are legalized and implemented
by the Zoning Ordinance.

Based from the CLUP, specific programs/projects/activities are identified
across the territorial areas in sectoral basis — social, economic, environmental,
physical, environmental, and institutional - through the six-year Comprehensive
Development Plan (CDP). These programs/projects/activities are budgeted
and implemented through the three-year Local Development Investment Plan
(LDIP). LDIP includes an Annual Investment Plan for a shorter-term plan of
activities for implementation with
corresponding budget. The three-
year Executive Legislative Agenda
formulated by the executive and

IMPLEMENTING
INSTRUMENT

\
\
\

PLAN

legislative departments of the LGU
indicates the projects that will be
adopted or prioritized by the local
elective officials. The order of the
formulation of LDIP and ELA may be
interchanged (see Figure 2).

Both the CLUP and CDP are
“comprehensive” as they consider
all the significant sectors in the
formulation of the plans (eg.,
social, environmental, economic,
infrastructure, among others). At
present, there are 33 mandated and

CLUP

Comprehensive
Land Use Plan

_»/\ ZO \\

Zoning
\ Ordinance
\

!

CDP

Comprehensive
Development Plan

LDIP
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\_  Development
\ Investment

Annual

e AP

\ Investment /
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9 ~

" ELA |

Executive
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\____Agenda

Figure 2. Simplified local (municipal) land use

planning.

other thematic plans crafted for specific sectoral uses and concerns (see Figure

3).
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National Government Agency-mandated plans

Other sectoral/thematic plans

1. Action Plan for the Protection of Children

1. Nutrition Action Plan

2. Aquatics and Fisheries Management Plan

2.ICT Plan

3. Annual Culture and the Arts Plan

3. Local Shelter Plan

4. Anti-Poverty Reduction Plan

4. Plan for the Elderly

5. Local Coconut Development Plan

5. Plan for Health and Family Planning

6. LDRRMP

6. Coastal Management Plan

7. Food Security Plan

7. Information Strategic and Management Plan

8. Forest Management Plan

8. People’s Plan

9. Gender and Development Plan

9. Business Plan/Strategy

10. Integrated Area Community Public Safety Plan

10. Capacity Development Agenda/HRMD Plan

11. Local Entrepreneurship Development Plan

11. Transportation Management Plan

12. Sustainable Area Development Plan

13. Local Tourism Plan

14. Small and Medium Enterprise Development Plan

15. SAFDZ Plan

16. Solid Waste Management Plan

17. Watershed Management Plan

18. ADSDPP

19. Plan for PWDs

20. Forest Land Use Plan

21. Local Climate Change Action Plan (LCCAP)

22. Peace and Order Public Safety Plan (POPS Plan)

Figure 3. List of national government agency-mandated and other thematic plans (DILG, 2017).

For the purpose of the discussion, the following sections will focus on community
plans in the forest sector, particularly the Ancestral Domain Sustainable
Development and Protection Plan (ADSDPP) and Forest Land Use Plan (FLUP).

Similarities and overlaps of CLUP/CDP, ADSDPP, and FLUP

This section is presented to provide context to the next discussions (on harmonization) that community
plans (ADSDPP and FLUP) and local development plans (CLUP and CDP) all aim towards sustainable
development. They have similar objectives, importance, and even salient processes. Hence, harmonization
of these plans is possible to achieve.

1. Similarities
a. Interms of objectives

A common objective across the four plans is the protection of the
resources and environment. Another is that these plans consider and
harmonize activities both in the uplands and in the lowlands (see Table

1).

Landscape Governance: A Training Manual



b. Interms of importance

The formulation of these plans are important in mitigating and/or
reducing the effects of climate change and disasters, maintaining

biodiversity, and conservation of resources (see Table 2).

Table 1. Similarities of CLUP/CDP, ADSDPP, and FLUP in terms of objectives.

CLUP

CDP

ADSDPP

FLUP

the municipality.

For the management of land and
resources through the formulation of
guides and programs/projects for the
development of these resources within

For the governance
and management of
ancestral land and
resources within it.

For the managements
of development and
protection of forests
and forestlands (FFL)

Identifies areas
for protection,
production
infrastructure,
and settlements
within the
municipality.

Formulates plans on
the implementation
of programs and
projects across the
four policy areas of
the CLUP.

Formulates and
implements programs
and projects that
strengthen the
governance of IPs,
poverty alleviation,
environmental
protection, preserves
culture, and maintain
the peace and order
within the ICCs.

Identifies main areas
for production,
protection, and other
uses within the FFL.

Uses the ridge-to-reef framework in
the planning to ensure the linkage of
forests, lowlands, and waters.

Consolidates plans

of ICCs/IPs within the
ancestral domain -
which play a significant
part/role of a locality or
municipality.

Consolidates
activities in the
forests and lowlands.

Table 2. Similarities of CLUP/CDP, ADSDPP, and FLUP in terms of importance.

CLUP

cbP

ADSDPP

FLUP

For the interfacing of various plans on the
use of critical resources in the forests,
waters, ancestral domains, biodiversity
areas, heritage areas, and urban
greening areas. Local plans are also for
the purpose of disaster risk reduction
and management and climate change

The key roles of

IPs in biodiversity
conservation and
protection of natural
resources.

Proper management
of FFL is important in
the development of
LGUs and in promoting
and ensuring food
security, biodiversity
conservation, and

mitigation. reduction of the
adverse effects of
climate change.
ANGOC and XSF
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In terms of the process

The main processes of CLUP, ADSDPP, and FLUP formulation are in general
similar to each other. Primarily, the salient processes common among the
plans are (i) data and information collection, and (ii) situational analysis.
In these specific processes, all information of all sectors are gathered.
Issues and concerns and potential future needs are identified. Various
analyses (such as map overlay map analysis, ecosystem analysis, sectoral
and special studies, among others) are also conducted in this process to
determine the land uses and potential development of specific areas (see

Figure 4).

Figure 4. Overall processes of CLUP, ADSDPP, and FLUP. Figure adapted and edited from HLURB, 2017.

O

Enhanced CLUP
Guidelines 2013

Organize

Identify
stakeholders

Set the Vision

ADSDPP Guidelines 2004

Pre-planning consultations

Organization of the working
group/planning team

Preparation of the work and financial
plan (WFP)

IP/AD development framework
formulation

FLUP Guidelines 2012

Preparing for FLUP

Engaging LGUs for FLUP

Community profiling

e Data gathering and assessment and mapping
Situation
Situational Analysis
Set the Goals and
Obijectives
Establish Interface of IP/AD development
Development framework with existing government
thrusts and spatial policies/plans/programs/projects , rules
strategies and regulations

Preparing the land
use plan

Program/project identification and
prioritization
Formulation of the ADSDPP

implementation strategies and
management plan

Draft the Zoning
COrdinance

Planning the allocation
of FFLs and prioritizing
sub-watersheds

Conduct Public
Hearing

Presentation, Validation and Approval
of Draft ADSDPP with IC/IP Community
Members

Review, adopt and
approved the
CLUP and 7O

Submission of ADSDPP to NCIP

Drafting, legitimization
and approval of FLUP

Implement the
CLUP and IO

Incorporation of the ADSDPP into Local
Government Plans

Monitor and
evaluation the
CLUP and ZO
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Overlaps

While the plans presented above have similar objectives, significance, and
processes, the identified uses to a common resource may become different or
overlapped. One of the primary reasons for this is the differing perspectives
of various sectors over that same resource. Table 3 shows the differences
on how IPs and LGUs view a common resource in terms of its coverage,
governance, and land use.

Clearly, there are overlaps that exist on resource use and management as
there are various plans prepared for every resource such as watersheds and
protected areas — which are usually located inside an ancestral domain.
Further, there are mechanism established to govern these areas (i.e.
Protected Area Management Board, and Municipal Watershed Protection
and Management Council) by the government - which limits the IP
communities’ ownership over the resource.

Table 3. Possible resource-use overlaps within ancestral domains.

PERSPECTIVE OF THE IPs PERSPECTIVE OF THE LGUs
AND GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Issue on coverage The extent of the ancestral Through the various plans aiming
domain (AD) territory is for the protection and conservation
absolute. of natural resources and for food

security, there will be areas within the
AD that may be identified as:
= (Critical Watershed
= Protected Area
= Community-based Forest
Management (CBFM) Area

Governance over IPs govern all the areas within | Common or overlapping areas
the common or their AD regardless of their (identified for protection, production,
overlapping areas uses etc.) with the AD will be governed

by the LGU, government agency

or specific non-IP stakeholders

assigned. This results to limited use of

resources in these areas by the IPs.

=  The Municipal Watershed

Protection and Management
Council (MWPMC) overtakes the
IP’s right/position to regulate
settlements and management
of natural resources within the
common area
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= Areas with Community-
Based Forest Management
Agreements (CBFMAs) are
managed by other stakeholders
(may be an IP or non-IP)

=  The Protected Area
Management Board (PAMB),
where IPs have minor
representations to, has the
authority to award licenses,
permits, and leases.

Land use In areas where there are In areas where there are CBFMAs
CBFMAs within AD within AD
= |tisaccording to the = Plantation for the local production
customs and practices of and economy (could also be
IPs to not use chemical directly or indirectly beneficial to
pesticides in farming the IPs)
In areas where there are In areas where there are critical
critical watersheds or forest watersheds or forest reserves within
reserves within AD AD
= They host sacred areas, |®* The Integrated Watershed
hunting areas, ridges, Management Plan does not allow
and headwaters cultivation of soil along rivers
(where IPs may utilize for food
In areas where there are production)
Protected Areas within AD
=  Sacred areas, hunting In areas where there are Protected
areas, and many other Areas within AD
forest reserves are = The National Integrated Protected
protected Areas System (NIPAS) sets strict

protection zone where scientific
and customary activities are
allowed; however, protection
plans of the government and
IPs differ in framework, actual
activities, and implementing

structure

Harmonization and mainstreaming of plans

1. Mainstreaming of community plans to local development plans
There are two approaches in mainstreaming a plan - (i) incorporation and
(ii) institutionalization. Incorporation involves the preparation of a separate

plan of the sector (i.e. ADSDPP, PAMP, etc.) before incorporating in the existing
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CLUP of the local government unit. Institutionalization, on the other hand,
entails using any or all of the components of the local planning system as
entry points (Serote, 2014).

One of the entry points of the latter is integration into the planning process.
This entry point involves participation of the IP and/or protected area
management representatives in the CLUP and CDP steps/processes both
as part of the sectoral TWGs/Committees of the Planning Team and as
participants of the several workshops conducted throughout the plan
formulation process. Figure 5 shows the suggested planning team
composition of CLUP and CDP where the IP and PA management
representatives should be part of (refer to the shaded boxes). This would
ensure the participation of the IP sector throughout the process of plan
formulation.

Further, an IP representative may also be part of the Planning Core Group to
ensure involvement of the IP sector in all the processes of the CLUP in the
context that the IP sector’s engagement is significant and has implication
across all the sectors as they have a stake over forests — a crucial resource that
would have benefits and impacts to the other sectors.

2. Harmonization of community plans: actual case of Higa-onons of
Barangay Hagpa, Impasug-ong Bukidonon in the preparation of their
ADSDPP

A way to harmonize various plans (Protected Are Management Plan,
for instance) and ADSDPP is to create a Technical Working Group (TWG)
(consisting of the representatives of IP, LGUs, and other sectors involved)
that would aim to address the overlapping claims of different sectors.
Among the activities that the TWG may conduct are the following:

a. CADT Forum - where various plans involved in the overlap will be
presented to the local government. The objective is to have a
memorandum of understanding among the IPs, Barangay LGUs, and
Municipal LGUs) to gather support and recognition to the initiative on
harmonization.

b. Series of Roundtable Discussions — for the analysis and determination of
common objectives, the problems and challenges in the harmonization
of the plans, and the processes to resolve the overlaps and resource-use
conflicts.
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CLUP PLANNING TEAM

Planning Core Group
(MPDC/CPDC Planning Officer Architect/Environmental/ C/MENRO )

Urban Planner/ME

Support Group
Encoder/Writer, Sangguniang Bayan Representative As needed: Legal
Mapper/Draftsmen/ on Housing, DepEd/D, MHO, Expert, Real Estate
Staff/Researcher MPWDO, PNP/JMBA, SK/FD Developers

TWG

| | | | | | | |
/ Social \ /Economic\ Gfrastructub /FOREST\ /Coastal \ /CCA-DRR\ /Heritage\ / GG \

AND AD and Marine Urbanism
- Group rep - MAO « Local Water « Academe - DOT
« Concerned « MARO Utilities Rep. « Rep. from - BFAR + Barangay . Cultural « Architects
NGA « Tourism « Electrical Corp. Ancestral - Fisherfolk Chairman Heritage - PIEP
« Pres. of Liga Officer Rep. Domain Organization | . PAGASA/ Conservation
ng Barangay - DTI, TESDA « PPCRep. « Assessor Rep. CSCAND
« Senior citizen || « PESO, DOST « Telephone Co. « DENR-FMS « PO,NGO Agencies
- SP/SB « NGO, PO Rep. « CBFM, etc. « MAO - DENR
Committee or - DOTC, NIA « PO,NGO « Coast Guard
Chair/Sector . DPWH, PNP - DOT
Committee « LTO, Irrigators « IPs
rep Assoc. « Biodiversity
- GAD + PPA, MARINA Specialist
concerned « Coast Guard,

A A A AL AL AL A

CDP PLANNING TEAM

Local Chief

Local Development
Council

L ;
Executive

Local Planning and
Development Office |«----

(Secretariat)

Local Chief
Executive

Economic
Development
Committee

Environmental
Management
Committee

Social Development
Commitee

Physical and

Infrastructure

Development
Committee

Institutional

Development
Committee
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Figure 5. Suggested composition of CLUP and CDP Planning Teams where IP and/or PA management
representatives should be members of. Diagram sources: HLURB, 2013; DILG, 2017.

Landscape Governance: A Training Manual



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

LET IT BE KNOWN:

e Aguiawon Mintapod Higao-onon Cumadon, hereafer referred (o as ‘

MIHI(U
AGEIC b ey D gt S 11 22

Brgy. Hagpa, Muni cpanyo!lmpesugong Provings of Bukidnon

Municipality of impasug-ong.
e Bars g g ik i b Zy s Gy cleces

Barangay, herein represent
Hon. Agulio H. Nanolan and the Barangay C
hereafter
ernment of Impasug-ong, province of Bukidnon,
Toarted 1o 28 t90 Muricpalty, nmnmprmmeanynswy elecied Mayor,
Hon. Mario T. Okinlay and the Municipal Cour

Have, after and deliberaton s 11-12 February 2003, mutually
agreed upon 3 afmed the folowing po

ble |
ch mutually respect the Ancestral Domain Sustaina
4 yﬁvﬂ: a Protscion Pian b AGMEICU, i Barr: gay
Development I Management :
Municipal Watershed Management i of o nupaay
2 They are committed to coordination in the implementation of these
res diferent development plan

bt //}ZM

L

jary in
hey must work togather to protect the environment, particul
4 s of forestry protecion and walershed managemert withn he

risdiction of the Municipality, the Barangay and the CADC area
AGMIHICU:

4 The Municipalty and the Barengay shall respect the rights of the

' eaders and members of the HeDRHICU to el auionomy and sef ’,3?_)\/
5

rights me I
ality and the L]
T pworeirian AGMIH\CU lo p\ n w o

Spmen, e na e o | nm; ADSD%

G aiod dovelopment witnin the f it

e

7

and 10 acosss 10 their ancestal lands and natural resources within
e CADC,

Tyt
ot assistance to women and chicen

caton and training, and health services 1o the peopl of Brgy

Hagpa,

8. They wil all support each olher in the provision of infrasructure:
projects t the people of Bryy. Hagpa,

9. They vill all support each other in ensuring peace and orcer In the
Barangay,

10, The partis herelo shal, upon agreement, observe quitabl résource

PREMISES CONSIDERED, the paries o this Memorandum of Understanding
comit

] by
identiing their commoraities and acressing polental areas of
conc

2 Estabish the Task Force Cumaum (TFC), with the Hon. Mayor Mario
nd co-chaited by the Punong Berangey

. Chiney e Honcr Gk
rgulo H. N

Tk For shl e com osed of one
\GMIHICU,

ces Offce, and the Barangay Development Counilof
. sl serve as th lead agency n coordinaing the
n o these three plans;

s Trecr DENR OLG, e SenguriangBeyn of npasogng,

= &

iy

Foundton, Fr. Vincent Culen Tuugan Learming and
ilppine  Association for _Iner-culur \\‘11:,77‘ ~

pment Centre for Research in Agio-F

il St Soce Chrg, CANBPAKE 35 50

e

Mindanao shall assist the members of the TFC by providing
appropriate advise and suppor,

Coordinate all actions with all concerned local government offices and

formal acceptance by the parties to this Memorandum of
Understanding.

4
| agencies;
They wil all support each other in th pursatofdevelopment trough
5. The TFC shall discuss and draft a proposed consolidated program for
‘L‘ Broviton ol besolaccl servies kg i i o \) mplementation of the three development plans, for validation and

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, we hereunto set our hands this 12" day of February,
§ 2003, at Bray. Hagpa, Municipality of Impasug-ong, Province of Bukidnon

Hok, Mario T.Okinlay
Municipa\Mayor, fmpasug-ong
Hon. Agul\& Nanolan

Datu Mantangkilan Cumatang
AGMIHICU Brgy. Capin, Brgy. Hagpa

wx nesses:

e

/c’MO

| St

D 4

—onbry”

fupites B

Figure 6. Sample MOU recognizing the harmonization initiative and equal sharing of resources
between AGHIHICU, LGU, and other sectors involved.

¢. Map analysis - to identify the overlapping or common areas
d. Drafting of the harmonized plan

The above strategy is an actual experience of the Agtulawon-Mintapod

Higa-onon Cumadun (AGMIHICU), an association of indigenous Higa-
onons, is implementing an Ancestral Domain Sustainable Development and
Protection Plan (ADSDPP) in 10,054.88 hectares of forest lands in Barangay
Hagpa, Impasug-ong, Bukidnon.

Their ancestral domain is located in the planning area of a municipal
watershed, a Barangay Development Plan, the Mt. Kimangkil Natural Park

Protected Area, a Community-based Forest Management Agreement and

the concession area of an abandoned Timber License Agreement.

AGHIMICU, with the assistance of the Philippine Association For Intercultural

Development (PAFID) and International Center for Research in Agroforestry
(ICRAF), was able to sign an MOU with the barangay local government

unit (BLGU) and municipal local government unit (MLGU) in 2003 which
recognized the harmonization initiative, and the equal sharing of resources
among sectors involved (see Figure 6). 1
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