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ABSTRACT

This study was primarily conducted to analyze the content of The Indigenous People’s 

Right Act of 1997 (IPRA) to determine its implication in promoting and protecting the 

rights of indigenous people. It was conducted within School Year 2016-2017. It focused 

on the discussion of five important features of IPRA such as the right to ancestral 

domains among others, its ambiguous provisions, and its proposed amendments. This 

qualitative research employed content analysis research design through examining and 

interpreting the carefully selected provisions of the law. No specific key informants were 

obtained. Data gathered was based on thorough research of related literature and studies 

affecting the rights of indigenous people via books and online articles as fast and 

accurate sources of information with the application of IPRA.

Analysis and conclusions were drawn with the help of gathered information about IPRA, 

IP. their statuses as well as issues concerning IPs rights. The findings and analysis were 

presented according to the objectives of the study. Some points found out were: The 

rights granted to the ICCs/IPs over the natural resources in their ancestral domains 

merely gives them the right to the small-scale utilization of these resources and a priority
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in their large-scale development and exploitation. The researcher found nine ambiguous 

provisions in the law. One of the proposed amendments to IPRA is a deletion of the term 

“natural resources” in the phrase “right to develop lands and natural resources” because 

natural resources are properties of the State as supported by the Regalian Doctrine.


