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WELCOME

Dear Participants,

Welcome to the International Conference on Development-Induced Displacement and Resettlement (DIDR) 2013!

We are delighted to host so many of you who have been engaged with DIDR in all around the world. Whilst
the cases of DIDR have continued, if not intensifying, there have been only limited opportunities in the
recent decade where researchers and practitioners working in this field could come together to discuss the
current state of knowledge and ways to move DIDR research and practice forward. Hence, when the two
organisers met at the Refugee Studies Centre (RSC) two years back in 2011, it was such exciting experience
for us to be able to share our thoughts about development and a common passion that the reality of DIDR
can improve far more. We felt the strong need to revive the discussion on DIDR and to raise the profile of
the issue in the international arena, which have been the ground and motivation behind the DIDR
Conference 2013.

It is historic to host the DIDR Conference 2013 at the Refugee Studies Centre (RSC) where the first
international conferences on the topic were organised in 1995 and 1996, from which critical contributions to
the field were made in the form of publications as well as conceptual and theoretical advancement. Since
then many important researches have been conducted at or around the RSC and we are pleased to be able
to continue its long-standing tradition through the DIDR Conference 2013. We are deeply thankful to Prof
Dawn Chatty who has availed us this opportunity and the academic committee who have stood strong
behind us and played an essential role in selecting the quality papers from over 150 abstracts that we
received.

We must emphasise though that the Conference was only made possible, in this scale and quality, through
the invaluable contributions of paper presenters and discussants. We would like to thank all the participants
for their enthusiasm and active engagement in making the DIDR Conference 2013 a truly exciting and
influential event. We would also like to thank the supports that we have received so far. The Oxford
Department of International Development (ODID) provides us with the venue and the Oxford Development
Studies bursary and the staff members have been extremely understanding and supportive. We have
benefited hugely from the hospitality of Harris-Manchester College – we could host our morning
programme on the first day at their venue free of charge and have the privilege of dining at their hall. Last
but not least, our volunteers have put the mass-scale event together and will continue to assist you
throughout the Conference.

We hope that you will enjoy sharing your rich knowledge and experience and thereby join our commitment to
reinvigorating the discussions on DIDR!

Organisation Committee



3

Irge is an independent social
impact assessment and
resettlement consultant with 12
years of experience in Africa and
Asia. She has an environmental
engineering background with
double masters in the fields of

social sciences (Ankara Uni.) and development
studies (Uni. of Reading) and holds a PhD in social
and environmental sciences. She joined the
University of Oxford as a visiting fellow in 2011-
2012 to advance and share her works on
development-induced displacement and
resettlement. Her research interests include socio-
economic impacts of development projects, long-
term consequences of different compensation
schemes, mobile and indigenous
populations, gender and generational
aspects, and socio-psychological impacts of
displacement.

Irge Satiroglu
Chair

CONFERERENCE ORGANISATION

Organisation Committee Academic Committee

Dr. David Turton is a Honorary Associate of
the Refugees Studies Centre, where he was
formerly Director and Reader in Forced
Migration. His anthropological work
has focused on southwestern Ethiopia,
where he has studied the impacts of long-term ecological
change on human displacement and the relationship between
warfare, ethnicity and political identity.

David Turton
Senior Research Fellow, African
Studies Centre, University of Oxford

Narae is a PhD candidate in
International Development at the
University of Oxford. Her research
topic is development-induced
displacement and resettlement (DIDR)
within urban contexts, with a
particular concern on urban livelihood issues. She has
conducted extensive research in Metro Manila,
encompassing resettlement sites in
urban peripheries as well as the project site in urban
centres. Her research expertise and interest includes:
displacement and resettlement, urban poverty, urban
livelihoods, informal settlements, tenure security and
housing rights, community organising and grassroots
movements. She has a wide range of experiences on
these topics within the Southeast Asian region.

Narae Choi
Co-Chair

Roger Zetter is former Director of the
Refugee Studies Centre. His long
association with the RSC commenced in

1988 as Founding Editor of the Journal of Refugee
Studies, published by Oxford University
Press. Prof. Zetter has written over 30 peer reviewed
papers, over 20 book chapters, four books, 10 major
research reports and numerous op eds. Besides refugee
and humanitarian policies, his academic work includes
shelter and settlement for the forcibly displaced, urban
housing, and land and property issues. His current
research explores the linkages between environmental
change, livelihoods and displacement.

Roger Zetter
Emeritus Professor of Refugee Studies

Prof Chatty’s academic experience
encompasses a wide range of forced
migration issues caused by
development and infrastructure
projects as well as conflicts and
violence. Prof. Chatty specializes in the
Middle East Region with a particular interest in marginalized,
indigenous and mobile populations. She has researched the
sociocultural, economic, health, gender and generational
aspects of displacement in various contexts and authored six
books in the field.

Dawn Chatty
Director of Refugee Studies Centre,
University of Oxford
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CONFERENCE PROGRAM

Day 1: 22 March 2013*
08.00 – 09.00 Registration

Queen Elizabeth House Hall

09.00 – 10.15
Opening Remarks: Professor Dawn Chatty

Keynote Address: Professor Michael Cernea
Harris-Manchester College Chapel

10.15 – 10.45
Coffee / Tea

Queen Elizabeth House Hall

10.45 – 11.50
Plenary panel: Ethics and rights

Harris-Manchester College Chapel

12.00 – 13.00
Lunch

Harris Manchester College Dining Hall

13.00 – 14.30
Panel 1:About ‘development’ in DIDR

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 1
Panel 2: Affected people’s views, voices and responses

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 2

14.30 – 14.45 Coffee / Tea
Queen Elizabeth House Hall

14.45 – 16.15
Panel 3: Global governance

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 1
Panel 4: Activism, losses and achievements

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 2

16.15 – 16.30 Coffee / Tea
Queen Elizabeth House Hall

16.30 – 18.00
Panel 5: Power and capacity

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 1
Panel 6: Multiple risks and displacements
Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 2

19:00 – 21:00
Conference dinner

Harris Manchester College Dining Hall

Day 2: 23 March 2013
09:00 – 10.30

Panel 7: Gaps in policy and practice
Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 1

Panel 8: Urban DIDR
Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 2

10.30 – 11.00
Coffee / Tea

Queen Elizabeth House Hall

11.00 – 12.30
Panel 9: Compensation reconsidered

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 1
Panel 10: Understudied aspects

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 2

12.30 – 13.30
Lunch

Queen Elizabeth House Hall

13.30 – 15.00
Panel 11: Moving practices forward

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 1

Panel 12: Crossroads: development and
environment-induced displacements

Queen Elizabeth House Seminar Room 2

15.00 – 15.30
Coffee / Tea

Queen Elizabeth House Hall

15.30 – 17.00
Closing panel: Sharing wisdom and reflections on the enduring questions

17:00 – 18:30
Closing Cocktail

Queen Elizabeth House Hall

* Kindly note that the session times in day 1 and day 2 are different.
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PANELS AND ABSTRACTS

Plenary Panel: Ethics and Rights

Complex Systems Analysis: A Useful Vantage Point for the
Ethics of Development and Forced Displacement?
Professor Chris de Wet (Rhodes University, South Africa)

Displacement and resettlement arising out of ‘development’
projects may be seen as complex processes, themselves part of
larger complex processes, such as the larger development
project and its wider setting. Resettlement projects give rise to a
range of unanticipated and unintended consequences, with
things not necessarily going as planned, but with the
resettlement trajectory taking on a life of its own. Preparations,
planning, participation and funding notwithstanding, outcomes
can therefore not be clearly predicted or controlled. Feedback
loops, as well as wider factors, significantly influence the way
‘the project’ and its trajectory subsequently develop.

If the resettlement process is understood from the perspective
of being a complex, i.e. open-ended (rather than a linear, more
closed and controllable) system, this has significant implications
for the criteria in terms of which evaluations and decisions are
made as to whether and how resettlement is to happen and to
take place. If how the resettlement process will unfold is to a
significant extent unknowable (because this is part of the nature
of complex systems) and if quite how this will affect those
people who are to be displaced/resettled for the ‘common good’
is not clear – then the ‘ethics of displacement, as an attempt at a
coherent position, may well be in some difficulty.

Displacement by Development: Ethics, Rights, and
Responsibilities
Professor Jay Drydyk (Carleton University, Canada)

The displacement of communities by development projects
continues to cause political conflict and policy conundrums, as it
has for several decades, from the Narmada dams to the Tata
Nano plant – just to mention one country. The aim of this paper
is to highlight three contributions to the ethics of development
arising from my recent book, Displacement by Development:
Ethics, Rights, and Responsibilities (Cambridge, 2011). The first
contribution consists in identifying a set of broadly defined
values that the development community has over time come to
recognize as distinguishing development that is worthwhile from
undesirable development that is to be avoided. The second lies
in using simple and straightforward normative arguments to
claim specific moral rights for stakeholders adversely affected by
undesirable development – in this case, people who have been
inequitably displaced by development. The third and final
contribution is to demonstrate the perils that these stakeholders
face as a result of disempowering practices and circumstances,
thus illustrating the instrumental importance of empowerment
for achieving just outcomes for these stakeholders. I will also
reply briefly to some critical questions that have been raised
since the book came out.

Resettlement projects as spaces of exception
Professor Margarita Serje (Universidad de los Andes, Colombia)

Based on ethnographic work in several resettlement projects in
Colombia (implemented both by public and private institutions),
I will argue that the practices involved in the different stages of
most resettlement process create a de facto state of exception in
paradoxical ways: If concentration camps —the archetypal
spaces of exception— are established outside the juridical order,
resettlement projects constitute their exceptionality by strictly
abiding to state regulations. Their colonial logic denies the
people involved the right to their customary way of life by
expropriating their commons: their landscapes, temporalities,
social networks and knowledges. It is on the basis of this
suspension of their rights as inhabitants —transforming them
merely into occupants—that the new spatial and social
arrangements for the resettled are created.

Through the invasive regulation of spatiality and temporality, the
groups involved in the resettlement action plan are placed in a
situation where not only their right to their home(land) is
suspended: they are forced into a new way life determined by
foreign concepts of what a house, a neighbourhood, or a
community should be like, by new constraints on their
livelihoods and by a new identity as “displaced” or even as
“victims”. These practices include the classification of the —
usually marginalized—groups to be resettled, the objectivation
and quantification of their assets and entitlements, the technical
restrictions to their new homes, habitats and livelihoods, and by
placing many of their life decisions permanently on hold by
bureaucratic procedures.

Panel 1: About ‘Development’ in DIDR

Discussant: Professor Dolores Koenig

Development-induced displacement: the same old problem but
a forgotten agenda?
Narae Choi (DPhil candidate, University of Oxford, UK)

In this paper, I attempt to resolve a puzzle whereby a critical
discussion on development impacts is decreasing amidst the
continuing and intensifying trends of development-induced
displacement (DID). I argue that recent debates have reached an
impasse where the same old problems are replicated including
the unsuccessful implementation of involuntary resettlement
policy. As an attempt to expand the discussion beyond the
purview of resettlement policy and bring it back to the level
where development impacts are more comprehensively
considered, I focus purposefully on the effects that do not
involve physical displacement in a DID context, namely, ‘non-
displacement’ impacts. Using a case study of the railway
upgrading project in Metro Manila, this paper examines how
urban settlers remaining in the locality experience changes after
a large-scale DID. Better understandings of development effects
as a whole contribute to providing a more comprehensive
ground on which to discuss distributional issues surrounding
DID.
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Democracy, Development, Disruption and Displacement: The
Case of Durban’s Proposed Dug-Out Port
Meghan Crosby (DPhil candidate, University of KwaZulu-Natal,
South Africa)

Development Induced Displacement (DID) is a growing
phenomenon in the developing world, and this can be attributed
to neoliberal development strategies and the rising desire for
rapid economic growth (Brookings, 2003). Such development,
however, contradicts the rationale and assurances of economic
growth and often exacerbates regional impoverishment,
disruptive social disintegration and poverty (Drydyk, 2007). This
paper highlights the case of the proposed Dug-Out Port (DOP)
and Back of Port (BOP) development in the south of Durban, and
the century-old, lower income community of Clairwood facing
disruption. This development has been planned by the South
African state-owned freight logistics group, Transnet, and initial
investments are expected to amount to R250 billion on top of
the R1.8 billion land purchase price. This heavy concentration of
public funds has been justified by arguments for economic
growth and job creation. However, panic and uncertainty has
emerged amongst residents who fear increased pollution, crime
and relocation. Public opposition has been met with little
response from the government about the displacement process,
and the community has been excluded from participating in key
decision-making processes that impact on their lives and
livelihoods. This paper analyses the development-displacement
dilemma in Clairwood and highlights how neoliberal
development strategies place profits and economic development
ahead of people, and sacrifice the rights and livelihoods of
historically disadvantaged communities.

Resources and Compensation for Displacement for Whom?
Dr. Pablo Idahosa (York University, Canada)

Much recent economic development literature considers
property rights as foundational to liberal democratic societies
and institutional orders. They are also deemed essential for the
security of and incentives for investment decisions and therefore
“development”. Property rights also underlie most normative
theories of compensatory displacement or dislocation.
Notwithstanding gestures towards communal rights and
collective decision-making, compensatory principles pivot upon
liberal property rights, which are ultimately utilitarian-
developmental, whether market or state-cantered.
Compensatory principles, especially those founded on Cernea’s
earlier principles, continue to elide the circumstances of the
most vulnerable. One continues to see this in many recent
resource-based examples throughout parts of Africa. Various
attempts to utilize palliative, compensatory practices, whether
through Corporate Social Responsibility or state-sanctioned
actions, especially for minorities and those in the most
vulnerable of circumstances, demonstrate that development and
displacement continue to inhere in each other. Indeed, where
securitization of property rights remains central to the market
and the state, they also coincide with both displacement and
property insecurity for many groups upon whose property the
site of “development” resides. This paper will survey such
examples to demonstrate the continuing limitations to
compensation, arguing that displacement can accommodate
some security in property rights at the expense of others.

Dams, Displacement and Selective Victimization in the Case of
Southeastern Anatolia Project
Professor Feryal Turan (Ankara University, Turkey)

The aim of this presentation is to examine the basic issues
relating to the resettlement and displacement in the
Southeastern Anatolia Region, Turkey. The meaning of
displacement for different classes or population categories will
be examined, emphasizing the process of “selective
victimization” and benefit. The Southeastern Anatolia Project (or
GAP, using the Turkish acronym) is an integrated regional
development project, which envisages the construction of 22
dams and 19 power plants on the Euphrates and Tigris Rivers
and their tributaries. It is claimed that the project will improve
the social and economic conditions of the region. One inevitable
consequence of the GAP is the displacement of people to make
way for irrigation projects, dams, power plants, and highways.
Generally in Turkey and particularly in the GAP Region
construction of major dams has entailed population
displacement of large magnitude. In the GAP region most of the
displaced people, particularly landless families are at great risk
of further impoverishment. Insufficient compensation, delay in
payment, and the process of assessment are the main problems.
The project planners believe the benefits of the project for
national development justify a “few” resettlers being sacrificed.
The resettlement related problems are regarded as minor cost
for the “greater goals” of “public benefit.” The conflicting
interests and unequal power between the local people and dam
builders result in overwhelming cost of the project being borne
by the local people, who experience none or very little of the
benefits.

Panel 2: Affected people’s views, voices
and responses

Discussant: Professor Dawn Chatty

In Their Own Words: Literary Perspectives on the Cultural Costs
of Displacement
Christine Gilmore (DPhil Candidate, University of Leeds, UK)

Social disarticulation is amongst the most complex and least
understood aspects of Development-Induced Displacement and
Resettlement (DIDR) and cited as amongst the main causes of
the long-term failure of resettlement sites. However it is also
recognised as the ‘impoverishment risk’ least amenable to
economic analysis since understanding the human
consequences of involuntary displacement and resettlement
requires an approach grounded in sound social theory. Recent
studies (Oliver-Hansen 2010, Bennett and McDowell 2012)
advocate the importance of 'direct voice' in articulating the
experiences of oustees through use of ethnographies and oral
histories To date, however, the potential of literary studies to
articulate and analyse the perspectives of communities affected
by DIDR has not been explored. Taking the literature of the
Nubian minority as a case study, this paper will examine how
'displacement narratives' shed light on the factors leading to
social disarticulation in resettlement sites, placing national
development priorities in a wider critical context and challenging
hegemonic national(ist) discourses about the Aswan High Dam
and its benefits.

Jonathan
Sticky Note
Rejected set by Jonathan
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Multiple displacements in an agro-ecological zone: A case study
in the backdrop of Vallarpadam International Container
Terminal, Cochin, Kerala, India
Chitra Karunakaran Prasanna (DPhil Candidate, Tata Institute of
Social Sciences, India)

The present paper focuses on the local narratives of
displacement as a result of state acquisition and conversion of
productive wetland habitats across seven villages for road
connectivity to Vallarpadam International Container
Transshipment Terminal Project (ICTT) in Cochin, Kerala, India.
The local narratives of the resultant social and environmental
insecurity gain significance since they are otherwise subdued by
the global narrative of huge investments and economic growth
that ICTT, India’s first global hub terminal inaugurated in 2011, is
about to bring in the development map of Kerala. The nature
and characteristics of the resultant land use change in a
productive wetland region with alternate prawn and pokkali
(local and traditional variety of salt resistant and water logging
resistant paddy) cultivation and the multiple displacements that
resulted are subject to detailed analysis in the paper. The
objectives of the paper are to explore the micro-politics of the
procedures involved in land acquisition by the state and also to
throw light into the different forms of displacement in the region
by analysing the local narratives of loss and displacement. The
matter for the paper is drawn from a recently concluded ten
month long field study (PhD work) conducted in the region.

Forging avenues for rights-claiming in a rule of law vacuum:
Community responses to development-induced displacement
and resettlement (DIDR) in rural Burma
Jill Kavanagh (Karen Human Rights Group, Thailand/Burma)

This paper considers the extent to which community responses
to DIDR in Burma are forging informal but nonetheless viable
avenues for rights-claiming, despite a continued State failure to
implement meaningful protection norms. Using examples drawn
from thousands of interviews conducted by the Karen Human
Rights Group (KHRG) since 1992, this paper argues that strong
community action to navigate local power dynamics and
negotiate for unofficial remedies, championed in some cases by
an increasingly more active domestic media, is forging new and
promising avenues for informal rights-claiming. Recent
legislative reforms have done little to address challenges that
compound unilateral and uncompensated DIDR for villagers in
rural and remote areas, such as: an opaque, corrupt and
expensive land registration process; permissible land-grabbing;
and a wholesale lack of standard best practices during project
implementation. Throughout 2012, villagers interviewed by
KHRG have continued to describe their forced displacement by
government and non-state actors without compensation,
consultation or often notification, to make way for inter alia
eight dams, five large-scale coal and gold mines, as well as the
Dawei (Tavoy) deep-sea port. Given the fact that even well-
framed legislative reform will reach rural ethnic areas last, local
rights-claiming strategies such as negotiation, collective action,
non-compliance, public protest, complaint to authorities, and
reporting to media or external observers, are in some cases
operating effectively to stem the yawning rule of law shortfall in
rural Burma.

Policy and consequences of conservation-induced
displacement: critical analyse of Batwa Pygmies case in
Rwanda
Nina Mocior (DPhil Candidate, University of Warsaw, Poland)

The paper examines in detail the impact on livelihoods of
conservation-induced displacement of Batwa Pygmies in
Rwanda. They used to live at the outskirts of tropical forests in
Rwanda, which became Virunga National Park. Understanding
the prior social position of already-marginalized “forest people”
it is crucial to show the impact of displacement for their physical,
cultural and spiritual survival, as well as objective ability to live
within the host society. The paper evaluates post-displacement
policy of the government and NGOs who are in charge of
conservation and tourism programs currently. The controversies
in policy-making and interests of organizations working in gorilla-
tourism business give more perspectives on the actual situation.
Relocation program was ineffective and basically never existed.
They were not re-located but dis-located and left with no
assistance. The result of resettlement policy of the already-
marginalized brings negative livelihood outcomes as they are
exceptions to land right, schooling and employment –
discriminated and ignored in decision-making process in
Rwandan society with still existent post-genocide problems.
Example of the Batwa shows that reservation-induced
resettlement has crucial implications for social justice and right
to development and life with dignity.

Panel 3: Global governance

Discussant: Professor Jay Drydyk

Toward a Rights-based Approach to Safeguard Policies:
Examining the World Bank’s Safeguard Policy on Involuntary
Resettlement
Dr. Kate Hoshour , Emily Joiner, Joanna Levitt (International
Accountability Project, USA)

In the past decade since the World Bank adopted its current
Safeguard Policy on Involuntary Resettlement in 2001, rates of
unjust development-forced eviction and land-grabbing have
reached crisis levels across the Global South. This paper argues
that the Bank’s policy is based on out-dated policy tools that fail
to effectively address this global human rights crisis, and
addresses three aspects of current Bank policy in which change
is particularly essential if it is to ensure a rights-based approach
to projects involving displacement. The paper draws upon
international human rights law, recent research on
compensation and impact assessment, and the author’s
experiences in engaging in World Bank Group policy reviews.

The responsibility of international aid agencies: a duty to care?
Benoit Mayer (DPhil candidate, National University of Singapore,
Singapore)

Development projects frequently affect the rights of many, most
obviously in cases of ill-planned or mismanaged resettlement
programs associated to dams. There is no doubt that today’s
international law compels development agencies – be they
national or multinational institutions – to respect human rights
wherever they intervene. Reflecting a trend toward
“accountability,” multilateral development banks have adopted
internal rules and review mechanisms, but those remain
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insufficient in many ways. Those who are unduly affected by
development projects do not have any effective remedy through
any existing institution. It is more than time to establish
institutions that would implement the responsibility of
development agencies for breaches of human rights, ensuring
that development actors care about the consequences of their
activities.

Protection against development-induced displacement in
international law
Dr. Michèle Morel (Ghent University, Belgium)

From an international human rights perspective, the situation of
forced evictions of people in the name of development is
problematic. The forced removal of people from their homes
negatively affects a broad range of human rights and, by
dismantling what people have built up over months, years and
sometimes decades, creates a high risk of impoverishment.
While international organizations and business companies,
including financial institutions and the United Nations, have a
role to play in the prevention of unjust forced evictions, states
bear the primary responsibility for securing the rights of their
citizens.

This paper examines to what extent international human rights
law guarantees protection against displacement caused by large-
scale development projects such as dam constructions, housing
infrastructure and city renovations, thereby clarifying that forced
evictions can lawfully only be carried out in exceptional
circumstances and with respect for a number of procedural and
other guarantees. This analysis furthermore reveals the
existence of an emerging free-standing ‘right not to be arbitrarily
displaced’ in international law.

Responsibility to prevent development-induced displacements –
defining the monitoring role of the Conference of state parties
in article 14(1) of the Kampala Convention
Romola Adeola (Master’s student, University of Pretoria, South
Africa)

One interesting point which resonates from the provision of
article 10 of the African Union Convention for the Protection and
Assistance of Internally Displaced Persons in Africa (the Kampala
Convention) is that it creates an obligation on states to prevent
development-induced displacements. In light of this obligation,
African state parties are to ensure that development projects
that are likely to cause internal displacements are prevented.
While article 10(1) of the Convention creates this legal
obligation, article 14(1) recognises the role of the Conference of
State Parties (the Conference) in monitoring states’ compliance
with the provision of article 10 of the Convention. This paper
examines the nature of the monitoring role of the Conference in
relation to the provision of article 10(1) of the Convention.

Panel 4: Activism, losses and
achievements

Discussant: Professor Ted Downing

Women and Development-Forced Evictions: Realities,
Responses and Solidarity
Dr. Heather P. Bedi (Freie University, Germany) and Joanna Levitt
(International Accountability Project, USA)

The loss of land, livelihoods and home associated with
displacement frequently has profound impacts on people, with

women particularly vulnerable to violence, impoverishment and
marginalization. Lessons gleaned broadly from the gendered
experiences of displacement offer insights to those evicted and
dispossessed for development projects. Drawing from recent
interviews with activists, communities and rights defenders, we
highlight gendered perspectives and forms of contestation.
These contributions are informed by engagements by the
International Accountability Project (IAP) with women rights
defenders working around the world for justice related to
development-forced evictions. Based on the experience of IAP’s
partners in Asia and Latin America, we analyse how women
activists and associations play powerful roles in campaigns to
assess project impacts and demand related corporate and state
accountability. The paper concludes with insights on how
applied research and solidarity across boundaries can support,
rather than undermine, women’s leadership on these pressing
issues.

Activists in Urban Involuntary Resettlement
Professor Dolores Koenig (American University, USA)

This paper focuses on the role of activists in urban involuntary
resettlement. Activists have played quite diverse roles, but their
effect on urban resettlement has not been well studied or
understood. Based on short-term fieldwork in five cities in India
and West Africa in 2008 as well as documentary sources from
other areas, this paper looks at the activities and impacts of
urban activists. The first section discusses resistance to
involuntary resettlement, the extent to which activism against
resettlement builds upon existing organizational structures,
strategies used to fight against displacement and resettlement,
and the venues in which they are pursued. The second section
looks at the extent to which activism has been successful in
stopping or changing urban displacement and resettlement;
activists have been relatively unsuccessful at stopping specific
projects that provoke displacement, but they have been
instrumental in modifying resettlement programs and in
pressuring policy changes. The third section discusses the
involvement of activist groups in resettlement organizations. The
concluding section of the paper looks at possible ways to include
activists in resettlement projects. Existing policies tend to
conceptualize activists instrumentally, but activists, even those
who work with resettlement organizations, tend to resist this
role. They see themselves as partners in decision making about
development. Involving activists in this way requires a more
democratic approach to involuntary resettlement planning and
implementation.

Interrogating Developmental Disparity and Displacement in
India: A Study of Land Acquisition for Mining and Resistance
Movements in Jharkhand and Chhattisgarh
Professor Ravi Ranjan (University of Delhi, India)

This research paper seeks to analyse displacement due to land
acquisition for mining projects, violent conflict and resistance
movements against uneven and exclusionary developmental
process initiated by Indian state in collaboration with corporate
capital in two mineral rich and tribal populated states of
Jharkhand and Chhattisgarh. In India development is one of the
constitutive elements of nation building process, however, with
the growth of Indian economy the trajectory of growth is also
resulting in uneven development with disparity, displacement
and destitution which forces economically and socially
marginalized people to struggle for their survival. Unparalleled
inequality, loss of dignity, massive displacement and exclusion of
poor from socio-economic and political life is preparing ground
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for outgrowth of violent resistance movements in Jharkhand and
Chhattisgarh. Some of these movements are associated with left
and ultra-left parties. The Government of India has marked
many of affected districts by these movements as the Red
Corridor.

Development-Induced Displacement and Contemporary
People’s Movements in India: A Case Study of Odisha State
Dr. Sahu Mrutuyanjaya (Jawaharlal Nehru University, India)

Over the last two decades, displacement caused by large
development projects has resulted in a transfer of resources
from the weaker section of society to the privileged ones. Mega
dams, thermal power plant, mining and industrial projects create
victims of development. People in various regions of India have
been staging issue based nonviolent movements to protect their
environment, livelihoods, and way of life. In the era of
liberalisation, privatisation and globalisation, a sizeable number
of mineral processing industrial units are investing in mineral-
rich state of Odisha. As a result, there has been a large
involuntary displacement of marginalized sections including
tribals. Contemporary Odisha is witnessing a wide number of
micro-level people’s movements against large scale
industrialisation, construction of big dams and other similar
development projects. These movements have challenged the
accepted notion of technocratic development, as it has turned
out to be destructive, divisive and unsustainable. This paper
looks into the contemporary movements led by the local people
against the mining industry in respect of UAIL at Kashipur,
Vedanta at Lanjigarh and POSCO at Jagatsinghpur in Odisha. The
field survey was carried out in these regions in order to
understand people’s perceptions regarding mining industry as an
anti-development activity. An attempt has been made in this
paper to identify the factors contributing to the emergence of
people’s movements and the strategies adopted by the local
communities in order to draw the attention of the institutions of
governance for protecting the livelihoods and rights. Finally, the
paper presents a summary of observations and outcomes of
people’s movements.

Panel 5: Power and capacity

Discussant: Susanna Price

Contesting post-apartheid urban displacement: the struggle for
the Warwick Market in Durban
Professor Brij Maharaj (University of KwaZulu-Natal, South
Africa)

In the urban literature on South Africa, considerable attention
has focused on forced displacement, relocation and the
destruction of integrated communities under apartheid.
However, the Warwick Avenue Triangle (WAT), an inner city
community, and one of the oldest mixed residential areas in
Durban, defied the apartheid state's strategies to destroy it.

It would appear that in the post-apartheid era, the Durban
Metro is attempting to succeed where apartheid failed. The
public outcry against the Durban Metro’s plans to destroy the
historic Early Morning Market (EMM), displace poor traders from
the Warwick Avenue area and deny them their livlihoods reveal
significant continuities between the apartheid and democratic
eras, and is the focus of this paper. Following Patkar (2009:xiii), a
key argument is that such displacements “sacrifice human, social
and cultural relations and destroy livelihoods”.

The sustained opposition to the destruction of the iconic EMM
and the forced displacement of traders has been unprecedented
in democratic South Africa. It has also re-invigorated critical
public debate and dissent in Durban. Traders, street vendors,
unions, civics, NGOS, architects, planners, academics and
researchers have been united in condemning the destruction
and displacement as this would adversely affect the livelihoods
and heritage of black communities in the city.

While the poor and the disadvantaged in Warwick Avenue were
largely marginalised through limited participatory opportunities,
a positive outcome in opposing displacement has been the
emergence of non-racial solidarity, a bane to those who
demonstrate a callous disregard for the needs of the poor, and
who are used to defending mediocrity.

The paper will examine the fatally flawed public participation
process; disregard for heritage and cultural factors; resurgence
of racial stigmatization; apartheid style forced displacement;
implications for livelihoods; and the failure of public-private
partnerships in Durban.

Assessing Institutionalized capacities for reducing the Impact of
Development induced Displacement in India
Professor Sujit Kumar Mishra (Council for Social Development,
India)

The institutional mechanisms in terms of activities like act,
policies and schemes for development induced displaced
population, adopted by the Indian Government cannot be
condemned blindly. The mechanism has both positive as well as
negative points. Also a consequent association of civil society
organizations in the issue of displacement and mainly the
agitations and resistance to displacement brought this issue of
grass root level participation, authenticity in the system and
symmetry in the information to the fore which further questions
the authority of planners and policy makers at different levels.
The entire paper is based on the following research questions –
(i) what are the existing institutional mechanisms that attempt
to regulate development induced displacement in India? and
(ii)what is the impact of regulatory institutions and mechanisms
in India?

Evidences based on field experience, review of documents and
analyses of secondary information have hinted at improved
institutional performances such as different amendments in the
rehabilitation policy, land acquisition act, component of Social
Impact Assessment (SIA) in the new policy, imparting training to
the displaced people and good infrastructure facilities in some of
the rehabilitation centres. This paper identifies several
institutional incapacities in terms of weak extension services,
poor coordination across administrative bodies, dysfunctional
relationship between the planner and the affected groups, poor
implementation and skewed government intervention which
leads to suboptimal output. Hence, it is suggested that in order
to improve the status of rehabilitation, it is necessary that a
system be created for increasing preparedness at all levels i.e.
government, civil society and community to effectively
reactivate these institutions in performing the roles they are
intended for.
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Development Finance Perspectives: policies, practice, puzzles,
and priority topics for researchers
Dr. Jill Shankleman (JSL Consulting/Woodrow Wilson
International Center for Scholars, UK/USA) and Karin Verstralen
(FMO – Dutch Development Bank, Netherlands)

This paper presents a view on current practice, trends and key
research gaps from the perspective of practitioners working in
development finance. Private sector projects can have
resettlement impacts ranging from several thousands of people
moved to different homes and fields to a small number of
artisanal fishermen and fish traders losing access to coastal
fishing grounds and marketplaces. Banks have started to
identify ‘involuntary resettlement’ as an important project risk,
and as something that unless done well can undermine
development benefits.

This paper sets out the policies of development banks. This
includes a focus on physical and economic displacement and
policies regarding consultation with affected people. It outlines
how development banks implement policies, and the issues that
are difficult to handle, such as gender impacts, and effective
livelihood restoration programmes.

The second part focuses on emerging issues and areas where
practitioners would benefit from research input. One gap is on
longitudinal studies. There is not enough work researching the
long-term outcomes of resettlement. Another issue is the
impact of human rights concepts. Up to now, the underlying
philosophy of resettlement management – driven largely by
World Bank thinking in the 1990s – is conservative. Where
possible, people should be compensated with ‘land for land’, and
the goal should be that people are ‘no worse off’ than before
resettlement. Does a human rights lens, as provoked by the UN
Framework and Guiding Principles on Business and Human
Rights, open up opportunities for a more development –oriented
approach that uses imposed change as a launch board for
dialogue with communities on their development.

Using political economy to improve resettlement theory and
practice. Methodological considerations from the study of the
Polavaram dam in Andhra Pradesh
Dr. Chiara Mariotti (University of Bath, UK)

This paper argues that the analytical and diagnostic power of the
Impoverishment Risks and Reconstruction model could be
improved by its nesting into a political economy approach which
considers the structural factors and endogenous processes
which are likely to affect the outcomes of resettlement
programmes in each specific context.

In particular, the paper adopts a political economy approach
based on the notion of adverse incorporation in order to
investigate the case of the Polavaram dam in Andhra Pradesh,
whose construction started in 2004 and will lead to the
submersion of 177 villages and the displacement of 200,000
people. On the grounds of fieldwork data, it finds that the
resettlement of the Polavaram displaced population will come
with an alteration of the terms of access to the sources of
livelihood, and that this in turn will produce an increase in
landlessness, fragmentation of landholdings and causalisation of
labour. That is, resettlement, through its interaction with local-
specific factors, will have important dynamic consequences
which ultimately will lead to the adverse incorporation of the
displaced population into the local process of economic
development.

Panel 6: Multiple risks and
displacements

Discussant: Professor Michael Webber

A comparison of mental health and quality of life in
development induced resettled and native communities in rural
settings of Southern province of Sri Lanka
Dr. Suranga Dolamulla (Health Ministry, Sri Lanka), Dr. Pathma
Kumar Wickramasinghe (Health Ministry, Sri Lanka), Anura
Chandrasiri (International Organization for Migration, Sri Lanka)

Since 10 million people worldwide are displaced yearly due to
development projects which boosted interest in the human
health, assessment of mental health status (MHS) and quality of
life (QoL) is important. A cross sectional study was conducted to
assess the MHS and QoL among development induced resettled
persons (DIRP) and native communities (NC) to develop a health
care programme to resettled population in Hambantota district
of Sri Lanka. in 2012 . A pre-tested, anonymous and interviewer
administrated questionnaire which based on basic demographic
data, , Mini International Neuropsychiatric Interview (MINI)and
WHO Quality of life (WHO QOL BREF ) was administrated to 168
DIRP and 180 NC using random sampling technique. It was
found that DIRP had poor MH and QoL compared to NC. There is
a need for a comprehensive national policy to address the
complex underlying factors.

Expectation, risk perception, and coping among the Three
Gorges Resettlers in China
Professor Juan Xi (University of Akron, USA)

Millions of people are forced to relocate each year around the
world to make way for developmental projects such as dams,
highways, and commercial centres. To minimize the negative
effects commonly associated with the relocation, literature
emphasizes policy makers’ adequate risk evaluation and
prevention. Less effort has been made to understand the effects
of risk perception of the relocatees on their own relocation
outcome. This study was devoted to the understanding of the
role of relocatees’ risk perception in their mental health
experiences. Using data collected pre-and post- relocation on a
sample of Chinese who were relocated to make way for the
Three Gorges Dam Project, this study confirmed the hypothesis
that risk perception is beneficial to individual relocatees. The
lack of risk perception is associated with higher levels of
relocation-related depressive symptoms while risk perception
reduces depressive symptoms by enabling relocatees to mobilize
more protective resources and coping mechanisms.

Shelter before Income: Factors affecting the recovery of
livelihoods of people affected by the Southern Transport
Development Project in Sri Lanka
Mansi Kumarasiri (Centre for Poverty Analysis, Sri Lanka)

The Southern Transport Development Project (STDP) is Sri
Lanka’s first controlled Expressway. The project displaced
approximately 1,338 families, while close to 4000 people lost
agricultural and other land and further 550 people were affected
due to acquisition of their workplace. Being the first road project
with the largest intensity of displacement, the project stands out
for its generally positive relocation experience when compared
to other development induced displacement incidents in Sri
Lanka.
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A key finding from the monitoring of resettlement activities of
the project is that while living standards were restored to
previous or better levels, affected livelihoods were slower to
recover. These included both agricultural and commercial
livelihoods, where the land on which the livelihood took place
can be considered the base (foundation). Uprooting from the
foundation has meant disruption to not only to the business
setting but also to the socio cultural setting of the livelihood.

Low compensation, taking less account of business loss, and
payment in multiple installments contributed to discouraging
reinvestment, commonly seen in both agricultural and
commercial livelihoods recovery. Livelihoods are also shaped by
various socio economic factors such as proximity to residence,
labour, supplier and market linkages which have a strong link
with the land on which the livelihood was functioning and which
are difficult to replace overnight. The paper draws from a mixed
method analysis to shed light on the process of loss and
replacement of livelihoods, to inform policy and practice.

Resettlement and Dynamics of Socio-Economic and Community
Change in Jebba, Nigeria Professor Raphael Olawepo
(University of Ilorin, Nigeria)

Resettlement in Jebba, Nigeria resulted from the construction of
Jebba Lake in the 80s to allow for construction of a new
hydroelectric dam on the River Niger. Consequently, about 6,000
rural residents from 42 villages were evacuated and resettled
into 21 planned settlements in new upland locations.
Resettlement was used as a tool for accelerated rural
development with provision of some social infrastructure. The
study sought the reactions of about 30% of people involved in
resettlement about their post resettlement adjustment and
experience. The study revealed that: Scattered rural settlements
have been brought together to form larger communities where
provision of infrastructure has been well appreciated. The Socio-
economic lives of the evacuees were also affected positively.
Despite these, evacuees identified areas of deprivations several
years after resettlement. Some of these include occupational
dislocations, disruption of economy, loss of property, cultural
affiliation and historical attachment among others.

Panel 7: Gaps in Policy and Practice

Discussant: Professor Stefano Anzellini

Evaluating the impact of the Global Reporting Initiative on
development-induced displacement and resettlement in Papua
New Guinea (PNG): The case of Exxon Mobil’s PNG LNG Project
Dr. Scott Flower (University of Melbourne, Australia)

This paper examines the resettlement operations of Exxon
Mobil’s PNG LNG project in Papua New Guinea (PNG) to evaluate
the strengths and weaknesses of the Global Reporting Initiative
(GRI) as a Corporate Social Responsibility and Sustainability
Reporting Framework for development-induced displacement.

Dr Flower draws on fieldwork data collected in Hela province,
PNG in 2011 to analyse the ways in which GRI has affected the
way Exxon’s PNG subsidiary (Esso Highlands Limited) has
managed the resettlement process. The case study highlights an
array of practical challenges faced by one of the world’s largest
resource extractive corporations and its efforts to meet the
governance obligations of GRI for the first time in the company’s
history.

PNG LNG represents the first time Exxon Mobil has decided to
borrow extensively from international financial institutions (IFIs)
to take a project through to production. The company has had
to adjust its usual approach significantly in order to effectively
interact with traditional landowners and meet GRIs stricter
operational requirements to avoid facing financial penalties from
the IFIs.

The case study also touches on important issues such as the
compensation and benefits for landowners, pre-existing
internally displaced people who were not ‘settled’ prior to the
project, whether resettlement has been successful, and the way
landowners interact with the company and settle disputes. Thus
the paper explores some of the gaps between policy and
practice regarding resettlement and the GRI Framework. It
bridges research and practice by providing a critical reflection on
current practice and policies.

“Resettlement with Development” Through Global
Governance: Is it Possible?
Susanna Price (Australian National University, Australia)

The United Nations’ Basic Principles and Guidelines on
Development-based Evictions and Displacement (2007) assign to
the state multifaceted “principal obligations” for applying human
rights and humanitarian norms for DFDR. Yet private sector
financing from international capital markets increasingly fuels
investments in the developing world through a global project
finance model, shifting responsibilities from states to the private
sector in planning and implementation. As states deregulate,
privatize, and endeavour to enhance their national
competitiveness, they may use legal instruments for land
acquisition in the public interest, such as eminent domain, to
benefit the private sector. Whilst state policy and legal
frameworks are changing, legal instruments seldom recognise
those displaced without title to land; and rarely go beyond
compensation to improve livelihoods and living standards
through benefit-sharing or other mechanisms to address
“resettlement with development”. In light of these shifts, who is
responsible for “resettlement with development”? Does global
governance offer the best hope for fair treatment for people
displaced by development investments? Global governance
encompasses state laws and regulations but goes beyond them
to include international regulations and private mechanisms
such as voluntary codes of conduct, for example, the Equator
Principles for financial institutions. There are limitations − global 
governance lacks legally enforceable standards; voluntary codes
lack public transparency and accountability. International
organisations require compliance with their own DFDR policies
for investments they finance, yet their projects comprise only a
fraction of investments in the developing world. Reflecting on
these limitations to global governance, I ask: is “resettlement
with development” possible?

Evaluating Approaches for Enhancing Livelihood Security for
Dam-Displaced Populations in Vietnam
Professor Jane Singer (Kyoto University, Japan)

In recent years the Vietnamese government has enacted
increasingly generous pro-poor legislation to benefit residents
displaced by hydropower dam construction. Yet affected
residents continue to suffer impoverishment, in part due to the
poor productivity of replacement agricultural land, insufficient
support from local government, and low absorptive capacity of
displaced farmers for learning new skills and livelihood
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strategies. This paper critically examines several recent initiatives
in Vietnam that promise to promote more stable livelihoods for
displaced populations and to expand participation in
resettlement decision-making for residents as well as for civil
society. The first is an Asian Development Bank-initiated project
that prioritizes gender empowerment and participation and
establishes an inclusive stakeholders’ management committee.
Although this project offers residents rare opportunities for
adjudication of grievances, it raises concerns over the rise of
intra-village schisms and local implications of generous
compensation levels. The second focus is a pilot payment for
environmental services (PES) project for hydroelectric revenue-
sharing to fund village-managed forest protection, while a third
group of projects, initiated by universities and NGOs, promotes
improved access by displaced villagers to adjacent forests and
reallocation of state forest land. The researchers examine the
potential for NGOs and IFIs to ameliorate some of the problems
caused by inadequate local governance. They conclude that
these projects show merit for replication both domestically and
in other developing nations, but they face continued
institutional and budgetary shortcomings.

Bittersweet Harvest: A case study on the displacement impacts
of EU trade policy in Cambodia
David Pred (Inclusive Development International, USA) and
Michelle Nuijen (Independent Researcher, Netherlands)

In recent years, there has been a surge in forced displacement
resulting from land concessions for industrial sugar plantations
in Cambodia. Motivated by the EU preferential trade initiative,
Everything But Arms (EBA), Thai sugar companies have
partnered with a Cambodian ruling party senator and tycoon to
produce raw sugar in Cambodia for duty-free export to Europe.
While the EU promotes the EBA as benefiting the poor through
job creation from export-led growth, the case of Cambodia’s
rapidly expanding sugar industry tells a different story. This
paper examines the findings of in-depth interviews, household
surveys and focus group discussions with Cambodian farmers
from three provinces who lost their land due to industrial sugar
development and assesses the impacts of displacement on
affected people’s human right to an adequate standard of living.
The paper also describes their attempts to seek redress from the
European Commission and the barriers that they have faced in
doing so. The paper argues that even preferential trade
agreements with explicit poverty reduction aims carry risks of
devastating human rights impacts and should thus be
accompanied by appropriate human rights safeguards to avoid
and mitigate their realization.

Panel 8: Urban DIDR

Discussant: Narae Choi

Behind the Clouds: A Critical Discourse on Urban Poor
Displacement in so called Developing Metropolises
Matt Mustahid Husain (DPhil Candiate, University of British
Columbia, Canada)

Using post-colonial and neo-colonial perspectives, this paper will
present a comparative analysis of literature to determine the
extent to which governmentality (Foucault 1979; Rose 2000,
2010) and structural violence (Farmer 2003; Scheper-Hughes
1992; Springer 2010) facilitate the efficacy of urban
impoverished displacement in co called developing

metropolises. Critics argue cultural hegemony (Gramsci 1971;
Said 1993) and homogenization (Appadurai 1990) influence neo-
liberal measures, however, lack of accountability, structuring and
restructuring in governance (Larner 2000) and lack of adequate
local representation (Appadurai 2006; Chakrabarty 1992; Li
1999; Said 1978, 1993; Wolf 1988) constantly result in failing to
empower and re-empower the have-nots in the metropolises
(Sen 1999; Springer 2010; Young 2003; Yunus 2006).

Arguably, neo-liberal measures yield inequality (Bhabha 2004;
Mosse 2010; Stiglitz 2012) while not alleviating abject poverty
(Easterly 2006; Ferguson 1990). In Dhaka, the capital of
Bangladesh, most of city’s approximately 14.25 million (CIA
2012) residents live in an estimated four thousand unauthorized
slums and squatter settlements (bustees) (Paul 2007). In
addition, urbanization causes in situ and later ex situ
displacement (Feldman and Geisler 2011). Meanwhile an out-
migration of Bangladeshis, mainly as migrant workers, has
produced a mass exodus of 743 per cent emigration over the
figures for the early 1990s (Census 2011). The story in other
metropolises is no different.

In this paper, we will review the costs of neoliberal reforms that
privatized and decentralized forms of rule that were once part of
local governance with accountability to a centralized system. In
addition, we will address examples from the non-accountable
nature of local governmentality that widens the gap between
the controllers and controlled. Finally, this paper will provide
insights to develop guidelines for better governance that liberate
and empower the urban impoverished in so called developing
metropolises.

The Charming City: the Impact of Forced Relocation on Phnom
Penh’s Urban Poor
Philippa McMahon (DPhil Candidate, SOAS, UK)

The consistent and systematic abuse of land, housing and
property rights in Cambodia denote the most serious violation of
human rights for a country ripped apart by genocide and civil
war less than twenty years ago. After the extreme communal
living conditions of Khmer Rouge 1975-1979, land grabbing was
rampant until an attempt at land registration orchestrated by the
World Bank in 2002. However this process was unsuccessful and
failed to appease land conflicts across the country. Nowhere
illustrates the brutality or controversy of forced resettlement
more so than the capital of Cambodia, Phnom Penh. The impact
of forced resettlement on poor urban residents, often illegal and
frequently violent, has yet to be fully understood. This paper will
present the impact of forced resettlement on urban poor
residents. Household livelihood data from four forced
resettlement sites will be compared, analysed and presented.

Resettlement experiences of the unrecognised urban poor in
Chennai city
Priti Narayan (Institute of Financial Management and Research
(IFMR), India)

No slum has been officially recognized in Chennai, India for the
last 28 years. Informal settlements have been indiscriminately
evicted due to development projects and resettled in large
tenemental colonies outside the city. However, research so far
has not thrown light on whether a uniform procedure for
eviction and resettlement exists in the city, especially in the
absence of formal status for slums. This paper attempts to
document and understand this by cataloguing different
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experiences of eviction and relocation experienced by different
communities in two sites. It then compares and analyses the
experiences across the various stages of eviction and
resettlement, and finds that these experiences are inconsistent
and do not map onto the existing limited policy. It finds that
because of the legal grey area they lie in, informal settlements
are subject to processes of eviction and resettlement that are de
facto, arbitrary and inconsistent across different development
projects. Further, it attempts to understand the patterns in these
variations are, the factors that might have caused these
variations, and ultimately, what could constitute as ideal a
resettlement experience as possible.

Panel 9: Compensation Reconsidered

Discussant: Dr Susan Tamondong

“They are not family, they just live with us!” Exploring the
practical, social and ethical implications of defining the
displaced household
Pierre Gouws (Golder Associates, South Africa)

In resettlement processes, the household is usually considered
the unit of entitlement and typically forms the base around
which resettlement is planned. However, the very definition of
what constitutes a household is fraught with social, legislative,
perceptual and semantic influences. Polygamous households,
for example, offer unique challenges on how a “household”
should be defined. With potentially numerous households living
under one household head, ensuring that resettlement does not
result in hardship necessitates detailed and complex
resettlement planning. In some countries, compound owners
are commonly used as the unit of entitlement. Numerous
“households” may be living in a compound, although these
households may not be tied by familial bonds. In several cases,
tenants live in the house but are not considered part of the
household.

Ultimately this poses a theoretical and practical problem to
resettlement practitioners. What should the unit of entitlement
be that will receive resettlement assistance? How do we ensure
resettlement planning is practical but does not leave any person
or household worse off? Is it more practical to define the unit of
entitlement as project-affected persons? How does resettlement
planning impact the unit of entitlement?

This paper attempts to explore the practical complexities
associated with the various definitions of the household and
other units of entitlement. The practical implications of these
definitions during resettlement planning are illustrated by using
specific resettlement examples from countries in Africa. The
paper concludes with critical questions to the resettlement
practitioner community and offers suggestions to close the gap
between theory and practice.

Multiple Risks and Intra household Characteristics: A Study on
the Relocation Outcomes of Households in Various Phases of
Displacement and Relocation in India
Professor Jeena Thathamath Srinivasan (Centre for Economic
and Social Studies, India)

Against the backdrop of the recent ‘Land Acquisition,
Rehabilitation and Resettlement Bill, 2011’ introduced in India,
this paper examines the experience of about 1070 households

who are in different stages of displacement and resettlement in
the country. These households are drawn from 14 villages
belonging to 7 mandals of East Godavari, West Godavari and
Khammam districts in Andhra Pradesh, India and is categorised
into three groups. The first group comprised of villages that are
fully displaced and resettled; the second are presently in a
partial phase of displacement and resettlement and; the villages
that are yet to be displaced but where some of the official
formalities with regard to displacement have been started form
the third group. Using descriptive statistics and a multinomial
logit model, the paper argues to consider multiple risks on
discrete categories of affected households by linking their intra
household characteristics in designing resettlement and
rehabilitation policies in order to prevent or minimize negative
relocation outcomes.

Land versus Cash versus No Compensation: Experiences in
Tahtali Dam, Turkey
Dr. Irge Satiroglu (Independent resettlement consultant, Turkey)

In 1996, Tahtali Dam impounded eight settlements and displaced
around 7500 people from 1400 households. The hitherto
inadequate laws, when misapplied, effectively sorted the
displacees into three groups: (1) state-resettled families with
houses and land, (2) cash compensated persons, and (3)
uncompensated displacees who were forced to move out of
their homes empty-handed. Based on household surveys and in-
depth interviews conducted with 244 dam-displaced families
and 76 households from a control group (a nearby village) that
was not affected by the dam, this study explores how different
types of compensation, or absence of it, transformed the lives
and livelihoods in Tahtali. The results suggest that the state-
resettled households, who were asked to remain in place for 10
years, did not do as good as the cash-compensated families in
terms of restoring their livelihoods. Concerning education of
their youngsters, they did even worse than the uncompensated
households. Whilst restricting the movement of state-resettled
households is almost a universal implementation, the findings
suggest that “mobility” is indeed amongst the foremost
resources of displaced people to re-establish their lives and
livelihoods. Enforcement to remain in place therefore becomes a
second damnification for those who were once forced to leave
their place.

Resettlement by Dam Construction in 10 Asian Cases
Dr. Mikiyasu Nakayama (University of Tokyo, Japan)

Implications of resettlement in ten Asian cases were examined
by an international research project. Livelihood rehabilitation of
resettlers was examined in total of 10 dams built, in Indonesia (4
cases), Japan (2 cases), Laos (2 cases), Sri Lanka (1 case) and
Turkey (1 case). Many similarities were found among cases.
Useful lessons for projects in future were learned. For example,
resettlers were found not only concerned about their livelihood
after resettlement, but were very considerate about future of
their children. They tended to select the destination of
resettlement from the viewpoint of providing their children with
better education rather than the viewpoint of their income or
livelihood after resettlement. It was also found that many
resettlers, including those in Japan, hope to relocate into their
destination along with their neighbours, not separately from
others. Resettlers felt uncomfortable when more than one
ethnic groups were “merged” into one village after resettlement.
Lack of forestry or farmland after resettlement was observed in
many cases. Provision of national forests for resettlers was
instrumental in some cases for their livelihood rehabilitation.
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Giving permissions for resettlers to use national forest was also
very effective to increase income of resettlers. In some cases,
resettlers stopped farming and moved to distant cities because
no picture was given about future of their vicinities. Clear
picture of their vicinities after dam construction should have
been shown to resettlers, so that they could consider relocating
to vicinities, not to distant cities.

Panel 10: Understudied aspects

Discussant: Professor Margarita Serje

Dams, environmental change and displacement: competing
perspectives in the Lower Zambezi River valley, Mozambique
Dr. Alex Arnall (University of Reading, UK)

While a considerable body of literature exists on the upstream
impacts of dam-induced displacement on people due to
reservoir creation, far less is known about the downstream
effects on lives and livelihoods resulting from longer-term
changes to river systems, particularly flooding patterns. Drawing
on key informant interviews and livelihoods research conducted
in 2011 and 2012, this paper examines the impacts of floods on
communities in the Lower Zambezi River valley, Mozambique,
since 2007, and their subsequent resettlement by government in
higher, less fertile areas of land. The dominant narrative of
environmental change in the region views worsening flood
impacts as a result of increasingly ‘erratic’ weather patterns,
caused in part by climate change. However, a competing
counter-narrative has emerged in recent years to highlight the
role of the Cahora Bassa dam in significantly increasing the
susceptibility of people living downstream to sudden
inundations by altering the annual flow characteristics of the
river, thereby hindering small-scale farmers’ abilities to
anticipate and take advantage of the natural rise and ebb of
floodwaters. The paper charts the course of this debate over the
past five years to provide new insights into how diverse private,
governmental, non-governmental and community-based
stakeholders define and politicise conditions of uncertainty and
risk regarding the causes and consequences of displacement in
the context of complex, state-led resettlement programmes.

Differential age and gender socio economic impacts of mining
induced resettlements in Perú
Camilo León (DPhil candidate, Ecole des Hautes Études en
Sciences Sociales, France)

The expansion of mining activities in Peru has induced the
resettlement of a growing number of rural populations. Among
peasant communities resettlement involves the reduction of
pastures and arable land as well as the need to relocate houses,
neighbourhoods, and services. Although some companies use
World Bank policies for resettlement, the lack of productive
lands in the Peruvian Andes and the absence of policies in
Peruvian law lead to many communities being dispersed in both
rural and urban environments without consistent aid during the
process of adaptation to the new environment. The subsequent
impact is the weakening of previous socio economic
organizations (networks, communities) and the lack of the
cultural resources (education, skills) to adapt to the new
circumstances.

These impacts are not equal among all community members.
Segments such as young educated men can take advantage of

the compensation schemes brought by mines. Jobs and business
opportunities can be appropriated by male leaders and many of
them see these resettlements as opportunities for self-
development. However, the situation for women, elders and
children is not necessary the same.

This paper examines (through a review of related literature and
initial field work data) the differential impacts being created by
resettlements in segments of the population, divided by age and
gender. We will explore how key resources, especially land,
education and jobs, are differently controlled among men and
women as well as among children, adults and elders and how,
therefore, impacts brought by resettlement processes vary for
different members of a community.

Conservation induced displacement and host community
livelihoods: Lessons from a village study in Central India
Dr. Asmita Kabra (Ambedkar University, India)

Studies of displacement in India and across the world have
shown that the ‘host’ communities often suffer severe
impoverishment risks due to loss of resources to resettlers.
Compensation and rehabilitation policies tend to focus on
displaced households, and ameliorative measures overlook the
host community. If the host community is as marginal and
vulnerable as the displaced people, this neglect is socially unjust.
Neglect of the host community may have negative conservation
implications too, as host households adapt to loss of access to
some resources by shifting to others, sometimes illegally. The
ability to reclaim access to natural resources is unevenly
distributed within the host population. In general, the effect of
displacement as well as rehabilitation on hosts is variable across
households, and variations appear to operate along fault lines of
power and politics. This paper uses insights from the fields of
agrarian studies and political ecology to deconstruct the host
‘community’ and identify the nature and causes of these
variations. In doing so, it generates insights for displacement,
rehabilitation, conservation, agriculture and rural development
policies.

Destroying a Way of Life: Mobile Indigenous Peoples, The
Forest Rights Act of India and Land Dispossession
Indrani Sigamany (DPhil Candidate, University of York, UK)

Control of land is a source of contention among indigenous
people, governments, conservationists and extractive industries.
Forests are crucial to the existence and survival of tribals and

pastoralists in India. The competition for control of land, coupled
with a historical lack of rights of indigenous peoples, has
resulted in land dispossession and impoverishment. To address
this, the Indian Government passed the Forest Rights Act in
2006.
Using empirical evidence from India, I will critically examine,
from a socio-legal perspective, the challenges of implementing
the Forest Rights Act. The Act itself, while pushing the ‘inclusion’
paradigm within conservation thinking, is a shock to
bureaucratic structures in India such as the Indian Forest
Department, which sees its role as fighting the ‘encroachment’
of tribals, and whose attitudes towards community ranges from
apathetic to openly hostile.
In violation of human rights, state and central governments are
ignoring participatory and democratic requirements of the Act,
such as informed consent and the right to self-determination,
while handing over huge tracts of forest lands to private entities.
I will also examine the failure of governance, reflected in their
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implementation of the Act, from infringing on usufructuary
rights to illegal evictions. This begs the question of whether the
new Act increases the vulnerability of mobile indigenous peoples
rather than serving as a powerful tool for them to protect and
manage their own forests and advocate for their rights.

Panel 11: Moving Practices Forward

Discussant: Dr Irge Satiroglu

Design Method for Social Participation in Resettlement Projects
Professor Stefano Anzellini (University of the Andes, Colombia)

In most resettlement projects the resettled population is not
involved in the planning and design decisions. Decisions are
normally controlled by technical staffs which are constrained by
rigid frameworks and standards. This inertial procedure builds
up misunderstanding and has a negative impact, increasing
populations´ vulnerability. Another consequence is distrust and
non-acceptance or non-understanding, by the people, of
agencies´ investments in the resettlement projects.

A method of participatory design for resettlement projects has
been developed as a response, based on the recognition of the
community as being central stakeholders of the process. It
includes the analysis of technical standards, and also decisions
concerning environmental and urban issues of the new
settlement, and the construction of concerted proposals,
according to the different stages of the project.

This paper presents the method and also includes some findings
obtained through its application in three participatory planning
experiences in resettlements in Colombia.

REDD+, a case of conservation-induced displacement?
Exploring the limits of village level democracy in Southern
Tanzania
Andreas Scheba (DPhil candidate, University of Manchester, UK)

With a growing concern over the protection of nature, studies
on conservation-induced displacements are increasingly
important. While our knowledge is still comparatively sparse,
findings show that nature conservation has led to displacements
of millions of people from their livelihoods. But conservation has
undergone an ideological shift in recent years. Proponents now
generally proclaim their willingness to work with, rather than
against, local people to prevent social injustices of any kind.
Furthermore, the pricing and selling of nature’s services shall
lead to multiple gains that offset the losses incurred. Instead of
being the victims of conservation, the poor are now being
framed as winners. In this paper we investigate such a case by
looking at a specific REDD+ project. REDD+, which encompasses
forest conservation initiatives that are based on trading the
carbon in trees, has experienced massive attention due to its
ambitious goals and significant financial backup. Based on
fieldwork in two villages in Southern Tanzania, we analyse how a
REDD+ project results in the displacement of small-scale farmers
from land that is now under community control. We highlight
that despite genuine efforts to resolve conflicting land-use
interests, trade-offs necessarily emerge. We investigate village
level democracy in practice, and how conflicts over individual
and communal rights to access over forestland are dealt with at
the village level context. When community-based conservation
approaches gain global momentum, we emphasise that they

may as well lead to inequitable and socially unjust outcomes if
protective measures are not in place.

Displacement and Compensation-based Resettlement:
Experiences from the Jamuna Multi-purpose Bridge (JMB)
Project
Syed Al Atahar (DPhil candidate, Nagoya Sangyo University,
Japan)

In 1998, a mega-scale infrastructure project was completed in
Bangladesh, called the Jamuna Multi-purpose Bridge (JMB),
which was the largest infrastructure development project in
Bangladesh. Huge numbers of households were affected by the
project and many were displaced. Among them, only a handful
of displaced people were resettled by the project. The JMB was
the first development project in Bangladesh that included
resettlement activities as an integral part of the project and
introduced a resettlement action plan. In principle, the Revised
Resettlement Action Plan (RRAP) endorsed the primary principle
of Operational Directives (OD) 4:30 of the World Bank (WB). The
resettlement project’s core objective was to improve the living
standards of Project Affected Persons (PAPs) above their
previous level, or at least reconstruct their pre-project standard.
To meet the goals, various grants and supports were given as
compensation. The project has earned international admiration
as a good example for other projects to follow. This study
investigates the extent to which JMB’s compensation based
resettlement succeeded in reconstructing displaced households’
livelihoods and identifies
discrepancies between policy and practice. It concludes with
major findings and comparative analysis on the compensation
principle and provides opinions based on information gathered
from the field.

Financing Resettlement to Share the Project Benefits with the
Affected Population: A Study of the Three Gorges Project, China
Professor Duan Yuefang (China Three Gorges University, China)

The Three Gorges Project (TGP) is the largest water conservancy
project in the world. In order to support the resettlement of
some 1.13 million people, the Chinese government has treated
the resettlement as an opportunity for development. Policy
supporting this approach prescribes a combination of
compensation payments, additional investment and other
assistance to the affected population. Capital provided to the
region not only compensates for the losses suffered by the
resettlers but is used to re-establish their livelihoods. These
funds are raised through six channels: (1) a special fund for the
construction of the TGP; (2) revenue from Gezhouba
Hydropower Station; (3) bank loans, (4) bonds; (5) stocks; (6)
revenue generated by the operation of units of the Three Gorges
Project. Additional resettlement financing is also provided
through a number of innovative initiatives: the partnership
program, industry development fund, assistance fund for
supporting the later resettlement period and preferential
treatment to support resettlers’ rehabilitation and
reconstruction. More recently, the Chinese Government devised
a ten year plan that would support the resettlers post-
construction. The aim is to speed up the socio-economic
development of the Three Gorges Reservoir Area (TGRA). This
paper outlines these innovative financing solutions and
initiatives. It goes on to present evidence from Zigui County
which suggests that both the resettlers and the local economy
are benefiting from these efforts. This case provides important
lessons for other countries struggling with the detrimental
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impacts of development-induced displacement and
resettlement.

Panel 12: Crossroads: development and
environment-induced displacements

Discussant: Dr James Morrissey

Forced Population Displacement: Some Lessons from Dam
Constructions in China and the Czech Republic
Dr. Robert Stojanov (Academy of Science, Czech Republic)

The scale of population displacement from mega projects has
been massive and the experience gained considerable.
However, a consistent finding of studies of displacement has
been the fact that many who are displaced suffer a reduction in
their livelihoods and indeed, impoverishment as a result of the
forced migration is not uncommon. This study examines the
social and economic impacts of displacement initiated by dam
construction in China and the Czech Republic.
The Three Gorges Project Dam in China displaced nearly
2 million people in the 1990s and 2000s. At the same time in
the Czech Republic a much smaller displacement of 675 people
was created by the construction of the Slezská Harta dam.
While the scale and locations of the two dams are quite
different, the paper identifies a number of distinct similarities as
well as differences. Data from secondary sources as well as field
surveys of the displaced populations are used to assess the
social and economic impacts. These findings are drawn upon to
distil a number of key lessons relating to management of
population displacement which can contribute to developing a
knowledge base to inform future management of forced
migration, especially that associated with environmental and
climate change.

Social and Cultural Protection for Environmentally Displaced
Populations: Banaban Minority Rights in Fiji
Gil Marvel Tabucanon (DPhil candidate, Macquarie University,
Australia)

In the mid-1940s, Banaban Islanders relocated to their new
island home of Rabi Island in Fiji. The decision was the
culmination of decades of phosphate mining on Banaba in
colonial times, for the benefit of farms Australia and New
Zealand. This article examines the context and long-term
impacts of policies and legal frameworks relevant to the
Banaban resettlement. The Banaban experience is a significant
case study in that it involved relocation of an entire island
population as opposed to gradual, individual or family migration;
and the resettlement crossed international boundaries, in
contrast to internal or intra-state relocations. While the Banaban
resettlement is unique, and was contingent on peculiar colonial
and factual circumstances, it offers important lessons for long-
term effects of environmental displacements. Long-term
preparation by way of establishing trust funds and advance land
purchase and the adoption of policies favourable to preservation
of the community’s culture were the principal reasons for the
resettlement’s success. How the Banabans retained their group
identity, adopted their indigenous system of self-government,
maintained their social structures and world views are proofs of
the resettlement’s success, albeit with qualifications. However,
Banaban minority protection is no longer secure as it once
seems. Recent developments in Fiji threaten to veer away from
minority rights protection and ethnic diversity. Ethnic or cultural
minorities, including those displaced by environmental triggers,

have distinct customs, traditions and histories requiring legal
protection as well as physical and social space to thrive. The
protection of cultural diversity promoting a balance of cultural
identity retention and acculturation as a by-product of a healthy
interaction with the host society constitutes a component of
successful long-term resettlement.

Is development-forced displacement a model for displacement
caused by climate change?
Professor Michael Webber (University of Melbourne, Australia)
and Dr. Brooke Wilmsen (LaTrobe University, Australia)

It has been proposed that the theory and practice of resettling
people who are forcibly displaced by development projects
provides an appropriate model to guide the resettlement of
people who are displaced by the impacts of climate change. This
paper argues that this proposal should be treated with caution.
Forced displacement and resettlement is only one of many
possible responses to climate change; indeed, it is only one of
many possible kinds of movement: it should be used only rarely.
Development-forced resettlement practice is deeply flawed, as is
evidenced by the huge numbers of people who have been
impoverished through such projects. It is also in need of
reconceptualization – to address agency, to recognise the politics
of exclusion and inclusion, to problematize the notion of
community, to identify livelihoods as more than economy, and to
rethink compensation. After exploring these lacunae, we situate
displacement within its broader political economic context to
understand the origins of this proposal. Until development-
forced displacement and resettlement is itself reconceptualised,
it should not serve as a model for responses to climate change.

Closing panel: Sharing wisdom and
reflections on the enduring questions

Chair: Susan Tamondong
Panelists:
Professor Inga-Lill Aransson (Uppsala University, Sweden)
Professor Michael Cernea (Fellow, Brookings Institute, USA)
Professor Chris de Wet (Rhodes University, South Africa)
Professor Ted Downing (University of Arizona, USA)

This panel will reflect on the exchanges in the conference. It will
discuss the challenges and achievements of DIDR studies and
how to move DIDR research and practices forward. The themes
and guiding questions of the panel are presented below

Theme1: Experiences and views about resettlement

1. What is resettlement in your perception? What makes it so
complex?

2. Can you tell us about your worst resettlement experience?
What made it your worst experience?

3. Can you tell us about your best resettlement experience?
Where/when was it? What made it successful or best
experience for you?

4. What is the most frequent and/or difficult challenge that you
face in resettlement projects? How have you been solving
these? Do you think it was solved? Why, why not?

5. Do you think the resettlement practices are generally
improving or are they going backwards? Why?
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Theme 2: Reflections on the DIDR Conference 2013

6. Given your years of experience and knowledge in the field,
how would you address the conflicts between the Project
proponents and the project-affected population? What do
you think about affected people’s right to veto projects
causing their displacement?

7. What do you think about the discussions on global and
national governance systems for DIDR? What would be your
suggestions for enhancing institutional capacities?

8. What are your thoughts on new trends of DIDR? Have you
gained any insights from the presentations on diverse and
different contexts of DIDR? (e.g. urban DIDR, DIDR related to
the use of land and water resources, etc.)

9. What new perspectives or findings did you come across at
this Conference? What was the most interesting thing you
heard in this conference? Did you agree, disagree why not?

10. What are the other things that contributed to enhancing
your knowledge?

Theme3: Suggestions for future works and collaboration

11. Toward which direction do you think the resettlement
studies/works should go? What should the practitioners aim
for? What are the things researchers should be researching
on?

12. In the future, how should we, as resettlement specialists,
continue to contribute to the field?

13. What should be the next step for DIDR? How can we
increase awareness and improve the works on the ground?

14. How do you evaluate the conversations between various
stakeholders so far? How do you think we should further
collaborate amongst resettlement experts and other working
in relevant fields?

15. Is it possible to bridge the gap between theory and practice
in resettlement? (For academics) What would you like to
suggest for practitioners in the field? (For practitioners)
What are the research needs in the field and how would you
like to address them to academics/researchers?



18

GUIDELINES FOR PARTICIPANTS

Dear participants of the DIDR Conference 2013,

Given the scale of the event, we anticipate some crowdedness
during the conference and would like to provide you with a few
important guides for everyone’s health and safety.

Instructions

Access to the buildings
The locations of the Harris Manchester College (HMC) and
Queen Elizabeth House (QEH) and their floor plans are provided
in the following papers. HMC and QEH buildings are
conveniently located opposite to each other.

On Day 1 (Friday 22 March), the main entrance will be closed
after 17:15 and you cannot re-enter the building unless you are
the member of the QEH.

On Day 2 (Saturday 23 March), the QEH is closed all day. The
main entrance will be open only for an hour in the morning from
8:15 till 9:15. The back entrance will be open during tea/coffee
and lunch breaks. You can leave and enter the building only
during this period.

In order to access the building and Seminar Rooms, please wear
your name tag all the time so that organisers can distinguish
registered participants.

Seat availability in Seminar Rooms
Main venues for panels are Seminar Room 1 (ground floor) and
Seminar Room 2 (first floor). Each room has the maximum
capacity of 60 people and we cannot accommodate anyone
beyond the limit. Seats will be allocated on a first-come-first-
served basis and we encourage you to take your seat early
should you wish to attend a specific panel.

Main Hall
Coffee and tea breaks are taking place at the QEH Hall as well as
lunch on Day 2 (Saturday 23 March). Please use the kitchen area
as well as the small back garden outside for more space. We
would like to ask you to refrain from diverting too far away from
the Hall into other parts of the building as there are research
staff members working during the Conference.

Rest rooms
Main restrooms are indicated on the map (two ladies’ and one
gentlemen’s). In case they get too crowded, please consult our
volunteers on directions for alternative restrooms.

Internet access
The QEH has a wireless Internet connection but it is only
accessible to University of Oxford members. Unfortunately, due
to security reasons, we cannot provide an open access to the
Internet.

Optional dinner (for those who have registered for dinner)
The price of dinner includes some non-alcoholic beverages.
Wine can be purchased at dinner provided that the payment is
made on order and in cash only.

Volunteers to help

Annie Davies
MSc Migration Studies, St. Antony's
College

Roxani Roushas
MSc Migration Studies, Green
Templeton College

Cresa Pugh
MSc Migration Studies, St. Antony's
College

Cleophas Karooma
DPhil, Mbarara University of Science
and Technology, Uganda
Visiting Fellow at Refugee Studies
Centre
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Locations of Queen Elizabeth House and Harris Manchester College
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Floor Plan of Queen Elizabeth House
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Floor Plan of Harris Manchester College
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