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DYNAMICS OF DISPLACEMENT 

“The millions of displaced people do not exist anymore. When history is written they would not 

be in it, not even as statistics. Some of them have subsequently been displaced three and four 

times.... True, they are not being annihilated or taken to gas chambers, but I can warrant that the 

quality of their accommodation is worse than in any concentration camp of the Third Reich. 

They are not captive, but they re-define the meaning of liberty and still the nightmare does not 

end. They continue to be uprooted even from their hellish hovels by government bulldozers..... 

The millions of displaced people in India are nothing but refugees of an unacknowledged war...” 

Arundhati Roy, The Greater Common Good 
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This chapter highlights the main trends in forced displacement today. Displacement 

involves physical eviction from a dwelling and the expropriation of productive land and other 

assets to make possible an alternative use. According to Cernea, displacement can start before 

people are physically evicted from the residence by legally stopping construction, entrepreneurial 

investment, and public infrastructure investments. This makes households suffer economically 

before actual removal from their land/houses and eventually leads them into impoverishment10. 

According to Cernea & Kanbur displacement can be experienced in many forms including the 

people who realise less benefit as a result of development process and those who face severe 

consequences and for those individuals and communities who involuntarily move leaving behind 

homes, networks, jobs, social capital and emotional ties to place. 

Development –induced population displacement, is the upheaval of communities to make 

way for large dams, industrial zones, transportation routes, game parks and commercial forestry, 

concerns the balance between the benefits of infrastructural development and the costs and pains 

of being uprooted and consequently resettled, and the risk of impoverishment carried by those 

forcibly displaced. Involuntary displacement is not a phenomenon that will disappear in the 

foreseeable future, as the number of projects that entail the acquisition of land, which is already 

large, will increase further. As the needs grow for the irrigation, electricity and infrastructure 

necessary to satisfy the demands of growing and increasingly urbanized populations, there 

remains enormous pressure for infrastructural development. Population displacement is an 

outcome of multiple sets of factors. The many “push factors” leading to internal displacement 

can be aggregated into a range of overlapping categories: natural and human-made disasters, 

ethnic or religious persecution, development, and conflict. Displacement occurs where coercion 

is employed, where choices are restricted, and where the affected populations are facing more 

risks than opportunities by staying in their place of residence, which distinguishes it from 

“voluntary” or “economic” migration. Displacement is, by definition, forced and involuntary and 

involves some form of de-territorialisation. It is commonly described as taking place within the 

confines of a state (e.g. internally displaced person) or across an internationally recognized 

border (e.g. refugee). Displacement deprives people of many things, some of which are 

fundamental to their lives, including homes, productive assets, livelihoods, familiar 

environments to which skills and practices have been attuned, community networks, and a sense 

of local belonging. What determines the extent of their deprivation and suffering depends on 
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what they face in their new location and the resources with which they arrive there. If an 

uprooted community could simply be transplanted from one location to another site that is 

equally productive, healthy and desirable, then the deprivation would consist simply of the loss 

of accustomed place and the stress of relocation. 

The Global Magnitude of Displacement  

The magnitude of displacement worldwide is staggering. Aggregate global statistics 

about development induced displacements are still lacking and this impedes public awareness 

about the severity of the displacement problem. The first estimate of the world wide magnitude 

of displacement was generated by a World Bank research team. They estimated that in total, 

approximately, 10 million people over the past ten years, have been displaced and relocated as a 

result of infrastructure programmes for dam construction, urban development and transportation 

projects. Asia has the highest number of displaced people. In India for instance around 21 

million people were affected during the last four decades24. In China water conservation projects 

alone caused the evacuation of over 10 million people between 1950 and 1990,while urban 

projects and transport projects account for 7 million and 14 million respectively. While media 

focus is on the ‘third world’, process of involuntary resettlement take place constantly in all 

industrialised and post-industrialised countries as well, from the United States to France, from 

Canada to Japan. 

Effects on indigenous groups, ethnic minorities, women and children 

The effects of DIDR on indigenous groups and ethnic minorities have mainly been 

reflected on construction projects of dams. Studies on these groups indicated that indigenous 

groups and ethnic minorities make up a disproportionately large percentage of those who 

experience adverse effects on livelihood due to development projects further argues that 

displacement causes extreme impacts on indigenous people, because indigenous people largely 

depend on their surrounding environment, alteration to the surrounding ecology is likely to 

overwhelm individual and community adoptive responses and results in displacement and also 

can adversely affect their culture. Other effects include loss of ancestral homeland, loss of burial 

land, loss of properties inherited over many generations, loss of livelihood resources and 

weakening of traditional values. Few studies have shown that women experience more severe 
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effects of DIDR than men. Koenig asserts that there is increased stress on women than men due 

to loss of access to individual gardens, reduced ability to produce food, decreased fertility, and 

reduced women power within family due to greater dependence on their husbands.  

Moreover DIDR decreases jobs available for women in the informal sector. Other effects 

include denial of compensation for women and exclusion of widows and female headed 

households in the resettlement package. Downing pointed out that in India women lost authority 

and rights. It also caused breakup of families, a weakening of kinship ties and a loss of the 

security and insurance created by family and kinship relationship. Decline of traditional 

economic activities as a result of displacement has also been reported to have specific impacts on 

women as it had affected their role in the family. DIDR causes interruption in the function of 

schools and in children access to education, this can happen during the period of transfer or can 

last for a longer period of time. 

Displacement- Indian Experience 

The displacement of people from their land and livelihood has been a part of India’s 

history even before the advent of the British. Prior to British rule, highly skilled agricultural 

groups displaced tribal cultivators and less organised groups form their land. The economic 

agenda of colonialism led directly to the plundering of natural resources, to enable the colonial 

power to meet the demand made by rapid industrialisation and commercial expansion in the 

west. Legal instruments such as the Land Acquisition Act (LAA) of 1894 further consolidated 

state power and legalised all forms of state-sponsored acquisition. The collapse of colonialism 

meant a shift from one type of development to another. The most powerful logic for 

modernisation and development in India is based on the notion that the standard of living can be 

improved by modern science and technology and by creating basic infrastructure. 

This development has benefited a small minority only, while millions of people pay the 

price without reaping any benefits. Increasing disappointment about the failure of development 

to produce the promised benefits ,and the distress caused by the victimisation of many of the 

targeted beneficiaries of development, especially among the marginalised , have led to a 

reconstruction of the potential of the dominant development paradigm to create a just and 

humane society. The Indian experience of displacement induced by development projects shows 
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that the government made too weak an effort to minimise the extent and trauma of displacement, 

and to comprehensively resettle the displaced. One important cause is the lack of recognition of 

people’s rights. Even though development is planned, its impact on people is not taken into 

account in the planning process. Displacement has consistently been treated as a non-issue 

because the planners, leaders fail to appreciate the empirical reality. Another problem is that the 

administrators are primarily concerned only about the physical location, but the basic needs 

remain unsatisfied. Further displacement has not been recognised as a serious issue because most 

of the people affected belong to the weaker sections of the community.  

History of Displacement in India 

The first displacement to be reported is the big Durgapur steel plant in West Bengal, built 

by the government of India in the 1950s and 1960s which together displaced over 125,000 

people .Durgapur alone displaced 33,000 people of various ethnic and caste groups. The second 

case is a project for port construction and enlargement, the Jawaharlal Nehru port near Mumbai, 

which displaced 12,000 people. The five dams developed in Maharashtra displaced over 200,000 

people. The Karnataka programme, involving two dams has displaced over 220,000 people. The 

Bolani Iron ore mines in Orissa displaced some 1300 people. The famous Sardar Sarovar project, 

a high dam on the Narmada river whose reservoir extends into three Indian states -Gujarat, 

Maharashtra and Madhya Pradesh has displaced 300,000 people.  

Development and displacement may appear contradictory terms, but they are facts of our 

national life and these facts are more astonishing than any of our fictions. In India during last 50 

years more than 50 million people have been uprooted from their homes and huts, displaced from 

their farms, jungles and rivers and sacrificed at the altar of ‘National Interest’. These millions 

bear witness to the destruction of their own lives, livelihoods and lifestyles. However, 

development-induced displacement has largely remained a non-issue for the governments, 

politicians and policy planners during all these years. This is evident from the fact that the 

government has no data about the actual number of the people displaced as a consequence of the 

various development projects like Hydroelectric and Irrigation Projects, mines (especially open-

cast mines), Super-Thermal and Nuclear-Power Plants, Industrial Complexes etc.  
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The development paradigm favoured by much of the post-colonial world, including India, 

has inevitably resulted in massive displacement of the vulnerable sections of the population. This 

is because the cost of development is not borne equally by all sections of the society. The most 

vulnerable of the population, such as the indigenous people, the minorities, dalits, etc. bear the 

cost of development while the more endowed, such as the upper castes enjoy the fruits of 

development. India has over 4,300 large dams and a total of 9 percent of the world dam 

population57. Large dams in India are estimated to have submerged about 37,500 square 

kilometres—an area almost the size of Switzerland—and displaced tens of millions of people. 

According to one estimate, from 1951 until 2000, dams alone displaced between 21 million and 

40 million people in India. 

The total number of development-induced displaced according to one researcher points to 

50–60 million displaced persons. This figure includes: 3 million in Jharkhand, 3 million in 

Orissa, 5 million in Andhra Pradesh, 1 million in Kerala, 2 million in Assam, 4.2 million in 

Gujarat, and 7.5 million in West Bengal60. Much of those affected by displacement are 

indigenous people belonging to the scheduled tribes. Though the tribal population constitutes a 

small percentage of the country’s population, among those displaced their percentage is much 

higher. One of the main reasons for the displacement of the tribal population is that over 80 

percent of coal and 40–50 other minerals are found in tribal inhabited areas. Much of their land is 

owned by the community, so they have no papers for individual ownership of land. The 

vulnerable section of the population, of whom the tribals are but one, are displaced not only 

because of dam building but also because of other projects such as rapid urbanization, mining, 

and formation of special economic zones or SEZs, etc. 

The effects of displacement often lead to loss of traditional means of employment, loss of 

resources, disrupted community life, change of environment, marginalization and profound 

psychological trauma. Yet even though development-induced displacement disrupts lives in so 

many ways and increases morbidity and mortality, it is still continuing today in the name of 

national interest. Rapid liberalization of the Indian economy in recent years and increasing 

inflow of foreign investment for major infrastructural projects including investments by the 

World Bank and international financial institutions, has led to widespread displacement and loss 

of access to traditional resources and means of livelihood of many in the country. Industrial 
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development projects in India have been vigorously implemented, affecting large sections of the 

population who are increasingly being marginalised, particularly through displacement. In the 

years immediately after Independence, the overarching ideology of nation building favoured a 

development model of accelerated economic growth through the agency of a mixed economy, 

combining centralised planning and command investment with capitalist free enterprise. Equity 

concerns were pushed to the backburner, and it was believed that growth would itself take care 

of poverty and unemployment, hunger and inequality. 

Mega-projects like big dams, towering steel and power plants, mines and ports, 

symbolised breaking the colonial chains of underdevelopment. Dam-building was considered 

synonymous with nation-building and the ascendancy of humanity over nature. Nehru, India’s 

first Prime Minister, while laying the foundation-stone for India’s first major river valley project, 

the Hirakud Dam in Orissa in 1948, said to the tens of thousands facing the grim prospect of 

displacement: ‘If you have to suffer, you should do so in the interest of the country and described 

big dams as the secular temples of modern India. However from the start this model of 

development was challenged by ideological sceptics, which also included followers of Gandhi. 

Although their voices were in the beginning muted amidst the nationalist rhetoric and charisma 

of mega-projects, this alternative view questioned a model of development that equated 

development merely with increased production of goods and services. It demanded that the 

human, social, equity and environmental impacts of such `development’ interventions be 

carefully assessed. It was based on the conviction that more important than merely how much 

was produced were questions about what was produced, how it was produced, at what costs and 

for whom. 

Fifty years of planned development in India have entailed large-scale forced evictions of 

vulnerable populations, without the countervailing presence of policies to assist them to rebuild 

their lives. Most of the negative aspects of displacement, such as lack of information, failure to 

prepare in advance a comprehensive plan for rehabilitation, the undervaluation of compensation 

and its payment in cash, failure to restore lost assets or livelihoods, traumatic and delayed 

relocation, problems at relocation sites, multiple displacement, and neglect of the special 

vulnerabilities of the most disadvantaged groups are in fact the direct result of state policy. 

Although enthusiasm for mega-dam projects amongst policy-makers remains largely undimmed, 
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a formidable body of independent empirical research into many of these large dams has 

established how their social, human and environmental costs have been ignored or grossly 

understated in the planning of these projects, and the expected benefits exaggerated. The actual 

output of irrigation and power of these projects has fallen short, sometimes spectacularly, of the 

level on the basis of which investment on the project was initially justified. Of the very many 

neglected costs of the big dams, some of the most grave are the social and human consequences 

of displacement. However, national leaders and policy-makers typically viewed these as 

legitimate and inevitable costs of development, acceptable in the larger national interest.  

Development Induced Displacement: The Case of Narmada Valley Project 

The Narmada Valley Development Project is supposed to be the most ambitious river 

valley development project in the world. It envisages building 3,200 dams that will reconstitute 

the Narmada and her 419 tributaries into a series of step-reservoirs – an immense staircase of 

amenable water. Of these, 30 will be major dams, 135 medium and the rest small. Two of the 

major dams will be multi-purpose mega dams. The Sardar Sarovar in Gujarat and the Narmada 

Sagar in Madhya Pradesh will between them, hold more water than any other reservoir in the 

Indian subcontinent. The number of the displaced hovers between 40,000 and 42,000 families. 

And that's just the official estimate. According to the NBA (Narmada Bachao Andolan - 

Movement to Save Narmada), the actual number of affected families is about 85,000. Close to 

half a million people. The huge discrepancy between the government's estimate and the NBA's 

has to do with the definition of who qualifies as 'Project Affected'. According to the government, 

the only people who qualify as project affected are those whose lands and homes are submerged 

by the reservoir. But when you tear up the fabric of an ancient, agrarian community, which 

depends on its lands and rivers and forests for its sustenance, the threads begin to unravel in 

every direction. There are several categories of displacement that the Government simply refuses 

to acknowledge. Dams are built, people are uprooted, forests are submerged and then the project 

is simply abandoned. Canals are never completed... the benefits never accrue, except to the 

politicians, the bureaucrats and the contractors involved in the construction. 

The first dam that was built on the Narmada is a case in point - the Bargi Dam in Madhya 

Pradesh was completed in 1990. It cost ten times more than was budgeted and submerged three 

times more land than engineers said it would. To save the cost and effort of doing a survey, the 
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government just filled the reservoir without warning anybody. 70,000 people from 101 villages 

were supposed to be displaced. Instead, 114,000 people from 162 villages were displaced. They 

were evicted from their homes by rising waters, chased out like rats, with no prior notice. There 

was no rehabilitation. Some got meagre cash compensation. Most got nothing. Some died of 

starvation. Others moved to slums in Jabalpur. And all for what? After completion, the Bargi 

Dam produces some electricity, but irrigates only as much land as it submerged. Only 5 per cent 

of the land its planners claimed it would irrigate. The Government says it has no money to make 

the canals. Yet it has already begun work downstream, on the mammoth Narmada Sagar Dam 

and the Maheshwar Dam. 

The Rihand dam oustees of the early 1960s were displaced again a decade later to make 

way for coal mines, a third time for industries, and in the 1980s, for the Singrauli Super Thermal 

Plant. Soliga Tribal DPs of the Kabini dam in Karnataka are threatened with displacement a 

second time by the Rajiv Gandhi National Park. In Orissa, Chitkapar village was displaced by 

HAL-MIG, Sunabeda in the 1960s, by the Upper Kolab dam in the 1980s, and the Naval 

Armament Depot in the 1990s. Salandi dam DPs are expected to be displaced by uranium mines. 

The different projects have been clubbed together with those who are victims of political, 

religious or other persecutions. Ethnic conflicts have generated hundreds of thousands of IDPs in 

the North-East, Assam, Tripura, Manipur, Arunachal Pradesh, Mizoram and Jammu and 

Kashmir. The government has put all victims on a par because the criterion to assess pain, 

according to it, is suffering and all have gone through it. What makes the whole approach 

inhuman is the absence of real understanding. Political refugees want their identity recognised. 

But oustees want land in exchange for land. An ILO convention, to which New Delhi is a 

signatory, provides for the protection of rights of indigenous and tribal people.  

Displacement and Human Rights 

Development-induced displacement is a global human rights crisis, uprooting more 

people in the world today than conflict or environmental disasters. Development projects often 

lead to heightened food insecurity and risks of disease, forced evictions, joblessness, the 

interruption of education, the loss of livelihood resources and social conflict, all of which 

seriously impinge upon the enjoyment of human rights. The burdens and impacts of these 
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projects often fall hardest on the poorest and most disadvantaged groups within society 

(particularly women, indigenous populations and ethnic minorities) who are in turn least likely to 

enjoy the benefits accrued by these projects. Cernea’s impoverishment risk and reconstruction 

model offers a valuable tool for the assessment of the many risks inherent in development 

induced displacement. Balakrishnan Rajagopal of the Massachusetts Institute of Technology has 

noted five “human rights challenges” that arise in relation to development-induced displacement.  

International View of Displacement 

Main trends International efforts to improve refugee assistance and protection have been 

aided in recent years by the easing of some of the acute displacement crises that dominated the 

1990s. Furthermore, there have been breakthroughs in the resolution of a number of long-

running conflicts, allowing many refugees to return to their countries of origin. The global 

population of refugees of concern to UNHCR has declined in recent years, from nearly 18 

million in 1992 to just over 9 million in 2004. This is mainly due to a drop in the number of 

armed conflicts and several large-scale repatriations. But despite the reduction in the total 

number of refugees worldwide, the majority of those who remain live without any prospect of a 

durable solution to their plight. In 2004, there were some 33 situations of protracted refugee exile 

involving 5.7 million refugees. These figures do not include the millions of displaced 

Palestinians who come under the mandate of the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for 

Palestine Refugees in the Near East (UNRWA). 

Conflict-induced displacement The world has witnessed a decline in armed conflict from 

a peak in the early 1990s.There has also been a dramatic drop in the number of autocratic 

regimes—and a corresponding reduction in repression and political discrimination against ethnic 

minorities. The number of ‘ethno-national’ wars for independence—which dominated the decade 

following the end of the Cold War—is at its lowest since 1960. Since 2001, 13 major self-

determination conflicts have been settled or contained, as against the emergence of six new or 

renewed campaigns, including Darfur (Sudan).  

Aceh (Indonesia), a protracted, low-intensity conflict that had grown more intense in 

recent years was defused following a ceasefire and negotiations in the wake of the tsunami of 

December 2004. However, the post-11 September 2001 global ‘war on terror’ has introduced a 
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new dynamic into a number of conflicts and refugee crises around the world, particularly where 

it has been used to justify new or intensified military offensives. This has been the case in Aceh, 

Afghanistan, Chechnya (Russian Federation), Georgia, Iraq, Pakistan and Palestine. People 

forcibly displaced by these conflicts have faced closed borders, extremely hostile and insecure 

conditions in exile and/or accelerated or involuntary returns due to ‘anti-terror’ measures in 

asylum states. Interstate conflict is not as prevalent today as ‘internal’ strife and civil war, 

particularly in Africa.3 However, foreign involvement in civil wars has continued to frustrate 

efforts to secure peace and stability in a number of areas—including the Great Lakes region of 

Africa centred on the Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) as well as West Africa. Here, 

economic imperatives and commercial greed are intertwined with social and political grievances, 

all manipulated by political, commercial and military actors from within and outside the region. 

Displacement and natural disasters: the 2004 tsunami 

The Tsunami Disaster of 26 December 2004 destroyed lives and coastal communities 

across the Indian Ocean. Minutes after an earthquake measuring 9.0 on the Richter scale 

occurred off the west coast of northern Sumatra in Indonesia, the first large tsunami hit nearby 

shores with devastating effect. It struck especially hard between the towns of Banda Aceh and 

Meulaboh in the province of Aceh. Triggered by the same earthquake, a massive upward shift in 

the seabed also caused tsunamis to strike coastal communities in parts of eastern India, Malaysia, 

the Maldives, south-western Myanmar, Sri Lanka and Thailand before reaching the coast of 

Africa. The damage to life and property was terrible: some 290,000 people were dead or missing, 

and more than 1 million displaced across 12 countries in the Indian Ocean. A third of the victims 

were children. 

The international machinery for the coordination and delivery of relief in complex 

humanitarian emergencies was revved up. A report to the UN’s Economic and Social Council 

noted that 16 UN agencies, 18 IFRC response teams, more than 160 international NGOs and 

many private and civil-society groups were involved in delivering emergency relief. The large 

number of organizations involved posed tremendous challenges for the UN’s Office for the 

Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs. In some areas the sheer scale of the destruction posed 

formidable logistical difficulties. In many cases, relief operations were undertaken, at least in 

part, by national or foreign military forces using their own transport and equipment. Thirty-five 
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different armed forces were involved in the relief effort, and in Indonesia and Sri Lanka the UN 

Joint Logistics Centre assisted in the coordination of military support. 

Unsurprisingly, relief efforts had to be tailored to different situations in the affected 

countries, each with its own pre-tsunami political and socio-economic conditions. In the 

Maldives, where some 5–10 per cent of the population was initially displaced, the limited 

presence of UN organizations or international NGOs in the country prior to the tsunami 

presented challenges for those seeking to mobilize international assistance. In Somalia, where the 

greatest destruction to life and property occurred in Puntland, a self-declared autonomous region, 

the lack of a central government complicated relief efforts. The importance of military-strategic 

considerations in some of the worst affected areas, most notably Aceh, the northern and eastern 

provinces of Sri Lanka and to some extent in the Andaman and Nicobar Islands of India added 

another dimension to the emergency response.  

In Aceh, UNHCR established temporary field locations in the provincial capital, Banda 

Aceh, and three other hard-hit towns on the west coast. It withdrew from the province on 25 

March 2005, the official expiry date for the emergency phase as declared by the Government of 

Indonesia. (UNHCR has since been invited to return to assist the Indonesian Government in the 

rehabilitation of the province, as outlined in a memorandum of understanding signed in June 

2005.) A range of protection concerns were identified in the aftermath of the tsunami, including 

access to assistance, enforced relocation, sexual and gender-based violence, safe and voluntary 

return, loss of documentation and restitution of property.  

The tsunami response also underlined weaknesses in the areas of shelter, water and 

sanitation and camp management. Problems of coordination among NGOs, and between NGOs 

and UN agencies, pointed to the need to strengthen local and regional capacities. The protection 

of displaced populations was especially urgent in areas of protracted conflict and internal 

displacement in Aceh, Somalia and Sri Lanka. Furthermore, there was concern for some affected 

populations whose governments declined offers of international aid, such as the Dalits (formerly 

known as untouchables) of India and Burmese migrant workers in Thailand; it was feared they 

might be discriminated against and their protection needs compromised. In short, the broad range 

of challenges across a dozen countries in the aftermath of the tsunami underlined the importance 
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of effectively protecting affected populations and defining the obligations of local and national 

governments—as set out in the UN’s Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement. 

Development-induced displacement 

The World Bank has estimated that forcible ‘development-induced displacement and 

resettlement’ (DIDR)—including the forced movement of people to make way for large 

infrastructure projects such as dams, urban developments and irrigation canals—now affects an 

average of 10 million people per year. India is thought to have the largest number of people 

displaced by such projects, at least 33 million. It is calculated that for every large dam (of which 

there are 3,300 in India) around 44,000 people are displaced. As with disaster-induced 

displacement, there is often a link to political factors, since the most impoverished and 

marginalized ethnic groups often bear the brunt of the dislocation caused by development 

projects. For example, in India, Adivasis (tribal people) account for 40–50 per cent of 

communities affected by DIDR, though they constitute only 8 per cent of the country’s 

population. 

Growing awareness of the problem in the 1980s led the World Bank to attach conditions 

to its loans designed to ensure compensation and appropriate resettlement for displaced 

communities.52 While the major donors now generally impose such conditions, they are difficult 

to enforce53 and the compensation is often inadequate. As a consequence, the result for those 

displaced is often dispossession of land and resources, violation of their human rights and a 

lowering of living standards.54 There are many more people displaced by development projects 

than there are refugees. But unlike refugees, the millions displaced by development do not have 

an adequate protection regime. They often face permanent poverty and end up socially and 

politically marginalized.55 Many of them drift into urban slums, or become part of floating 

populations which may spill over into international migration. 

Conclusion 

Most forced displacement—whether caused by human rights abuses, natural disasters or 

development projects, or in the form of trafficking or abduction—takes place in poor countries, 

and has the greatest impact on the poorest and most vulnerable people in those societies. In some 

countries, entire populations are caught up in a pernicious cycle of extreme poverty and violence 
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in which displacement and mobility have become part of complex coping and survival 

mechanisms. The efforts of humanitarian actors and the wider international community to 

mitigate such conditions have proved entirely inadequate. Addressing the human rights abuses, 

development failures and conflicts that force so many millions to leave their homes remains an 

immense challenge. A better understanding of the local and global factors behind forced 

displacement and greater respect for the rights of uprooted populations is essential if prevention 

and protection efforts are to be effective. Also needed is greater cooperation between the many 

political, humanitarian and development actors concerned. Ultimately, the success of global 

efforts to reduce poverty and achieve the Millennium Development Goals will depend on the 

success of the international response to the crisis of forced displacement. 

 

 


