
Economic Research Studies, Research Paper No. 45/2015 (Draft) 

IMPACT ASSESSMENT ANALYSIS OF INVOLUNTARY 

RESETTLEMENT IN RURAL AREAS FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF 

APPLIED ECONOMICS   

 Christine Higgins 

Economic Research Council, Applied Economics Research Group, 00410 Espoo, Finland 

Paper Prepared for The  Seminar "ECONOMIC RESEARCH IN THE TIMES OF 
TRANSITION”, Bologna, Italy, November 10-11s t 2015. 

Copyright  2015  by  Christine  Higgins.  All  rights  reserved.  Readers  may  make  
verbatim  copies  of  this  document  for  non-commercial  purposes  by  any  means,  
provided that this copyright notice appears on all such copies. 



Abstract:

The aim of this paper is to present impact assessment analysis in rural areas from the point of view 

of applied economics and social anthropology. The issue of forced displacement in rural areas poses 

a serious threat to many areas of  the globe. In recent years we are observing a renessaince of 

studies concerning impact assessment of rural areas, conducted inter alia, by IAIA (International 

Impact  Assessment  Association).  However,  we  are  also  observing  a  significant  lack  of  books, 

journal articles and papers devoted to the impact assessment mechanisms  in rural regions. Impact 

assessment analysis (including environmental impact assessment nowadays becomes a crucial part 

of many decisions concerning development projects in rural areas as well as relocation of affected 

people. According to many definitions Impact Assessments Policy (IAs) are formal, evidence-based 

procedures  that  assess  the  economic,  social,  and  environmental  effects  of  public  policy.  The 

principles  of  impact  assessmenet   have  been  incorporated  into  policy making  in  the  European 

Commission and Organization of Economic Cooperation and Development OECD countries and 

the.  Key types  of  impact  assessments  include  global  assessments  (global  level),  policy impact 

assessment  (policy level),  strategic  environmental  assessment  (programme and plan  level),  and 

environmental impact assessment (project level). Impact assessments can focus on specific themes, 

such as  social  impact  assessment  and gender  impact  assessments.  The aim of  this  article  is  to 

present the mechanisms of impact assessement of involuntary resettlement in rural areas from the 

point of view of applied economics and social anthropology. Involuntary resettlement is a causes of 

serious risks in the sphere of human security, stability, family relations, socio-economic ties and 

human  rights.  The  main  negative  consequences  of  development-induced  displacement  and 

resettlement include joblessness, homelessness, marginalization, malnutrition, health problems and 

progressive  social  impoverishment.  In  this  article  I  will  draw  attention  to  the  most  common 

elements observed during resettlement in rural areas. Displacement in rural areas has a lot elements 

in common with the issue of land grabbing, forced land acquisition and lack of access to common 

property resources. All of the above-mentioned issues are important causes of marginalization and 

impoverishment of displaced people.  
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political  economy,  human  rights,  development  studies,  displacement,  development-induced 

displacement and resettlement             

 



Abstrait: 

Le but de cet article est de présenter l'analyse d'impact de l'évaluation dans les zones rurales du 

point de vue de l'économie appliquée et de l'anthropologie sociale. La question des déplacements 

forcés dans les zones rurales constitue une menace sérieuse pour de nombreuses régions du globe. 

Au cours des dernières années, nous observons une renaissance des études relatives à l'évaluation de 

l'impact des zones rurales, menée entre autres par IAIA (Association internationale de l'évaluation 

d'impact). Cependant, nous observons également un manque important de livres, articles de revues 

et  de  documents  consacrés  aux  mécanismes  d'évaluation  de  l'impact  dans  les  régions  rurales. 

analyse  de l'évaluation de l'impact  (y compris  l'évaluation  de  l'impact  environnemental  devient 

aujourd'hui un élément crucial de nombreuses décisions concernant les projets de développement 

dans les zones rurales,  ainsi  que la réinstallation des personnes affectées.  Selon de nombreuses 

définitions  de la  politique des  évaluations  d'impact  (IAS) sont,  des procédures  fondées  sur  des 

preuves formelles qui évaluent la effets économiques, sociaux et environnementaux de la politique 

publique. les principes de l'évaluation de l'impact ont été intégrées dans l'élaboration des politiques 

de la Commission européenne et de l'Organisation des pays de la coopération économique et du 

développement  de  l'OCDE  et  les.  principaux  types  d'évaluations  d'impact  comprennent  des 

évaluations  globales  (niveau  mondial)  ,  les  évaluations  d'impact  d'évaluation  de  l'impact  des 

politiques (niveau politique), l'évaluation environnementale stratégique (niveau du programme et du 

plan), et d'évaluation de l'impact sur l'environnement (niveau du projet). peuvent se concentrer sur 

des thèmes spécifiques, tels que les évaluations de l'impact de l'évaluation et de genre impact social. 

Le but de cette l'article est de présenter les mécanismes d'impact de la réinstallation involontaire 

ÉVALUATION dans les zones rurales du point de vue de l'économie appliquée et de l'anthropologie 

sociale. La réinstallation involontaire est une des causes de risques graves dans le domaine de la 

sécurité  humaine,  la  stabilité,  les  relations  familiales,  les  liens  socio-économiques  et  les  droits 

humains. Les principales conséquences négatives de déplacement et la réinstallation induits par le 

développement  comprennent  le  chômage,  l'itinérance,  la  marginalisation,  la  malnutrition,  les 

problèmes  de  santé  et  à  l'appauvrissement  social  progressiste.  Dans  cet  article,  je  vais  attirer 

l'attention sur les éléments les plus fréquemment observés lors de la réinstallation dans les zones 

rurales. Déplacement dans les zones rurales a un des éléments de beaucoup en commun avec la 

question  de  l'accaparement  des  terres,  l'acquisition  de  terres  forcée  et  le  manque  d'accès  aux 

ressources  de  propriété  commune.  Toutes  les  questions  mentionnées  ci-dessus  sont  des  causes 

importantes  de  la  marginalisation  et  l'appauvrissement  des  personnes  déplacées.

Mots-clés:  réinstallation,  l'agriculture,  l'économie involontaires  appliqués,  les  zones  rurales,  des 

études  paysannes,  l'économie  politique,  droits  de  l'homme,  des  études  de  développement,  le 

déplacement, le déplacement et la réinstallation induit par le développement 



Abstrakt:

Das Ziel dieser Arbeit ist die Folgenabschätzung Analyse in ländlichen Gebieten aus der Sicht der 

angewandten Ökonomie und Sozialanthropologie zu präsentieren. Die Frage der Vertreibungen in 

den ländlichen Gebieten stellt eine ernsthafte Bedrohung für viele Gebiete der Erde. In den letzten 

Jahren beobachten wir eine Renaissance der Studien zur Folgenabschätzung der ländlichen Gebiete, 

durchgeführt unter anderem durch IAIA (International Impact Assessment Association). Wir sind 

jedoch auch einen erheblichen Mangel an Bücher, Zeitschriftenartikel und Papiere gewidmet zu den 

Mechanismen der Folgenabschätzung in ländlichen Regionen zu beobachten. Folgenabschätzung 

Analyse (inklusive Umweltverträglichkeitsprüfung heute wird ein wesentlicher Bestandteil vieler 

Entscheidungen  über  Entwicklungsprojekte  in  ländlichen  Gebieten  sowie  Verlagerung  der 

betroffenen Menschen.  Nach vielen Definitionen Folgenabschätzungen Politik (ias)  sind formal, 

evidenzbasierte  Verfahren,  die  die  Beurteilung  wirtschaftlichen,  sozialen  und  ökologischen 

Auswirkungen  der  öffentlichen  Ordnung.  die  Grundsätze  der  Folgenabschätzung  wurden  in 

politische Entscheidungen in der Europäischen Kommission und Organisation für wirtschaftliche 

Zusammenarbeit und Entwicklung OECD-Ländern und den. Key Arten von Folgenabschätzungen 

gehören globale Einschätzungen (globaler Ebene) aufgenommen worden , Politikfolgenabschätzung 

(politischer  Ebene),  die  strategische  Umweltprüfung  (Programm-  und  Planebene)  und  die 

Umweltverträglichkeitsprüfung  (Projektebene).  Folgenabschätzungen  können  zu  bestimmten 

Themen, wie zum Beispiel soziale Folgenabschätzung und Bewertung der geschlechtsspezifischen 

Auswirkungen  konzentrieren.  das  Ziel  dieser  Artikel  ist  es,  die  Mechanismen  der  Wirkung 

Assessement der unfreiwilligen Umsiedlung in ländlichen Gebieten aus der Sicht der angewandten 

Ökonomie und Sozialanthropologie zu präsentieren. Unfreiwillige Umsiedlung ist eine Ursachen 

für  schwere  Risiken  im  Bereich  der  menschlichen  Sicherheit,  Stabilität,  Familienbeziehungen, 

sozioökonomischen  Beziehungen  und  Menschenrechte.  Die  wichtigsten  negativen  Folgen  der 

Entwicklung  verursachte  und  Umsiedlung  sind  Arbeitslosigkeit,  Obdachlosigkeit,  Ausgrenzung, 

Unterernährung, Gesundheitsprobleme und progressive soziale Verarmung. In diesem Artikel werde 

ich die Aufmerksamkeit auf die am häufigsten vorkommenden Elemente während Umsiedlung in 

ländlichen Gebieten  beobachtet  ziehen.  Versetzung in  den ländlichen Gebieten  hat  eine  Menge 

Elemente  gemeinsam  mit  der  Ausgabe  von  Land  Grabbing,  gezwungen  Landerwerb  und  der 

fehlende Zugang zu Allgemeingut Ressourcen. Alle oben genannten Punkte sind wichtige Ursachen 

für  Ausgrenzung  und  Verarmung  der  Vertriebenen.

Stichwort:  Zwangsumsiedlung,  Landwirtschaft,  Betriebswirtschaft,  ländliche  Gebiete,  Bauer 

Studien,  politische  Ökonomie,  Menschenrechte,  Entwicklungsstudien,  Vertreibung,  durch 

Entwicklung verursachte und Umsiedlung



Impact assessment (including environmental and social impact assessment) are one of the central 

elements of the analysis of advantages and disadvantages of developmet projects in rural areas. 

Development projects implemented in rural areas are significantly different than those implemented 

in  cities  (such as  urbanization,  re-urbanization,  and evictions  in  rural  areas).  All  of  the  above-

mentioned problems are the sphere of impact assessement research for nearly twenty years.  Impact 

studies are funded by the petitioner, and they are required only from a monetary threshold or for 

certain projects  (classified installations,  major projects),  while  a  sum of many small  seemingly 

innocuous projects may generate environmental impacts even greater social and health or major the 

large and expensive project. A consolidation makes France the subject of an impact assessment, but 

the sum of the impacts of agriculture generally occupies 20 to 75% of the landscape of the regions 

is not studied, nor that of the current planning. Indirect and delayed effects in space and time of a 

project are usually not investigated. One of the findings of the 1976 laws the reports drawn up in 

1996 (by France Nature Environnement particular) and in 2006 by the Ministry of Ecology and 

Sustainable Development in France is that if they allowed real progress in some areas, they n have 

not been enough to stop the overall degradation of the environment. Impact studies are still often 

incomplete  or  poorly  done,  especially  for  the  following  reasons:  Lack  of  time  and  financial 

resources necessary for experts to fine environmental assessments. Specifications of default (some 

specifications necessary to treat only some aspects such as avoiding indirect impacts, secondary 

impacts on human health, cumulative impacts and / or synergistic, or induced by light pollution, by 

energy impacts (emissions of greenhouse effect), in terms of carbon footprint, etc.). Lack of access 

to  essential  information  but  considered  confidential  for  industrial  reasons,  patent,  military  or 

political. In many countries, plans and documents prepared for national defense or civil protection 

are not subject to an environmental assessment, although it is known that many contaminated sites  

have a military origin or are war aftermath. Lack of time and / or expertise to the flora-fauna and 

ecological  inventories,  particularly in  forest  tropics,  aquatic  or  marine  where many species  are 

unknown or known only to a few specialists, where the species are sometimes difficult to access (on 

canopy, beneath the ground) and unpredictable impacts (for example on coral reefs for coastal and 

port construction). Inadequate consideration of indirect and secondary impacts (deferred in space 

and time): for example, experience has shown that in France the creation of highways engendered 

very significant environmental impacts through land consolidation that resulted as much if not more 

than because of pollution fallout and ecological fragmentation effect of the motorway itself (ditto 

for the channel, TGV and other workarounds ..). Sometimes the impact study is well done, but the 

compensatory  and  protective  measures  offered  are  simply  not  implemented.  Or  observatories 

necessary to adjust compensatory measures in time (for up to 3 years minimum by law (LOTI) in 

France for  major  road projects  are  simply almost  never  implemented).  Major  projects  must  be 



subject  to  impact  studies  on  the  environment,  but  they  are  sometimes  saucissonnés  by  their 

promoters (implemented in installments over time), allowing them to escape the studies impacts.

Some aspects such as the disturbance of wildlife are particularly difficult to take into account and 

compensate. Deferred fisheries impacts (at sea), hunting and agriculture or forestry which can be 

amplified by certain adjustments are rarely studied, and the study of the impacts of development on 

these  activities  is  often  very  simplified,  when  it  exists.

Countervailing  Measures  (replanting  of  trees,  for  example)  may  take  tens  of  years  to  have  a 

significant  effect,  while  the  negative  impact  was  major  and  immediate.

The law sometimes  imposes  counter-measures,  with  for  example  the  rehabilitation  of  quarries, 

justifying in general they are recapped by waste, while a layout more conducive to biodiversity and 

water resources conservation could be proposed, allowing the survival of protected species it was 

usually installed.  Impact  studies  condition  put  some of  the  marketing  authorization (pesticides, 

medicines, chemicals, GMOs or products derived from nanotechnology, etc., but in these cases, the 

impact  assessments  forwarded to  responsible  authorities  to  authorize  or  endorse these products 

(approval,  provisional  authorization  for  the  market  ..)  are  usually  made  by  the  applicant  and 

expense  without  any  possible  cons-expertise,  which  can  limit  their  credibility).

In the scientific doubt, often face important economic challenges, the precautionary principle is 

difficult to apply. Land grabbing (forced land acquisition) is one of the central problems observed in 

rural  areas  of  many  developing  countries.  Land  grabbing  (land  grabbing  by  the  neologism 

introduced in English) refers to the controversial acquisition of large tracts of agricultural land from 

developing countries by transnational  corporations  and government  enterprises.  The term refers 

mainly to  large-scale  investments  (mainly foreign)  as  a  result  of  rising  world  food prices  and 

concerns  about  food  security.  Water  resources  are  usually  crucial,  and  consequently  a  trend 

associated with the hoarding of water is observed (in).First welcomed by developing countries and 

some  investisseurs1  as  a  new  way  to  agricultural  development,  these  investments  have  been 

criticized by some governments and organizations of civil society because of the negative effects on 

local communities. They define as acquisitions or land concessions, which have one or more of the 

following:  which  are  contrary  to  human  rights  and  particularly  the  rights  of  women  to  equal 

treatment; that do not rely on free, prior and informed consent of affected users; not based on a 

careful assessment, or do not take into account the social, economic and environmental (including 

gender aspects [to explain]);  which are not subject to transparent procedures defining clear and 

binding commitments regarding the activities, employment and benefit sharing; that are not based 

on effective democratic planning, independent oversight and meaningful participation. The most 

comprehensive estimate of the scale of land grabbing, published in September 2010 by the World 

Bank, shows that more than 46 million hectares of important farmland acquisitions were reported 



between October 2008 and August 2009, which two thirds of this area in Africa subsahariennes3. 

The preview the newest, based on data provided in April 2011 an international conference convened 

by the Land Deal Politics Initiative, evalua that territorial agreements represent 80 million hectares, 

whose average size is 40 000 ha, one quarter over 200 000 ha and a quarter below 10,000 ha. 37% 

of the area devoted to food crops, cash crops 21% and 21% for growing biocarburants. Investments 

in agricultural land often take the form of leases, rather than purchases. The duration of these leases 

varies from 25 to 99 years, and they are usually contracted between national and local governments 

and investors (most of land in Africa are not private, in the possession or control gouvernemental. 

Forced land  acquisition  has  a  lot  elements  in  common with  the  issue  of  development-induced 

displacement and resettlement.  Among the root causes of development-induced displacement and 

resettlement  we  can  mention:  construction  of  dams  and  irrigation  projects,  transportation, 

urbanization,  re-urbanization,  conservation  of  nature  and  population  redistribution  schemes 

(Terminski  2013; Terminski  2015).  According to Bogumil  Terminski  (2015) at  least  15 million 

people each ear are forced to leave their homes in the consequence of major development projects.  

         

Source: mitre.org 
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