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As hazards, disasters and climate change 
profoundly affect people’s lives and livelihoods, 
communities and authorities seek opportunities 
to move people permanently out of harm’s 
way. The planned relocation of communities, 
or groups of households, to areas with lower 
exposure and disaster risks is occurring around 
the world. Planned relocation is recognized in 
policy and practice as a tool for disaster risk 
reduction (DRR) and climate change adaptation 
(CCA). However, the process can also 
undermine socio-economic prosperity, cultural 
practices and human security. As such, planned 
relocation is generally considered as a measure 
of last resort. In this context, policymakers, 
practitioners and communities require re�ned 
information on how planned relocation could 
be undertaken to minimize negative impacts, 
avoid pitfalls and promote human rights and 
human dignity.

Attention to planned relocation in policy 
instruments, and interest in gathering insights 
on practice, have increased since it was 
included alongside displacement and migration 
in the 2010 Cancun Adaptation Framework. 
However, knowledge and data gaps remain. 
This report, which is undertaken pursuant to 
the Platform on Disaster Displacement (PDD) 
2019-2022 Strategy and Workplan, seeks 
to enhance the evidence base on planned 
relocation cases undertaken within countries. 
It provides: (1) a global dataset of 308 cases 
of planned relocation identi�ed from English-
language peer-reviewed scholarly articles 
and grey literature; and (2) an analysis of 
characteristics across 34 of the identi�ed 
cases. These two related outputs serve as 
a foundation for future efforts to augment 
knowledge and data on planned relocation, 
and to promote approaches to policy and 
practice that mitigate risk and protect people 
from harm.

The process of identifying planned relocation 
cases is challenging because the term is 
not de�ned under international law and 
views on its key elements differ. Various 
entities including governments, the Nansen 
Initiative, the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) and experts have 
articulated de�nitions of planned relocation 
that include coherent and dissimilar 
elements. Some actors also use terms such 
as resettlement and managed retreat to refer 

EXECUTIVE 
SUMMARY





Findings from the analysis of 34 single origin 
to single destination cases include: 

•	Displacement: A little over half were 
undertaken after populations were displaced. 

•	Distance: Most span short distances, 
less than two kilometers from origin to 
destination.

•	Demographics: About half involved less than 
250 households, and many were in fact far 
smaller. Nearly all concerned rural to rural 
sites. Approximately half involved indigenous 
communities.

•	Duration: The time between initiation and 
completion of the physical move ranges from 
one to two years, to many decades for some 
of the ongoing cases.

•	 Initiating and supporting actors: 
Community actors initiated half of the 
cases, while the other half were initiated 
by government actors. Government, non-
governmental and community actors 
supported the implementation of planned 
relocation processes.

•	Participation: Many relocation cases 
included some level of participation 
mechanisms, however, inclusivity varied.

•	Assessments and norms: The reviewed 
literature contained insuf�cient information 
on assessments and policy frameworks. In 
a �fth of the cases, there was evidence of 
formal assessments (e.g., environmental risk 
or cost-bene�t analysis) conducted both at 
the sites of origin and destination. Few cases 
appeared to have normative instruments that 
underpinned the planned relocation process.

•	Livelihoods: In about half of the cases, 
relocated persons were able to maintain 
similar livelihoods at sites of destination. 

•	Challenges: Identi�ed challenges included 
ongoing hazard exposure in destination sites; 
the availability and quality of infrastructure; 
architectural layout of homes and 
incompatibility with traditional ways of life 
or expectations; social cohesion and cultural 
loss; and tensions and intergenerational 
differences relating to relocation. In some 
cases, relocated persons abandoned their 
new settlement to return to sites of origin or 
to move to new places.

9

Implications from these findings for 
policymakers, practitioners and researchers 
include: 

GENERAL AND CONCEPTUAL 

•	Multiple drivers may underpin decisions 
on planned relocation. In many instances 
multiple, diverse drivers may prompt 
decisions to participate in or undertake 
planned relocation processes. Deeper 
research is required to understand how 
social, political, economic and demographic 
drivers, alongside environmental drivers, 
in�uence: (1) mobility at the scale of entire 
communities or groups of households 
grappling with relocation decisions; and (2) 
motivations and decisions by authorities 
and other stakeholders to initiate planned 
relocation. 

•	Most cases fall within a continuum from 
“proactive” to “reactive” relocation. 
Distinctions between “proactive” and 
“reactive” relocation may not always 
re�ect the reality on the ground. Planned 
relocation cases have been undertaken both 
in reaction to realized harms (displacement, 
livelihood depletion, property damage or 
other forms of harm) and in anticipation 
of risks associated with future hazards. 
In this respect, most planned relocation 
cases fall within a proactive to reactive 
continuum. An alternative distinction for 
informing policymaking and practice is 
whether a planned relocation occurs: (1) 
pre-displacement; (2) post-displacement 
with options to reside in the interim in places 
of origin; or (3) post-displacement without 
options to reside in areas of origin.

•	Overlapping sudden and slow-onset 
hazards constrain choices. Planned 
relocation has been noted as a form of 
human mobility that could be forced 
or voluntary. As with displacement and 
migration, the preponderance of choice 



may be affected by realized harms and risks. 
Many planned relocation cases demonstrate 
how available choices are affected by the 
overlap or sequential occurrence of both 
sudden and slow-onset hazards. In other 
words, the environmental drivers in�uencing 
some planned relocation cases often embody 
multiple and diverse sudden and slow-onset 
hazards and constrain the choices available 
to affected populations. Planned relocation 
cases undertaken in the context of sudden-
onset hazards such as �ooding and storms, 
as well as slow-onset hazards such as sea-
level rise and erosion, potentially compound 
the intensity and impacts of environmental 
drivers. 

RELATED TO THE TYPOLOGY OF SPATIAL 
PATTERNS AND THE GLOBAL DATASET

•	The spatial pattern of planned relocation 
has implications for policy and practice. 
This is the �rst report to articulate a 
typology of the spatial patterns of planned 
relocation cases implemented in practice, as 
documented in English-language literature. 
Insights from this typology, such as whether 
a case has multiple origin communities 
or multiple destination sites, have critical 
implications for policy and practice. For 
instance, a planned relocation with multiple 
origin communities requires consideration 
of complex integration dynamics and of 
inclusive participatory mechanisms that 
engage distinct communities. In contrast, 
a multiple destination relocation case 
may require consideration of the impacts 
of disintegration of communities, and 
potential for maladaptive outcomes such as 
inequitable access to services or tensions 
among affected persons. Further research 
questions arise from identifying this typology, 
including how different spatial patterns relate 
to displacement, hazard types, distance, 
rural and urban dynamics, indigenous 
communities, social cohesion, household 
size, initiating and supporting actors, 
participation mechanisms, assessments, legal 
frameworks, and challenges and outcomes.

RELATED TO THE SUBSET OF SINGLE 
ORIGIN AND SINGLE DESTINATION CASES 

•	Trade-offs and linkages may exist between 
relocation design characteristics. Analysis 
of single origin to single destination cases 
has highlighted the need for deeper 
understanding of a range of relationships 
between relocation design features for 
policy and practice. These include potential: 
trade-offs relating to proximity of destination 
sites to places of origin; linkages between 
distance and duration of the relocation 
process; connections between the actor 
initiating planned relocation and meaningful 
and inclusive participation in the relocation 
process; relationships between the actor 
initiating planned relocation and the scope, 
quality, level and duration of support 
(assessments, land, transitional housing, 
services, �nancial, in-kind and other) available 
for the relocation process; constraints and 
opportunities arising from differing legal and 
policy frameworks underpinning planned 
relocation; and connections between the 1.316 Td
(inequitabld suppsfeen )Tj
0 -1.316 Td
[T rhe actor 
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Many people around the world live in areas 
exposed to evolving and intensifying effects 
of hazards, disasters and climate change. As 
authorities and communities seek to minimize 
harms to people living in such places, planned 
relocation to areas of lower exposure is 
increasingly salient. Attention to planned 
relocation in international normative and policy 
instruments on human mobility, climate change 
action and disaster risk reduction (DRR) has 
increased in recent years, however, knowledge 
and data gaps remain.1 In this context, this 
report provides a preliminary baseline of 
evidence on planned relocation cases globally 
as a foundation for subsequent research and 
analysis. The evidence gathered is intended 
to inform policy and practice, to guide the 
development of sound approaches to minimize 
risk and to protect people from harm.

Speci�cally, this report presents the results of a 
global mapping exercise on planned relocation 
cases carried out within countries in relation 
to hazards, disasters or the adverse effects of 
climate change (hereinafter cases). It offers two 
related sets of data. 

1.	 The report identi�es 308 cases of 
planned relocation documented in 
English-language peer-reviewed scholarly 
articles or grey literature. A breakdown 
of geographic, spatial, status and 
hazard-related characteristics is shown 
through infographics and discussed 
in the body of the report.2 This global 
dataset is available from the Platform on 
Disaster Displacement (PDD) website, 
www.disasterdisplacement.org.

2.	 A subset of 34 of the identi�ed cases is 
reviewed in more depth regarding further 

1	 For selected normative and policy developments at the 
international level, see table 1 in Ferris, E., & Weerasinghe, 
S. (2020). Promoting Human Security: Planned Relocation as 
a Protection Tool in a Time of Climate Change. Journal on 
Migration and Human Security, 8(2), 134-149.

2	
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1. INTRODUCTION

context and design characteristics.3 This 
information is analyzed in the report and 
documented in annex tables.

This is the �rst report to provide a global 
mapping of information on planned relocation 
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national, regional and international levels”.11 
This decision identi�ed planned relocation 
as an element to be addressed within the 
framework of climate change adaptation 
(CCA). The Sendai Framework for Disaster 
Risk Reduction 2015-2030, adopted by 187 
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2.1

WHAT IS PLANNED 
RELOCATION?

While multilateral policy processes and 
instruments recognize planned relocation 
within States as a tool for reducing disaster 
risks and adapting to climate change, as well as 
a possible pathway for cross-border mobility, 
the examples presented in this report concern 
movements within countries.17 Indeed, existing 
evidence on planned relocation cases generally 
concern internal movements.18 In this context, 
and in the absence of a binding or consensus 
multilateral de�nition, domestic conceptions 
underpin how planned relocation cases are 
conceived and implemented.19 This means 
domestic legal and policy frameworks provide 
an important lens to understand how States 
perceive and de�ne such movements. 

Domestic laws and policies focused solely on 
planned relocation are dif�cult to unearth, 
however. Frameworks speci�cally on planned 
relocation are uncommon and rarely de�ne 
the term. An exception is Fiji’s 2018 national 
Planned Relocation Guidelines – A Framework 
to Undertake Climate Change Related 
Relocation, which explains that:

17	 On cross-border planned relocation, see discussion in 
section 1 regarding GCM commitment to support planned 
relocation as a tool for cross-border mobility in the context 
of slow-onset disasters, the adverse effects of climate 
change and environmental degradation. One case of cross-
border relocation was identi�ed in the literature review 
(a potential ‘ongoing’ case involving the Government of 
Kiribati purchasing land in Fiji), but this was not included in 
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Planned Relocation is understood as a 
solution-oriented measure, involving the 
State, in which a community (as distinct 
from an individual/ household) is physically 
moved to another location and resettled 
permanently there. Under this schematic 
approach, evacuation is distinct from 
planned relocation and does not fall within 
the scope of this document. Planned 
relocation may, of course, play a role 
following evacuations in circumstances 
where places of origin become 
uninhabitable.20 

Sometimes, non-relocation-speci�c national 
instruments, such as laws and policies 
relevant to disasters, climate change or the 
environment dictate, de�ne or provide the 
applicable architecture pursuant to which 
planned relocation must be undertaken. For 
instance, within the framework of actions to 
strengthen disaster risk governance to manage 
risk, the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk 
Reduction 2015-2030 identi�es the importance 
of formulating public policies to address “the 
issues of prevention or relocation, where 
possible, of human settlements in disaster 
risk-prone zones”.21 As States continue to 
adopt, revise or align their DRR and DRM 
laws and policies to address the Sendai 
Framework’s objectives, domestic descriptions 
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location, and provided with the conditions 
for rebuilding their lives. Planned relocation 
can be voluntary or involuntary, and usually 
takes place within the country, but may, in 
very exceptional cases, also occur across 
State borders.26 

The above de�nition excerpts and draws on a 
de�nition developed in 2015 by international 
lawyers and experts, which de�nes planned 
relocation as: 

[A] planned process in which persons or 
groups of persons move or are assisted to 
move away from their homes or places of 
temporary residence, are settled in a new 
location, and provided with the conditions 
for rebuilding their lives. Planned Relocation 
is carried out under the authority of the 
State, takes place within national borders, 
and is undertaken to protect people from 
risks and impacts related to disasters and 
environmental change, including the effects 
of climate change. Such Planned Relocation 
may be carried out at the individual, 
household, and/or community levels.27 

In its 2019 Special Report on the Ocean and 
Cryosphere in a Changing Climate, the Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 
de�nes “planned relocation (of human)” as:

A form of human mobility response in the 
face of sea level rise and related impacts. 
Planned relocation is typically initiated, 
supervised and implemented from national 
to local level and involves small communities 
and individual assets but may also involve 
large populations. Also termed resettlement, 
managed retreat, or managed realignment.28 

The International Law Association’s Committee 
on International Law and Sea Level Rise has 
also adopted a de�nition of planned relocation 

26	 Nansen Initiative., above n 4, p. 17. Emphasis added.
27	 UNHCR, Brookings Institution, & Georgetown University., above n 4, p. 5. Emphasis added to the last sentence.
28	 IPCC (2019), Special Report on the Ocean and the Cryosphere in a Changing Climate, p. 694. Emphasis added.
29	 International Law Association, Resolution 6/2018: Committee on International Law and Sea Level Rise, 78th Conference of the 

International Law Association, Sydney, Australia, 19-24 August 2018, Annex: Sydney Declaration of Principles on the Protection of 
Persons Displaced in the Context of Sea Level Rise, de�nitions (f). Emphasis added.

30	 Inter-Agency Standing Committee (IASC), IASC Operational Guidelines on the Protection of Persons in Situations of Natural 
Disasters, 2011, p. 58. Emphasis added.

31	 See e.g., McAdam, J., & Ferris, E. (2015). Planned Relocations in the Context of Climate Change: Unpacking the Legal and 
Conceptual Issues. 
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instance, the above-mentioned 2019 IPCC 
report seems to suggest that resettlement 
is synonymous with planned relocation.32 
A consensus de�nition on the meaning of 
“resettlement” in the context of hazards, 
disasters and climate change does not exist. 
Populations at Risk of Disaster: A Resettlement 
Guide, published by the World Bank and the 
Global Facility for Disaster Risk and Recovery 
in 2011, explains that “[r]esettlement is a 
measure for intervention that seeks to address 
the exposure that is one of the components of 
vulnerability, and it results in nulli�cation of the 
risk condition. Physically, it means changing the 
location of the exposed elements, in this case, 
the population.”33 As noted above, domestic 
DRR, DRM, climate change and environmental 
laws may also offer descriptions and de�nitions 
of resettlement.34 

Meanwhile, some adaptation experts refer 
to relocation of people as one strategy to 
manage “retreat”,35 a term from coastal 
engineering actors, which has been de�ned as 
“the application of coastal zone management 
and mitigation tools designed to move existing 
and planned development out of the path of 
eroding coastlines and coastal hazards.”36 More 
recently, it has been adopted by a broader 
set of actors, and described as “the strategic 
relocation of structures or abandonment of 

32	 IPCC., above n 28, p. 694.
33	 Correa, E., Ramirez, F., & Sanahuja, H., above n 18, p. 18. The document indicates that the guidance note is for guidance only and 

does not replace any provision of Bank Operational Policies (OPs) or Bank Procedures (BPs), including in particular OP/BP 4.12. 
on Involuntary Resettlement.
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2.2

TYPOLOGY OF SPATIAL 
PATTERNS OF PLANNED 
RELOCATION 

Beyond the de�nitional challenges, a review 
of practice to date based on English-language 
scholarly and grey literature highlights 
important dimensions of planned relocation 
cases, and the multitude of ways in which 
States and communities have conceived and 
implemented such processes. Many of these 
dimensions are elaborated in the �ndings 
sections of this report (see sections 5 and 6). 
However, it is also worth noting certain spatial 
dimensions here, as they contribute to the 
complexity in identifying what constitutes a 
case of planned relocation. Figure 1 presents 
a typology to re�ect archetypes of planned 
relocation cases identi�ed in the literature. The 
schematic presents cases across four quadrants 
based on whether they relate to single or 
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many type D cases involve large numbers of 
origins and destinations, other cases such as 
the Hòa Bình Relocation Project in Vietnam 
involve just two remote villages at high risk 
of landslide that were relocated to three 
destination sites.48 

The simplicity of this typology does not 
necessarily mean that distinctions between 
case types A to D are always clear in practice. 
To distill these insights, it was necessary to 
consider only the majority of households in 
a given case. For instance, in a single origin 
– single destination case scenario (type A), 
some households from the origin site may 
have chosen to live outside the designated 
destination site,49 and some households from 
outside the origin site may join the destination 
site. The critical distinction in this typology 
is that the majority of households follow this 
relocation pathway from origin to destination. 
However, this does not necessarily mean all 
relocated people remain at the relocation site 
over time. In addition, given the nature of the 
research and the methodology (discussed in 
section 4 below), the consideration of origin 
and destination sites as units of analysis are 
heavily dependent on the ways in which the 
relevant literature has classi�ed the sites or 
spatial dimension and also whether the article’s 
primary focus is concerned with the origin or 
destination site(s).

48	 Ahn, D. et al (2017). Planned Relocation in the Context of Environmental Change in Hoa Binh Province, Northern Vietnam. 
International Organization for Migration. p. 21.

49	 In some cases, relocation to a new site was offered to bene�ciaries as one option alongside offers of individual household buy-
outs. Consider a case in Bogotá, Colombia, where households facing �ood and landslide risk were given the option to accept 
houses in one of two “resettlement sites”, El Caracol and Arborizadora Alta, or alternatively to purchase a new house or existing 
house in the real estate market. See: Correa, E, above n 44.

At present, policy processes arguably 
obfuscate the differences between these 
types of planned relocation cases. Indeed, 
as they are not explicitly recognized, the 
existence of different spatial patterns may not 
be well understood. Planned relocation cases 
that follow these divergent spatial patterns 
tend to be presented as a homogeneous 
phenomenon, with little acknowledgement 
that each relocation type has fundamentally 
different implications for policy and practice. 
For instance, multi-origin relocation cases 
require consideration of complex dynamics of 
integration across multiple groups of people 
originating from different vantage points. 
In contrast, multi-destination relocation 
cases may require consideration of the 
impacts of disintegration of communities 
or of potential inequities in different sub-
national administrative settings. Myriad other 
differences relating to inter alia participatory 
mechanisms, transitional arrangements, and 
legal and policy frameworks apply to the 
consideration of case types B, C and D. These 
complexities inform and guide the manner 
in which this report has been conceived and 
undertaken. The conceptualization of planned 
relocation for the purposes of this report and 
its methodology are discussed in the next two 
sections (3 and 4), respectively.

Figure 1. Typology of planned relocation spatial patterns

SINGLE ORIGIN MULTIPLE ORIGIN

SINGLE DESTINATION
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As demonstrated by the discussion on what 
is planned relocation, in section 2, consensus 
on the unit of analysis is elusive. Questions 
remain as to whether planned relocation cases 
are undertaken at the community, groups of 
households, single households and/or at the 
individual levels. For instance, the de�nition in 
Fiji’s national Planned Relocation Guidelines 
– A Framework to Undertake Climate Change 
Related Relocation focuses on communities, 
whereas the de�nition developed in 2015 by 
international lawyers and experts, captures 
the individual, household, and/or community 
levels. Meanwhile the IPCC’s de�nition of 
planned relocation in its 2019 Special Report 
on the Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing 
Climate emphasizes small communities while 
also recognizing that planned relocation 
may involve large populations. Finally, the 
International Law Association and the IASC’s 
Operational Guidelines simply refer to people. 
For the purposes of identifying cases in this 
research, the third element is concerned 
with capturing only those cases where there 
is evidence of a community/communities or 
group(s) of persons that have already relocated 

53	 The term “community” has differing meanings in different spaces: “the term community can have different connotations 
depending on its location. For example, a community in Alaska could refer to an entire Native village, but in the continental U.S. 
the word could refer to a neighborhood in a more populated area such as Miami” Government Accountability Of�ce. (2020). A 
Climate Migration Pilot Program Could Enhance the Nation’s Resilience and Reduce Federal Fiscal Exposure.  GAO-20-488. U.S. 
Government Printing Office. 1-61.

54	 Sword-Daniels, V., et al. (2014). Consequences of long-term volcanic activity for essential services in Montserrat: challenges, 
adaptations and resilience. Geological Society, 39(1), 471-488.

or intend to relocate; cases of an individual 
person or single household movement are 
excluded.53 

The fourth element in the conceptualization 
attempts to distinguish planned relocation from 
evacuations that are, at least at the time of the 
movement, intended to be temporary. As such, 
only cases involving the intended permanent 
or long-term relocation of people are included; 
cases involving the intended temporary or 
short-term movement of people, such as 
evacuations, are excluded. However, cases 
were included when a short-term evacuation 
became protracted and relocation was deemed 
necessary, as was the case after the 1995-1997 
volcanic eruption in the Caribbean British 
Overseas Territory of Montserrat.54 

A �fth element seeks to capture the notion 
of a “planned” relocation in contrast to, for 
example, the uncoordinated and unsupported 
yet relatively simultaneous migration of many 
households from a given settlement of origin. 
As such, it involves an initiation, meaning a 
decision to undertake planned relocation. It 

Table 1. Elements for conceptualizing planned relocation
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also involves coordination or assistance from 
a supporting actor. Only cases where there is 
evidence that the relocation process involved 
initiation, as well as coordination or assistance 
from a supporting actor, are included; initiating 
and supporting actors may be members of the 
community itself, or members of governmental, 
non-governmental or intergovernmental 
entities.55 Cases with no process of initiation 
and coordination or assistance, are excluded. 
For instance, the mapping does not include 
a case where households simultaneously 
moved in the context of sea level rise from 
Nuatambu to varied existing and new sites 
across Solomon Islands, with no evidence 
of coordination, let alone �nancial or other 
assistance from a supporting actor.
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These included:

•	Examination of references cited in relevant 
papers, such as: 

	–	 A number of academic publications 
that compiled relatively small numbers 
of planned relocation cases in disaster 
contexts;61 

	–	 An annotated bibliography of planned 
relocation cases compiled by the 
Brookings Institution,62
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to gather critical insights. Corresponding 
sources were also cited. If a given case was 
discussed in multiple articles, all relevant 
sources were listed.67 If an article discussed 
multiple planned relocation cases, the article is 
listed as a source for each relevant case.

4.2

PHASE 2: DETAILED MAPPING 
OF CHARACTERISTICS OF 
SELECTED CASES

During the second phase, context and design 
characteristics of a subset of the planned 
relocation cases identi�ed in phase one were 
analyzed further. To determine which cases 
to include in this deeper analysis, additional 
screening criteria were used, namely the quality 
of the information in the source literature and 
the spatial pattern of the planned relocation 
case. 

As mentioned above, the cases identi�ed 
in the global dataset have varying levels of 
information dependent on the quality of the 
source. For each case, the most comprehensive 
article was identi�ed based on the depth of 
detail in the article and the research methods 
employed. Speci�cally, on the methods, only 
articles that employed primary interviews or 
surveys with key stakeholders were selected, 
even if the exact number, structure and 
approach to interviews and surveys differed.
The methods employed by the identi�ed 
articles vary on structure from standardized 
surveys to semi-structured interviews; on the 
number and format of participant interviews 
from focus groups to individual interviews; 
and on the selection of key stakeholders from 
persons who were relocated to governmental 

67	 Cases that had the highest numbers of sources included relocations after a volcanic eruption in Merapi Indonesia, �ooding of 
the Zambezi in Mozambique and of the Mekong delta in Vietnam, tsunami in many countries adjacent to the Indian Ocean, and 
coastal erosion in Fiji and Alaska.

68	 See the toolbox discussed in UNHCR, Georgetown, & IOM., above n 4. This toolbox was developed by experts at Georgetown 
University, UNHCR, and IOM in close cooperation with the World Bank and United Nations University, and seeks to provide 
concrete suggestions for States and other actors who are considering relocation of people in order to protect them from disasters 
and climate change.

69	 Including Oliver-Smith’s application to disaster contexts of Scudder’s model of Development Induced Displacement and 
Resettlement (Oliver-Smith, A., above n 41), and McAdam and Ferris’ (McAdam J., & Ferris E., above n 31) and Ferris and 
Weerasinghe’s (Ferris, E., & Weerasinghe, S., above n 1) human rights and human security centric approaches.

70	
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Table 2. Codebook questions

Question

Context Characteristics (see Annex A)

What is the country of the site of origin in the planned relocation case?

What is the province/State of the site of origin in the planned relocation case?

What is the exact location of the site of origin in the planned relocation case?

What is the location of the destination settlement site in the planned relocation case?71

Which hazard(s) is the planned relocation initiated in anticipation of/reaction to?

What is the approximate physical distance (in km) between the site of origin and the site of destination?

In approximately what year was the need for planned relocation �rst identi�ed?

In approximately what year was the physical relocation to the settlement site completed for the majority of 
households?

Approximately how many households (people) have relocated, or are identi�ed for relocation?

Does the relocating community identify as part of an indigenous tribe or community?

Does the relocating community identify as rural or urban?

Was the planned relocation initiated after displacement?

Relocation Design Characteristics (see Annex B)

Which actor(s) initiated the planned relocation?

Which actor(s) supported the planned relocation, including through funding?

Is there evidence of at least one formal assessment (related to environmental impact, costs and bene�ts for 
people) of the: 1) location of origin to determine the need for the planned relocation; and/or 2) the settlement site 
to determine suitability for relocation? 

Is there evidence to suggest that affected communities participated during the relocation process? 

Is there a domestic legal or policy framework applicable or relevant to relocation?

Is there evidence to suggest that similar livelihood opportunities exist in the site of origin and in destination?

What challenges have been identi�ed during the relocation process or in the settlement site? 

Methodology (see Annex C)

Key Source

Data Collection Methods Employed by Key Source

mechanisms; legal and policy frameworks; 
livelihood opportunities; and challenges. For 
the answers to the codebook questions, as well 
as methodological caveats, see Annex D.

As mentioned in section 2, the dynamics of a 
planned relocation case with multiple origins 
and/or destinations (types B, C and D) are 
fundamentally different from a case with a 
single origin and single destination (type A). A 
number of characteristics – including distances 
between sites, the roles of various actors, 
assessments, participation of communities of 
origin, legal and policy frameworks, among 
others – are complicated and dif�cult to assess. 

As this methodology was re�ned in an iterative 
process, it became apparent that it was most 
critical to focus �rst on cases that follow the 
type A path from single origin to destination 
as a foundation for future inquiry. This was 
because the type A spatial pattern was the 
most prevalent in the literature. In addition, the 
methodology and the codebook for this report 
was developed with case type A in mind. It was 
only through the review of an extensive body 
of literature that the typology presented in 
section 2 emerged. Therefore, only cases that 
follow pattern A are included in the subset of 
cases analyzed under phase two; cases that 
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follow patterns B-D are nonetheless included in 
the global dataset noted under phase one.71

A total of 34 type A cases with suf�cient 
information for coding were identi�ed for 
the detailed mapping of characteristics. The 
�ndings from these cases are found in section 
6, and summarized in Annex A-B. A single 
comprehensive article was used as the primary 
basis to respond to codebook questions (see 
Annex C). This primary article was selected 
from among the handful of articles identi�ed 
pursuant to phase one (above). For each 
selected case, the single comprehensive 
article was reviewed by two researchers, 
who then triangulated their understanding 
to code characteristics in the codebook. To 
the extent necessary and where possible, 
supplementary information was identi�ed to 
code the characteristics that were otherwise 
hard to capture or could not be gleaned from 
the comprehensive article. The cases for which 
additional information beyond that gathered 
through the comprehensive article was 
adduced are noted in Annex C.

4.3

LIMITATIONS

The cases identi�ed in the global dataset 
(phase one) and in the detailed mapping 
(phase two) are not a representative random 
sample, and thus comparative insights should 
not be extrapolated to all planned relocation 
cases. By consulting only literature published 
in English, �ndings of this report re�ect a 
bias towards research in English-speaking 
countries, and particularly the United States of 
America.72 Research to be undertaken by IOM 
in support of the PDD Workplan 2019-2022 
and the Plan of Action 2019-2021 of the TFD 
under UNFCCC, applying the methodology 
developed in this report to identify planned 
relocation cases in Spanish and French 
language literature, may ameliorate some of 
the geographic bias. 

71	 It is proposed that in the future case types B-D may be the subject of deeper analysis in line with appropriately modi�ed 
methodologies and codebooks.

72	 For example, 35 cases in Peru were not included as the relevant document was in Spanish.

Similarly, the emphasis in phase two on 
comprehensive articles that included 
information on a speci�c set of planned 
relocation characteristics and also employed 
interview or survey research methods, may 
also produce a bias towards better resourced 
researchers and institutions, as well as the 
communities and hazard events of interest 
to those actors. Given that the methods 
employed focus on publicly available 
documents, there may also be limitations in 
the literature reviewed. This may include that 
researchers did not have access to internal 
government documents on planned relocation 



5
Fi
nd

in
g
s 
fr
o
m
 t
he

 
g
lo
b
al
 d
at
as
et

This section presents key �ndings related to 
the global dataset of planned relocation cases. 
A total of 308 planned relocation cases were 
identi�ed from English-language peer-reviewed 
scholarly articles and grey literature.73 Findings 
associated with these cases are discussed and 
analyzed based on geography, spatial patterns, 
hazard(s) and status while implications 
stemming from these �ndings are discussed in 
section 7. The �ndings presented in this section 
are not exhaustive. Rather, they aim to provide 
an overview of high-level insights, and establish 
a foundation for further work. For this purpose, 
a mapping of basic characteristics applicable 
to each of the 308 cases are provided in the 
accompanying dataset available from the PDD 
website. 

5.1

WHERE ARE THE IDENTIFIED 
PLANNED RELOCATION CASES?

Planned relocation is a global phenomenon. 
The 308 planned relocation cases identi�ed 
occur in 60 countries and territories.74 As 
illustrated in Figure 2, identi�ed cases span 
all inhabited regions, including Asia (160), 
the Americas (81), the Paci�c (36), Africa 
(19), Europe (9) and the Middle East (3).75 
While cases exist across every continent, 
approximately half are in Asia, with the highest 
numbers in South East Asia (63 cases), South 
Asia (54 cases), and East Asia (37 cases). The 
Paci�c region has the same number of cases 
as East Asia. Annex E provides a breakdown of 
countries by region and sub-region.

73	 As explained in the limitations (