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Human Rights and Globalization: 

Analyse the Paradox of Development and 

Displacement 
    

SANSKRITI KUMARI
1 

       

  ABSTRACT 
Globalization has emerged as both an opportunity and a challenge in the 21st century, 

reshaping economic, political, and cultural landscapes across the globe. On one hand, it 

accelerates economic growth, fosters technological innovation, and facilitates cultural 

exchange, thereby creating unprecedented avenues for human progress and international 

cooperation. On the other hand, globalization also produces displacement, marginalization, 

and widening inequalities, especially in societies where development is pursued through 

large-scale infrastructural and industrial projects. This paradox becomes particularly stark 

when modernization is celebrated as “progress,” yet its implementation results in the 

erosion of fundamental human rights such as livelihood, housing, cultural identity, and 

participation in development. 

The contradiction is most visible in the plight of indigenous and vulnerable communities, 

who are disproportionately affected by globalization-driven projects. From the 

displacement caused by the Sardar Sarovar Dam in India, to the exploitation of oil in 

Nigeria’s Niger Delta, to mining operations in Latin America, development initiatives often 

uproot populations in the name of national growth and global competitiveness. At the same 

time, globalization equips these communities with new tools of resistance, as transnational 

advocacy networks and human rights campaigns bring local struggles into the global arena. 

By analysing such case studies across continents, this paper seeks to demonstrate that 

globalization is not a unidimensional force but a contested terrain where development and 

displacement collide. It ultimately argues that a human right–based approach to 

development (HRBA), grounded in dignity, equality, and sustainability, is essential for 

reconciling the tension between economic growth and social justice, ensuring that 

globalization becomes a pathway to inclusive rather than exclusionary progress. 

Keywords: Globalization; Human Rights; Development; Displacement; Social Justice; 

Sustainable Growth; Indigenous Rights. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
Globalization has become a defining reality of the 21st century, shaping economic structures, 

political relations, and social interactions across the globe. It is often described as the process 

of intensifying interconnectedness, wherein goods, services, knowledge, culture, and people 

flow more freely across borders. Advocates of globalization argue that it has accelerated 

economic growth, reduced barriers to trade, and expanded opportunities for human 

development. However, a critical examination reveals a less celebrated dimension: 

globalization often displaces vulnerable populations in the pursuit of development, leaving 

behind a paradox where progress for some entails deprivation for others. 

Human rights discourse provides a critical lens to evaluate this paradox. The Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR)2 and subsequent international covenants3 guarantee 

fundamental rights such as the right to livelihood, housing, cultural identity, and participation 

in development. Yet, globalization-driven projects such as large dams, mining ventures, 

industrial corridors, and urban expansion have systematically undermined these rights, 

particularly for indigenous and marginalized communities. For instance, the construction of the 

Sardar Sarovar Dam in India, promoted as a vehicle of economic modernization, resulted in the 

displacement of thousands of tribal families, raising the question of whether development can 

truly be considered “progress” if it is achieved through dispossession. 

The paradox becomes sharper when viewed through the lens of globalization. On the one hand, 

globalization strengthens international human rights advocacy, empowering local struggles to 

gain transnational visibility. Campaigns such as the Narmada Bachao Andolan4 in India or anti-

mining protests in Latin America have drawn global attention, mobilizing international 

solidarity networks. On the other hand, globalization fuels aggressive competition for resources 

and investment, compelling states to prioritize growth over justice, often in alliance with 

multinational corporations whose economic power exceeds that of some sovereign nations. 

This research, therefore, aims to analyze the tension between development and displacement in 

the context of globalization. It explores how international law, domestic legal frameworks, and 

judicial interventions attempt but often fail to reconcile economic progress with human rights 

protection. By engaging with case studies across different continents, the paper seeks to 

demonstrate the universality of this paradox while highlighting context-specific variations. The 

 
2 Universal Declaration of Human Rights, UNGA Res. 217 (III), 10 December 1948. 
3 International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, opened for signature 16 December 1966, 993 

UNTS 3 (entered into force 3 January 1976). 
4 Narmada Bachao Andolan v. Union of India, (2000) 10 SCC 664. 
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central argument advanced is that development must be understood not merely as economic 

growth but as a holistic process of human flourishing, where rights, dignity, and sustainability 

are not compromised in the pursuit of globalization.5 

II. RESEARCH BACKGROUND 
A. Research Problem 

The central problem addressed in this research is the paradoxical relationship between 

globalization-driven development and the displacement it often produces. While development 

is recognized as a human right under international law, its realization through large-scale 

industrial projects, infrastructural expansion, and global market integration frequently 

undermines other fundamental rights such as the right to livelihood, housing, cultural identity, 

and environmental security. The challenge lies in reconciling economic growth with human 

rights protection in an era where states and multinational corporations prioritize 

competitiveness and investment over social justice. This tension raises critical questions about 

whether globalization promotes inclusive development or perpetuates new forms of inequality 

and dispossession. 

B. Novelty 

This research offers a unique perspective by analysing the paradox of development and 

displacement through the lens of human rights within the context of globalization. Unlike 

conventional studies that treat economic growth and human rights separately, this study 

integrates economic, social, cultural, and environmental dimensions, demonstrating how 

globalization-driven projects such as large dams, SEZs, mining ventures, and urban expansion 

simultaneously advance development while undermining the rights of vulnerable populations. 

By incorporating cross-continental case studies from India, Africa, Latin America, and the 

Global North, the research highlights both the universality of displacement risks and the 

context-specific variations in legal frameworks, governance, and cultural impacts. 

Additionally, the study emphasizes a rights-centric approach to development, reframing 

progress not merely as economic growth but as the promotion of human dignity, livelihood 

security, cultural preservation, and environmental sustainability. It synthesizes international and 

national legal instruments, judicial interventions, and policy mechanisms to assess gaps and 

solutions, offering actionable recommendations for participatory governance, corporate 

accountability, and sustainable development models. In doing so, the research bridges 

 
5 Cernea, M. M., “The Risks and Reconstruction Model for Resettling Displaced Populations,” World 

Development, Vol. 25, No. 10 (1997), pp. 1569–1587. 
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theoretical analysis with practical relevance, contributing novel insights to academic discourse, 

policy formulation, and human rights advocacy in the era of globalization. 

C. Research Gap 

While existing literature extensively examines globalization, economic development, and 

human rights independently, there is a lack of integrated studies that critically analyse the 

paradox of development-induced displacement through a rights-based lens. Most research 

focuses either on the economic benefits of globalization or on isolated case studies of 

displacement, without systematically comparing the experiences across different regions or 

legal frameworks. 

Furthermore, although international instruments and national laws provide mechanisms for 

protecting displaced populations, studies highlighting their effectiveness, implementation gaps, 

and context-specific challenges remain limited. There is also a scarcity of interdisciplinary work 

that links economic, social, cultural, and environmental rights with practical policy solutions to 

reconcile development objectives with human rights. This research aims to fill these gaps by 

providing a comparative, rights-cantered, and policy-oriented analysis of globalization-induced 

displacement. 

D. Research Hypothesis 

H1: Globalization-driven development, while promoting economic growth, often leads to the 

displacement of vulnerable populations, resulting in violations of fundamental human rights. 

H2: Existing international and national legal frameworks are insufficiently implemented to 

fully protect the rights of communities affected by development-induced displacement. 

H3: Rights-based and participatory development models can mitigate the negative impacts of 

displacement and help reconcile economic growth with human rights protection. 

H4: The effects of globalization on displacement are universal across regions, but the nature 

and severity of human rights violations vary depending on local governance, legal frameworks, 

and cultural contexts. 

E. Research Methodology 

This study employs a qualitative, interdisciplinary, and comparative research methodology to 

analyze the paradox of development-induced displacement under globalization. The 

methodology is designed to explore the complex interaction between economic growth, human 

rights, and social justice, integrating legal, socio-economic, and policy perspectives. 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
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1. Research Design: The research adopts a descriptive-analytical design. It systematically 

describes globalization-driven development projects, their impacts on human rights, and the 

legal and policy responses, while analyzing the patterns and variations across different 

regions. Comparative case studies are used to highlight similarities and differences between 

India, Africa, Latin America, and the Global North. 

2. Data Collection 

• Primary Sources: Judicial pronouncements (e.g., Narmada Bachao Andolan v. Union of 

India, Olga Tellis v. Bombay Municipal Corporation), international legal instruments 

(UDHR, ICESCR, UN Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement), and government 

policy documents. 

• Secondary Sources: Scholarly books, peer-reviewed journals, reports by international 

organizations (World Bank, UNDP), and credible NGO publications documenting 

displacement and human rights violations. 

• Case Studies: Selected projects such as large dams in India, oil extraction in the Niger 

Delta, and mining ventures in Latin America provide context-specific evidence of 

displacement and rights impacts. 

3. Data Analysis 

• Qualitative Content Analysis: Textual analysis of legal instruments, policy documents, 

and case law to evaluate compliance, gaps, and implementation challenges. 

• Comparative Analysis: Cross-regional comparison of displacement patterns, legal 

frameworks, and human rights outcomes to identify universal trends and context-

specific differences. 

• Thematic Analysis: Identification of recurring themes such as livelihood loss, cultural 

displacement, environmental degradation, and gendered vulnerabilities. 

4. Scope and Limitations: The research focuses on development-induced displacement in the 

context of globalization and does not cover conflict-induced or disaster-induced 

displacement. Limitations include reliance on secondary data for some regions, variations 

in data availability, and differences in legal frameworks across countries. However, 

triangulation of multiple sources ensures credibility and reliability. 

5. Ethical Considerations: All sources are cited appropriately, and the study avoids direct 

engagement with vulnerable populations to prevent harm. The research emphasizes respect 

for human rights, dignity, and cultural sensitivity in its analysis. 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
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F. Literature Review 

The relationship between globalization, development, and human rights has been widely 

discussed, yet most studies treat these dimensions separately. Scholars such as Stiglitz (2002) 

and Todaro & Smith (2020) highlight that globalization accelerates economic integration, trade 

liberalization, and technological diffusion, leading to higher GDP growth and expanded access 

to goods and services. Large infrastructure projects and foreign direct investment are often 

promoted as engines of modernization and employment generation. However, critics argue that 

the benefits are unevenly distributed, concentrating wealth among elites while marginalizing 

vulnerable populations, particularly in developing countries. 

Displacement resulting from development projects is a central concern in the literature. Cernea 

(1997) introduced the “Impoverishment Risks and Reconstruction” model, identifying 

livelihood loss, social disarticulation, and marginalization as key consequences of forced 

displacement. Indian cases, notably the Narmada Bachao Andolan, illustrate how large dams 

and Special Economic Zones can displace thousands, undermining rights to housing, livelihood, 

and cultural identity, despite national development goals. Similar patterns are observed in 

Africa and Latin America, where extractive industries and mining ventures have caused large-

scale displacement, revealing that globalization-driven development frequently generates 

human rights risks across contexts. 

Legal and policy frameworks aim to mitigate these impacts, yet their effectiveness is uneven. 

International instruments like the UDHR (1948), ICESCR (1966), and the UN Guiding 

Principles on Internal Displacement (1998) articulate protections for displaced populations, 

while national laws such as India’s Land Acquisition Act (2013) provide procedural safeguards 

and rehabilitation measures. Nevertheless, scholars highlight persistent implementation gaps, 

weak enforcement, and limited judicial oversight, which often fail to prevent violations. 

The literature also emphasizes the “development paradox,” where globalization fosters 

economic growth but simultaneously exacerbates inequality and social injustice (Kapoor, 2004; 

Borras & Franco, 2010). Few studies, however, integrate economic, legal, and human rights 

perspectives in a comparative, cross-continental context, leaving a gap in understanding how 

rights-based approaches can reconcile development with social justice. This research addresses 

this gap by adopting an interdisciplinary, holistic approach, focusing on legal frameworks, 

participatory governance, and sustainable development models to evaluate how globalization 

can advance development without compromising human rights. 

https://www.ijlmh.com/
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III. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS 
Globalization And Human Rights: Theoretical Framework 

Globalization is widely regarded as the most transformative phenomenon of the modern era, 

shaping economies, politics, cultures, and social systems. In its optimistic sense, globalization 

enhances human rights by spreading democratic values, facilitating international monitoring, 

and enabling transnational advocacy networks. For example, global campaigns against child 

labor or climate injustice have pressured both states and corporations to adopt rights-based 

policies. Yet, globalization is also criticized for intensifying inequalities, marginalizing 

vulnerable groups, and undermining socio-economic rights through market-driven reforms. 

Understanding this paradox requires engagement with key theoretical perspectives. 

A. Modernisation Theory 

It presents globalization as a progressive force that fosters economic growth, technological 

advancement, and improved living standards. According to this perspective, development 

projects such as infrastructure expansion, urbanization, and industrialization are seen as 

pathways to modernity.6 From a human rights standpoint, modernization is expected to uplift 

societies by creating jobs, improving access to health care and education, and integrating 

communities into global markets. However, this optimistic view often overlooks the 

displacement, cultural erosion, and environmental degradation caused by such projects, thereby 

underestimating the social costs of development.7 

B. Dependence Theory 

It views globalization more critically, arguing that it entrenches structural inequalities between 

the Global North and Global South.8 Under this framework, development projects in resource-

rich but economically weaker nations often serve the interests of multinational corporations and 

powerful states rather than local communities. Human rights violations—such as the 

displacement of indigenous people in the Niger Delta due to oil extraction—are seen as systemic 

outcomes of an exploitative global order.9 Dependency theorists argue that globalization 

perpetuates neo-colonial relationships where the South supplies raw materials and cheap labour, 

while the North reaps disproportionate benefits. 

 
6 Rostow, W. W., The Stages of Economic Growth: A Non-Communist Manifesto (Cambridge University Press, 

1960). 
7 Cernea, M. M., “The Risks and Reconstruction Model for Resettling Displaced Populations,” World 

Development, Vol. 25, No. 10 (1997), pp. 1569–1587. 
8 Frank, A. G., Capitalism and Underdevelopment in Latin America (Monthly Review Press, 1967). 
9 Dos Santos, T., “The Structure of Dependence,” American Economic Review, Vol. 60, No. 2 (1970), pp. 231–

236. 
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C. Human Rights–Based Approach to Development (HRBA) 

It emphasizes that development cannot be reduced to economic growth alone but must ensure 

the realization of human dignity, equality, and participation. HRBA integrates principles of 

accountability, transparency, non-discrimination, and empowerment into development policy.10 

From this perspective, displacement caused by globalization-driven projects is not merely an 

unfortunate byproduct but a direct violation of the rights to livelihood, housing, cultural identity, 

and self-determination.11 For instance, the displacement of tribal communities due to mining 

projects in India demonstrates how development, if not aligned with human rights, can become 

exclusionary rather than inclusive.12 

By reading all together, these theoretical perspectives reveal the tension inherent in 

globalization’s impact on human rights. While modernization advocates celebrate its potential 

for progress, dependency theorists expose its exploitative undercurrents, and HRBA scholars 

push for a normative framework that prioritizes people over profit. This paper adopts the HRBA 

lens, as it offers the most balanced approach for reconciling globalization’s economic 

opportunities with the imperative of safeguarding human rights. 

IV. DEVELOPMENT & DISPLACEMENT: THE PARADOX 
Development is widely recognized as both a goal and a right. The United Nations Declaration 

on the Right to Development (1986) asserts that every human being is entitled to participate in, 

contribute to, and enjoy the benefits of development.13 In principle, globalization reinforces this 

by integrating economies, expanding access to technology, and facilitating international 

cooperation. However, when development is pursued primarily through large-scale industrial 

projects, infrastructural expansion, and urbanization, it often produces outcomes that contradict 

the very rights it seeks to uphold. This creates the paradox: development meant to improve lives 

frequently displaces and marginalizes those most vulnerable. 

A. Sardar Sarovar Dam 

One of the most striking illustrations of this paradox is found in India’s experience with mega-

dam projects. The Sardar Sarovar Dam on the Narmada River, hailed as a model of modern 

development, promised irrigation, drinking water, and electricity for millions. Yet, it also 

 
10 United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), Human Development Report 2000: Human Rights and 

Human Development (UNDP, 2000). 
11 United Nations, Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement, E/CN.4/1998/53/Add.2 (1998). 
12 Kapoor, I., “Globalization, Development, and Human Rights,” Development in Practice, Vol. 14, No. 2–3 

(2004), pp. 242–253. 
13 United Nations Declaration on the Right to Development, UNGA Res. 41/128, 4 December 1986. 
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displaced over 200,000 people, primarily tribal and rural communities whose livelihoods were 

tied to the river and land.14 Despite rehabilitation policies, many families faced long-term loss 

of housing, cultural identity, and socio-economic security.15 The Narmada Bachao Andolan 

movement16, which challenged the project before the Indian Supreme Court, highlighted the 

inherent conflict between state-led development and the constitutional guarantee of the right to 

life under Article 21. The Court’s eventual balancing approach allowing construction with 

conditional rehabilitation underscored the difficulty of reconciling growth with rights. 

B. Special Economic Zones (SEZs) 

Similarly, globalization-driven Special Economic Zones (SEZs) in India reveal another 

dimension of displacement. Promoted as engines of export-led growth and foreign investment, 

SEZs often required large tracts of agricultural land, leading to forced acquisition and eviction 

of farmers.17 The 2006 protests in Nandigram and Singur (West Bengal) demonstrated the 

scale of resistance against such projects, where local populations rejected the notion that 

industrial development justified their dispossession. These cases reveal that displacement is not 

only physical but also socio-economic, stripping communities of their dignity, traditional 

occupations, and cultural ties. 

Beyond India, similar patterns are evident worldwide. In Africa, oil exploration in the Niger 

Delta has displaced local communities while generating immense profits for multinational 

corporations.18 In Latin America, mining projects have uprooted indigenous populations in Peru 

and Chile.19 Even in developed economies, globalization contributes to subtler forms of 

displacement such as urban gentrification, where rising property values push marginalized 

populations out of their neighbourhoods.20 

Thus, the paradox of development and displacement lies in its distributive character: 

development often benefits urban elites, corporations, and investors while imposing 

disproportionate burdens on the poor and marginalized. Globalization accelerates this process 

by intensifying competition for land, resources, and capital, leaving communities vulnerable to 

 
14 Cernea, M. M., “The Risks and Reconstruction Model for Resettling Displaced Populations,” World 

Development, Vol. 25, No. 10 (1997), pp. 1569–1587. 
15 Mathur, O. P., Sardar Sarovar Project and Displacement: Legal and Social Issues (New Delhi: Sage 

Publications, 2002). 
16 Narmada Bachao Andolan v. Union of India, (2000) 10 SCC 664. 
17 Lahiri-Dutt, K., “Land Acquisition and SEZs in India: Issues and Conflicts,” Economic and Political Weekly, 

Vol. 42, No. 48 (2007), pp. 63–71. 
18 Roy, A., The Greater Common Good: SEZs and Displacement in India, (New Delhi: Penguin, 2008). 
19 Baviskar, A., “In the Belly of the River: Tribal Conflicts over Development in the Narmada Valley,” Oxford 

University Press, 1995. 
20 Watts, M., Curse of the Black Gold: 50 Years of Oil in the Niger Delta (London: Power House Books, 2008). 
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the coercive power of states and markets. Unless human rights considerations are integrated 

into development policies, globalization risks becoming a driver of exclusion rather than 

inclusion. 

V. CASE STUDIES: A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS 
A. India 

India provides one of the most vivid illustrations of globalization’s paradox of development and 

displacement. Since the 1991 liberalization reforms, the state has pursued aggressive policies 

to attract foreign investment, establish industrial corridors, and expand infrastructure. Projects 

such as the Sardar Sarovar Dam epitomize this paradox. While the dam promised irrigation and 

hydroelectric benefits for millions, it displaced over 200,000 people, most of them tribal 

communities. Despite legal battles like Narmada Bachao Andolan v. Union of India (2000),21 

rehabilitation measures often fell short, leading to long-term social disintegration. 

The paradox is equally stark in the case of Special Economic Zones (SEZs), promoted as 

engines of export-driven growth. In Singur and Nandigram (West Bengal), land acquisition for 

SEZs sparked violent protests in 2006–2007. Farmers and landless labourers argued that 

development was being imposed upon them without consent, violating their constitutional rights 

under Article 21 (right to life and livelihood). The eventual withdrawal of projects after public 

resistance underscored the growing demand for rights-based development. 

India’s experience shows that while globalization brings investment and modernization, it also 

amplifies structural inequities. Development has often privileged corporate and urban interests, 

while marginalized groups such as tribals, Dalits, and rural farmers bear the costs through 

dispossession and displacement. 

B. Africa 

Africa’s engagement with globalization has been shaped by its resource wealth and 

vulnerability to multinational exploitation. Nowhere is this clearer than in the Niger Delta 

region of Nigeria.22 Oil extraction, led by multinational corporations such as Shell, has 

generated billions in revenue but devastated local communities. Displacement due to land 

degradation, oil spills, and militarized repression has eroded the rights to housing, livelihood, 

and a clean environment. Groups such as the Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People 

(MOSOP), led by Ken Saro-Wiwa, brought international attention to these violations, but their 

 
21 Supra Note. 
22 Watts, M., Curse of the Black Gold: 50 Years of Oil in the Niger Delta (London: Power House Books, 2008); 

African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights, Ogoni Case (1996). 
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suppression, including Saro-Wiwa’s execution in 1995 that exposed the complicity of state and 

corporate interests. 

In other African contexts, such as mining projects in South Africa and Ghana, globalization has 

facilitated foreign investment but displaced indigenous populations without adequate 

compensation.23 The irony is striking: while African economies integrate into global markets, 

local populations face exclusion from the very benefits of development. The African Charter 

on Human and Peoples’ Rights, which guarantees collective rights to development and 

environment, remains aspirational in practice due to weak enforcement 

C. Latin America 

Latin America, rich in mineral and natural resources, has become a hotspot for globalization-

led development projects. In Peru and Chile, large-scale mining projects backed by 

multinational corporations have displaced indigenous communities, leading to conflicts over 

land rights, environmental degradation, and cultural survival.24 For example, the Yanacocha 

gold mine in Peru, one of the world’s largest, generated significant revenue but contaminated 

water sources and displaced rural populations.25 

Indigenous groups, protected under ILO Convention 169 on Indigenous Peoples, have resisted 

these projects, demanding prior consultation and fair participation in development decisions. 

Yet governments, eager to attract foreign investment, often bypass such obligations. Social 

movements like those in Bolivia and Ecuador have mobilized against neoliberal globalization, 

framing their struggle as a defense of indigenous rights and sovereignty. 

Latin America thus reflects the paradox vividly: globalization has made the region a hub for 

global resource demand, but it has also produced social unrest, displacement, and rights 

violations, forcing states to confront the limits of development models that prioritize profit over 

people.26 

D. Global North 

Even in the developed economies of the Global North, globalization has produced forms of 

displacement, though often less visible. A key example is urban gentrification, where global 

capital inflows into real estate markets drive up property values, displacing low-income 

 
23 Ibid. 
24 Bebbington, A., et al., “Mining and Social Movements: Displacement and Resistance in Latin America,” 

Development and Change, Vol. 40, No. 3 (2009), pp. 427–455; ILO Convention No. 169 (1989). 
25 Smith, N., The New Urban Frontier: Gentrification and the Revanchist City (London: Routledge, 1996); UN-

Habitat, World Cities Report, 2010. 
26 United Nations, Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948); International Covenant on Economic, Social 

and Cultural Rights (1966), Art. 11; Olga Tellis v. Bombay Municipal Corporation, (1985) 3 SCC 545. 
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communities. Cities like New York, London, and Berlin have witnessed working-class and 

immigrant populations being forced out of central neighbourhoods to make way for luxury 

housing and corporate spaces.27 

While this form of displacement differs from the forced evictions in the Global South, it 

highlights a shared feature of globalization: development disproportionately benefits elites 

while marginalizing vulnerable groups. Furthermore, the 2008 global financial crisis, itself a 

byproduct of financial globalization, resulted in massive housing foreclosures in the United 

States, displacing millions of families.28 

Thus, displacement under globalization is not confined to resource-driven economies but 

manifests across contexts, challenging the assumption that development in the Global North is 

inherently inclusive or rights-compliant. 

VI. IMPACT ON HUMAN RIGHTS 
The paradox of development and displacement under globalization reveals itself most acutely 

in its impact on fundamental human rights. While international instruments such as the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948) and the International Covenant on Economic, 

Social and Cultural Rights (1966) recognize the indivisibility of rights, globalization-driven 

development often privileges economic growth at the expense of socio-economic, cultural, and 

environmental rights. 

A. Right to Livelihood and Housing 

Displacement frequently undermines the right to livelihood, which the Indian Supreme Court 

has interpreted as part of the right to life under Article 21 of the Constitution.29 Communities 

dependent on land, rivers, and forests for subsistence lose not only their source of income but 

also their social networks and survival strategies. For example, farmers displaced by Special 

Economic Zones in India or oil-affected communities in Nigeria’s Niger Delta face long-term 

unemployment and impoverishment. Housing rights are similarly compromised when displaced 

families are relocated to inadequate resettlement colonies lacking basic infrastructure. This 

contravenes Article 11 of the ICESCR,30 which guarantees the right to adequate housing. 

 

 
27 Agarwal, B., Gender and Displacement in India, (New Delhi: Oxford University Press, 2007); Convention on 

the Rights of the Child (1989), Art. 3, 6, 12. 
28 UNHCR, Climate Change and Disaster Displacement (2018); McAdam, J., Climate Change, Forced Migration, 

and International Law (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012). 
29 Constitution of India, Art. 21. 
30 International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (1966), Art. 11. 
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B. Cultural Rights and Indigenous Communities 

Indigenous and tribal populations are disproportionately affected by globalization-driven 

projects, as their identity is tied to ancestral lands and traditional practices. Displacement severs 

this connection, eroding cultural rights guaranteed under Article 2731 of the ICCPR and ILO 

Convention 169.32 The Narmada Dam project in India, which submerged tribal villages, 

exemplifies the destruction of intangible cultural heritage. Similarly, mining in Latin America 

has disrupted indigenous rituals tied to sacred landscapes. Cultural dislocation is thus not merely 

physical but existential, threatening the survival of collective identities. 

C. Environmental Rights and Sustainable Development 

Large-scale development projects under globalization frequently degrade the environment, 

thereby violating emerging environmental rights. Oil spills in the Niger Delta, toxic waste from 

mining in Peru, and deforestation in Southeast Asia illustrate how development displaces 

communities by making their environments uninhabitable. The principle of sustainable 

development, recognized in instruments like the Rio Declaration (1992),33 requires balancing 

economic growth with ecological preservation. However, globalization-driven extractive 

industries prioritize short-term profit, undermining the long-term environmental security of 

affected populations. 

D. Gender Dimensions of Displacement 

Women and children face unique vulnerabilities in the displacement process. Women often lose 

access to land rights, informal employment, and community support networks, leading to 

heightened economic insecurity and exploitation. In India, studies of displaced tribal women 

reveal increased burdens of domestic labour, reduced participation in decision-making, and 

exposure to gender-based violence in resettlement areas. For children, displacement disrupts 

education, healthcare, and social stability, violating their rights under the Convention on the 

Rights of the Child (1989).34 Gender-sensitive rehabilitation policies remain largely absent in 

most national frameworks. 

E. Climate Displacement and Globalization 

Globalization also intersects with climate change, producing new categories of “climate 

refugees.” Rising sea levels, desertification, and extreme weather events displace millions 

 
31 International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (1966), Art. 27. 
32 ILO Convention No. 169 concerning Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in Independent Countries (1989). 
33 Rio Declaration on Environment and Development, UN Conference on Environment and Development, Rio de 

Janeiro, 3–14 June 1992, Principles 1, 4, 7, 8. 
34 Convention on the Rights of the Child, UN General Assembly, 20 November 1989, Art. 6, 28, 24. 
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annually, particularly in vulnerable regions like South Asia, Sub-Saharan Africa, and Pacific 

Island states.35 While climate change is a global phenomenon, its disproportionate impact on 

poor communities reflects the inequities of globalization, where industrialized nations 

contribute most to emissions while vulnerable populations bear the displacement burden. The 

absence of a binding international legal regime for climate refugees underscores the inadequacy 

of current human rights frameworks to address this emerging crisis. 

In sum, globalization-induced displacement affects a wide spectrum of rights economic, 

cultural, environmental, and gender-specific revealing the multidimensional character of the 

paradox. Development cannot be meaningfully described as progress if it perpetuates rights 

violations and entrenches inequalities. 

VII. INTERNATIONAL & NATIONAL LEGAL FRAMEWORKS 
The paradox of development and displacement has prompted the evolution of legal frameworks 

at both international and national levels. These frameworks attempt to balance economic growth 

with the protection of human rights, though their effectiveness often depends on political will, 

judicial activism, and community resistance. 

A. International Legal Frameworks 

At the global level, several instruments address displacement and related human rights 

concerns: 

• Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948)36 and International Covenant on 

Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (1966)37 enshrine the rights to livelihood, 

housing, and adequate living standards. 

• The UN Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement (1998),38 though non-binding, 

provide a comprehensive framework for protecting displaced persons. They emphasize 

prevention of arbitrary displacement, protection during displacement, and durable 

solutions such as return, resettlement, or reintegration. 

• ILO Convention No. 169 (1989)39 specifically protects indigenous peoples, mandating 

prior consultation and consent before projects affecting their lands are undertaken. 

 
35 UNHCR, Climate Change and Disaster Displacement (2018); McAdam, J., Climate Change, Forced Migration, 

and International Law (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012). 
36 Universal Declaration of Human Rights, UN General Assembly, 10 December 1948, Art. 23, 25. 
37 International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, UN General Assembly, 16 December 1966, 

Art. 6, 11. 
38 UN Guiding Principles on Internal Displacement, UN Doc. E/CN.4/1998/53/Add.2, 1998. 
39 ILO Convention No. 169 concerning Indigenous and Tribal Peoples in Independent Countries (1989). 
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• The Rio Declaration (1992)40 and Paris Agreement (2015) highlight the principle of 

sustainable development, requiring that economic progress should not undermine 

environmental and human security. 

• Financial institutions like the World Bank have also introduced safeguard policies (e.g., 

Involuntary Resettlement Policy, 2001)41, requiring project financiers to minimize 

displacement and provide fair rehabilitation. 

Despite these norms, enforcement remains weak, as most instruments lack binding sanctions. 

States often prioritize attracting foreign investment over compliance with rights-based 

obligations, leaving communities vulnerable. 

B. Indian Legal Frameworks 

India, as one of the countries most affected by development-induced displacement, has 

developed a complex legal framework: 

• The Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation 

and Resettlement Act, 2013 (LARR Act)42 was enacted to replace the colonial-era 1894 

Act. It mandates fair compensation, social impact assessments, and rehabilitation for 

displaced persons. 

• The Forest Rights Act, 200643 recognizes the land rights of Scheduled Tribes and forest 

dwellers, aiming to prevent their arbitrary displacement. 

• The Indian Constitution, through Article 21,44 has been expansively interpreted to 

include the rights to livelihood, shelter, and a clean environment. 

VIII. JUDICIAL INTERVENTIONS 
The judiciary has played a pivotal role in balancing development and rights at national as well 

as international level. 

A. National Developments: 

• In Olga Tellis v. Bombay Municipal Corporation (1985),45 the Supreme Court held 

that the right to livelihood is an integral part of the right to life under Article 21. 

 
40 Supra Note. 
41 World Bank, Involuntary Resettlement Policy, Operational Policy 4.12, 2001. 
42 The Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisition, Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 

2013 (India), Act No. 30 of 2013, Sections 2, 10–19. 
43 The Scheduled Tribes and Other Traditional Forest Dwellers (Recognition of Forest Rights) Act, 2006 (India), 

Act No. 2 of 2007, Sections 3–7. 
44 Supra Note. 
45 Olga Tellis v. Bombay Municipal Corporation, (1985) 3 SCC 545. 
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• In Narmada Bachao Andolan v. Union of India (2000), the Court permitted the 

construction of the Sardar Sarovar Dam but stressed the importance of rehabilitation and 

resettlement, illustrating the judicial struggle to reconcile development with human 

rights. 

• In Samatha v. State of Andhra Pradesh (1997),46 the Court protected tribal land from 

being leased to private mining companies, reinforcing indigenous rights over natural 

resources. 

B.  African and Latin American Developments: 

• The African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights in the Ogoni Case (1996)47 

held Nigeria responsible for failing to protect communities from oil-related 

environmental degradation, marking a milestone in linking human rights with 

environmental protection. 

• The Inter-American Court of Human Rights has also recognized the cultural and 

territorial rights of indigenous peoples, as in Saramaka People v. Suriname (2007),48 

where the Court mandated prior consultation before resource exploitation. 

These frameworks collectively reveal progress in articulating rights-based approaches to 

displacement, yet gaps remain in enforcement, political accountability, and corporate 

responsibility. 

IX. BALANCING GROWTH AND RIGHTS – POLICY CHALLENGES 
A. Governance Tensions 

Challenge: Governments often prioritize GDP growth and foreign investment over social 

justice. Development projects are fast-tracked under “public interest,” sidelining rehabilitation 

and human rights safeguards. Weak regulatory institutions further exacerbate rights violations. 

Recommendation: Strengthen democratic accountability by ensuring parliamentary oversight, 

judicial review, and independent monitoring bodies for development projects. Policies must 

integrate human rights impact assessments (HRIAs) alongside economic cost-benefit analyses. 

B. Corporate Accountability 

Challenge: Multinational corporations (MNCs) drive globalization, but operate across 

jurisdictions, making it difficult to hold them accountable for displacement, labor exploitation, 

 
46 Samatha v. State of Andhra Pradesh, (1997) 8 SCC 191. 
47 African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights, Ogoni Case (Communication 155/96), 1996. 
48 Saramaka People v. Suriname, Inter-American Court of Human Rights, Judgment of 28 November 2007, Series 

C No. 172. 
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or environmental harm. Voluntary CSR commitments are insufficient. 

Recommendation: Adopt binding frameworks like a UN treaty on business and human rights, 

impose mandatory due diligence laws (as in the EU), and expand domestic laws to hold 

corporations liable for rights violations abroad. 

C. Participatory Development 

Challenge: Displacement occurs because affected communities are rarely consulted. Decision-

making remains top-down, with little transparency in land acquisition or compensation 

processes. 

Recommendation: Institutionalize Free, Prior, and Informed Consent (FPIC) for all projects 

affecting indigenous and local communities. Empower local governance structures (panchayats, 

municipalities) to have a binding say in project approvals. 

D. Sustainable Models of Growth 

Challenge: Development remains narrowly defined in terms of infrastructure and industrial 

growth, often ignoring ecological sustainability and cultural rights. This leads to environmental 

degradation and long-term displacement. 

Recommendation: Shift towards sustainable development models integrating renewable 

energy, inclusive urban planning, and community-based natural resource management. Link 

development indicators not only to GDP but also to human development indices, environmental 

protection, and rights fulfilment. 

X. CONCLUSION 
Globalization has transformed the world by accelerating economic growth, technological 

advancement, and cross-border connectivity. However, as this study demonstrates, it has also 

intensified the paradox of development and displacement, where progress for some often comes 

at the expense of vulnerable communities. Large-scale infrastructure projects, industrial 

corridors, and extractive ventures, while contributing to modernization and national growth, 

frequently violate human rights, displace populations, and erode cultural and environmental 

security. 

Case studies from India, Africa, and Latin America illustrate that this is not merely a local issue 

but a global phenomenon. While international instruments such as the UN Guiding Principles 

on Internal Displacement, ILO Convention 169, and regional human rights frameworks provide 

normative guidance, enforcement gaps and weak accountability mechanisms undermine their 

effectiveness. National frameworks, like India’s Land Acquisition Act (2013) and judicial 
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interventions, show progress, yet implementation remains inconsistent. 

The research underscores that reconciling globalization-driven development with human rights 

requires a rights-based and participatory approach. Policies must integrate economic, social, 

cultural, and environmental dimensions to ensure that development does not produce exclusion, 

inequality, or long-term harm. Strengthening governance, corporate accountability, sustainable 

development models, and community participation emerges as essential to bridging the current 

gap. 

Ultimately, globalization should not be viewed solely as an engine of growth but as a complex 

process that must respect the dignity, livelihood, and cultural rights of all people. Development 

that disregards these principles risks perpetuating cycles of marginalization, while a human 

right oriented approach can transform globalization into a force for inclusive and sustainable 

progress. 

***** 
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