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POLITICAL CONSEQUENCES OF
DISPLACEMENT IN POST-CONFLICT
RECONSTRUCTION: A HUMAN
SECURITY PERSPECTIVE

SUMMARY

Forced displacement is generally examined as a
humanitarian, social, and economic consequence of
armed conflict. However, displacement also produc-
es important political consequences that may persist
long after active hostilities have ended. Internally
displaced persons remain citizens of their states, yet
displacement may weaken their access to political in-
stitutions, electoral processes, public decision-mak-
ing, and meaningful representation. Drawing on the
human security approach, this article examines the
political consequences of internal displacement in
post-conflict environments. It focuses specifically
on political participation, electoral rights, repre-
sentation, state legitimacy, institutional trust, and
the involvement of displaced populations in recon-
struction and peacebuilding. The article argues that
successful post-conflict reconstruction cannot be
limited to the restoration of physical infrastructure
or state institutions. Political inclusion is therefore
an important component of human security and sus-
tainable post-conflict reconstruction.

Keywords: human security, internally displaced
persons, political security, post-conflict reconstruc-
tion, political participation, state legitimacy, peace-
building.

Armed conflicts frequently result in large-scale
forced displacement. People may be forced to leave
their homes because of violence, insecurity, destruc-
tion of property, persecution, or military operations.
Those who remain within the internationally rec-
ognized borders of their own country are general-
ly classified as internally displaced persons. Unlike
refugees, internally displaced persons do not cross
an international border and therefore remain under
the jurisdiction of their own state. Nevertheless, dis-
placement can fundamentally alter their relationship
with political institutions and affect their ability to
exercise the rights associated with citizenship.

Displacement is commonly discussed as a human-
itarian problem involving shelter, food, healthcare,
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employment, and physical protection. These issues
are essential, but displacement also creates import-
ant political consequences. Internally displaced
persons may face difficulties in voting, registering
in new places of residence, obtaining identity docu-
ments, accessing public institutions, participating in
local decision-making, or influencing policies con-
cerning their return and reintegration [5].

The concept of human security provides an ap-
propriate framework for examining these political
effects. Human security shifts attention away from
an exclusively state-centred understanding of secu-
rity and toward the protection of individuals, their
rights, dignity, and ability to participate in public life.
Within this framework, political security refers to
protection from political repression, discrimination,
exclusion, and restrictions on political participation.
This perspective is particularly relevant to post-con-
flict reconstruction. Reconstruction involves more
than rebuilding roads, schools, housing, or admin-
istrative buildings. It also requires restoring institu-
tions, rebuilding public trust, strengthening the rule
of law, and creating mechanisms through which cit-
izens can participate in decisions concerning their
future. For displaced populations, these political
dimensions are especially important because deci-
sions taken during reconstruction can directly affect
return, resettlement, property restitution, political
representation, and access to local institutions.

Internal displacement can weaken the political
position of citizens even though their formal citi-
zenship remains unchanged. Displaced persons
may become separated from their electoral constit-
uencies, municipal authorities, local political repre-
sentatives, and administrative institutions. In some
cases, electoral systems are not sufficiently flexible
to accommodate populations that have been forcibly
relocated.

Research demonstrates that internally displaced
persons may encounter barriers related to voter reg-
istration, residence requirements, documentation,
access to polling stations, inadequate information,
and administrative restrictions [7,p.32]. These ob-
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stacles illustrate an important distinction between
formal political rights and the ability to exercise
those rights in practice.

A citizen may legally retain the right to vote while
being unable to participate effectively because ad-
ministrative or geographical barriers make voting
difficult. Political security therefore requires more
than the formal recognition of citizenship. It requires
practical access to political processes. Political par-
ticipation is also broader than electoral participation.
Displaced persons may wish to influence reconstruc-
tion policies, housing programmes, return strategies,
property restitution mechanisms, local development
policies, and decisions regarding compensation.
Meaningful participation requires displaced popula-
tions to have genuine opportunities to shape these
policies rather than merely being informed after de-
cisions have already been made [2, p.7].

Recent academic work has also stressed that par-
ticipation should be assessed from the perspective of
displaced populations themselves. Formal consulta-
tion does not necessarily mean that displaced persons
possess real influence over decision-making [3].

From a human security perspective, political par-
ticipation should therefore be understood as both
a political right and an instrument through which
displaced populations can protect their broader
interests. One of the most important political con-
sequences of displacement is political marginal-
ization. When individuals are forced to leave their
communities, they may lose direct access to local
political structures and representatives. Electoral
systems based on permanent residence can make
this problem more serious, particularly when dis-
placed citizens cannot easily update their registra-
tion or participate in elections from another region.
Studies of internal displacement in the OSCE region
have shown that residency requirements, inaccessi-
ble electoral procedures, weak registration systems,
and insufficient institutional arrangements can pre-
vent displaced citizens from participating in elec-
tions on an equal basis [5,p.36-38].

These challenges can become more serious when
displacement becomes protracted. Temporary po-
litical and administrative arrangements may grad-
ually develop into long-term exclusion if displaced
populations remain outside ordinary political pro-
cesses for many years. In this situation, internally
displaced persons may retain citizenship in a legal
sense but become less represented politically. Re-
search on Ukraine provides an important example.
Internal displacement resulting from military con-

flict created difficulties for political participation
because electoral procedures were closely connect-
ed to residence and territorial registration [7].

Political representation is another major chal-
lenge. Displaced populations should not be viewed
as politically homogeneous groups. They may differ
according to region, ethnicity, language, gender, so-
cioeconomic status, age, political preferences, and
experiences of conflict.

As a result, a single representative or advisory
body cannot necessarily reflect all displaced com-
munities. Meaningful political participation requires
diverse forms of representation and consultation.
Recent research emphasizes that meaningful par-
ticipation should be evaluated according to whether
displaced persons can actually influence the policies
and decisions that affect their lives [3]. Consultation
without influence may result only in symbolic par-
ticipation.

This problem becomes particularly signifi-
cant during post-conflict reconstruction. Govern-
ments must make difficult decisions concerning the
distribution of reconstruction funds, the prioritiza-
tion of regions, property claims, infrastructure de-
velopment, return policies, and the organization of
local government. Such decisions are political be-
cause they determine access to resources and influ-
ence local power structures. For example, commu-
nities that receive reconstruction assistance earlier
than others may be perceived as politically privi-
leged. Return policies may also affect demographic
patterns and political representation.

Similarly, property restitution can become po-
litically sensitive when competing groups claim
the same land or housing. Political exclusion may
therefore undermine reconstruction even where sig-
nificant physical rebuilding has already occurred.
Post-conflict reconstruction must consequently ad-
dress political relationships between displaced cit-
izens, receiving communities, and state institutions
rather than focusing only on material recovery.

Displacement can also affect relations between
citizens and the state. Post-conflict governments
face the challenge of rebuilding not only infrastruc-
ture but also political legitimacy and trust in pub-
lic institutions. State legitimacy depends partly on
whether citizens believe that institutions act fairly,
protect rights, and provide meaningful opportunities
for political participation. Displaced populations
may already have experienced state failure, inse-
curity, violence, or loss of property during conflict.
Their experiences after displacement can therefore
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shape their broader perceptions of government insti-
tutions. If displaced citizens encounter complicated
administrative procedures, unequal access to public
institutions, restrictions on political participation, or
limited opportunities to influence reconstruction pol-
icies, trust in government may decline. By contrast,
political inclusion may strengthen the relationship
between displaced populations and public authori-
ties. When internally displaced persons participate
in local governance and reconstruction planning, in-
stitutions may be perceived as more responsive and
legitimate. Research on eastern Ukraine illustrates
the importance of this relationship. Local gover-
nance structures and interactions between displaced
communities and local authorities can contribute to
new forms of political engagement and influence
the development of relations between citizens and
institutions [6].

Local governance is particularly important be-
cause many practical decisions affecting displaced
populations are implemented at municipal or region-
al level. Housing allocation, documentation, land
management, local infrastructure, and community
development frequently depend on local authorities.
Political inclusion therefore requires mechanisms
at both national and local levels. Advisory coun-
cils, consultation mechanisms, local representative
structures, and civil society organizations can pro-
vide platforms through which displaced populations
communicate with public authorities. However, the
existence of such bodies is not sufficient in itself.
They must possess genuine opportunities to influ-
ence public policy. Advisory bodies that exist only
formally may produce procedural participation
without substantive political influence. Research on
political participation among internally displaced
persons also suggests that inclusion has important
social and political consequences. Participation can
reduce exclusion and strengthen the capacity of dis-
placed populations to engage with public institu-
tions [2].

Institutional trust is also closely connected to
transparency. Reconstruction involves substantial fi-
nancial resources and politically sensitive decisions
about housing, land, infrastructure, compensation,
and public services. If these processes are perceived
as politically biased or insufficiently transparent,
tensions may increase. Political security therefore
depends on institutions that are accessible, account-
able, transparent, and responsive to displaced citi-
zens. The political consequences of displacement
become particularly visible when governments seek

long-term solutions. Displaced persons may face
three broad possibilities: return to their areas of ori-
gin, local integration in the communities where they
currently live, or settlement in another part of the
country. These options are not purely humanitari-
an or administrative. They have significant political
implications.

Governments may prioritize return to areas of or-
igin because of territorial, demographic, econom-
ic, symbolic, or political considerations. Displaced
populations, however, may not necessarily share
those preferences. Some individuals may wish to
remain in communities where they have lived for
many years. This difference can create tension be-
tween government reconstruction strategies and in-
dividual preferences. Research on Iraq demonstrates
that government policies concerning camp closures
and return can directly influence the choices avail-
able to displaced populations and shape whether re-
turn is genuinely voluntary [4].

From a human security perspective, displaced
persons should possess meaningful political agen-
cy in decisions about their future. Return should
not simply be treated as a government objective.
Individuals must have access to information, legal
protection, representation, and mechanisms through
which they can express their preferences. The po-
litical participation of displaced populations is also
closely connected to peacebuilding. Post-conflict
societies often continue to experience unresolved
disputes concerning territory, identity, property,
political power, and historical injustice. Displaced
populations may remain directly affected by these
disputes. If they are excluded from political pro-
cesses, grievances may continue even after active
conflict has ended. Inclusive political participation
can instead provide institutional channels through
which demands, disagreements, and competing in-
terests are addressed peacefully. Participation in du-
rable solutions is therefore increasingly understood
as an important element of political and legal pro-
tection. Research in international human rights law
emphasizes that internally displaced persons should
be included in decisions concerning durable solu-
tions and that participation is central to the legitima-
cy of those processes [1].

Political integration should therefore be viewed as
part of post-conflict peacebuilding rather than only
as an administrative component of displacement
management. Post-conflict governments should en-
sure that electoral and administrative systems do not
exclude displaced citizens. Residency requirements,
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voter registration procedures, and identification re-
quirements should be reviewed where they create
unnecessary barriers to political participation. Reg-
istration procedures should also be flexible enough
to accommodate displaced populations. Mecha-
nisms for replacing lost identity documents should
be accessible and efficient. Governments should
establish meaningful consultation and represen-
tation mechanisms at both national and local lev-
els. Internally displaced persons should be able to
participate in decisions concerning reconstruction,
return, resettlement, compensation, property resti-
tution, and local development. Participation should
also reflect the diversity of displaced populations.
Women, young people, minority groups, persons
with disabilities, and individuals holding different
views on return or integration should have opportu-
nities to participate. Transparency is equally import-
ant. Reconstruction priorities, eligibility criteria, re-
source allocation, property restitution procedures,
and compensation mechanisms should be clearly
communicated to reduce perceptions of political
favoritism. Local authorities should be actively in-
volved because many displacement-related political
challenges are experienced at municipal level. Fi-
nally, international actors supporting reconstruction
should evaluate political inclusion alongside phys-
ical and economic recovery. Indicators of success
should therefore include political participation, rep-
resentation, access to institutions, documentation,
institutional trust, and access to justice. Forced dis-
placement produces important political consequenc-
es that may persist long after armed violence has
ended. Internally displaced persons may experience
reduced electoral participation, weak political rep-
resentation, limited access to public institutions, and
insufficient involvement in decisions concerning
reconstruction and return. These problems demon-
strate why displacement should be analysed from
a human security perspective. Political security is
not achieved simply because violence has stopped.
It also depends on whether citizens can exercise
political rights, participate in public affairs, access
institutions, and influence decisions that affect their
future. Post-conflict reconstruction should therefore
extend beyond physical rebuilding. It must also re-
build political relationships between citizens and
the state. When displaced populations are political-
ly included, reconstruction may strengthen institu-
tional trust, political participation, state legitimacy,
and sustainable peace. When they remain excluded,
political insecurity may continue even after physi-

cal reconstruction has begun. The successful reso-
lution of displacement therefore requires more than
return or resettlement. It requires the restoration of
political agency and meaningful participation. From
a human security perspective, the political inclu-
sion of displaced populations should be treated as
an essential component of sustainable post-conflict
reconstruction.
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INOJIUTUYECKHUE ITOCJIIEACTBUA
BBIHYKAEHHOI'O IEPEMEIIEHUA
HACEJIEHUSA B ITPOLECCE ITIOCTKOH-
®JIUKTHOI'O BOCCTAHOBJIEHUA: IIEP-
CIIEKTUBA YEJIOBEYECKOM
BE3OITACHOCTH

Haprus Jlatu¢ Banuesa
Juccepmanm kagheopwt mexcoynapoonvix
omnowenuit bakunckozo I'ocyoapcmeennozo
Yuueepcumema
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PE3IOME

B panHOM cTarbe paccMaTpuUBarOTCA BOIPOCHI
HOJIMTUYECKOM 0€30I1aCHOCTH BHYTPEHHE IepeMe-
HIEHHBIX JIML B MOCTKOHQIMKTHBIA HEpUOJ U UX
BO3MOYKHOCTH YYacTHsl B IIPOLIECCAX BOCCTAHOB-
JICHUSI C TOYKH 3pEHMs KOHIENIMU Oe30MacHOCTH
YyeJioBeKa. AHAIU3UPYETCs] BIMSIHUE BHYTPEHHETO
IIEpEMEIIEHUs] Ha IOJIMTUYECKOE ydacThe, n30u-
parenbpHbIE IIpaBa, IPEICTABUTENBCTBO, AOCTYII
K TOCYIapCTBEHHbIM MHCTUTYTaM, WHCTUTYLHO-
HAJbHOE JOBEpHUE M JIETUTUMHOCTH TOCYIapCTBa.
Ocoboe BHUMaHME yAEseTCs 3HAYEHUIO y4yacTHs
HepeMeIEHHbIX JIML B MOCTKOH(IMKTHOM BOC-
CTAHOBJICHUH, BO3BpPAILECHUH, PEUHTEIpaluu W
MUpPOCTpoUTenbCTBE. Ha OCHOBe akagemMuuecKux
HCCIIeIOBAaHUNA OOOCHOBBIBAETCS, YTO COXPAaHEHHE
(OopManbHOIO TPaXkJJaHCKOTO CTaTyca BHYTPEHHE
NepeMeIIEHHBIX JIMIl He OoOecreyrBaeT aBTOMa-
TUYECKH MX paBHOTO M 3(PPEeKTHBHOrO IOCTyHa K
MIOJIMTUYECKUM IIpaBaM.. B crarbe Takxke nmomguép-
KHBAETCsl, YTO MOCTKOH(PIUKTHOE BOCCTAHOBJICHUE
HE JIOJDKHO OTPAaHUYMBATHCSI BOCCTAHOBICHHEM (U-
3U4YeCKON MH(PACTPYKTYpHI, a JOIKHO BKJIIOYATh
BOCCTAHOBJICHHE IOJUTUYECKOH CyOBEKTHOCTH,
IIPEICTaBUTENIBCTBA U OTHOLICHUN MEXIy Iepeme-
LEHHBIMU JINLIAMU U TOCYIapCTBOM. B 3akiroueHue
JIEAeTCs BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO ITOJIMTHYECKAsT HHKIIIO-
3UBHOCTD SIBJII€TCS] BAKHBIM yCJIOBHEM 0€30I1aCHO-
CTH 4Y€JIOBEKa U YyCTOMUMBOTO MUpA.

KiroueBble cjioBa: 6e3onacHocmos yenoeeka, 6Hy-
mpeHnHne I’lepeMeI/L{éHHble auya, nojiumudecKkasd be3-
ondacHocms, nochOquJzuKmyoe 60CCmaHoesjierue,
nojaumuvyeckoe yuacmue, j1ecumumHocnto eocyaap—
cmed, MupocmpoumeilbCmaeo.

POSTMUNAQIiSO BORPASI PROSESINDO
MOCBURI KOCKUNLUYUN SiYASI
NOTICOLORI: INSAN TOHLUKOSIZLIYI
PERSPEKTIVi

Norgiz Latif quz1 Valiyeva
Baki Dovlat Universiteti Beynalxalg
miinasibatlar kafedrasinin dissertanti

XULASO
Bu moqalods postmiinaqiso dovriinde macburi
kockiinlorin siyasi tohliikasizliyi vo onlarin yeni-

donqurma proseslorinds istirak imkanlar1 insan toh-
liikosizliyi perspektivindon tohlil olunur. Mogaloda
macburi kdckiinlorin siyasi istirak, segki hiiquqlari,
tomsilgilik, dovlat institutlarina ¢ixis, institusional
etimad vo dovlat legitimliyi lizorindo yaratdigi to-
sirlor arasdirilir. Eyni zamanda, macburi kockiinloe-
rin postmiinaqige yenidoenqurmasi, qayidis, reinteq-
rasiya vo siilh quruculugu proseslorinds istirakinin
ohomiyyaeti vurgulanir. Akademik todqiqatlara osas-
lanaraq gostorilir ki, macburi kogkiinlorin formal
votondasliq statusunun qorunmasi onlarin siyasi
hiiquglardan barabar vo effektiv sokilds istifads et-
mosini avtomatik tomin etmir. Mogalodo homginin
postmiinaqise yenidonqurmasinin yalniz fiziki inf-
rastrukturun barpasi ilo mohdudlasmamali, eyni za-
manda macburi kdckiinlorin siyasi subyektliyinin,
tomsilgiliyinin vo ddvlotlo miinasibatlorinin bor-
pasini da ohato etmoli oldugu osaslandirilir. Sonda
siyasi inkliizivliyin insan tohliikesizliyi vo davaml
stilh tigtin miithtim sortlordon biri oldugu gonastino
golinir.

Acgar sozlor: insan tahliikasizliyi, macburi kégkiin-
lar, siyasi tahliikasizlik, postmiinaqiso yenidanqur-
masi, siyasi istirak, dovlat legitimliyi, siilh qurucu-
lugu.
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