Rethinking Relocation & Resilience
How pushes and pulls of place shape relocation decisions
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ABSTRACT

Background: Among the suite of risk
reducing strategies for adaptation,
relocation or assisted retreat is one of
the most extreme. Altogether moving
from one’s home is not equivalent to
strategies in place, such as investing in

A Closer Look at Relocation Data Collection Texes Case Sty Key Findings:

Surrounding Area
[ Urban Core

1. There is significant desire for relocation in
high-risk areas, particularly among those
who are younger, racial minorities, and
have greater risk perceptions

Relocation: voluntary movement
involving an intentional household
decision to move to a different
home and/or community

Open-ended Interviews

* |Interviews post Hurricane lda in LA throughout January 2022

* Convenience and snowball sampling (N=22) across 5 parishes: Jefferson, Orleans, St.
James, St. Charles, St. John the Baptist

2. Factors of place such as social ties, jobs,

Online Survey of 2 Meto Regions

one’s home or supporting construction Displacement: the uprooting of and environmental quality help shape
. . - : : : - s 746 responses . .
o commuT e I . oeople from a home territory in Coastal counties/parishes in Houston and New Orleans Combined Statistical Areas /™ />Pon= preference for relocation and adaptation
i i * |n field February 2022 - April 2022 through Qualtrics > AU el :
response to physical, economic, or y P < gh Q | | — Next Steps in Research:
0] JTXo A e A NI environmental danger against their * Nested quotas for age, race/ethnicity, gender and state population size (N=1,348) S— validati 4 robust Heck
L - * Validation and robustness checks
theory to the conceptuallzatlon of prefe rence TEXAS LOUISIANA LOUISI::r?oiijiiurgZ
relocation decisions by framing push and M . d M th d A h — U;;;" Sur":;‘;di"g U;;;n Surr::;ding (] Lbarsare e Explore intersection of relocation
pull factors as tradeoffs between Assisted relocation/resettlement: IXed-Ivie O pproac Female 60% 72% 61% 67% preferences with existing pOlICV
‘capitals’ or resources. It presents a oolicy tools used to encourage, « Thematic content of interviews " o | am | oom | e interventions
SSUCHSEEIEEU I E EIUERULRLIESIN  incentivize, or empower relocation + Logistic regressions of relocation ovemds | 1w | e | oam | e opento Movine
of interacting household and community of households/ communities (e.g., reference e — — — 72%
capitals involved in relocation decisions h lack e e e e '
ome buyouts, resettlement grants, . - : - Asian 5% 3% 3% 2% ‘
to answer: Who is most likely to prefer Descriptive analysis of each region Other 11% 6% o L 602 responses Pref Would
. EtC-) ETHNICITY Hispanic/Latino 37% 17% 8% 6% S BB Ui Relocation for Consider
relocation in response to natural Other 639% 539% 02% 04% . 256 surrounding Adaptation Home Buyout
hazards? And what are the factors of N=1348 n°542 | n-204 | no3 | ne2% e
place that affect the likelihood of A Resilience Framework urvey Demographics by Case Region
relocation? RESULTS
Political Capital
Data & Methods: To explore these P m “~ The most important pulls of place in current communities:
qguestions, this study uses mixed method Sl Community clood and h y Flood Risk
: i _ ysical Capita \ Capitals / Natural Capital * Flood and hurricane ris 20%
fe\nalys.|s of original open-ended | e \ ﬁf Pulls of Place: Healthcare Services Cost of Living
interviews and survey data collected in — e Cost of living Thinking about where you live now versus a T
P | new community where you might move, 0
regions. to you for staying in your current - 0(;
Human Capital Economi/\i‘Capital . community... 20%
Results: This research illuminates how 'I?TI. / \ Residents who would prefer to relocate are Family & Friends 10% Pollution
.. . - : 0%
household level decisions are in part N E— S more likely to:
based on community-level assets. As @ . Be Younger )
relocation occurs these decisions may be " : y Lz Distance to Work... Tax & Insurance
adding to or detracting from (e.g., Capitals Resources for Resilience e Be a Racial Minority o
financial capital — loss of tax revenue) . o , * Have Greater Risk Perceptions Job Opportunities Recreation
: : " Relocation decisions depend on the complex interplay of
collective capital. Additionally, by g Z “Dull” i i i * Have Greater Linking Social Capital Faith Groups Crime
targeting respondents in communities at push” and “pull fac:tors.affectlng qguality of life. Pulls of g P e e Relocate
least six months after a major disaster, pIase can be categorized into capital resources for * Have Lower Community Attachment
this research improves upon existing resilience. ot l:”“g“;’” ’Z’efejff”cdef " {g):}
. . . . nhaturair nazaras (sucn as jiooding) in your
literature by |dent|fy|ng the Scope of The importance Of Certain pUIIS community got worse, what would you prefer to do?
resources households consider when Justification

of place can affect relocation
Altogether moving from one’s home is not an preference: High Importance Moderate Importance Low Importance
equivalent adaptation strategy to those in place...

choosing where to live with limited
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