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A B S T R A C T   

This paper situates climate resilience as a solution to urban flooding under racial capitalism by examining its 
implementation across Amsterdam, the Netherlands, and Dhaka, Bangladesh. The necessity for cities to enhance 
their climate resilience in the face of urban flooding has become a dominant refrain in the global governance of 
climate change. This is the case in both the Netherlands and Bangladesh, locations that are respectively and 
divergently framed as global “masters” of water management and needy “apprentices” requiring international 
guidance on flood control and economic development. I place these two sites in conversation with one another to 
break down constructed ontological and epistemological divides across the global North and global South, 
drawing attention to the relationship between contemporary urban climate resilience policies and broader his
tories of socio-ecological injustice under racial capitalism. I argue that urban climate resilience policies across 
Amsterdam and Dhaka renegotiate and reconfigure techniques, practices and ideologies of racial and class-based 
inequality in response to threats and insecurity posed by climate change within and across urban scales. Looking 
across Amsterdam and Dhaka, I demonstrate that climate resilience policies primarily aim to protect status quo 
forms of capital accumulation at the urban scale rather than enact comprehensive climate adaptation measures. 
As a result, the ineffective and inequitable nature of resilience continues to support highly racially uneven urban 
socio-natures across the global North and global South, enabled by racist imaginaries where communities in the 
global South – particularly the urban poor – are framed as being undeserving of environmental justice.   

1. Introduction 

The Dutch solution to floods: live with water, don’t fight it.  

- McVeigh, 2014 

Bangladesh flood victims remain in urgent need of assistance.  

- IFRC, 2007 

The Dutch Have Solutions to Rising Seas. The World Is Watching.  

- Kimmelman and Haner, 2017 

[Bangladesh:] The nation learning to embrace flooding.  

- Imtiaz, 2020 

Bangladesh resembles a Netherlands with neither wealth, strong 

governance, nor the 40 years of time that the Dutch took to implement 
their Delta Plan.  

- Kuper, 2020 

Urban pluvial flooding – including flash floods from worsening 
cyclical monsoons and novel forms of cloudbursts or storm surges – is an 
increasingly common and devastating global environmental hazard 
driven by climate change (Nkwunonwo et al., 2020; van Dijk et al., 
2013). Inadequate urban flood control in the global South has been long 
understood by mainstream policymakers as a product of underdevel
opment and improper planning requiring sustainable development and 
risk management policies (Jiang et al., 2018; Mark et al., 2018; UN- 
Habitat, 2020; World Bank, 2013). As rising global temperatures 
intensify and enhance the volatility of rainstorms globally, however, 
devastating and recurrent pluvial floods in the global North have 
interrupted this narrative, cementing urban flooding as a contemporary 
global environmental crisis. 

The necessity for societies to enhance their climate resilience in the 
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face of urban flooding has become a dominant refrain in global gover
nance (Pelling, 2011; World Bank, 2013). Resilience is referred to as 
“the ability of a social or ecological system to absorb disturbances while 
retaining the same basic structure and ways of functioning, the capacity 
for self-organisation, and the capacity to adapt to stress and change” 
(IPCC, 2007, p. 86). Climate resilience intends to equip all societies to 
better cope with environmental hazards by empowering individuals and 
communities to prepare for and manage the socio-economic and socio- 
ecological shocks posed by climate change (World Bank, 2009). 
Further, as a malleable and indeterminant concept, climate resilience 
was also built to be applied across diverse contexts. Indeed, a suggested 
benefit of climate resilience is the flexible approach to environmental 
governance it offers, enabling societies to work towards achieving col
lective climate adaptation by managing local risks and vulnerability 
while pursuing sustainable forms of economic growth. 

This paper critically interrogates the effectiveness and equity out
comes of climate resilience as a global governance solution to urban 
flooding under racial capitalism (C. J. Robinson, 2000).1 I do so by 
examining the implementation of climate resilience initiatives across 
and within two cities grappling with urban flooding in the context of 
climate change: Amsterdam, the Netherlands and Dhaka, Bangladesh.2 

I argue that materially uneven urban socio-ecologies and conven
tional understandings of which groups are (un)deserving of environ
mental care and protection across the global North and global South are 
historically produced hand-in-hand under racial capitalism. Upon this 
backdrop, contemporary climate resilience policies across Amsterdam 
and Dhaka represent governance sites where techniques, practices and 
ideologies of racial and class-based inequality are renegotiated and 
reconfigured in response to threats and insecurity posed by climate 
change within and across urban scales. I demonstrate that in both 
Amsterdam and Dhaka, climate resilience policy is ineffective and 
inequitable; in these cities, resilience is primarily meant to protect status 
quo forms of capital accumulation at the urban scale rather than 
comprehensively curb pluvial flooding. In historically and contextually 
situating resilience under racial capitalism in Amsterdam and Dhaka, I 
draw out how the ineffective and inequitable nature of resilience con
tinues to support highly racially uneven urban socio-natures across the 
global North and global South, enabled by racist imaginaries where 
communities in the global South – particularly the urban poor – are 
framed as being undeserving of environmental justice. 

Racial capitalism refers to a theory whereby racism is a “structuring 
logic of capitalism” and as such is a social process fundamental to 
extraction processes in line with other cleavages of inequality including 
class and gender (C. J. Robinson, 2000; Pulido, 2017, p. 526).3 To 
pursue my argument, I situate climate resilience policies in Amsterdam 
and Dhaka within historical political and economic relations of power 

under racial capitalism that have produced uneven urban spaces, global 
capital accumulation processes that involve race-making practices and a 
highly uneven climate crisis most severely affecting racialized peoples in 
the global South (Danewid, 2020; Heynen, 2016; McKittrick, 2013). To 
understand how racial climate inequalities on a global scale are (re) 
produced and justified, I draw on Robbie Shilliam’s (2018) theorization 
of the racial dynamics involved in determining what groups are (un) 
deserving of social welfare. 

In situating climate resilience under racial capitalism, I look to un
derstand its enaction and outcomes in a global sense. This outlook 
contributes to scholarship investigating the racialized dimensions of 
urban resilience policy (Bonds, 2018; Derickson, 2016; Grove et al., 
2020a, 2020b; Ranganathan and Bratman, 2021), which, thus far, has 
largely focused on empirical examinations in the United States. The 
above work meaningfully grapples with the extent to which resilience 
policy can engage with and resist racial dynamics of power within 
American cities. By contrasting cases outside the United States across the 
global North and global South, however, I seek to draw attention to the 
relationship between contemporary urban climate resilience policies 
and broader histories of socio-ecological injustice under racial capital
ism. In so doing, I additionally contribute to scholarship engaging with 
the colonial politics of climate change and environmental racism across 
the global North and global South considering how material inequalities 
and racist imaginaries of the (un)deservingness of environmental justice 
are renegotiated and reproduced through resilience policies (Gahman 
and Thongs, 2020; Gonzalez, 2021; Perry, 2020; Pulido, 2016; Sealey- 
Huggins, 2017). To approach the problematique of climate resilience 
under racial capitalism from a macro perspective, I compare two cases 
across the global North-global South divide. In undertaking this un
conventional approach to examining climate resilience, I demonstrate 
how climate resilience policy is part of broader processes of production 
and contestation of racialized and class-based socio-ecological insecu
rity in a global sense; both cases of Amsterdam and Dhaka demonstrate 
that each city and its climate outcomes is materially and ideationally 
constructed under racial capitalism, while at the same time producing 
historically-contingent outcomes (cc. Robinson, 2015; Elwood et al., 
2016; Gillespie & Mitlin, 2023). 

The paper is structured as follows: Section II describes how climate 
resilience is enacted in both Amsterdam and Dhaka, prefacing a dis
cussion in Section III of how I approach a comparative examination of 
climate resilience across Amsterdam and Dhaka. Section IV situates 
climate resilience under racial capitalism at the urban scale. Section V 
examines the historical socio-ecological processes upon which climate 
resilience maps onto in Amsterdam and Dhaka to understand the 
contemporary material and ideological outcomes of the policy’s imple
mentation across these cases, and Section VI concludes. 

2. Enacting climate resilience across Amsterdam and Dhaka 

Climate resilience policy is intended to help urban municipalities 
better prepare for, adapt to and bounce back from the socio-ecological 
risks posed by pluvial flooding. In the context of climate change, both 
Amsterdam and Dhaka face novel and intensifying forms of pluvial 
flooding and both cities have implemented resilience initiatives at the 
urban scale in response. 

Amsterdam, alongside many other cities in the global North, has only 
more recently become aware of its vulnerability to pluvial flooding in 
the context of climate change. While the Netherlands is world-renowned 
for managing flooding from rivers and the sea (Kimmelman and Haner, 
2017), pluvial flooding is seen to be a novel threat that the city is 
inadequately equipped to address (Waternet, 2018). In 2014, Amster
dam experienced its first contemporary cloudburst – a sudden and 
extreme form of precipitation – from climate change. In this event, 90 
mm of rain fell on the city in under an hour and a half, far more rain than 
the city’s sewage system was equipped to bear at the time, leading to 
damage, disruption and calls to action (Waternet, 2018, p. 31). Further 

1 As race is a historically contingent social construction expressed as a ma
terial social reality and an embodied experience (Wilson, 2012), imaginaries of 
race determine real racialized social orders including in the realms of labour, 
capital, and the environment (Gilmore, 2007; Bonilla-Silva, 2014; Tilley and 
Shilliam, 2018). Racialization is defined as, “the way in which racist attributes 
and hierarchies come to determine the everyday meaning and common sense of 
an entity or phenomenon” (Shilliam, 2018, p. 4).  

2 These cities, as well as other geographical locations referenced in this piece, 
are ordered and presented in an alphabetical manner when listed.  

3 Feminist political economists also have long demonstrated the inherently 
gendered division of labour created violently in the establishment of capitalist 
social relations, particularly regarding the relegation of social reproduction into 
the home, alongside its devaluation (Federici, 2004). The aim here is not to 
erase or downplay gendered hierarchies of power that similarly drive global 
capitalism and shape race-making practices in the global political economy. 
Rather, my aim is to unpack – at a macro scale – the racial material and 
discursive relations of power structuring the socio-ecological governance of 
urban flooding and its uneven outcomes across the global North and global 
South. 
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catastrophic pluvial flooding events – including the devastating July 
2021 European floods that led to more than 200 deaths in Netherlands- 
adjacent Germany and Belgium – has furthered awareness regarding the 
severity of the threat of the climate crisis. 

Conversely, Dhaka has long experienced yearly flooding during the 
monsoon season. Locals refer to pluvial flooding as ‘waterlogging,’ 
indicating that water is stuck due to an inability to drain from land 
surfaces. In the context of climate change and urban land development 
practices, however, waterlogging has become more extreme in the city 
(Md Jahangir Alam, 2014; Karim and Mimura, 2008). Although Dhaka 
has experienced many historic floods – notable contemporary floods 
occurred in 1988, 1999, 2004, 2007 and 2009 – pluvial flooding is now 
increasing in frequency and intensity. Most recently in 2020, Bangladesh 
made international headlines when a massive flood event caused more 
than one-third of the country to sit under water, waterlogging more than 
1 million homes (Dhaka Tribune, 2020; UN, 2020). The outcomes of 
heightened urban flooding in Dhaka are highly uneven: the city’s urban 
poor, living in informal housing, experience the most negative outcomes 
from worsening waterlogging, including water up to their waists in their 
dwellings, interruptions to their livelihoods, threats of food and energy 
insecurity and negative health outcomes including heightened risk of 
dengue due to sitting water (Sharma, 2021a). 

Both Amsterdam and Dhaka’s municipal governments have 
embraced climate resilience as the solution to urban flooding. In so 
doing, both cities have enacted climate resilience initiatives to pursue 
the aims of flood proofing their cities and empowering urban residents 
to better adapt to climate change. 

2.1. Amsterdam Rainproof 

Amsterdam established its municipally-led climate resilience pro
gram in 2014. Titled Amsterdam Rainproof, the program is executed 
through a locally led partnership between Gemeente Amsterdam (the 
municipality) and Waternet, the water management entity serving 
Amsterdam and its surrounding region (Waternet, 2018). 

Amsterdam Rainproof’s enaction of climate resilience has three core 
areas of focus. First, the initiative prioritizes the generation of local 
awareness surrounding urban flooding from climate change in order to 
produce community and household-oriented action to curb flooding. 
The city carries out educational and awareness campaigns aiming to 
motivate communities and homeowners to further rainproof their 
neighbourhoods and properties. Efforts in this vein include replacing 
concrete garden spaces with green solutions to better to absorb water in 
the event of a cloudburst, or installing blue-green roofs to capture, 
retain, and slowly release water in the event of rain storms. 

The blue-green roofs are a second cornerstone of Amsterdam Rain
proofs, aiming to champion the development and implementation of 
technology-based solutions to manage heavy rainfalls. Amsterdam 
Rainproof aims to motivate individuals, public entities and private actors 
to adopt blue-green roofs, which appear to users as roof-top gardens but 
also act as sites of technologically coordinated water retention and 
drainage systems. Blue-green roofs have been implemented across the 
city through the RESILIO (Resilience nEtwork of Smart Innovative 
cLImate-adapative rOoftops) project, an EU-funded venture aiming to 
develop 10,000 m sq of blue-green roofs across Amsterdam. 

Third, the initiative aims to spur private engagement on matters of 
climate adaptation. Supporting these efforts, Amsterdam Rainproof has 
established partnerships with garden centres to incentivize residents to 
create green garden spaces and engage development corporations to 
incorporate permeability in their real estate construction undertakings 
in the city. 

The totality of Amsterdam Rainproof’s flood adaptation measures 
intend to equip the city with the capacity to store 60 mm of rainfall in an 
hour by bringing together a number of actors to collectively store water 
on private properties and through greening areas of the city (Waternet, 
2018). This vision of climate resilience to urban flooding relies on 

individualized, technological, privatized and commodified efforts to 
reach this target, resulting from a lack of state-led coordination on 
systemic urban planning changes to adequately adapt to flooding at the 
urban scale. Specifically, even though Amsterdam’s sewer systems can 
only process 20 mm of water per hour – far below the city’s overall goal 
of being able to process an overall level of 60 mm of water per hour – 
there are no plans to radically transform drainage infrastructure in 
Amsterdam to better accommodate for higher levels of flooding. 
Amsterdam Rainproof highlights that: “We expect the government to 
solve all our water-related problems. But the government can no longer 
handle this responsibility alone now that issues related to climate 
change are becoming more pressing” (Waternet, 2018, p. 20). 

While Amsterdam Rainproof stresses individual awareness and action 
as well as market-based and technological flood solutions, certain public 
policy efforts support the city’s flood proofing activities. In the initiation 
of Amsterdam Rainproof, the municipality carried out a mapping exercise 
highlighting key areas of flood vulnerability across the city, including 
neighbourhood level assessments and recommendations for protecting 
critical infrastructures.4 Further, in April 2021, Amsterdam’s munici
pality ordered for all newly built buildings in the city to have the ca
pacity of storing 60 mm of rain per square foot of roof-top space, relying 
on blue-green roof technology to achieve this goal (van Zoelen, 2021). 
These combined efforts are intended to relieve the municipality and 
Waternet’s sewage system of the need to drain water in the event of a 
pluvial flood. Instead, the initiative seeks to build urban spaces that are 
able to function as absorbent “sponges.” The technological blue-green 
roof solutions support two foundational aims in Amsterdam regarding 
climate action: first, to maintain an image that Dutch technical solutions 
make it the best protected country in the world, and second, that Dutch 
risk management efforts protect the country’s economic development at 
the urban scale. 

Despite Amsterdam Rainproof’s initiatives– and the associated public 
policies mandating enhanced water retention and drainage systems on 
new developments in the city – it is seen that these efforts are insufficient 
to adequately adapt the municipality to cloudbursts (Sharma, 2022). 
Primarily, Amsterdam Rainproof’s individualized, technological, priva
tized and commodified efforts are largely voluntary and have been taken 
up in an uneven manner across the city. Second, the reliance on blue- 
green roofs to accommodate the city’s goal of storing 60 mm of rain 
per hour does not account for (all but guaranteed) cloudbursts in which 
more than 60 mm of rain per hour falls on Amsterdam, nor rainfalls that 
lead to more 60 mm of rain over multiple consecutive hours. The 
outcome of Amsterdam Rainproof’s climate resilience policy demon
strates a commitment to small-scale over comprehensive public policy or 
investment efforts to combatting urban flooding, and the continued 
prioritization of economic development at the urban scale (Sharma, 
2022). 

2.2. Dhaka’s Urban Resilience Project 

Dhaka’s climate resilience initiative, the Urban Resilience Project, was 
established in 2015 as a development partnership program. Its first 
phase (2015–2019) was funded by the World Bank and was locally 
carried out by an established municipal Urban Resilience Unit, Japan’s 
International Cooperation Agency (JICA) and the Japanese NGO SEEDS 
Asia (World Bank, 2017). Phase two (2019–2023) has been led by the 
Urban Resilience Unit (UNU) hosted by the Bangladeshi national gov
ernment in its ministry responsible for land use planning in Dhaka, 
Rajdhani Unnayan Kartripakkha (RAJUK) (Md Jahangir Alam, 2014; 
World Bank, 2017). 

The first phase of the Urban Resilience Project, similar to Amsterdam 
Rainproof, focused on mapping out Dhaka’s vulnerabilities and engaging 
individuals and communities in climate adaptation efforts across the 

4 See this map at: https://maps.amsterdam.nl/rainproof/?LANG=en. 
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city. Outcomes from the project’s first phase included a resilience 
assessment of the northern half of the city,5 the establishment of eight 
emergency equipment and service hubs in communities for local use, 
and capacity training and educational campaigns in 12 communities on 
emergency preparedness and response, estimated to cover approxi
mately 15,000 of Dhaka’s 21 million residents (Sharma, 2021b). The 
Urban Resilience Project’s second phase, under the leadership of RAJUK, 
includes a range of yet to be completed initiatives intending to further 
support the development of the Urban Resilience Unit and establish risk 
sensitive land use and construction practices for the city to continue to 
develop in a resilient manner.6 

The outcomes of the Urban Resilience Project in Dhaka are seen to be 
crucial to support the city’s ability to develop in a more climate resilient 
manner. Specifically, climate resilience is employed as a policy tool 
alongside continued forms of urban densification and expansion as a set 
of climate proofing initiatives aimed to enhance emergency services, 
initiate community-level responses and ensure new real estate and 
infrastructure developments have a reduced vulnerability to hazards. 
This vision maintains that economic growth is the core indicator of 
sustainable development in Dhaka. As such, enhanced environmental 
safety must be built in alongside the wealth generating activities sup
porting the city’s development. Indeed, for the World Bank, the core 
funder of the Urban Resilience Project and a multilateral leader engaged 
in Bangladeshi development projects, climate resilience is vital for cities 
like Dhaka in order to specifically protect economic growth through 
forms of urban development. As a World Bank interview informant 
elaborated, engaging in climate resilience is thought to be central to 
open up new areas of the city to “good development” and “unlock tens of 
billions of dollars of real estate value.” Here, the central outcomes of 
climate resilience primarily benefit forms of private development and 
wealth generation. 

Who, however, is meant to actually undertake the work to actually 
enhance Dhaka’s climate resilience? The Urban Resilience Project’s 
highlights the role of individuals in terms of ensuring their own envi
ronmental safety. Climate resilience is framed as necessary in Dhaka due 
to the city’s undemocratic nature, and is proposed to enhance distrib
utive development opportunities so that, “that poor and marginalised 
people participate in, and have a greater chance of benefiting from, local 
development initiatives” (Ahmed, 2013, p. 248). An official of Dhaka’s 
Urban Resilience Unit elaborated that the project’s role was to give “the 
masses” disaster preparedness skills to build their capacity in lieu of 
public services. These same “masses,” namely, the 37% of the city’s 
residents that live and work informally as the urban poor of Dhaka, are 
simultaneously blamed for the wider underdeveloped and unorganized 
nature of the city. The World Bank highlights that Dhaka is a hotspot for 
climate risks, particularly due to the “densely populated conglomera
tions of slums and shanties are located in areas of unplanned and un
regulated development” (Dasgupta et al., 2015, p. xxi). In this manner, 
the fault of a lack of secure flood control in Dhaka is due to the city’s 
possessed inadequacies, a lack of good governance, and the illegal 
manner in which the poor live and reside in the city. This narrative 
erases the historical, institutional and material causes of socio- 
ecological inequality within Dhaka itself and the broader drivers of 
poverty and climate vulnerability in Bangladesh. It further works to 
undermine the role of state infrastructures (both physical and adminis
trative) in addressing climate change in Dhaka by prosing small-scale 
community-led or development-based approaches to ameliorating the 
city’s vulnerability to hazards in a piecemeal fashion. 

3. Comparing Climate Resilience across Amsterdam and Dhaka 

The above enaction of climate resilience in Amsterdam and Dhaka 
demonstrates a range of distinctive features of how the policy frame
work is governed in each case. Each initiative involves a unique 
configuration of engaged institutions, there are different activities 
involved in the roll-out of climate resilience policy in each case, and 
there are starkly different stakes involved regarding the urgency of each 
program in terms of environmental protection and precarity for urban 
residents across Amsterdam and Dhaka. Despite these differences, there 
are similarities in the discursive, institutional and material features of 
climate resilience as it has been enacted in Amsterdam and Dhaka. Both 
of the above initiatives prioritize individual or community-led small- 
scale adaptations that are meant to contribute to a greater whole of 
resilience. Further, both projects were designed by institutions and then 
disseminated to urban populations in a top-down manner, emphasizing 
education and awareness campaigns for urban residents and commu
nities to adapt in order to embody climate resilience. Finally, both ini
tiatives evade more comprehensive transformational approaches to the 
organization of urban space and urban economic development in the 
face of climate crisis. The execution of climate resilience across 
Amsterdam and Dhaka reflects piecemeal and limited responses to the 
all-encompassing manner urban flooding affects each city. In short, 
climate resilience in both Amsterdam and Dhaka is neither ambitious 
nor effective in preparing either city for more numerous and intense 
pluvial flood events. This is particularly disturbing when reflecting on 
climate resilience policy in Dhaka, especially given the involvement of 
global development institutions that have recognized the need to 
address climate injustice globally due to the already existing forms of 
drastic environmental precarity facing urban residents (Mearns and 
Norton, 2010). 

Given these patterns, how can we best understand climate resilience 
across these divergent spaces? Despite the differences across Amsterdam 
and Dhaka, it becomes relevant, given the sheer popularity and ubiquity 
of climate resilience, to examine the execution of this policy framework 
and the power relations involved in its execution in a global sense. 
Furthermore, the introductory epigraphs illuminate a dichotomous 
discursive framing regarding the capability of both Bangladesh and the 
Netherlands to control flooding in the context of climate change. Both 
the Netherlands and Bangladesh hold well-known relationships with 
water bodies and are experiencing increasing and intensifying forms of 
pluvial flooding in the context of climate change in their respective 
capitals. As such, Amsterdam and Dhaka are regularly compared and 
contrasted regarding their ability to face the dangers of rising sea levels, 
heat waves and novel and intensifying pluvial flooding (Rabbani et al., 
2011; Runhaar Mees et al., 2012). Specifically, Amsterdam and Dhaka 
are often situated as enduring demonstrating similar events yet holding 
divergent abilities to cope with climate change due to expertise, pre- 
emptive action, resources and the capacity for good governance 
(Kuper, 2020; World Bank, 2009, 7).Whereas the Netherlands is seen to 
be an internationally renowned “master” of water management, 
Bangladesh is considered as a country lacking capacity, a needy “ap
prentice” requiring assistance and guidance to manage water in the 
contemporary era. Critically appraising these narratives in contrast to 
how Amsterdam and Dhaka governed urban flooding through climate 
resilience policy sheds light on how these discourses present an ahis
torical, apolitical and colourblind depiction of Bangladeshi and Dutch 
capacities to tackle flooding. 

As such, I present a comparison of these two cases in order to situate 
the enaction and outcomes of climate resilience across Amsterdam and 
Dhaka under racial capitalism. I place these diverse urban spaces into 
conversation with one another to recognize that urban spaces are not 
neatly bounded entities in the global political economy; rather, I draw 
out how spaces such as Amsterdam and Dhaka are both material and 
ideationally produced through their interrelations with each other, 
including on the basis of race (Massey, 1993, 2005; Harvey, 1996). 

5 Note that Dhaka is administratively and geographically divided in two 
municipalities: Dhaka North City Corporation and Dhaka South City 
Corporation. 

6 See project descriptions, targets and indicators at: https://projects.world
bank.org/en/projects-operations/project-detail/P149493. 
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Further, I highlight how spaces undergo constant processes of refor
mulation through these power-laden interrelationships, which are 
reworked and reconfigured through resilience policy in the face of 
climate threats (Massey, 2005). Thus, spaces are constantly restructured 
– materially and ideationally – in relation to one another, including 
through the governance of contemporary challenges such as climate 
change. In this light, my approach brings Amsterdam and Dhaka, as 
markedly different spaces, into the same frame of analysis to understand 
all “sites in the production of global processes in specific 
spatio-historical conjunctures, rather than [being] just recipients of 
them” (Hart, 2016, p. 373). 

Employing this approach to examine climate resilience allows for a 
globally-oriented analysis that situates this policy framework in relation 
to the (re)production of socio-ecological inequalities and environmental 
justices across colonial and geographical divides. Rather than a classical 
comparison, this approach provides an ability to understand the shared 
and distinctive processes that shape climate resilience and climate (in) 
justice across urban spaces, as well as the connective tissue between 
spaces such as Amsterdam and Dhaka under racial capitalism (cc. 
Robinson, 2015). Despite naturally occurring contextually specific ar
ticulations of climate resilience in each case, what becomes analytically 
of interest are the patterns borne out by this policy and its starkly 
different material and discursive outcomes in Amsterdam and Dhaka 
due to their experiences under racial capitalism. Doing so pushes ex
aminations of climate change governance beyond the global North- 
global South binary to understand the interconnections between 
spaces and policies that are global in scope such as climate resilience (cc. 
Gillespie and Mitlin, 2023). 

By approaching the material and ideological facets of climate resil
ience across Amsterdam and Dhaka, I highlight two simultaneous 
events: (1) that there are unique configurations regarding the execution 
and outcomes of climate resilience framework in Amsterdam and Dhaka; 
(2) that there are broader patterns arising from the execution of climate 
resilience the at the urban scale across the global North-global South 
divide under racial capitalism. Under racial capitalism, the global po
litical economy is necessarily marked by uneven socio-ecological con
ditions, violent forms of extraction, and discriminatory ideological 
narratives of (un)deservingness along racial and colonial lines. In the 
context of novel and intensifying forms of flooding at the urban scale, 
climate resilience does not escape these conditions, and indeed con
tributes to how climate change is negotiated and reconstituted across the 
global North and global South. As such, climate resilience is applied 
across diverse urban spaces, it refracts and reflects both global and 
locally informed power dynamics that continue to construct spaces in 
relation to one another (Hart, 2006, 2016; Heslop et al., 2020; Horner, 
2020; Jacobs, 2011). The examination of urban landscapes roots the 
analysis materially and spatially to demonstrate concrete racial in
equalities ongoing in the same global political economy (c.f. Danewid, 
2020; C. J. Robinson, 2000). 

4. Situating Urban Climate Resilience under Racial Capitalism 

Evidently, Amsterdam Rainproof and Dhaka’s Urban Resilience Project 
are but two examples of the range of climate resilience initiatives being 
enacted globally. Indeed, because of the sheer contemporary popularity, 
range and variety of resilience initiatives, its meaning and value as a 
guiding policy concept has naturally become contested (Derickson, 
2017; Grove, 2018). Smirnova et al. (2021) have described this debate as 
a travelling theorization of resilience built through an evolution of 
“trajectories of acceptance and resistance” (p. 23) in critical commu
nities. Nevertheless, geographers largely recognize that resilience has 
been presented by policymakers as a “panacea to an increasing array of 
problems in cities,” (Bonds, 2018, p. 1286), or similarly, a concept for 
cities to “survive and thrive” (Grove, 2018, p. 2) in the face of inter
secting and intensifying socio-ecological threats at the urban scale. 

A core contention regarding the continued support for urban 

resilience policy is its ability to support considerations of social, politi
cal, economic and environmental justice, particularly along racial lines. 
Critical geographers have examined the relationship between resilience 
and racial injustice in American cities on subjects including policing 
(Bonds, 2018), municipal bonds markets and uneven infrastructure 
(Ponder, 2021), participation in global networks such as the Rockefeller 
Foundation’s 100 Resilient Cities (Grove et al., 2020b; Grove et al., 
2020a) and the ability for resilience to support environmental justice in 
the face of uneven precarity to climate hazards (Ranganathan and 
Bratman, 2021). Ranganathan and Bratman (2021) argue that urban 
resilience initiatives fail to address historically informed structural in
equalities that heighten uneven racialized exposure to climate change. 
From this perspective, resilience is seen as a colour-blind policy frame
work that depoliticizes the core causes of uneven racialized socio- 
ecological inequality, requiring vulnerable communities to constantly 
cope with and adapt to external threats (MacKinnon and Derickson, 
2013; Bonds, 2018; Ranganathan and Bratman, 2021).7 These authors 
demonstrate that resilience fails to contest how environmental injustice 
is deeply related to the colour-blind “obfuscation of race from the 
economy, that is, the racialized division of labour, wealth accumulation, 
property ownership, environmental degradation and global debt” (Tilley 
and Shilliam, 2018, p. 538). In so doing, resilience is understood to 
favour individual and community-provisioned market-based solutions 
that ultimately reproduce the status quo of uneven and racialized socio- 
ecological urban landscapes (Derickson, 2016; Bonds, 2018; Fainstein, 
2018; c.f. Heynen, 2016). 

While the above insights have been useful when examining resilience 
within urban spaces, predominantly in the US, I highlight a continuing 
tension in the ethos and application of resilience at a global scale that 
resonates when looking to Amsterdam and Dhaka. Specifically, climate 
resilience initiatives are deeply imbricated within and renegotiate 
historically-produced logics informing racially uneven urban spaces in 
global capitalism (Heynen, 2016, 2018; c.f. DuBois (1995 [1935]; 
McKittrick, 2013). Situating climate resilience at the urban scale under 
racial capitalism requires an understanding that the highly uneven 
climate crisis and unequal urban spaces across the global North and 
global South are co-produced, including through racialized and classed 
logics of extraction. In the contemporary post-Fordist global division of 
labour, capitalism continues to construct the (re)production of social 
differences in order to commodify labour power for the purposes of 
capital accumulation (Danewid, 2020; Lowe, 2015). To this day, the 
“precarious and exploitable lives that capitalism needs to extract land 
and labour,” continuously involve race-making practices (Danewid, 
2020, pp. 297-8). This is particularly visible when comparing urban 
spaces that are key sites of capital accumulation across the global North 
and global South, as they do not escape these dynamics, either in a local 
or global sense. As such, when resilience policies do not embed values 
that challenge how socio-ecological inequalities and injustices are 
structured, maintained and reproduced, they work to renegotiate and 
reconfigure ongoing socio-ecological injustices within and across urban 
spaces. Specifically, by prioritizing the protection of status quo forms of 
capital accumulation at the urban scale in both Amsterdam and Dhaka, 
climate resilience supports processes of capital accumulation that 
inform how and why urban spaces are socio-ecologically uneven across 
the global North and global South. 

4.1. The (un)deservingness of climate justice: how climate injustice is 
accepted and reproduced in racial capitalism 

How are the uneven dynamics produced through capital accumula
tion processes justified under racial capitalism? The (re)production of 
social difference according to race has included a manufactured moral 

7 These perspectives tend to situate resilience within a postcolonial Marxist 
perspective on the structures of racial capitalism. 

S.E. Sharma                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      



Geoforum xxx (xxxx) xxx

6

relationship between whiteness as deserving of forms of social protec
tion in capitalism and blackness (and brownness) as (un)deserving of 
such provisioning. Shilliam (2018) theorizes the deservingness-un- 
deservingness distinction in the context of the British national welfare 
state and Caribbean colonies. He argues that un-deservingness was 
actively constructed by the British state in light of the need for ongoing 
cheap Black labour, or “the need for colonial development to econom
ically benefit the imperial centre” (Shilliam, 2018, p. 70). Critical 
feminist and postcolonial scholars have similarly pointed to the global 
division of labour regime that “deploys race and racism as techniques of 
exclusion and control, creating expendable geographic locations (sac
rifice zones) and expendable people” (Gonzalez, 2021, p. 115). Bhatta
charyya (2018) demonstrates that these differentiating processes in 
capitalist development between white labour and non-white labour are 
socially enacted through racialization as a disciplinary and exclusionary 
process (p. 34). 

The uneven effects of climate change are understood in this light, 
reflecting the (un)deservingness of environmental justice according to 
colonial, class-based and racial dynamics of power across and within 
societies (Bachram, 2004; Gonzalez, 2021; Perry, 2020; Pulido, 2017). 
Former colonies now face the most severe and frequent consequences of 
climate change due to both geographic location and relations of power 
under racial capitalism (Bachram, 2004; Sealey-Huggins, 2017; Tilley, 
2020). Since decolonialization, global patterns of production and con
sumption are recognized to maintain global patterns of ecological 
exploitation and externalization, whereby the benefits and ill-effects of 
consumption and extraction (such as pollution, waste, environmental 
degradation) are felt unevenly across and within societies. It is well 
recognized that experiences with climate change cannot “be decoupled 
from either colonial history or capitalist production,” denoting the sys
temic and uneven distribution of risk and vulnerability (Gahman and 
Thongs, 2020, p. 764; c.f. Bernards, 2021). Nevertheless, the dominant 
contrasting narratives describing the capacity of Bangladesh and the 
Netherlands to address flooding as separate and disconnected spaces 
depoliticizes and justifies socio-ecological racial inequalities that unfold 
in a global sense. 

5. Enduring Climate Injustice across Amsterdam and Dhaka 

To understand how climate resilience policies renegotiate and 
reconfigure uneven socio-ecological dynamics across urban spaces, I 
first turn to the colonial histories of Amsterdam and Dhaka. This sheds 
light on the material roots of racially-informed socio-ecological injustice 
across these spaces as well as the narratives of (un)deservingness 
naturalizing these injustices. Bangladesh and the Netherlands’ divergent 
experiences both reflect the dynamics of colonialism, and their central 
urban hubs, Dhaka and Amsterdam, are correspondingly imbricated in 
global racialized and classed processes under racial capitalism. Climate 
resilience socio-spatially maps onto, yet obscures and depoliticizes these 
material inequalities conditioned through racial capitalism. In so doing, 
climate resilience does not engage with or address racial socio- 
ecological inequalities across urban spaces. Further, climate resilience 
policies in both Amsterdam and Dhaka rely on climate proofing activ
ities that do not challenge the very same wealth generating activities or 
urban governance structures that drive climate catastrophe and uneven 
protection to its effects. 

5.1. Racial capitalism and colonialism in Dhaka 

The present-day nation of Bangladesh has been recurrently colo
nized, first by the Mughal Empire in the mid-16th century. As the 
Mughal empire declined in Bengal in the early 18th century, the British 
East India Company (EIC) and France’s Compagnie des Indes – embroiled 
in the global colonial Seven Years’ War – vied for power in the region, 
with the EIC ultimately winning dominance on the Indian subcontinent 
(Rommelse, 2020). The Dutch East India Company (VOC) was also 

involved in Bengal, establishing a heavy mercantile presence in the re
gion in the early 17th century, building factories for the trade of textiles, 
silk, potassium nitrate, rice and opium (Rommelse, 2020; Sur, 2017). 
Following a disastrous military expedition in 1759 aiming to challenge 
the British East India Company’s (EIC) hold in the region, the Dutch VOC 
presence in Bengal became limited, entrenching the EIC’s power 
(Rommelse, 2020). The EIC overtook Bengal’s market trade and estab
lished English agrarian systems through enclosure, building a land 
‘owner’ and ‘worker’ (labour) system in the region. This system sup
ported the increasing exploitation of rural agricultural peasants through 
the disenfranchisement from land and the consolidation of elite classes 
(Harris, 1989, p. 272; Sen, 1998). In 1858 the British Crown overtook 
the administration of India from the EIC, under which Bengal’s economy 
continued to rely on agricultural exportation. British colonial rule led to 
the centuries-long expropriation of Bangladesh’s economic wealth, and 
was justified in part by the construction of racist dehumanizing dis
courses of ‘ill tempered’ and ‘submissive’ subjects (Sur, 2017, p. 63). 

The socio-environmental nature of Dhaka’s inequality is intricately 
tied to colonial rule. In the beginning of the 20th century Bangladesh’s 
urban population only accounted for 3% of the country’s population. In 
the wake of the partition of India in 1947, the migration of Muslim 
migrants to the region (then East Bengal) resulted in the growth of urban 
spaces, which continued when Bangladesh won the ability to indepen
dently govern itself in 1971. By 1974, 9% of the country’s population 
lived in urban centres, the largest of which was Dhaka (Khan, 1982). 
Since independence and under global neoliberal multilateral policies, 
economic scarcity, inequity and landlessness in rural regions of 
Bangladesh have largely informed rural to urban migration (Centre for 
Urban Studies (CUS), National Institute of Population Research and 
Training (NIPORT), & MEASURE Evaluation, 2006; Feldman and 
McCarthy, 1984). Dhaka has grown to be one of the largest and most 
dense urban metropoles globally; in 2022 its population reached 22.5 
million, between 30 and 40% of which live and work informally. Under- 
housed populations have long been a feature of Dhaka – in 1974 10% of 
the city were then classified as ‘squatters’ (Islam et al., 1975 in Khan, 
1982). Accordingly, there is a long history of stigmatization facing in
dividuals and communities living in informal settlements, along class- 
based, ethnic and racial lines at subnational, national and suprana
tional scales. Discriminatory framings of communities living in informal 
settlements as encroachers or illegal squatters renders these groups as 
undeserving of their right to housing. Despite the power of informal 
labour in Dhaka, these communities are repeatedly vulnerable to evic
tion and poor living conditions (Fattah and Walters, 2020; Rahman, 
2001). 

Environmental crises have also long plagued Bangladesh and 
particularly effect Dhaka, informed by colonial urban planning practices 
(Baffoe and Roy, 2023). This legacy has contributed to uneven spatial 
segregation in the city, dense underhoused communities, a lack of 
appropriate flood infrastructure and a built environment that has 
heavily encroached on waterways otherwise capable of absorbing water 
flow (Md Jahangir Alam, 2014; Md. Jahangir Alam, 2018; Md Jahangir 
Alam and Ahmad, 2010; Lata, 2020). Despite holding a long history of 
living with and on water, Bangladeshis are often framed as being inca
pable of addressing climate hazards (see epigraphs). These narratives 
support an understanding that socio-ecological crises in Dhaka are a 
product of choice-making and the inherent decisions of Bangladeshi 
citizens and governance makers, erasing relations of power under racial 
capitalism that have rendered uneven urban environments. 

5.2. Racial capitalism and colonialism in Amsterdam 

Similarly, the structure and economic development of Amsterdam is 
shaped by the Netherlands’ colonial history, which also informs 
contemporary narratives of Dutch mastery of water due to its maritime 
expansion overseas. There were two state-corporate imperial wings of 
the Dutch Empire, both later to be subsumed by the state: The VOC was 
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founded in 1602 and The Dutch West Indies Company was founded in 
1621, specifically to further Dutch aims of establishing a colonial empire 
(Atunes, 2019; Gelderblom et al., 2013; Weststeijn, 2014). Despite an 
aversion to acknowledging racial discrimination in the Netherlands, 
Dutch colonialism has forwarded racialized tropes of non-white people 
that lack civilization, justifying forms of oppression, exploitation, and 
genocide in colonies in Indonesia, Sri Lanka, South Africa and the West 
Indies (Suriname, Curaçao, Bonaire, Aruba, St Maarten, St Eustatius, 
Saba) (Blakey, 1993; Koekkoek et al., 2019; Weiner, 2014). Narratives of 
Dutch exceptionalism, in which the Netherlands is compared favourably 
to other European imperial powers as having better social, political and 
economic outcomes in their colonies, masks the racism embroiled in the 
capital accumulation processes pursued by the VOC and WIC. Indeed, 
the Netherlands has worked to expel violent histories of Dutch colo
nialism from the country’s national history, and while space does not 
omit for a full detailed account of violence across the Dutch Empire, this 
includes the decimation of indigenous populations in colonies, the 
importation, trade and transportation of slave populations and the use of 
indentured labour across the VOC and WIC (Bijl, 2012; Mbeki and van 
Rossum, 2017; Oostindie, 2005; Worden, 1985). 

Amsterdam became and continues to be the apex of the Dutch 
economy due to colonial ventures in the 17th century in which the city 
grew into a commercial hub for merchants, warehousing and informa
tion exchange and finance (De Goede, 2005; Smith, 1984). Although the 
Dutch VOC was not the only – nor by any means the most prominent in 
comparison to the British EIC – colonial actor in present-day Bangladesh, 
the growth of Amsterdam is intricately tied to Dutch colonial expansion 
in Asia. The VOC’s Asian expeditions were considerably more expensive 
compared to those in West Africa and the Caribbean, leading to the 
development of a secondary bond market in Amsterdam’s capital market 
in the early 17th century (Gelderblom and Jonker, 2004). The connec
tion drawn between colonialism and capital accumulation in Amster
dam demonstrates the importance of “reading imperial metropoles and 
colonial peripheries as different but fundamentally interlinked spatial
isations of racial capitalism” (Danewid, 2020, pp. 300-301). 

5.3. Understanding climate resilience under racial capitalism across 
Amsterdam and Dhaka 

Climate resilience necessarily maps onto Amsterdam and Dhaka’s 
historically-produced socio-ecological conditions under racial capital
ism as well as inequalities across these locales. Specifically, the socio- 
ecological inequalities across these cases are conditioned through each 
space’s respective colonial history and an ongoing division of labour 
reflecting raced and classed markets (Shilliam and Tilley, 2018). As 
such, no environmental policy can evade how spaces – in this case, 
urban spaces – are imbricated within colonial relations of power, which 
have deeply informed the uneven racial nature of global urban political 
ecologies. 

Neither Amsterdam nor Dhaka’s municipal climate resilience ini
tiatives, however, engage with the broader dynamics of socio-ecological 
inequality rendered under racial capitalism. Across Amsterdam and 
Dhaka, socio-ecological inequalities in each city are obscured in climate 
resilience policies due to a focus on market-based initiatives and indi
vidualized climate adaptation and crisis preparedness efforts. In part, 
this is due to how climate resilience in each case is deeply tied to an 
overarching commitment to the creation and maintenance of wealth 
generating activities at the urban scale as the foundation for generating 
overall socio-economic and socio-environmental wellbeing for all (c.f. 
Brown, 2016). Specifically, wealth generation activities must be pro
tected, or climate proofed, and societies must work to prepare them
selves for the impacts of climate change in order to facilitate economic 
development, or the limited disruption of markets. In this context, 
environmental safety is conflated with market growth and narratives of 
resilience work to further construct market subjects to harness coping 
skills to weather political, social, economic and environmental crises 

(Brassett, 2018). For instance, the Urban Resilience Project in Dhaka fails 
to interrogate the forms of urban development that have exacerbated 
inequality and displacement in the city, rendering lower-income groups 
more vulnerable to forms of flooding and other environmental hazards. 
Rather, urban residents are meant to equip themselves to respond to 
environmental emergencies. Climate resilience can also entail market 
building around climate solutions targeting the urban scale, including 
through technology and greening initiatives. Amsterdam Rainproof, for 
instance, relies on green–blue roof technology and individual action, 
without accompanying forms of public infrastructure or policy that 
complements these initiatives to target its urban population in a more 
comprehensive manner. 

Despite the differences in each municipality’s enaction of climate 
resilience, both initiatives fail to provide adequate, comprehensive, or 
transformational approaches to the challenges facing urban spaces in 
terms of pluvial flooding. Rather than engaging in proactive work to 
avoid or mitigate the negative effects of climate change and environ
mental degradation climate resilience focuses on reactive actions that 
aim to minimize the damage, or manage the risks, posed by climate 
change. Further, neither initiative engage with efforts to comprehen
sively address how urban economies and societies are organised that 
drive climate change or increase (uneven) community exposure to 
environmental hazards. Both Amsterdam Rainproof and Dhaka’s Urban 
Resilience Project reject transformative action through the implementa
tion of climate resilience, and in both spaces, public entities evade 
taking up the costs of climate adaptation, promoting instead private, 
community-level, and individual activities. As such, urban flooding 
continues to threaten both cities, though to different degrees. 

It is the very form of inaction presented by climate resilience that 
works to remake and reproduce socio-ecological inequalities and in
justices across spaces such as Amsterdam and Dhaka. When viewing 
climate solutions to pluvial flooding across Amsterdam and Dhaka, each 
municipal climate resilience initiative appears to achieve respective 
successes or failures dependent on the individual capacity of each city to 
tackle pluvial flooding. When critically comparing the outcomes of 
climate resilience across Amsterdam and Dhaka, however, it becomes 
necessary to understand that the outcomes of climate resilience also 
produces and reproduces socio-ecological inequalities across locales. In 
particular, the colour-blind nature of climate resilience policy and the 
manner in which climate governance works to skirt around forms of 
economic development in both cities that emblematizes the racial nature 
of the global division of labour across Amsterdam and Dhaka. Specif
ically, climate resilience is seen to be even more necessary in the “mis
managed” urban space of Dhaka, which is portrayed as overpopulated, 
unplanned and informal, and as such, more vulnerable to flooding due to 
its inherent qualities (Bird et al., 2018; UNISDR, 2018). At the same 
time, however, climate resilience does not seek to transform forms of 
economic development that lead to climate change as well as dramatic 
socio-economic and socio-environmental inequalities and injustices 
across urban spaces. While the repercussions of urban flooding are 
relatively more threatening to the safety of urban residents in Dhaka 
compared to those in Amsterdam, the narratives of the mismanaged 
nature of Dhaka serve to justify the racial inequalities between the two 
cities. The resulting outcome of climate resilience as colour-blind works 
to evade confrontation with racial inequalities across urban spaces such 
as Amsterdam and Dhaka. 

5.4. The (un)deservingness of environmental protection and acceptable 
solutions to urban flooding 

There are efforts in Dhaka to contest ongoing policies regarding 
climate action and organizations seeking to reinstate indigenous forms 
of water management to enable more harmonious relations between the 
city’s built environment and its water bodies. These efforts, led by local 
activists, seek to move away from externally imposed forms of flood 
management infrastructure and urban development that diminish the 
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centrality of rivers in Dhaka’s social, political, economic, and environ
mental fabric. For instance, activists advocate that rivers and canals 
should act as more central modes of transportation in Dhaka – as the city 
suffers from some of the world’s worst traffic conditions. As an activist 
respondent described the shifts leading rivers to become increasingly 
peripheralized in Dhaka, “You had river for transportation, but now you 
have roads. You had boats for crossing rivers, now we have bridges.” 
Further, rivers, canals, and floodplains should be protected from forms 
of urban development such as sand-mining and encroachment to be able 
to better accommodate for the effects of pluvial flooding in the monsoon 
season (K. Ahmed, 2020). Activist organizations suggest reverting to 
indigenous forms of ‘pandalling’ to protect river erosion and ensure the 
ability for water bodies to continue to serve as vital transportation 
routes. Pandalling refers to the use of heavy bamboo poles serving as a 
permeable form of riverbed bank protection. Instead of building an 
embankment or dijk that permanently blocks water in a given area in the 
event of heavy rainfall, pandalling allows rivers to expand and contract 
while preventing erosion. These perspectives on climate adaptation 
measures, however, remain marginalized in Dhaka. Rather, 
internationally-imposed flood infrastructure and climate resilience 
policies such as the Urban Resilience Project are favoured, championing 
external visions of urban development and flood control. The ability of 
(low-income) Bnagladeshi’s to adapt themselves to these externally 
imposed regimes becomes the marker of whether they are deserving of 
environmental justice. 

Interestingly enough, in the mid-2010s the Netherlands developed a 
Room for the River [Planologische Kern Beslissing (PKB) Ruimte voor de 
Rivier] policy. This framework moves away from advanced water en
gineering that “controls” land from being submerged (Rijke et al., 2012). 
Rather, Room for the River takes an ecological approach to flood risk 
management by deepening rivers, lowering and expanding floodplains, 
relocating dijks, and constructing high water channels (Rijkswaterstaat, 
2021). All of the aforementioned actions provide space for rivers to 
expand in the Netherlands during intense rainfalls, reflecting a similar 
approach to the Bangladeshi activism described above. While Bangla
deshi activism surrounding the ecological health of rivers is side-lined, 
however, the Dutch approach is heralded and has been exported as a 
model to the United States, Vietnam, and even Bangladesh (Zevenbergen 
et al., 2013). What this demonstrates is a continued reverence on Dutch 
“mastery” of water management and the deprecation of centuries-long 
Bangladeshi ways of living with their indigenous Delta environment. 
Rather, Bangladeshi deservingness of environmental justice is intimately 
tied to adopting externally imposed visions and material policies on 
urban development and climate resilience in order to conform its socio- 
economic and socio-environmental wellbeing to the aims of the global 
political economy under racial capitalism. 

The material aspects of the above discourses simultaneously 
empower certain visions of flood control, namely, climate resilience – 
while denigrating others – namely, systematic climate mitigation efforts 
or indigenous-oriented approaches to living with water. As such, the 
colour-blind nature of this global policy framework obscures colonial 
and racial relations of power, ultimately favouring solutions that 
reproduce environmental inequality across the global North and global 
South. In so doing, climate resilience policies support the manner in 
which Dutch flood infrastructure expertise and Amsterdam’s urban 
development is equated with the deservingness of environmental justice, 
while Bangladesh’s portrayed underdevelopment urban mismanage
ment rationalizes the un-deservingness of environmental justice for its 
residents. 

6. Conclusion 

As seen across Amsterdam and Dhaka, climate resilience aims for 
residents, communities, and municipalities to individually and collec
tively withstand increased and intensified pluvial flooding. While the 
policy framework demonstrates shortcomings in each case, the 

consequences for residents of Dhaka are far more severe. When critically 
comparing climate resilience across Amsterdam and Dhaka, I argue that 
the policies renegotiate and reconfigure uneven socio-ecologies across 
the global North and South. Further, urban flood resilience disregards 
the transformative action required on a global scale required to effec
tively and equitably adapt to climate change and its uneven effects 
across societies. Taken in conjunction, the climate resilience policies 
examined obfuscate race and colonial relations of power from the 
relative experiences with urban flooding and the governance opportu
nities in each locale. Climate resilience similarly frames those who make 
the correct choices (Amsterdam’s Rainproof project) as deserving of 
protection, while those who make ‘incorrect’ choices (Dhaka’s mis
managed urbanization) are undeserving. 

Both Amsterdam and Dhaka continue to be imbricated in the uneven 
global racial dynamics informing each city’s socio-ecological conditions. 
Both cities compete for global economic activity: for instance, in the 
wake of Brexit, Amsterdam has become Europe’s top financial centre 
and home to corporate headquarters (Alice, 2021; Stafford, 2021). On 
the other hand, Bangladesh, like many other decolonized nations, con
tinues to compete globally in extractive export-based economies such as 
the garment industry, which is centred in Dhaka (Bhattacharyya, 2018; 
Elson, 1994; MacLean et al., 1997; Quadir, 2000). Although it is 
necessary to situate the wealth and privilege of Amsterdam against the 
vulnerability and relatively higher levels of poverty in Dhaka to un
derstand the uneven experiences with urban flooding, I also seek to 
interrupt artificial ontological and epistemological binaries between the 
global North and South regarding wider trends involved in the gover
nance of climate change through resilience. This is because I argue that 
they are inherently connected: the overarching principles informing 
climate resilience seek to justify the application of individual re
sponsibility, private development at the urban scale and a lack of 
climate mitigation efforts globally. Dhaka’s vulnerabilities to pluvial 
flooding are far more severe than Amsterdam’s, however, this does not 
indicate that Amsterdam Rainproof is successful or adequate by any 
means. Rather, climate resilience works to justify the status quo in both 
cities that simultaneously supports the reproduction of unevenness in a 
global sense. 

Contrasting Amsterdam and Dhaka allows for an examination of 
climate change governance across the global North and global South to 
better understand how these processes cannot be divorced from histor
ical and contemporary socio-spatial processes in the global political 
economy (Harvey, 1996; Massey, 2005; Peck and Tickell, 2002). 
Further, Dhaka’s experience with climate resilience is presented against 
Amsterdam’s in order to examine how climate resilience is articulated 
differentially yet can be examined in conjunction at the urban scale, 
interacting with both global and contextual relations of power. By 
engaging in this comparison, rather than viewing Amsterdam as the 
model city and comparing Dhaka as an oppositional entity to be 
measured against Amsterdam’s successes, I demonstrate how across 
Amsterdam and Dhaka, urban flood governance is globally relational in 
terms of how “key processes are constituted in relation to one another 
through power-laden practices in the multiple, interconnected arenas of 
everyday life” (Hart, 2016, p. 375, c.f. Lefebvre 1991). 
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Socio-Legal Series 11 (1), 108–147. 

Grove, K., 2018. Resilience. Routledge, London.  
Grove, K., Cox, S., Barnett, A., 2020. Racializing resilience: assemblage, critique, and 

contested futures in Greater Miami resilience planning. Ann. Am. Assoc. Geogr. 110 
(5), 1613–1630. 

Grove, K., Barnett, A., Cox, S., 2020. Designing justice? Race and the limits of recognition 
in Greater Miami resilience planning. Geoforum 117, 134–143. 

Harris, M.S., 1989. Land, power relations, and colonialism: the historical development of 
the land system in Bangladesh. Urban Anthropol. Stud. Cult. Syst. World Econ. Dev. 
18 (3/4), 265–279. 

Hart, G., 2016. Relational comparison revisited: marxist postcolonial geographies in 
practice*. Prog. Hum. Geogr. 42 (3), 371–394. https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
0309132516681388. 

Hart, G., 2006. Denaturalizing dispossession: critical ethnography in the age of resurgent 
imperialism. Antipde 38(5), 997–1004. https://doi-org.proxy.queensu.ca/10.1111/ 
j.1467-8330.2006.00489.x. 

Harvey, D., 1996. Justice, Nature and the Geography of Difference. Blackwell Publishers, 
Cambridge, Mass.  

Heslop, J., McFarlane, C., Ormerod, E., 2020. Relational housing across the North-South 
divide: learning between Albania, Uganda, and the UK. Hous. Stud. 35 (9), 
1607–1627. https://doi.org/10.1080/02673037.2020.1722801. 

Heynen, N., 2016. Urban political ecology II: the abolitionist century. Prog. Human 
Geogr. 40 (6), 839–845. 

Horner, R., 2020. Towards a new paradigm of global development? Beyond the limits of 
international development. Prog. Hum. Geogr. 44 (3), 415–436. 

IFRC, 2007. Bangladesh flood victims remain in urgent need of assistance [Press release]. 
Retrieved from. https://www.ifrc.org/ar/news-and-media/press-releases/asia-pacifi 
c/bangladesh/bangladesh-flood-victims-remain-in-urgent-need-of-assistance/. 

Imtiaz, A., 2020. The nation learning to embrace flooding. BBC. Retrieved from https:// 
www.bbc.com/future/article/20201201-bangladesh-the-devastating-floods- 
essential-for-life.  

Islam, N., Khan, A. U., Khan, A.-M., 1975. Survey of Urban Squatters in Dacca, 
Chittagong and Khulna: 1974. Retrieved from Dacca: University of Dacca, 
Department of Geography, Centre for Urban Studies. 

Jacobs, J.M., 2011. Urban geographies I: still thinking cities relationally. Prog. Hum. 
Geogr. 36 (3), 412–422. https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132511421715. 

Jiang, Y., Zevenbergen, C., Ma, Y., 2018. Urban pluvial flooding and stormwater 
management: a contemporary review of China’s challenges and “sponge cities” 
strategy. Environ. Sci. Policy 80, 132–143. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
envsci.2017.11.016. 

Karim, M.F., Mimura, N., 2008. Impacts of climate change and sea-level rise on cyclonic 
storm surge floods in Bangladesh. Glob. Environ. Chang. 18 (3), 490–500. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2008.05.002. 

Khan, A.-A.-M., 1982. Rural-urban migration and urbanization in Bangladesh. Geogr. 
Rev. 72 (4), 379–394. https://doi.org/10.2307/214592. 

Kimmelman, M., Haner, J., 2017. The Dutch Have Solutions to Rising Seas. The World Is 
Watching, New York Times. Retrieved from https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/ 
2017/06/15/world/europe/climate-change-rotterdam.html.  

S.E. Sharma                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2013.05.006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0040
https://doi.org/10.1080/02665433.2022.2041468
https://doi.org/10.1080/02665433.2022.2041468
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0050
https://doi.org/10.1080/14623528.2012.719375
https://doi.org/10.1080/14623528.2012.719375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0065
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2018.1462968
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0075
http://USA
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0090
https://doi.org/10.1080/13604813.2015.1125713
https://doi.org/10.1080/13604813.2015.1125713
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132516686012
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0115
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132516659706
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2018.1448571
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0135
https://doi.org/10.1111/tran.12369
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022050713000879
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0150
https://doi.org/10.1177/09562478231172057
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0185
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132516681388
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132516681388
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0200
https://doi.org/10.1080/02673037.2020.1722801
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0215
https://www.ifrc.org/ar/news-and-media/press-releases/asia-pacific/bangladesh/bangladesh-flood-victims-remain-in-urgent-need-of-assistance/
https://www.ifrc.org/ar/news-and-media/press-releases/asia-pacific/bangladesh/bangladesh-flood-victims-remain-in-urgent-need-of-assistance/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0225
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132511421715
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2017.11.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2017.11.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2008.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2008.05.002
https://doi.org/10.2307/214592
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0255


Geoforum xxx (xxxx) xxx

10

Koekkoek, R., Richard, A.-I., Weststeijn, A., 2019. The Dutch Empire Between Ideas and 
Practice, 1600–2000. Springer International Publishing AG, Cham, Switzerland.  

Kuper, S., 2020. Can the Dutch save the world from the danger of rising sea levels? FT 
Mag. https://www.ft.com/content/44c2d2ee-422c-11ea-bdb5-169ba7be433d. 

Lata, L.N., 2020. Neoliberal Urbanity and the Right to Housing of the Urban Poor in 
Dhaka, Bangladesh. Environ. Urban. ASIA 11 (2), 218–230. 

Lowe, L., 2015. The Intimacies of Four Continents. Duke University Press, Durham.  
MacKinnon, D., Derickson, K.D., 2013. From resilience to resourcefulness: a critique of 

resilience policy and activism. Prog. Hum. Geogr. 37 (2), 253–270. 
MacLean, S.J., Quadir, F., Shaw, T.M., 1997. Structural adjustment and the response of 

civil society in Bangladesh and Zimbabwe: a comparative analysis. New Political 
Econ. 2 (1), 149–164. 

Mark, O., Jørgensen, C., Hammond, M., Khan, D., Tjener, R., Erichsen, A., Helwigh, B., 
2018. A new methodology for modelling of health risk from urban flooding 
exemplified by cholera – case Dhaka, Bangladesh. J. Flood Risk Manage. 11 (S1), 
S28–S42. https://doi.org/10.1111/jfr3.12182. 

Massey, D., 1993. Questions of locality. Geography 78, 142–149. 
Massey, D., 2005. For Space. Sage Publications Ltd, Thousand Oaks, CA.  
Mbeki, L., van Rossum, M., 2017. Private slave trade in the Dutch Indian Ocean world: a 

study into the networks and backgrounds of the slavers and the enslaved in South 
Asia and South Africa. Slavery Abolition 38 (1), 95–116. https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
0144039X.2016.1159004. 

McKittrick, K., 2013. Plantation futures. Small Axe: Caribbean J. Criticism 17 (3 (42)), 
1–15. https://doi.org/10.1215/07990537-2378892. 

McVeigh, T., 2014. The Dutch solution to floods: live with water, don’t fight it. The 
Guardian https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2014/feb/16/flooding- 
netherlands.  

Mearns, R., Norton, A. (Eds.), 2010. Social Dimensions of Climate Change. The World 
Bank, Washington D.C.  

Nkwunonwo, U.C., Whitworth, M., Baily, B., 2020. A review of the current status of flood 
modelling for urban flood risk management in the developing countries. Sci. African 
7, e00269. 

Oostindie, G., 2005. Paradise Overseas: The Dutch Caribbean, Colonialism and its 
Transatlantic Legacies. Macmillan Caribbean, London.  

Peck, J., Tickell, A., 2002. Neoliberalizing space. Antipode 34 (3), 380–404. 
Pelling, M., 2011. Adaptation to Climate Change: From Resilience to Transformation. 

Routledge, Abingdon, Oxon, England; New York.  
Perry, K.K., 2020. For politics, people, or the planet? The political economy of fossil fuel 

reform, energy dependence and climate policy in Haiti. Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 63, 
101397 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101397. 

Ponder, C.S., 2021. Spatializing the municipal bond market: urban resilience under racial 
capitalism. Ann. Am. Assoc. Geogr. 1–18 https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
24694452.2020.1866487. 

Pulido, L., 2017. Geographies of race and ethnicity II: environmental racism, racial 
capitalism and state-sanctioned violence. Prog. Hum. Geogr. 41 (4), 524–533. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132516646495. 

Pulido, L., 2016. Flint, Environmental Racism, and Racial Capitalism. In: vol. 27, pp. 1- 
16. Taylor & Francis. 

Quadir, F., 2000. The political economy of pro-market reforms in Bangladesh: regime 
consolidation through economic liberalization? Contem. South Asia 9 (2), 197–212. 

Rabbani, G., Rahman, A.A., Islam, N., 2011. Climate Change Implications for Dhaka City: 
A Need for Immediate Measures to Reduce Vulnerability. In: Otto-Zimmermann, K. 
(Ed.), Resilient Cities: Cities and Adaptation to Climate Change Proceedings of the 
Global Forum 2010, Springer, Dordrecht, Heidelberg, London, New York, vol. 1, pp. 
531-541. 

Rahman, M.M., 2001. Bastee eviction and housing rights: a case of Dhaka, Bangladesh. 
Habitat Int. 25 (1), 49–67. 

Ranganathan, M., Bratman, E., 2021. From urban resilience to abolitionist climate 
Justice in Washington, DC. Antipode 53 (1), 115–137. https://doi.org/10.1111/ 
anti.12555. 

Rijke, J., van Herk, S., Zevenbergen, C., Ashley, R., 2012. Room for the River: delivering 
integrated river basin management in the Netherlands. Int. J. River Basin Manage. 
10 (4), 369–382. https://doi.org/10.1080/15715124.2012.739173. 

Rijkswaterstaat, 2021. Ruimte voor de rivieren. Retrieved from https://www. 
rijkswaterstaat.nl/water/waterbeheer/bescherming-tegen-h 
et-water/maatregelen-om-overstromingen-te-voorkomen/ruimte-voor-de- 
rivieren#zie-ook. 

Robinson, C.J., 2000. Black Marxism: The Making of The Black Radical Tradition. The 
University of North Carolina Press, Chapel Hil & London.  

Robinson, J., 2015. Thinking cities through elsewhere: comparative tactics for a more 
global urban studies. Prog. Hum. Geogr. 40 (1), 3–29. https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
0309132515598025. 

Rommelse, G., 2020. Defending the flag of a torpid empire: the VOC in Bengal, 1759- 
1763. Int. J. Maritime History 32(3), 533–550. 

Runhaar, H., Mees, H., Wardekker, A., van der Sluijs, J., Driessen, P.P.J., 2012. 
Adaptation to climate change-related risks in Dutch urban areas: stimuli and 
barriers. Reg. Environ. Chang. 12 (4), 777–790. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113- 
012-0292-7. 

Sealey-Huggins, L., 2017. ‘1.5◦C to stay alive’: climate change, imperialism and justice 
for the Caribbean. Third World Q. 38 (11), 2444–2463. 

Sen, S., 1998. Empire of Free Trade: The East India Company and the Making of the 
Colonial Market-place. Universtiy of Pennsylvania Press, Philadelphia.  

Sharma, S.E., 2021. Down and out in Dhaka: understanding land financialization and 
displacement in austerity urbanism. Urban Geogr. 1–20 https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
02723638.2021.1949845. 

Sharma, S.E., 2021. Reactive, individualistic and disciplinary: the urban resilience 
project in Dhaka. New Political Econ. 26 (6), 1078–1091. https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
13563467.2021.1899152. 

Sharma, S.E., 2022. Urban flood resilience: governing conflicting urbanism and climate 
action in Amsterdam. Rev. Int. Polit. Econ. 1–23 https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
09692290.2022.2100449. 

Smirnova, V., Lawrence, J.L., Bohland, J., 2021. The critical turn of resilience: mapping 
thematic communities and modes of critical scholarship. Geogr. J. 187 (1), 16–27. 

Smith, W.D., 1984. The function of commercial centers in the modernization of European 
capitalism: Amsterdam as an information exchange in the seventeenth century. 
J. Econ. Hist. 44 (4), 985–1005. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022050700033052. 

Stafford, P., 2021. February 10). Amsterdam Ousts London as Europe’s Top Share 
Trading Hub, Financial Times. Retrieved from https://www.ft.com/content/ 
3dad4ef3-59e8-437e-8f63-f629a5b7d0aa.  

Sur, B., 2017. The Dutch East India Company through the Local Lens: Exploring the 
Dynamics of Indo-Dutch Relations in Seventeenth Century Bengal. Indian Historical 
Review 44 (1), 62–91. 

Tilley, L., 2020. Extractive investibility in historical colonial perspective: the emerging 
market and its antecedents in Indonesia. Rev. Int. Polit. Econ. 1–20 https://doi.org/ 
10.1080/09692290.2020.1763423. 

Tilley, L., Shilliam, R., 2018. Raced Markets: An Introduction. New Political Econ. 23 (5), 
534–543. 

Tribune, D., 2020. One-third of Bangladesh under water in worst floods in a decade. 
Dhaka Tribune. 

UN. (2020). HCTT Response Plan: Monsoon Floods. Retrieved from Dhaka: United 
Nations Bangladesh. https://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/HCTT 
%20Response%20Plan%20-%20Monsoon%20floods%20-%20United%20Nations% 
20Bangladesh%20Coordinated%20Appeal%20%28July%202020%20-%20March% 
202021%29.pdf. 

UN-Habitat, 2020. World Cities Report 2020: The Value of Sustainable Urbanization. 
Retrieved from Nairobi: United Nations Human Settlements Programme. 

UNISDR, 2018. UNISDR Annual Report 2017. Retrieved from Geneva: United Nations. 
van Dijk, E., van der Meulen, J., Kluck, J., Straatman, J.H.M., 2013. Comparing 

modelling techniques for analysing urban pluvial flooding. Water Sci. Technol. 69 
(2), 305–311. https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.2013.699. 

van Zoelen, B., 2021. Alle Amsterdamse nieuwbouw moet voortaan regenwater 
opvangen. Het Parool https://www.parool.nl/amsterdam/alle-amsterdamse- 
nieuwbouw-moet-voortaan-regenwater-opvangen~b1431a9c/.  

Waternet, 2018. Amsterdam Rainproof. Retrieved from Amsterdam: Waternet: 
Amsterdam Rainproof. 

Weiner, M.F., 2014. The ideologically colonized metropole: Dutch racism and racist 
denial. Sociol. Compass 8 (6), 731–744. https://doi.org/10.1111/soc4.12163. 

Weststeijn, A., 2014. The VOC as a company-state: debating seventeenth-century Dutch 
colonial expansion. Itinerario 38 (1), 13–34. https://doi.org/10.1017/ 
S0165115314000035. 

Wilson, K., 2012. Race, Racism and Development: Interrogating History, Discourse and 
Practice. Zed Books, London & New York.  

Worden, N., 1985. Slavery in Dutch South Africa. Cambridge University Press, 
Cambridge.  

World Bank, 2009. World Development Report 2010: Development and Climate Change. 
Retrieved from Washington DC: The World Bank. 

World Bank, 2013. Building Resilience: Integrating Climate and Disaster Risk into 
Development. Retrieved from Washington DC: World Bank. 

World Bank, 2017. Bangladesh Urban Resilience Project: Building partnerships, saving 
lives. Retrieved from Washington DC: World Bank, Global Facility for Disaster Risk 
and Recovery. 

Zevenbergen, C., van Herk, S., Rijke, J., Kabat, P., Bloemen, P., Ashley, R., Veerbeek, W., 
2013. Taming global flood disasters. Lessons learned from Dutch experience. Nat. 
Hazards 65 (3), 1217–1225. 

S.E. Sharma                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0260
https://www.ft.com/content/44c2d2ee-422c-11ea-bdb5-169ba7be433d
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0285
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfr3.12182
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/optRNrqrFm5Fw
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0295
https://doi.org/10.1080/0144039X.2016.1159004
https://doi.org/10.1080/0144039X.2016.1159004
https://doi.org/10.1215/07990537-2378892
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0335
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101397
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2020.1866487
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2020.1866487
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132516646495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0370
https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12555
https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12555
https://doi.org/10.1080/15715124.2012.739173
https://www.rijkswaterstaat.nl/water/waterbeheer/bescherming-tegen-het-water/maatregelen-om-overstromingen-te-voorkomen/ruimte-voor-de-rivieren%23zie-ook
https://www.rijkswaterstaat.nl/water/waterbeheer/bescherming-tegen-het-water/maatregelen-om-overstromingen-te-voorkomen/ruimte-voor-de-rivieren%23zie-ook
https://www.rijkswaterstaat.nl/water/waterbeheer/bescherming-tegen-het-water/maatregelen-om-overstromingen-te-voorkomen/ruimte-voor-de-rivieren%23zie-ook
https://www.rijkswaterstaat.nl/water/waterbeheer/bescherming-tegen-het-water/maatregelen-om-overstromingen-te-voorkomen/ruimte-voor-de-rivieren%23zie-ook
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0390
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132515598025
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132515598025
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-012-0292-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-012-0292-7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0415
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2021.1949845
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2021.1949845
https://doi.org/10.1080/13563467.2021.1899152
https://doi.org/10.1080/13563467.2021.1899152
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2022.2100449
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2022.2100449
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0435
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022050700033052
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0450
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2020.1763423
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2020.1763423
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/optXTSjGa7ufr
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/optXTSjGa7ufr
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0460
https://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/HCTT%2520Response%2520Plan%2520-%2520Monsoon%2520floods%2520-%2520United%2520Nations%2520Bangladesh%2520Coordinated%2520Appeal%2520%2528July%25202020%2520-%2520March%25202021%2529.pdf
https://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/HCTT%2520Response%2520Plan%2520-%2520Monsoon%2520floods%2520-%2520United%2520Nations%2520Bangladesh%2520Coordinated%2520Appeal%2520%2528July%25202020%2520-%2520March%25202021%2529.pdf
https://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/HCTT%2520Response%2520Plan%2520-%2520Monsoon%2520floods%2520-%2520United%2520Nations%2520Bangladesh%2520Coordinated%2520Appeal%2520%2528July%25202020%2520-%2520March%25202021%2529.pdf
https://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/HCTT%2520Response%2520Plan%2520-%2520Monsoon%2520floods%2520-%2520United%2520Nations%2520Bangladesh%2520Coordinated%2520Appeal%2520%2528July%25202020%2520-%2520March%25202021%2529.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.2013.699
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0485
https://doi.org/10.1111/soc4.12163
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115314000035
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0165115314000035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0016-7185(23)00143-4/h0530

	Urban climate resilience under racial capitalism: Governing pluvial flooding across Amsterdam and Dhaka
	1 Introduction
	2 Enacting climate resilience across Amsterdam and Dhaka
	2.1 Amsterdam Rainproof
	2.2 Dhaka’s Urban Resilience Project

	3 Comparing Climate Resilience across Amsterdam and Dhaka
	4 Situating Urban Climate Resilience under Racial Capitalism
	4.1 The (un)deservingness of climate justice: how climate injustice is accepted and reproduced in racial capitalism

	5 Enduring Climate Injustice across Amsterdam and Dhaka
	5.1 Racial capitalism and colonialism in Dhaka
	5.2 Racial capitalism and colonialism in Amsterdam
	5.3 Understanding climate resilience under racial capitalism across Amsterdam and Dhaka
	5.4 The (un)deservingness of environmental protection and acceptable solutions to urban flooding

	6 Conclusion
	CRediT authorship contribution statement
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Data availability
	Acknowledgements
	References


