The World Bank’s Big Dams: A River of Ruin

In the past 65 years, the World Bank has
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1995: World Bank withdraws
from the $1bn Arun 3 Project in
Nepal, which was opposed by local
engineers who argued that smaller
scale projects were better suited for
meeting local needs. After Arun, the
Bank sharply reduces its involvement
in dam projects for many years.

WORLD BANK ENERGY LENDING
GOES AGAINST THE TIDE
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of people downstream at risk of a massive flash flood.
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100% Inga 3 Dam on the Congo'Hiver 2003 Ignoring recommendations
Lol a symbol fogr?);j:;dg;nezraatéf;r:nzf of the WCD, the World Bank decides
o ) y to start financing large dams again
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50% dam, Nam Theun Il in Laos, decimated fisheries, decade, the Bank supports more than
40% - reduced clean water supplies, and eroded fertile 20 mainly mid-sized dam projects.
30% riverbanks that support food cultivation to 120,000
20% people. More than 6,300 indigenous people were
10% resettled for its reservoir. The project has led
0% to widespread deforestation, and devastating
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consequences on the area’s biodiversity. Despite
renewable energy

World Bank rhetoric of benefit sharing with
affected communities, the project mostly rewards
Laos’ ruling elites.
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