The World Bank

Why are we so concerned about this project?

The Bank claims the project will help the poor by decreasing population pressure
in the “move out” area and settling these migrants in a sparsely populated “move-in™’
area inhabited by Tibetan and Mongolian nomads. But consider the following:

. Bank monies will be used to further the Chinese government’s colonization of Tibet by building
extensive infrastructure in the region, which will enable increased resource exploitation by the Chinese,
and increased control and assimilation of the area by China.

. The development plan for this project is unsustainable. “The project aims to convert high altitude, fragile
grazing pastures into intensive agricultural farmlands” (similar projects within Tibet during the 1950's and
1960's resulted in massive famines and loss of life). This type of agriculture will rely heavily on intensive use of
pesticides, leveling the earth, two dams and extensive irrigation, which is likely to degenerate and erode the soil.
According to the Environmental Assessment, the goal of the project is to completely alter the natural ecosystem.

. The project will promote the settlement of the Tibetan and Mongolian nomads, undermining their culture and
way of life, so aiding China’s drive to ‘eliminate this outdated mode of life’.

. The new settlers will vastly outnumber the Tibetan and Mongolian communities (further reducing the Tibetan
population from 23% to 14%; and the Mongolian population from 14% to 7% ).

. People living in the project "move-in" area said they fear violent ethnic confrontation, particularly since the project
will intensify the competition over already-scarce resources. Letters smuggled out of the region by Tibetans state that
if the project is implemented "...the World Bank will have participated in passing a death sentence to us here."

. Furthermore, this resettlement will have little impact on conditions in the move-out area. According to the
World Bank’s own figures, the population transfer will only marginally reduce the population density of the
move-out area—from 114.3 to 109.3 people per square kilometer.



A Brief History of
Tibet

The World Bank has policies that are supposed
to minimize the environmental and social
impacts of a project. If the Board approved the
project, doesn’t that mean it adheres to

World Bank policies?

Unfortunately, no. The project was
designed and approved without
adequate environmental and
social analysis—violating
several of the Bank's
most important
policies, including those
on Environmental
Assessment,
Indigenous Peoples,
Information
Disclosure and
Involuntary
Resettlement. The
Bank management's
willingness to
ignore its own policies
was increased by
intense political pressure
from China, including
threats of economic reprisals
against opposing countries and
withdrawal from the World Bank.

. The World Bank has been
guaranteed by China that "Prison labor will not be
involved or benefit from this project.”

Why is this still an issue of concern?

Dulan County, the move-in area, has China's highest concentration of
Laogai, or 'reform-through-labor' camps. The local economy is heavily
dependent on prison labor, which is extensively used in land reclamation,
road construction, and grain processing. With the high likelihood of this
project becoming entangled with the pervasive prison labor economy, it is
disturbing that the World Bank and China have refused to publicly release
two existing studies on prison labor in the project area.

For more information about Tibet, visit your local library
or check out the website www.tibet.org.
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The Chinese government has pledged its full
support for the World Bank's Inspection Panel
review and has made assurances to the World
Bank that they "are in favor of transparency”
during the investigation of the project.

Why is this still an issue of concern?

On August 15th, two independent experts, Gabriel Lafitte, a professor at
Melbourne University, and Daja Meston, an American Tibet researcher were
detained while investigating the impacts of the proposed project. The
arrests of these experts highlight the inability of citizens within the project
area to oppose the project and undermines promises of transparency and
independent review.

If the World Bank refused to provide funding for this
project, would the Chinese government continue to
implement the project? If so shouldn't the Bank
stay involved to try to improve the project?

It is uncertain whether China would move ahead with this project without
funding from the World Bank. The World Bank should not finance a project
that does not meet its standards, that is in violation of its policies and pro-
cedures, and that will cause irreversible harm to the Tibetan and Mongolian
nomadic and semi-nomadic peoples living in the project area. Furthermore,
financing this project provides an air of legitimacy to the Chinese
government's violent occupation of Tibet, giving an international seal-of-
approval (and public monies) to China's illegal population transfer policy.
The continued transfer of ethnic Chinese into Tibetan areas has been
identified as one of the greatest threats to the survival of the Tibetans,

and has already made them a minority in many parts of their own land.

What does the campaign want?

The international coalition of organizations that have been fighting this
project is calling for the World Bank to withdraw support from this flawed
project. In particular, we call on President Wolfensohn and the Board

of Executive Directors to re-evaluate their decision to support this project,
and to stand up for the integrity of the policies and procedures of

the World Bank.

*Definitions of this area are contested. Tibetans refer to it as within Amdo
province of Tibet, a country illegally occupied by the People’s Republic of China.
(See front page)
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