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EU Civil Society denounces EU raw materials plans 
in European Green Deal 

In 2019, the European Commission published its European Green Deal, an action plan 

outlining climate and environmental policies and initiatives to be taken forward in the 

coming years. Despite laudable intentions, these plans have at their heart the damaging 

and illogical idea of 'green growth' 1 and assume 'business-as-usual' consumption of 

energy and materials in the EU. In particular, as they stand, Europe's Green Deal plans will 

lead to a dramatic increase in demand for mineral and metals that the European 

Commission intends to meet through a large number of new mining projects - both inside 

and outside the EU. 

This planned reliance on mining to deliver the Green Deal is a cause of major concern for 

civil society around the world. Mining companies are responsible for an enormous human 

and ecological toll on every continent. The sector is responsible for extensive human rights 

violations 2, conflicts with and within affected communities 3, and the exploitation of labour 

and exacerbation of socio-economic inequalities. It is also a significant contributor to 

climate change, global biodiversity loss and water stress4• Increasing material demand and 

the EU's plans to meet it through new mining projects will escalate all of these problems. 

Mining-affected communities in Europe and their allies in civil society oppose the 

continuous expansion of the mining industry and challenge the dominant narrative of 

unlimited growth and policies which uphold it. This statement outlines a civil society 

analysis of the EU's current plans and suggests how the EU can address the systemic 

issues underpinning endless extractivism and turn the tide toward a more just and 

sustainable future. 

These recommendations include the critical need for the EU and Member States to realise 

in law communities' right to free, prior and informed consent, including the Right to Say 

No, as well as to put urgent measures in place to achieve absolute reducti s in demand 

for - and consumption of - raw materials in Europe. 
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Overconsumption 
rising metal and mineral demand 

Under business-as-usual (i.e. the growth-based economic system) overall global material 

demand, including for energy 5, is projected to more than double by 2060 6• The EU already 

consumes more than its fair global share of these resources 7, causing disproportionate 

impacts on people, especially those in exporting countries, and our shared planet. 

Moreover, the supposed benefits of this overconsumption are both unevenly distributed 

and of questionable value. Study after study shows that material wealth does not lead to 

a corresponding increases in happiness, well-being or health 8• 

Metals and metallic minerals are used along with other materials in everyday products and 

services in all sectors - from laptops and phones, to houses and cars, to wind turbines and 

lights, to military and aerospace technologies. In the past several decades, global metals 

extraction 9 has more than tripled and is set to continue to rise, according to the International 

Resource Panel10• 

Growing demand is partly due to a 'green transition'. This is particularly true for minerals and 

metals like lithium, which are required for renewables and electrification infrastructure, includ­

ing electric car batteries 11• But the EU and Member States are using the fact that some miner­

als and metals are used for renewable energy technologies to greenwash the metal mining 

industry in general. They are conflating the demand for more mining with action on climate 

change and social progress. 

In reality, however, renewable energy technologies account for only a fraction of projected in­

creases in mineral and metal demand 12• It is general (over)consumption in all sectors, driven 

by the push for a constantly growing economy, increasing urbanisation and digitalisation, 

that are the main drivers of metal and mineral demand 13• The research driving EU metals and 

minerals plans and policies assumes our overall consumption will continue to grow 14• 
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Land and water use 
conflicts in the making 

Throughout Europe, communities on the frontlines of mining projects assert that the EU 

and Member States are not meeting the standards of existing environmental regulations 

which have been put in place to protect nature and EU citizens' right to a healthy environ­

ment. Of particular concern are the actual and alleged violation of EU laws concerning 

water and biodiversity, amongst others 15 1617 · 

Communities are also increasingly concerned about the ways in which mining is threatening 

'new frontiers' for mineral and metal extraction, such as the deep sea, sites set aside for con­

servation and rural areas that play a vital role in genuinely sustainable community livelihoods. 

Modern mining operations have an enormous spatial footprint, causing conflicts with biodi­

versity protection, and other land uses. As ore grades of many minerals and metals decline, 

this is set to grow 1819 • 

Habitat loss from current projected mining related to metals and minerals is a major issue. A 

global study looking at spatial overlaps between mining areas and biodiversity conservation 

sites shows that mining areas (82% of which are for metals and minerals demanded by renew­

able energy infrastructure) have an overlap of 8% with Protected Areas, 7% with Key Biodiver­

sity Areas, and 16% with Remaining Wilderness 20. 

Even before the extensive expansion of mining in Europe, the EU and Member States are fail­

ing to protect Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites, which have been set aside with the intention of 

conserving nature 21• In fact, despite the EU's Nature Directives, 81 % of habitats and 63% of 

the species that these laws were designed to protect still have an 'unfavourable' conserva­

tion status according to the European Environment Agency 22. 

Mining in European rural areas will also threaten other land uses and sustainable activities 

such as small-scale farming and fishing, and eco-tourism 23• The low-impact livelihoods of 

many rural communities within the EU are part of the solution to the ecological and climatic 

crises we are living through and should be preserved and promoted. 
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Coercion : engineering 
'social acceptance' of mining 

The EU and Member States are pursuing the industry-coined concept 'Social License to Op­

erate (SLO)' to smooth the way for mining with as little community input and dissent as possi­

ble. The EU is using taxpayers' money to fund projects, such as the Mining and Metallurgy 

Regions of the EU project (MIREU), that are formulating and promoting the notion of Social 

License to Operate 24• 

The SLO concept has been widely criticised by civil society in Europe as being tokenistic, 

non-binding and lacking a clear and transparent process. Apart from SLO's utility in socially 

engineering consent for extraction 25, it is unclear why such a weak new concept is needed 

when stronger, more democratically-developed instruments like Free, Prior and Informed 

Consent, including the Right to Say No, already exist. 

SLO represents a continuation of dismissive, uninformed attitudes about community resist­

ance to unwanted or controversial mining projects.Today, when community feedback or ob­

jections do not comply with prevailing pro-mining agendas, citizen contestation is frequently 

labelled and dismissed as originating from a not-in-my-backyard ('NIMBY') attitude. As well 

as being untrue in many cases, this discourse reinforces an already unacceptable power 

asymmetry between mining companies and local people. It also creates pro-industrial bias in 

what should be neutral and objective consultation processes. 

Unless SLO is abandoned and stronger, fairer consultation mechanisms are adopted, the EU 

risks incentivising mining conflicts, undermining citizen's rights to demand information, and 

equitable consultation processes under the Aarhus convention, as well as violating their right 

to refuse projects without prejudice. 
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Corruption, lack of transparency 
and violations of human rights 

In the Global South it is common for frontline communities to report that local processes are 

lacking in good governance; that there has been little or no transparent sharing of data from 

public institutions and from mining companies; that companies are failing to declare their in­

terests to citizens at research, development and prospecting stages of the mining process. 

According to community testimonies, investigations 26 and submissions to both the Aarhus 

Convention and the European Parliament's Petitions Committee, many of these abuses are 

being replicated in Europe. 

Industry standards remain largely voluntary and reliant on corporate self-regulation. While 

the introduction of a mandatory EU human rights and environmental due diligence law will 

be a welcome step, it is not enough to transform a sector that is repeatedly ranked as the 

deadliest in the world for those who oppose it, and for workers' safety27• 

The signs are not promising for a European mining boom. The often repeated mantra that 

mining practices within Europe will be better than outside of Europe cannot be based simply 

on a belief in European superiority. It must rely on fully enforced laws, strong regulations and 

an empowered citizenry. 
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Public subsidies and 
industry partnerships 

Mining companies and their shareholders are benefiting from EU public subsidies being 

channeled into research projects of dubious public benefit 28 and industry-led EU alliances29 

that undermine civil society's role in decision-making processes. 

In some jurisdictions, financial speculation in the sector is rife, as evidenced by recent re­

search from Spain30. EU money is being channeled into mining and mining-related pro­

jects31, often without oversight of the envi ronmenta I impacts of projects or verification of envi­

ronmental permits to conduct activities. This state of affairs has been denounced in several 

prominent cases32. 

In another example of conflict between mining and the EU's own non-extractive policy com­

mitments, mining is attracting public money - allocated via European Regional Develop­

ment, lnterreg and NextGenerationEU funds - away from genuine rural development, public 

goods and climate mitigation efforts. 

Despite pumping public funds into mining and mining-related projects, the European Com­

mission's raw materials initiatives are largely inaccessible to citizens. Instead they are dominat­

ed by industry-led alliances and stakeholder groups. The recently established European Raw 

Materials Alliance provides an illuminating case study. Meetings to discuss the establishment 

and aims of this group were only held with industry, effectively excluding other voices 33. 

Giving industry the reins - or at least a privileged say - in its own regulation threatens true 

public interest decision-making and produces outcomes that are weak, voluntary, and/or 

twisted towards the financial interests of the businesses invited to sit at the table. 
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Global impacts 
trade, waste and security 

Europe's appetite for metals, now and in the future, will not be satisfied from within its bor­

ders. At present almost 40% of metal ores are imported 34 and for several metals the reliance 

is 100%35. 

Despite justifying increased domestic extraction within the EU by claiming this will reduce ex­

traction in less-regulated nations in the Global South, the EU's raw materials strategy has a 

strong focus on securing mineral and metal supply from 'third countries'. It aims to achieve 

this securitisation through aggressive trade liberalisation, as evidenced by the raw materials 

chapters on EU trade agreements and so-called 'raw materials diplomacy' 36• This is a cause 

for serious concern 40· 

The EU's demand for minerals and metals from overseas leads to social conflict, killings of en­

vironmental and human rights defenders, environmental destruction and carbon emissions 

around the planet. Current EU trade policy is solely aimed at liberalising the raw materials 

sector with little regard to human rights, the environment and the sovereignty of countries in 

the Global South, trapping these nations in a cycle of extractivism and dependency 373839• Nor 

does EU policy take into account the unequal ecological exchange between - and historical 

plunder of - the Global South by European nations, amounting to a staggering theft of 

wealth from past, present and future generations 40. 

By focusing its attention on securing supply from new mining projects in and beyond Eu­

rope's borders, the EU shows a lack of political concern for the third pillar of its own raw ma­

terials strategy - which focuses on circularity - and the millions of tons of e-waste generated, 

discarded in Europe or shipped away annually to the Global South for harmful recycling and 

later repurchase 41• There is also illegal dumping of e-waste between Member States42• 

The immense amount of e-waste generated in Europe, has recoverable gold, silver, plati­

num, palladium and copper, amongst other metals and minerals entering waste streams. Yet 

only 18 metals have recycling rates higher than 50% and for many critical minerals, like lithi­

um and rare earth elements, recycling rates are less than 10%4344• 
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Increased recycling is not a 'silver bullet' solution and absolute consumption reduction is a pri­

ority, but it is clear that greater recycling through, for example urban mining, must be priori­

tised more than they are at present. 

Toxic legacies 
mining waste 

As ore grades continue to decline, the volume of mining waste generated for each unit of 

mineral produced will continue to increase. Opening new mines across Europe will only exac­

erbate the issues caused by mining waste, with more tailings generated and stored in larger, 

often more unsafe dams 46 . 

Relying on industry to tackle the problems around mine tailings management and dam fail­

ures has not worked. According to many scientists and experts, the Global Tailings Review, 

aimed at establishing an international standard for mine waste management, does not go far 

enough 47, and does not begin to adequately address water quality issues when communities 

living near mining are frequently affected by water contamination. 

Europe, despite its self-styled reputation as a well-regulated jurisdiction, has suffered numer­

ous serious tailings dam and mining waste incidents in recent years, including Talvivaara (Fin­

land), Rio Tinto (Spain), Aznacollar (Spain), and Baia Mare (Romania/Hungary). In fact, as re­

cently as 2007 Europe held the dubious honour of being the global region with the sec­

ond-highest number of tailings dam incidents 48 . 

Far from being a world leader, the EU's current mining waste legislation is lacking in several 

respects. For example, EU Member States do not have a shared database accounting for 

mine tailings and tailings content concentrations. This hinders the implementation of circular 

economy solutions to clean up and revalorise the tailings. This means that, typically, once 

mining operations end, waste and tailings dams usually become a liability for Member States 

and citizens. Often former mine sites must be cared for in perpetuity to manage the threat of 

long-term impacts, including critical dam failures and acid mine drainage 49 • 
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The EU1s mining waste problem is also frequently externalised. EU and international waste 

legislation requires waste to be reduced at the source and hazardous waste to be disposed 

of in the state where it was generated. These basic waste management rules are systematical­

ly disregarded by mining companies that sell or transport metal concentrates and slugs. 

Metal concentrates and metal slugs are normally toxic and, instead of being treated accord­

ing to the waste requirements in the country of origin, are exported and dumped elsewhere, 

usually- but not always - in countries with weak environmental legislation 5051 or in the sea52. 
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The only way to address the issues outlined above in a truly systemic way is to dramatically 

reduce the EU's material and energy consumption and guarantee citizens' rights. Any pursu­

ance of 'green growth', tinkering around the edges or reformist approaches simply won't 

work. Policies built around the false narratives of 'sustainable and responsible', and 'more but 

better' mining are attempts at greenwashing which will do nothing to fix the problems. 

The European Commission recently said that "Resource reduction efforts are rather a long 

term focus, in the short and medium term policies must be put in place to allow for a circular 

economy, resilience and climate neutrality. 53" This is not a path that will lead us toward true 

environmental and social justice. Decarbonisation and dematerialisation are intrinsically 

linked and actions to reduce consumption, be more circular and decarbonise must all 

happen in parallel. 

Indeed, the European Environment Agency is now promoting this message. They say that 

we "require fundamental transformations to a different type of economy and society instead 

of incremental efficiency gains within established production and consumption systems" 

and that "real creativity is called for: how can society develop and grow in quality (e.g. pur­

pose, solidarity, empathy), rather than in quantity (e.g. material standards of living), in a more 

equitable way?" 54• 

The demands towards EU decision-makers listed here are intended as a contribution to this 

"rea I creativity". 
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Legally recognise Indigenous Peoples' right to Free Prior and Informed 

Consent (FPIC) and the rights of local communities, peasants and other 

people working in rural areas to active and free participation in 

decisions that affect their lives, including a Right to Say No to mining in 

the EU and along EU supply chains.

The rights to information and effective participation of communities and Peoples are 
enshrined in international human rights law as well as other international agreements (e.g. 
ICCPR, Article 25, and UNDROP, Article 10). International law and UN Treaties also 
particularly recognise Indigenous Peoples’ right to Free Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC) 
(e.g. ILO Convention No. 169, Article 6 (1), CBD, Article 15,  UNDRIP, Article 19.)

These instruments provide guidance on the design and implementation of meaningful 
mechanisms, processes and protocols that enable Indigenous Peoples, local communities, 
peasants and other peoples to effectively participate in decisions that may affect their lives, 
taking into account existing power imbalances and, in the case of Indigenous Peoples, the 
right to either give or withhold consent for projects affecting them.

Recognising Indigenous Peoples right to FPIC and developing new, legally binding 
protocols for the effective participation of potentially affected non-indigenous 
communities and Peoples which specifically recognises and protect their Right to Say No to 
mining projects in the EU and throughout EU supply chains represents one important way to 
address the current imbalance of power between mining companies, Member States and 
communities.

Reduce EU resource consumption in line with 

planetary boundaries and fair share consumption. 

To consume within ecological limits, best available research says the EU must aim to reduce 

its material footprint55 by up to 70% (to approx. 4.4 tonnes per capita) from current levels56
. 

Within this overall legally-binding goal, sub-material and sub-sectoral targets must be set, 

and detailed plans are required to show how the targets will be achieved. Indicators and tar­

gets on land and water footprints must also be fully developed to give a comprehensive pic­

ture of total resource use. In practice, reducing absolute resource use means implementing 

socially and ecologically just degrowth strategies in Europe57
• For example, policies reducing 

reliance on car travel and the number of cars on the road, while making high quality public 

transport accessible to all and promoting active commuting (cycling and walking). 
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Reducing overall material footprint by weight is a good way of ensuring environmental 

damage from mining is dramatically reduced 58. However, the EU should also investigate set­

ting plans to reduce the EU consumption footprint, which looks at impacts of consumption 

(including ecotoxicity, climate change, eutrophication) using Life Cycle Analysis tools 59• 

Decoupling should be abandoned as a goal. Globally, economic growth has not been de­

coupled from resource consumption and environmental pressures and is not likely to 

become so6061. 

Enforce and strengthen EU environmental 
and human rights regulations. 

EU Directives concerning water, biodiversity and others should be enforced to their full 

extent in actively regulating existing mining operations within the EU. Local communities and 

NGOs are to be considered as crucial allies in support of the Commission's role as 'guardian 

of the treaties' by helping enforce the EU's environmental laws on the ground. 

In addition to enforcing existing directives, Natura 2000 and Ramsar sites, other state-desig­

nated and supranational conservation areas (e.g. UNESCO world heritage sites), Indigenous 

and community conservation areas (ICCAs), as well as the deep seas and the Arctic, should 

be strictly protected as No Go Areas for extractive industries. 

The EU must undertake spatial assessments to assess and address overlapping risks from 

mining in terms of risk to biodiversity, groundwater and freshwater reserves. In doing so it 

should demonstrate it has mapped the extent to which potential overlaps could threaten 

habitats and biodiversity, agricultural production, food security, drinking water supplies and 

overall regional security. These assessments must be publicly available. 

The EU must also develop meaningful and enforceable mechanisms to ensure the spatially 

explicit consequences (not just threats) of mining on biodiversity are assessed by host govern­

ments prior to licencing, including those that occur in marine ecosystems, and at varying dis­

tances from mine sites. 
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In addition, the EU Conflict Minerals Regulation must be extended to include downstream 

companies using the conflict minerals, and all raw materials. Currently only the sourcing of 

tin, tantalum, tungsten and gold is regulated, and for imports in relatively unprocessed form 

rather than also in final products. Sanctions and penalties must be imposed on companies 

found to be violating due diligence rules. 

End exploitation of so-called third countries. 

In addition to the measures already mentioned, further actions must be taken to ensure EU 

demand for raw materials does not impact communities and ecosystems in the Global South 

and that remedy is available when impacts and violations do occur. 

The mandatory EU human rights and environmental due diligence law must impose liability 

on companies for harms committed at home or abroad and guarantee access to justice for 

victims of corporate abuse, with enhanced cooperation to prosecute European companies, 

executives and suppliers responsible for human rights violations, crimes and environmental 

destruction abroad 62• 

The EU should participate in good faith in negotiations to establish a UN Treaty on Business 

and Human Rights. 

Trade agreements must be designed with a view to improve human rights - in particular guar­

anteeing the rights of communities to FPIC and the Right to Say No - and take into account 

the social and environmental consequences of trade. Investor State Dispute Settlement 

(ISDS) mechanisms must be removed from existing EU trade deals and abandoned in future 

deals. 
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Prioritise and strengthen 'circular economy' 
policies. 

Despite circular economy practices like redesign, reuse and recycling alone having limited 

potential for turning the tide on the predicted massive increases in metal and mineral 

demand under business-as-usual, it is vital these measures are put in place as part of overall 

consumption and demand reduction policies . 

Urgent measures include strict mandatory product design rules on minimum lifetime require­

ments, durability and repairability; phase-out of single-use products when reusable alterna­

tives exist; prohibition of destruction of unsold or returned goods; enabling sharing of servic­

es and infrastructure; minimum secondary metal content targets in products; removing pro­

prietary barriers to reuse, repair and refurbishing; innovation and investment in urban 

mining. Such requirements must be applied and adapted to all sectors, including the military 

and aerospace sectors, which are often exempt from EU laws but are responsible for massive 

environmental and social impacts 63• In addition, the monitoring of the international transport 

of e-waste needs to improve, and illegal dumping between Member States and to the 

Global South eradicated. 

While policies should clearly focus on drastically reducing Europe's private vehicle fleet, the 

proposed EU Batteries Regulation 64 must be strengthened by requiring stringent eco-design 

standards to ensure good performance and durability as well as recycled content, non-de­

structive removability, disassembly, reparability, interoperability and reusability, i.e., enabling 

the possibility of reuse after first life of every electric vehicle battery; mandating a deposit 

return system for all portable batteries in order to increase collection targets for batteries, 

and introducing a ban or mandatory levies for single-use batteries. 
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Remedy mining waste liabilities. 

The threats of new mining projects are exacerbated by the large number of abandoned 

mining projects in Europe that have not been properly restored and continue to contami­

nate and harm communities and their environment. These old mining sites must therefore 

be cleaned up. 

Specific 'low maximum' amounts need to be set up for the concentrations of sulphur and 

heavy metals permitted in the waste facilities in order to, on the one hand, promote the re­

covery of valuable metals from the extractive waste towards the circular economy, and on 

the other hand to avoid future acid mine drainage and pollution by heavy metals. Compa­

nies must apply the best available technologies to their fresh tailings being generated today 

so that they are persuaded to clean up their tailings before the operations close. 

The European Commission needs to implement an European standardised mechanism and 

shared database to account for mining and metallurgical waste facilities and to register the 

content concentrations in a publicly shared database. This would make citizens aware of the 

nature of hazards, and research institutions can have the real data to develop better recov­

ery technologies to clean up and remove the existing tailings. Other forms of waste disposal 

such as submarine and deep-sea mine tailing placements are practices that the EU should 

not allow. 

In this, light, the European Commission must urgently implement the European Parliament's 

demands from its resolution on the implementation of the Mining Waste Directive 65, which 

contains many of the recommendations above. 
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End subsidies for mineral and metal mining 
exploration and extraction 

In order to curb the dangers of subsidy gouging and financial extractivism in the European 

mining sector the EU should immediately cease giving public subsidies to mining exploita­

tion and exploration companies through programmes such as Horizon Europe, NextGenera­

tion EU, lnterreg, European Regional Development Fund and others. Instead, public funding 

efforts should prioritise supporting sustainable rural livelihoods, advanced recycling, urban 

mining, mine rehabilitation, soil remediation and other circular uses of mining waste and min­

erals. 

End undemocratic industrial alliances. 

Alliances that give undue power and influence to businesses with a financial stake in the con­

tinued expansion of mining can have no place in a democratic, transparent EU. They should 

be disbanded. 

Treat minerals and metals as common, 
public goods. 

Rather than treating, regulating and creating policy about minerals and metals as if they were 

simply sources of capital to be extracted, commodified and sold, EU policies and regulations 

should treat them as common, public goods which are of greatest value left in situ, in the eco­

systems they help constitute in and beyond Europe. 
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ORGANISATIONS 
EUROPE 
vetoNu, Sweden 
Friends of the Earth Europe, Belgium 
Fundac;ao Montescola, Galiza, Spain 
ZERO - Associac;ao Sistema T errestre Sustentavel, Portugal 
Rettet den Regenwald, Germany 
European Environmental Bureau (EEB), Europe 
Asociaci6n ambiental Pet6n do Lobo, Galicia, Spain 
Ecologistas en Acci6n, Spain 
Sciaena, Portugal 
Both ENDS, the Netherlands 
Amigos de la Tierra (FoE Spain), Spain 
Asociaci6n galega Cova Crea, Galicia, Spain 
NOAH Friends of the Earth Denmark, Denmark 
War on Want, UK 
SOS Suido, Galiza, Spain 
BUND, Friends of the Earth Germany 
Plataforma Vecinal Mina T ouro O Pino Non, Galiza, Spain 
CATAPA, Belgium 
Deutsche Stiftung Meeresschutz, Germany 
Collectif Volontaires lntag, France 
Sociedade Hist6rica e Cultural Coluna Sanfins, Galiza, Spain 
Plademar Muros-Noia, Galiza, Spain 
Ecoloxistas en Acci6n Galiza, Galiza, Spain 
Rettet den Regenwald, Germany 
Salva la Selva, Spain 
Campina Sur Sin Megaminas, Spain 
The Andrew Lees Trust, UK 
The Gaia Foundation, UK 
Associac;ao Guardioes da Serra da Estrela, Portugal 
Plataforma Stop Uranio, Spain 
Christian Initiative Romero (CIR), Germany 
The Greens Movement of Georgia, Georgia 
World Economy, Ecology & Development - WEED e.V., Germa­
ny 
urgewald e.V., Germany 
Ecologistas en Acci6n de Extremadura, Spain 
Reuse Lab 11 Mach Mehrweg 11

, Germany 
Earth Thrive, Serbia/ UK 
GLOBAL 2000, Austria 
Uranium Network, Germany 
lgapo Project, France 
Plata!or~a Ciudadana Zaragoza sin Fractura, Spain 
Asoc1ac1on de Cultura Popular Alborada -Gallur, Spain 
Hellenic Mining Watch, Greece 
ECCR, United Kingdom 
Corporate Justice Coalition UK, UK 
Estonian Green Movement, Estonia 
SETEM Catalunya, Spain 
Collectif Causse Mejean - Gaz de Schiste NON !, France 
ADAMVM, Association pour la Depollution des Aciennes Mines 
de la Vieille Montagne, France 
La raya sin minas, Spain 
Asociaci6n Plataforma Ciudadana Alconchel sin Minas, Spain 
Philippinenburo e.V., Germany 
PowerShift e.V., Germany 
No a lamina de Canaveral, Spain 
Enginyeria sense Fronteres, Spain 
Plataforma Salvemos la Montana de Caceres, Spain 
Natexplorers, France 
Sierra de Gata Viva, Spain 
Associac;ao Povo e Natureza do Barroso, Portugal 
Sindicato Labrego Gallego, Spain 
Gruvkampen Dalsland, Sweden 
Policies for Equitable Access to Health - PEAH, Italy 
INKOTA-netzwerk e.V., Germany 
CAIM- Communities against the injustice of mining, Ireland 
(North and South) 
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Friends of the Earth Northern Ireland, Northern Ireland 
Environmental Justice Project, Spain 
London Mining Network, UK 
Aitec, France 
Naturakademin, Sweden 
Friends Of The Earth Sweden, Sweden 
The Gathering, Ireland 
Vi som brinner for Unden, Sweden 
Style Records, Ireland 
Armenian Forests, Armenia 
Association SystExt, France 
France Nature Environnement, France 
Commission Justice et Paix, Belgium 
Water Justice and Gender, Netherlands 
Leapfrog2SD, Belgium 
FutureProof Clare, Ireland 
Kampagne Bergwerk Peru, Germany 
Urbergsgruppen Grenna-Norra Karr, Sweden 
Forum on Environment and Development, Germany 
Save Our Sperrins, Northern Ireland 
Asociaci6n de Cultura Popular Aborada -Gallur, Spain 
DKA Austria, Austria 
Amis de la Terre France/ Friends of the Earth France 
Stoppa alunskifferbrytning i Storsjobygden, Sweden 
Save lnishowen froIT7 Gold Mining, Republic of Ireland 
Mjljogruppen Pit~_Alvdal, Sweden 
RADDA STORSJON - Gruvdrift Ett Hot, Sweden 
Stop Ronnback Nickel Mining Project in Ume River, Tarnaby (Stoppa 
gruvan i Ronnback, Sapmi/Sweden 
lntag e. V., Germany 
Seas At Risk, Belgium/Portugal 
Asociaci6n Ecoloxista Verdegaia, Galiza, Spain 
Sudwind, Austria 
Broederlijk Delen, Belgium 
RepaNet - Re-Use- and Repair Network Austria, Austria 
Ouercus ANCN, Portugal 
Ghent Centre for Global Studies, Belgium 
CEE Bankwatch Network, Czech Republic 
11.11.11 - Coalition of International Solidarity, Belgium 
Biofuelwatch, UK/USA 
GegenStroemung- lNFOE e. V., Germany 
lngenieurs sans frontieres, France 
Zastitimo Jadar i Raaevinu / Protect Jadar and Radjevina, Serbia 
Koalicija za odrzivo rudarstvo u Srbiji / Coalition for sustainable mining 
in Serbia, Serbia 
Bond Beter Leefmilieu, Belgium 

INTERNATIONAL 
Strong Roots Congo, DR Congo 
Innovation et Formation pour le Developpement et la Paix, DR Congo 
Alerte Congolaise pour l1environnement et les droits de l'homme, 
ACEDH, D R Congo 
Save Virunga, D R Congo 
Africa Europe Faith & Justice Network, Africa/Europe 
Talents des femmes Autochtones et Rurales en RDC, DR Congo 
MiningWatch Canada, Canada 
Cooperation Canada, Canada 
Procesos lntegrales para la Autogestion de los Pueblos, Mexico 
WoMin African Alliance, Pan-African 
Projet Accompagnement Quebec-Guatemala, Canada 
Save Our Sky Blue Waters, USA 
Save Lake Superior Association, Minnesota, USA 



Movimento pela Soberania Popular na Minera~ao-MAM, Brasil 
Kalpavriksh, India 
T erraJusta, Bolivia/UK 
St. Mary 1s River Association, Canada 
Coletivo Decolonial, Brazil 
lnstituto Ananaf, Brazil - Amazon (MA) 
Red Latinoamericana de mujeres defensoras de derechos social­
es y ambientales, Abya Yala/ Altin America 
Policy Forum Guyana, Guyana 
Observatorio Plurinacional de Salares Andinos, Chile 
Red Mexicana de Afectadas/os por la Minerfa (REMA), Mexico 
Sustainable Northern Nova Scotia, Canada 
Ontario for a Just Accountable Mineral Strategy, Canada 
Malach Consulting, USA/Utah 
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