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The following are questions that all stakeholders – investors, workers, local communities, 
civil society organizations and others – should consider putting to the company. 

GrASBErg MINE, INDONESIA: 
Rio Tinto labels Grasberg a “core operating asset”. With 
its participation in the mine’s operating, technical and 
sustainable development committees, Rio Tinto bears 
some responsibility for the 39 deaths at the mine since 
2013. And yet Rio Tinto insists that it has been a good 
in�uence on the mine operations. If this is the case, why 
have there been so many recent worker deaths? Does 
Rio Tinto face sanctions for these deaths? What is the 
potential for a negative governmental reaction against the 
mine and what are the implications for Rio Tinto?

ON PrEcArIOUS LABOUr: 
Unions are reporting an increase in Rio Tinto’s use of 
indirect, precarious workers. Retrenched workers are 
being rehired on temporary contracts, for example at 
the Rössing facility in Namibia. Shifting the workforce to 
contract workers appears to be a clear company policy 
in Australia, New Zealand, Canada and France. And yet 
ultimately, in most cases absolute liability for health and 
safety lies with the mine operator and cannot be passed 
on to the contractor. In addition, Rio Tinto cedes some 
of the pro�t margin when it uses contractors. What are 
the implications of this increasing use of outsourced, 
precarious workers for the company’s ability to maintain 
control over health and safety at its operations? And 
why does Rio Tinto appear to be giving away pro�ts to 
third parties in a mineral cycle downturn? Investors need 
information: why does Rio Tinto not provide �gures on how 
many precarious workers are employed at its facilities? 

ON OYU TOLgOI: 
In Mongolia, water is essential to the Oyu Tolgoi project, 
yet clearly there are problems with water management 
as well as signi�cant questions about the long-term 
sustainability of this operation. What is Rio Tinto doing to 
address these? What is it doing to address the growing 
discontent of herders, including their signi�cant concerns 
about the negative impacts of road building (dust, etc.) on 
the livelihoods of the herders and the health of the herders 
and their animals?

ON tHE INNU FIrSt NAtION LAwSUIt IN CANADA: 
Why does IOC/Rio Tinto stand out in such negative contrast 
to other mining companies in the area, to the point where 
First Nation communities are suing it? 

RESOLUtION MINE, ArIZONA: 
Rio Tinto claims to respect the rights of indigenous 
peoples, in particular, free, prior and informed consent. 
Why has Rio Tinto continued to push so hard to begin 
mining in an area that is sacred to the Apache people, and 
in a manner that is so deeply opposed by so many Native 
American communities? 

POLItIcAL ActIVItY: 
Investors are increasingly demanding full disclosure of 
political spending by companies. Who in the company 
is making decisions regarding spending by Rio Tinto’s 
Political Action Committee (PAC) in the U.S.? How can 
investors and others know what Rio Tinto’s lobbying 
and political expenditures are used for without full 
transparency? What would Rio Tinto say if investors asked 
it to disclose all of its political spending on all activities? 

Questions to the company


