
 
 

 
Barrick response to Facing Finance’s Dirty Profits 6 report - July 2018 

 
Barrick appreciates the opportunity to respond to Facing Finance’s report.  
 
The report raises several troubling and at times inaccurate allegations about either Barrick’s or its 
affiliate’s environmental and human rights performance. Many of these matters have been discussed in 
considerable detail in the past, so rather than repeat that information here, we provide a higher-level 
response and point interested readers to further information.  
 
Before doing so, we want to signal our agreement with the authors’ view on the importance of 
transparency and dialogue between companies and its stakeholders. In this vein, we first share some of 
the steps taken to provide information to our financial and other stakeholders on our toughest 
environmental, social, and human rights issues, as well as the ways we are listening to their concerns 
and interests in the first place. 
 
We do this in the belief that transparency - whether through disclosing our salient human rights risks, 
our tax and royalty payments to governments, or how much energy and water we use - is integral to 
being a trusted partner of anyone with whom we interact.  
 
Transparency and disclosure 
 
For more than a decade, we have reported on material sustainability issues and our progress in 
managing them via our annual Sustainability Report. More recently, we have also developed subject-
specific reports on topics that we know are of interest to our stakeholders, including our:  
 
- Human Rights Report, which lays out our thinking on human rights, the salient risks facing our 

business, the steps we take to respect human rights, our progress and challenges in doing so, and 
how we operationalize our commitment through our global human rights compliance program. 

 
- Economic Contributions Report, which shares the taxes, royalties and economic contributions we 

make in countries and communities where we operate.  
 
- GRI Content Index, which consolidates all the text and data we report to the Global Reporting 

Initiative (GRI) Standards for analysts and other stakeholders who use GRI to assess and understand 
our sustainability performance. 

 

- Conflict-Free Gold Report, an independently assured report that demonstrates our compliance with 
the World Gold Council’s Conflict-Free Gold Standard.  

 
In addition to these subject-specific reports, to which we intend to add Water and Climate Change 
Reports in 2018, we also provide detailed social and environmental data on our Transparency Hub, 
including five years of trending data.  
 
We are also seeing the emergence of reporting frameworks, including Shift’s Reporting Framework on 
the UN Guiding Principles and recommendations from the Taskforce on Climate-related Financial 
Disclosures (TCFD). Our Human Rights Report is aligned with Shift’s Framework and we have committed 

https://www.barrick.com/sustainability/approach/transparency-hub/default.aspx
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/responsibility/Barrick-Human-Rights-Report.pdf
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/responsibility/Barrick-Economic-Contributions-Report-2016.pdf
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/sustainability/2017-GRI-Content-Index.pdf
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/responsibility/Barrick-Conflict-Free-Gold-Report.pdf
https://www.barrick.com/sustainability/approach/transparency-hub/default.aspx
https://www.shiftproject.org/resources/publications/un-guiding-principles-reporting-framework/
https://www.shiftproject.org/resources/publications/un-guiding-principles-reporting-framework/
https://www.fsb-tcfd.org/publications/final-recommendations-report/
https://www.fsb-tcfd.org/publications/final-recommendations-report/
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to fully implementing the TCFD’s recommendations in the next two years. These frameworks give 
companies like ours clearer guidance on what constitutes decision-useful information for investors and 
provide financial and other stakeholders more consistent and comparable data to assess company 
performance.  
 
Stakeholder engagement  
 
While reporting on and sharing information is important, equally so is engaging in candid dialogue with 
interested stakeholders, working to understand their concerns, and adjusting our activities where 
appropriate. This can take a number of forms.  
 
- One-on-one dialogue. In 2017, we had more environmental, social and governance-related 

meetings than in any previous year with asset owners and managers, insurance and reinsurance 
providers, lenders, and third-party rating sustainability ratings groups. These meetings tend to focus 
on our progress in rolling out sustainability-related policies or programs, such as our human rights 
program or climate change strategy; about our governance; or information on a specific social or 
environmental matter.  
 

- Our annual Sustainability Briefings for Investors. This is a candid presentation of key 
environmental, social and governance matters. Attendees have an opportunity to hear about the 
Company’s sustainability performance as well as ask questions directly to senior executives. Our 
most recent Briefing was held on June 6th, 2018, with nearly 100 people participating. The full 
webcast of the briefing is available here and covers our operations in Argentina, the Dominican 
Republic and Nevada, remarks from CSR Advisory Board and Board members, as well as our 
President, Chief Financial Officer, and Chief Sustainability Officer.  

 
- Participation in multi-stakeholder initiatives. These include the Voluntary Principles on Security and 

Human Rights, which brings together governments, civil society, and companies in dialogue on the 
successes and challenges in promoting, respecting, and protecting human rights; in the Devonshire 
Initiative, a dialogue forum for international NGOs and mining companies to share progress and 
challenges in improving community development outcomes; and the Global Compact Network 
Canada, promoting conversation on the practical implementation of the UN Global Compact’s 10 
Principles.  

 
Commenting on allegations in Facing Finance’s report 
 
The section on Barrick purports to evaluate the company’s progress on a number of human rights and 
environmental concerns, including to determine the extent to which cases have been ‘resolved’. We find 
the report to be highly unbalanced in this regard, and in several places, presents inaccurate or 
misleading information. This is unfortunate, especially as we have made a concerted effort – as 
described above –  to share information and facts on many of the issues raised. We offer brief 
commentary below and provide links to additional information for interested readers.  
 
Veladero mine, Argentina 

 
- Facing Finance is incorrect to include Shandong Gold in its evaluation of the 2015 incident, since 

the 50/50 joint venture with Shandong was formalized in June 2017. The report also incorrectly 
suggests five rivers were contaminated in the incident. 

http://webcast.fmav.ca/barrickupdatejune2018/
http://www.voluntaryprinciples.org/
http://www.voluntaryprinciples.org/
http://devonshireinitiative.org/
http://devonshireinitiative.org/
https://www.globalcompact.ca/
https://www.globalcompact.ca/
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- We take seriously any environmental impacts that may arise from our operations. This is why, 

immediately following the incident at Veladero in September 2015, the mine undertook extensive 
environmental monitoring and assessment, as did other third parties.  
 

- Reports from independent experts – including provincial, national and international authorities or 
institutions, like the National Water Institute and the United Nations Office Project Services (see 
here for UNOPS’s December 2015 summary assessment) – as well as the mine’s own assessment, 
concluded that there was no impact to people and only a short-term impact to the environment, 
confined to the immediate area of the mine.  

 

- Following the incident, we provided updates on our website and continue to do so in our 
regulatory filings (e.g., in our 2018 Annual Information Form, specifically on pages 25-26 and pages 
74-75), as well as in our annual Sustainability Reports. We also installed cameras on critical parts of 
the leach pad that are publicly available online so that interested stakeholders can view the 
operation first-hand.  

 
North Mara mine, Tanzania 

 
- The report raises several troubling allegations about security and human rights incidents around the 

North Mara mine in Tanzania.1 These allegations have also been the subject of a video produced by 
MiningWatch Canada, who also wrote the section on Barrick in the Facing Finance report.   
 

- Acacia provided a detailed response to these allegations in July 2018, indicating that these are 
historical and that it is not aware of any new allegations of abuse. It also outlined the extensive 
action the company took in 2011 upon learning of these incidents, described that the remedy 
provided was developed in consultation with claimants and international experts, and invited any 
dissatisfied individual who received remedy to have that remedy reviewed.   
 

Porgera Joint Venture, Papua New Guinea 
 
Riverine tailings 
 
- The report refers to tailings and waste management process at the Porgera Joint Venture (PJV)2 and 

suggests that people and the environment are being put at risk as a result. As background, the use 
of riverine tailings at the Porgera mine is the most viable from a technical and safety standpoint and 
complies with the permit conditions issued and approved by the Government of Papua New Guinea.  
 

- Ongoing monitoring results show that the river system is operating as expected and that, 
downstream of the mixing zone, water quality and sediment are consistent with the stringent metal 
limits established by the Australia and New Zealand Environment and Conservation Council. To date, 
the mine has not exceeded environmental permit water quality compliance levels. More detailed 

                                                           
1 North Mara is owned by Acacia Mining plc, a public company listed in London that operates independently of Barrick. Barrick 

holds a 63.9% equity interest in Acacia.  

2 Barrick (Niugini) Ltd. is the 95% owner of the Porgera Joint Venture and is the manager of the operation. Barrick Gold 

Corporation and Zijin Mining Group each own 50% of BNL and hence each own 47.5% overall. 

http://auditoriaambiental.org/2015/12/10/presentacion-de-resultados-preliminares-sobre-ecca-veladero/
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/veladero/Veladero-Mine-Incident-Update.pdf
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/agm/Barrick-AIF-2018.pdf
https://barricklatam.com/barrick-argentina-camaras/
https://www.business-humanrights.org/sites/default/files/documents/NMGML%20Response%20to%20MWC%20Video%20for%20BHRRC%20-%202%20July%202018%20%28002%29.pdf
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analysis – which is third-party reviewed by Australia’s Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial 
Research Organization (CSIRO) – is available in the mine’s Annual Environmental Report (available 
here).  

 
Porgera remedy framework 

 
- The report characterizes the Framework as ‘severely flawed’, which takes a very narrow view of 

what was a highly unique process that sought to provide remedy aligned with the UN Guiding 
Principles on Business and Human Rights. By way of background, the Porgera Remedy Framework 
was developed over 18 months through in-depth consultation with local, national and international 
human rights experts.  

 

- Operating in an extremely difficult context, the Framework ran for more than two years and 
provided remedies to 119 women. While an independent review found the Framework did have 
implementation challenges, it also found the Framework’s design to be “meticulous” in its attention 
to claimants’ rights and described the remedies provided as “generous … rights-compatible, and 
from the perspective of compensation under human rights law, complete.”3  

 

- As much has been written about the Porgera Remedy Framework, including an opinion from the UN 
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, we invite interested readers to learn more here.  

 
Police action at Wangima  
 
- The report incorrectly states that in March 2017 the ‘mine’s public security forces’ burnt down 

houses, leaving families homeless. As we commented in March and April 2017:  
 

o The mine does not have public security forces. At the request of community leaders and the 
government, the PJV provides limited assistance for police activities in the region on the 
condition that participating law enforcement officers receive appropriate training in 
community engagement and human rights, and adhere to domestic and international 
obligations for law enforcement officers.  
 

o This was a police operation targeting illegal activities, including prostitution and illegal 
mining. It was undertaken under warrants issued by the Porgera District Court and with 
ample notice provided to people who were using temporary, make-shift shelters that they 
would be evicted, consistent with international norms involving forced eviction.  
 

o According to a written police report from March 30, 2017, during the March 25 operation, 
their searches indeed found evidence of prostitution and illegal mining. The police 
subsequently removed approximately 18 temporary shelters. The police confirmed that 
their eviction operation followed protocol. The mine indicated that it would consider any 
requests for humanitarian assistance that may arise from the police operation.  

 

                                                           
3 See Pillar III on the Ground: An Independent Assessment of the Porgera Remedy Framework, p2 and p4, available at: 

https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/porgera/Enodo-Rights-Porgera-Remedy-Framework-Independent-Assessment.pdf 

http://www.porgerajv.com/BlankSite/media/PorgeraJV/Pdf%20files/2015-Porgera-AER-Final-1.pdf
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/porgera/Enodo-Rights-Porgera-Remedy-Framework-Independent-Assessment-Executive-Summary.pdf
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/porgera/Opinion-of-the-UN-Office-of-the-High-Commissioner-for-Human-Rights.pdf
https://www.barrick.com/operations/porgera/faqs/default.aspx
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/porgera/Statement-on-Policing-Activities-in-the-Porgera-Region-032717.pdf
https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/porgera/Barrick-Response-ATA-041717.pdf
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o Additional information on the police operation, including a summary of the investigations 
undertaken by the police, the Independent Observer and the mine that found no evidence 
to corroborate allegations of abuse, is available here.  

 
Concluding thoughts  
 
As Facing Finance notes, Barrick chose not to engage in the development of the Dirty Profits 6 report. 
This was a function of our concern around Facing Finance’s objectivity and balance, having seen 
previous Dirty Profits reports and the unbalanced assessments of highly complex social and human 
rights contexts. Unfortunately, the current report continues in this vein, despite there being much 
publicly available information on many of the matters raised in the report.  
 
As described at the outset, Barrick has taken, and will continue to take, a good-faith effort to engage 
broadly and constructively on social, environmental and human rights matters. We will do this by 
publishing detailed and candid information on our sustainability performance; by opening ourselves to 
rigorous, balanced, and third-party scrutiny; and engaging in constructive and solution-oriented dialogue 
with all interested stakeholders.  
 
 

https://barrick.q4cdn.com/788666289/files/porgera/Barrick-Response-ATA-041717.pdf

