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General Overview
Issues related to improving corporate sustainability in mining companies are becoming 
increasingly relevant both for the global agenda and at the regional levels. For instance, the 
initiative of the Arctic Council to take into account the biodiversity conservation issues, which 
was proposed within the framework of CAFF (Conservation of Arctic Flora and Fauna Working 
Group), is gaining momentum. In 2019, 9 priority tasks were formulated, and this year their 
practical implementation was launched in close cooperation between companies, scientists, 
and the environmental community.

As part of the WWF Russia Environmental Transparency Rating, we have also introduced a 
special criterion for corporate biodiversity conservation programs. As of this year, 13 companies 
are already running such programs in different formats. 

At the same time, it should be noted that this year was marked by an unprecedented number 
of high-impact emergencies. The diesel fuel spill in Taimyr showed once again what are the 
consequences that mistakes and failures in the management of environmental risks and 
impacts can entail. This accident also showed that issues of wildlife conservation need to be 
addressed in a transparent way and with adequate involvement of civil society institutions. As 
a result of this accident, which brought about large-scale environmental consequences, the 
rating organizers decided to exclude Norilsk Nickel (Nornickel) from the calculation of this 
year's rating.

Such public initiatives as our rating are a mechanism for assessing the state of affairs in the 
mining and metallurgical industry in terms of environmental transparency and safety. They 
also contribute to its modernization. Therefore, we will reinforce our efforts within the 
framework of our rating in terms of corporate transparency on environmental risk 
management, as well as develop a public monitoring system.

After 4 years of running the environmental transparency rating of mining and metallurgical 
companies, we have finally been able to move to the calculation of quantitative indicators in 
Section 2 based on an industry-average approach. This makes it possible to make comparative 
analysis of the industry more impartial, as well as to further improve the reliability of the data 
we publish.

As the rating evolves, we plan to continue to implement new criteria that will comply with the 
global agenda for the transition to a "green economy". 
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An independent company that provides rating and 
analytical services in management and finance. The 
company's key products are: research for various 
industries, special tailor-made projects, as well as 
non-credit ratings and rankings.

It is a permanent partner of WWF Russia for a 
number of significant sustainable development 
and green economy projects.     

   UN Environment   
           Program (UNEP)

The world's leading environmental organization, 
which sets the global environmental agenda, 
promotes the coordinated implementation of the 
environmental component of sustainable 
development within the UN system and is an 
authoritative global advocate for the interests of 
the environment.

WWF-Russia
One of the largest independent international 
environmental organizations with about 5 million 
permanent supporters and operating in more than 
100 countries.

WWF's mission is to prevent the increasing degradation of 
the planet's natural environment and achieve harmony 
between the humans and the nature. Its main goals are to 
preserve biological diversity and reduce the ecological 
footprint.

Organizers

Rating partners:

      People
      for Nature
      Project
People For Nature is a project implemented 
by WWF Russia with the support of the 
European Union in 2019–2022.

The main objective of the project is to support 
NGOs and local communities in solving 
environmental problems in two ways:

— forest conservation through the 
suppression of the degradation and 
illegal exploitation of forests;

— reduce water and air pollution by 
reducing the negative impact of industry 
on the environment and increasing the 
companies' environmental 
responsibility.

The content of the rating does not reflect the 
official position of the European Union. The 
authors of this publication are solely 
responsible for the information and opinions 
contained herein.



4 Rating Results
Final 
Place Company Final Score

Rank 
dynamics

1 KinrossGold 1,7424 2
2 Polymetal 1,6889 5
3 Polyus 1,6856 -2
4 SDS-Coal 1,6568 -2
5 Metalloinvest 1,6371 -1
6 Novolipetsk Steel 1,5955 3
7 Severstal 1,5795 -1
8 Kuzbassrazrezugol 1,5788 3
9 AGD DIAMONDS 1,4571 -4

10 Magnitogorsk Iron and Steel Works (MMK) 1,4568 0
11 ALROSA 1,4443 -3

12 NordGold 1,4426 2
13 Petropavlovsk PLC 1,4194 12
14 PhosAgro 1,3924 2
15 VostSibUgol 1,2023 25
16 KMAruda 1,0788 -1
17 Uralkali 0,9381 2
18 EVRAZ 0,9306 0
19 RUSAL 0,9217 -2
20 SUEK 0,8422 3
21 Seligdar 0,7246 10
22 Acron 0,6477 15
23 Russdragmet (Highland Gold Mining) 0,5487 -10
24 UGMK 0,4894 -4
25 KTK 0,4773 -2
26 Mechel 0,4495 0
27 EUROCHEM 0,4381 -5
28 Russian Copper Company 0,3523 8

29–31 GV Gold 0,3225 6
29–31 Kamchatka Gold 0,3225 0
29–31 Siberian Mining & Metallurgical Alliance (Sigma) 0,3225 0

32 Zapadnaya Gold Mining Limited Group 0,2808 -5
33 SibAnthracite 0,2551 -1

34–36 Russian Platinum 0,2273 -7
34–36 Russian Coal 0,2273 0
34–36 SMR (Soyuzmetalresource) 0,2273 4

37 Kolmar Coal Mining Company 0,1995 2
38 CoalStar 0,1856 —
39 Lovozersky Mining and Processing Plant 0,1439 2
40 UGC Group 0,0606 -7
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About the Rating: 
Fundamentals















Rating Objective:

To help reduce the burden on the environment and improve the efficiency of natural resources use, 
as well as promote socially responsible business in Russia.

Basic Principles of the Rating:
The rating is based on the criteria formulated primarily in the Main Provisions of the 
Environmental and Social Responsibility Policy for Mining Companies www.wwf.ru/upload/
iblock/db0/mining.pdf, as well as in a number of international documents, namely: the IRMA 
Standard for Responsible Mining Operations www.responsiblemining.net/resources; GRI 
Sustainability Reporting Guide www.globalreporting.org/standards; The EBRD's Sectoral Strategy 
www.ebrd.com/mining%20operations%20policy.pdf and others. 

The methodology is available to the public.  To improve it,  face-to-face and remote consultations 
are held annually with all stakeholders.  

The rating is calculated for all segments, from field development and production to mineral 
processing.

The rating is based on data on the companies' activities available in the public domain* in 
Russian. 

The rating is calculated by a professional rating agency.

The rating is calculated for the largest companies (by key types of minerals) operating in Russia. 
The companies have been selected for the rating basing on the materials of the State Report 
"On the Current Condition and Utilization of Mineral Resources of the Russian Federation". 
Additionally, the rating includes companies operating in the priority environmental regions in 
terms of biodiversity conservation, according to WWF Russia. 

The rating is calculated annually, which allows us to see the dynamics for the companies and for 
the industry as a whole.

***
The rating methodology has been developed upon the initiative of WWF Russia and the UNDP/GEF/Ministry of 
Natural Resources Project "Biodiversity Conservation Issues in Russia's Energy Sector Development Policies and 
Programs" with the support of a number of environmental NGOs. Team of authors: A. Knizhnikov (Project Manager), 
T. Berkeliev, A. Grigoriev, L. Ametistova, O. Kopylova, O. Moskvina, E. Perfileva, T. Mikhailova, V. Elchaparov, M. 
Babenko, P. Osipov, I. Smelyansky, A. Martynov, E. Schwartz.

*Public domain is understood as annual financial and social environmental reporting, reports on environmental protection (including regional 
offices), which are publicly available. It also includes publishing documents in the Internet, on official corporate websites (including those of the 
companies' subsidiaries and/or contractors), on the websites of partner or contracted organizations, with  links to the relevant pages to be listed in 
the menu/table of contents of the website, as well as interviews of the companies' spokespeople for federal and regional media. Public information 
should contain a description of the boundaries of data disclosure.
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The rating consists of three sections: environmental management, environmental impact and 
disclosure of environmental information. 

Section 1: Environmental Management
assesses the quality of environmental management in the companies. The criteria included in 
this section are, for the most part, substantially more rigid compared to the Russian  legislation 
on environmental protection. However, they comply with the world's best practices in the field 
of environmental protection for the mining and metals industry. 

Section 2: Environmental Impact
It shows the degree of negative impact on the environmental components (air, water bodies, 
soil) in the course of project implementation. It also demonstrates the level of sustainability for 
corporate production. Most criteria are composed basing on elements of national statistical 
reporting in the field of environmental protection. The data sources are represented by 2-TP 
reports (air, waste, water, land), 4-OS reports (costs and payments), which reflect the impact of 
the companies on the environment as a result of their activities.   

This section presents the quantitative indicators, 
which are translated into a qualitative scale using 
average values for each criterion for each subindustry 
(diamond industry, precious metals mining, extraction 
and processing of  nonferrous metals ores, production 
and processing of ferrous and alloying metals, 
mining and chemical industry, coal industry). In the 
absence of official sources (Federal Service of State 

Statistics, Ministry of Natural resources, Ministry of 
Economic Development and affiliated agencies),  the 
average value of the criterion is to be calculated as 
the arithmetic mean of the values for the subsector 
companies represented in the rating. For comparative 
analysis between companies, specific indicators are 
used, which are calculated by dividing the gross values 
by the company's revenue.

Section 3: Disclosure of Information 
It evaluates the extent of the companies' readiness to disclose information with respect to 
environmental impact of their industrial activities. Historically, Russian mining and metallurgical 
industry has been quite a closed community, with environmentally significant information not 
getting completely reflected in the public information domain. Recently, a gradual increase in 
corporate transparency has been detected to be a new trend.  

Criteria 3.5 and 3.6 are assessed as follows. Each 
environment-related conflict or accident included in 
the "Review of  Environmental-Related Conflicts of 
Mining and Metal Companies in Russia" (published 
by WWF Russia on a regular basis) is evaluated in 
terms of public coverage.  If the company provided 
no comments on the situation, the criterion is colored 

red. If the company covers one or more situations or 
incidents, it is assigned a yellow level. If the company 
publishes information and its comments  on several 
controversial situations and accidents at its website, 
the criterion is green. If no accidents or environment-
related conflicts have been detected, the company is 
also assigned a green level.
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I

II

III

The Rating is calculated as follows. 

Companies are assigned color flags for each creterion: Red, Yellow, or Green. 
If the criterion is not relevant for a company (for example, dredging is not among 
the company's activities), the level is not assigned. For such cases, the company is 
required to present proof of being irrelevant to the  criterion. If no information is 
publicly available, and the company has not provided a justification for the non-
relevance of the criterion at the stage of sending work materials, the company is 
assigned a red level. 

At the next stage, companies are ranked for each section. A Red flag counts as 0, 
a Yellow one means 1 point, and a Green one, 2 points.  For each section, companies 
are assigned an arithmetic mean of their points for the criteria in the corresponding 
section.  In this calculation, only the criteria that have been assigned color flags are 
taken into account, i.e. the criteria that are not relevant for a given company are not 
included.  As a result, each company is assigned final points for the Management 
Section, for the Environmental Impact Section and for the Disclosure Section. Totals 
range from 0 to 2. At this stage, the leader is determined in each of the three areas: 
management (Environmental Management), operational (Environmental Impact), 
information (Disclosure of Information).

In order to prevent the data that were used to 
calculate the ratings of previous years from 
disappearing or getting replaced, the organizers 
proposed the following motivational solution to 
the problem: a retrospective assessment of each 
company's activities over the last three years 
being carried out during the next data collection. 
If data  has disappeared from the public space 
or has been modified, a request is sent to the 
company about the reasons for such changes. If 
there is an adequate explanation (for example, 

a new website, a new methodology, unaccounted 
data, etc.), the data modification is registered. If 
the answer is inadequate or absent, red levels 
are assigned for the current year to the criteria 
for which previous years data disappeared or 
got modified. Thus, the overall score for this 
section and the total ranking will be reduced 
for the companies that failed to explain the 
disappearance or replacement of data on their 
websites for the previous years of the rating.

The final Rating is then calculated for each company by averaging the three 
values assigned at the previous stages. 

The final profiles of the participating companies are available to the public on the WWF 
Russia website after the results of the current rating have been published.

The rating organizers reserve the right to apply 
penalties (up to suspension from the calculation 
of the current rating)  in case of proven violation of 
laws and norms in the field of human rights (e.g. 
claims or negative assessment of the company's 

activities by the Human Rights Council (HRC) or 
relevant judicial verdicts), as well as in the case 
of high-profile federal or international accidents 
with significant damage to the environment.

August Early October The end 
of October

The end 
of November

The mid- 
December

The start 
of the cur-
rent rating 
calculation 

The preliminary results of data collection are publi-
shed on the WWF Russia website with the Preliminary 
status and are sent to companies so that they can cla-
rify the reliability and completeness of the information 
assessed. 

The participa-
ting companies' 
feedback 
is to be received 

The final rating 
calculation 

The results 
of the rating 
calculation 
are schedu-
led to be 
presented 
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Place Company Score

1–2 KinrossGold 2

1–2 Polyus 2

3 SDS-Coal 1,80

4–5 NordGold 1,71

4–5 Polymetal 1,71

6 Kuzbassrazrezugol 1,60

7 ALROSA 1,57

8 Severstal 1,50

9 Petropavlovsk PLC 1,43

10–11 Metalloinvest 1,40

10–11 Novolipetsk Steel 1,40

12–13 Magnitogorsk Iron and Steel Works (MMK) 1,20

12–13 PhosAgro 1,20

14–15 AGD DIAMONDS 1,17

14–15 EVRAZ 1,17

16–17 RUSAL 0,83

16–17 SUEK 0,83

18 VostSibUgol 0,80

19 Russdragmet (Highland Gold Mining) 0,71

20–21 EUROCHEM 0,67

20–21 Uralkali 0,67

22 KMAruda 0,60

23 Seligdar 0,57

24–26 Acron 0,50

24–26 KTK 0,50

24–26 Russian Copper Company 0,50

27 UGMK 0,40

28 SibAnthracite 0,33

29–32 GV Gold 0,29

29–32 Zapadnaya Gold Mining Limited Group 0,29

29–32 Kamchatka Gold 0,29

29–32 Siberian Mining & Metallurgical Alliance (Sigma) 0,29

33–34 Kolmar Coal Mining Company 0,17

33–34 Mechel 0,17

35–40 CoalStar 0

35–40 Lovozersky Mining and Processing Plant 0

35–40 Russian Platinum 0

35–40 Russian Coal 0

35–40 SMR (Soyuzmetalresource) 0

35–40 UGC Group 0
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1.1

1.2

1.3

Availability of quantitative performance indicators in the environmental 
management system (EMS) (according to ISO 14001/ GOST R ISO 14001 or others)
Certification for compliance with ISO 14001 (or other EMS) is a voluntary decision of a company and indicates that 
the company pays a lot of attention to the issues of environmental protection planning and management.

 EMS has been implemented in the company's main production subsidiaries and the EMS 
performance indicators are reflected in the company's public documents

 an EMS has been implemented in the company's main production subsidiaries or the  
performance indicators of the EMS are reflected in the company's public documents

 no EMS has been implemented in the company's main production subsidiaries

The Company's environmental policy (or other documents approved by the 
Company) contain:
1.2.1 commitments to reduce landscape 

fragmentation and disturbed land area when 
developing new territories;

1.2.2. commitments of  freshwater ecosystems or 
spawning rivers preservation; 

1.2.3. commitments to protect animal migration 
routes;

1.2.4. willingness to avoid work in protected areas 
(SPNAs), their buffer zones, World Natural 
Heritage sites, and International Wetlands 
(Ramsar);

1.2.5. policies on hazardous substances and 
processes (e.g. cyanides, mercury, heap 
leaching); 

1.2.6. policies and standards for priority semi-dry, 
dry and underground disposal of tailings;

1.2.7. requirements for conducting a 
comprehensive EIA for each project 
from construction to disposal within the 
boundaries of the project and its affiliated 
projects;

1.2.8. prohibiting employees, including contractors, 
from hunting and fishing in the company's 
project implementation area;

1.2.9. comprehensive program for financing major 
environmental activities;

1.2.10. requirements for environmental 
responsibility of partners in supply chains, 
including service delivery;

1.2.11. requirements for extending the company's 
environmental standards to the contractors' 
activities. 

Though the environmental policy requirements included in the criteria are voluntary, they were proposed by the 
environmental community in the "Basic Principles of Environmental and Social Responsibility for Mining Companies" 
(www.wwf.ru/upload/lblock/db0 / mining.pdf). The implementation of the theses presented in the criteria indicates 
that environmental issues are a special priority of the company.

Number of 'Yes' responses:   more than 80%    50–80%    less than 50%

Documented information on engagement with local communities leading 
traditional way of life (for example, indigenous small-numbered peoples of the 
North)
An important indicator of a company's social and environmental responsibility is its effort to minimize the impact of
its activities on the health of the local communities, as well as to preserve the territories of traditional nature 
management, way of life, traditions and customs of the local population.
  an official document approved by the company is in place (e.g., a policy) and local 

communities leading traditional way of life are supported directly 

 an official document approved by the company is in place (e.g. policy) or local 
communities leading traditional way of life are supported directly 

 N/A

List of Rating Criteria
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Energy Efficiency Program
The company's efforts to reduce energy consumption following corporate initiatives for energy preservation and 
efficiency emphasize the company's concern about conservation of non-renewable natural resources and reducing 
the impact on the climate.

 specific energy consumption has been declining for the last 3 years

 there are quantitative performance indicators (specific energy consumption) in the 
energy efficiency program 

 no quantitative indicators are available to show the results of the energy efficiency program 
implementation 

Biodiversity conservation programs for the regions where the company operates 
contain the following components:

• funds allocated for biodiversity conservation 
measures; 

• an approved list of indicative species in the 
areas of presence or operation of the company;

• availability of research and/or monitoring 
programs for indicator species;

• public availability of results of scientific 
research and works in the area of biodiversity 
conservation;

• mechanisms for stakeholder involvement in 
discussing programs targeted at biodiversity 
conservation (discussing methods, results, etc.)

Presence of a biodiversity conservation program, including an assessment of past and potential future impacts of 
mining activities, a biodiversity management plan with key biodiversity indicators, and measures to mitigate the 
effects of specific operations or processes, indicate the company's interest in protecting and recovering biodiversity in
the area of its operation.

Number of 'Yes' responses:   more than 60%    40–60%    less than 40%

Dredging mine development practiced by the company in riverbeds, floodplains 
and periodically flooded upland fringes
Dredging is one of the most environment-aggressive extraction technologies. Avoidance to use it indicates the
company's priority to preserve biodiversity and protect the environment. This criterion does not apply to the companies
that are not using dredging.

 no    partially (in individual projects or subsidiaries)    yes

Voluntary insurance of environmental risks
Voluntary insurance of environmental risks indicates that the company pays special attention to environmental issues.

 presence of a corporate system of voluntary insurance against environmental risks  

 voluntary insurance against environmental risks for individual projects or individual 
subsidiaries of the company  

 no voluntary insurance against environmental risks 

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7



Section 2
Environmental Impact
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Place Company Score

1–3 KinrossGold 1,73

1–3 Polymetal 1,73

1–3 PhosAgro 1,73

4–8 ALROSA 1,64

4–8 KMAruda 1,64

4–8 Kuzbassrazrezugol 1,64

4–8 Metalloinvest 1,64

4–8 Novolipetsk Steel 1,64

9–10 Magnitogorsk Iron and Steel Works (MMK) 1,55

9–10 SDS-Coal 1,55

11–12 AGD DIAMONDS 1,45

11–12 Petropavlovsk PLC 1,45

13–14 NordGold 1,36

13–14 Severstal 1,36

15 Uralkali 1,27

16–18 VostSibUgol 1,18

16–18 Polyus 1,18

16–18 RUSAL 1,18

19 EVRAZ 1

20–22 Acron 0,82

20–22 SUEK 0,82

20–22 UGMK 0,82

23 Seligdar 0,73

24 EUROCHEM 0,27

25–40 GV Gold 0,18

25–40 Zapadnaya Gold Mining Limited Group 0,18

25–40 Kamchatka Gold 0,18

25–40 Kolmar Coal Mining Company 0,18

25–40 CoalStar 0,18

25–40 KTK 0,18

25–40 Lovozersky Mining and Processing Plant 0,18

25–40 Mechel 0,18

25–40 Russdragmet (Highland Gold Mining) 0,18

25–40 Russian Copper Company 0,18

25–40 Russian Platinum 0,18

25–40 Russian Coal 0,18

25–40 SibAnthracite 0,18

25–40 Siberian Mining & Metallurgical Alliance (Sigma) 0,18

25–40 SMR (Soyuzmetalresource) 0,18

25–40 UGC Group 0,18
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Specific emissions of SO2 into the atmosphere (ton/M RUB)
Score = gross air emissions of SO2 / company revenue

Specific emissions of NOx into the atmosphere (ton/M RUB)
Score = gross air emissions of NOx/ company revenue

Specific emissions of Solid Suspended Particles (ton/M RUB)
Indicator = gross air emissions of solid suspended particles / revenue of the company
Air emissions of pollutants and suspended particles during production activities are one of the main indicators of the 
impact of industrial companies on the environment. In addition, emissions are directly related to climate change on 
the planet.

Specific greenhouse gas emissions (ton/M RUB)
Score = gross greenhouse gas emissions/company revenue 
Reporting direct and indirect greenhouse gas emissions is not a requirement according to Russian legislation. Voluntary 
accounting of emissions and implementation of programs to reduce them demonstrates the company's conscientious 
approach to reducing its contribution to the anthropogenic impact on the climate of Russia and the world.

Specific water consumption for the company's own needs (thousand m3/M RUB).
water consumption for the company's own needs/revenue of the company
The production process of mining and metals companies requires a significant amount of water. Nevertheless, a 
socially and environmentally responsible business should optimize water consumption for more economical use of 
this valuable resource.

Percentage of disposed and decontaminated wastes (class 1–4) (Score =  ratio of 
the amount of disposed and decontaminated wastes, including by third parties to the total 
waste being handled  (amount of wastes present at the beginning of the year + amount of 
wastes generated during the year + the amount of waste received from other enterprises)) 
(t/t)

The share of recycled and decontaminated wastes (tailings, overburden rock 
excluded) (Score = ratio of waste rock mass  disposed of during the reporting period 
(including wastes disposed by third parties) to the amount of rock waste being handled 
(amount of rock waste at the beginning of the year + amount of rock waste generated during 
the year + amount of waste rocks received from other companies) (t/t)
Waste management is an important component of business activities for every production facility. Environmentally 
conscious companies aim both at minimizing waste volumes and maximizing their utilization.

Rate of accidents with negative environment consequences (events/RUB)
Score = Number of incidents with negative environmental consequences / company revenue
Mining activities involve industrial incidents that have significant environmental consequences. Industries owe it to the 
law and society to reduce this score to zero.

Proportion of excess charges in the total amount of payments for adverse 
environmental impact (RUB/RUB)
Score = environmental fees paid for excess emissions, discharges, and waste disposal / total 
environmental fees paid within the reporting yearx 
By the amount of excess environmental payments, one may judge how responsibly a company follows environmental 
legislation and standards.

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

2.9
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2.10

2.11

2.12

For criteria 2.1–2.9 the values are following:
  the value is equal to or better than the industry average 

 the value is worse than the industry average 

 no value available in public space

Recycling water consumption (%)
Score = 100 x volume of used water in recycling water supply systems / volume of the water used for the 
company's own needs
Repeated use of process water in mineral enrichment operations decreases the load on water bodies and has a 
positive effect on the environment. Fully recirculated water supply is a priority solution that is characterized by utilizing 
all industrial wastewater without any discharge.

  70–100%    30–70%    до 30%

Operational activities (study of reserves, mining, primary processing and related 
infrastructure) in ecologically sensitive areas:  SPNR, Ramsar wetlands, Key 
ornithological territories of Russia (KOTR)
Refusing to conduct operations in environmentally sensitive areas indicates that the company puts environmental 
protection issues first.

  not carried out 

 there are such activities, but the company has a public plan to minimize the impact 

 works are carried out without having been discussed with the stakeholders of the   
      minimization measures 

Generating electric energy from renewable energy sources (RES*), including for 
the company's own needs (% of total electricity production)
Due to the need to reduce the environmental stress (including climate change), the issue of energy production from 
renewable energy sources is particularly relevant. This indicator has been included in the rating to encourage 
companies to work on it.

  the score improved as compared to previous year 
 the score didn't change or deteriorated compared to the previous year, or the figure for 

the previous year is not available, or the company is working to implement RES
 the company is not working on the implementation of renewable energy or no data is 

available in the public domain

* Although hydropower is a renewable energy source, the WWF rating of Russia excludes large hydroelectric power plants 
(with a capacity of more than 50 MW) from the calculation due to the great damage they cause to water ecosystems



Section 3
Information Disclosure
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Place Company Score

1–3 Metalloinvest 1,88

1–3 Polyus 1,88

1–3 Severstal 1,88

4–5 AGD DIAMONDS 1,75

4–5 Novolipetsk Steel 1,75

6–9 VostSibUgol 1,63

6–9 Magnitogorsk Iron and Steel Works (MMK) 1,63

6–9 Polymetal 1,63

6–9 SDS-Coal 1,63

10–11 KinrossGold 1,50

10–11 Kuzbassrazrezugol 1,50

12 Petropavlovsk PLC 1,38

13–14 NordGold 1,25

13–14 PhosAgro 1,25

15 ALROSA 1,13

16–17 KMAruda 1

16–17 Mechel 1

18–20 Seligdar 0,88

18–20 SUEK 0,88

18–20 Uralkali 0,88

21–23 KTK 0,75

21–23 RUSAL 0,75

21–23 Russdragmet (Highland Gold Mining) 0,75

24–25 Acron 0,63

24–25 EVRAZ 0,63

26–31 GV Gold 0,50

26–31 Kamchatka Gold 0,50

26–31 Russian Platinum 0,50

26–31 Russian Coal 0,50

26–31 Siberian Mining & Metallurgical Alliance (Sigma) 0,50

26–31 SMR (Soyuzmetalresource) 0,50

32–35 EUROCHEM 0,38

32–35 Zapadnaya Gold Mining Limited Group 0,38

32–35 CoalStar 0,38

32–35 Russian Copper Company 0,38

36–39 Kolmar Coal Mining Company 0,25

36–39 Lovozersky Mining and Processing Plant 0,25

36–39 SibAnthracite 0,25

36–39 UGMK 0,25

40 UGC Group 0
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3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

Availability of non-financial reporting in the field of sustainable development or 
an environmental report in accordance with the requirements of international 
organizations (such as GRI or ICMM)
Non-financial reporting in accordance with the requirements of international organizations allows for systemic 
disclosure of environmental performance scores of the company.

 GRI application level (comprehensive) or IIRF (full)
 GRI application level Core or IIRF partial, or reporting is in compliance with ICMM/ASI 

requirements  
 N/A

Third-party confirmation (verification) of non-financial statements  
External verification is the validation of the non-financial information provided, as well as an assessment of the scale 
of utilizing the reporting system (including accounting principles). This voluntary initiative of the company enhances 
the confidence of stakeholders towards the information disclosed by the company.

  professional verification (based on the  MSZOU 3000, ISAE 3000, AA1000AS professional 
standards) and verification taking into account the stakeholders' opinion (including public 
opinion)

 professional verification (based on the professional standards  MSZOU 3000, ISAE 3000, 
AA1000AS) or  verification taking into account the stakeholders' opinion (including public 
opinion)

 no third-party verification, or no reporting is available in accordance with the requirements 
of international organizations

Public access to documentation on environmental impact assessment (e.g. EIA) , 
with EIA being also available online after public consultation
At the stage of preparing a mining project, Environmental Impact Assessment is the major document indicating the 
scale of possible negative impact on the environment. Public access to EIA allows the public to participate in making 
decisions related to minimization of environmental damage during the project.

  for the majority of large-scale projects    for individual projects       N/A

Emergency Response Plans (with regard to environmental impact) and / or similar 
documents on preparedness for emergency response (for example, for hydraulic 
structures) available in the public domain
Accidents can cause significant damage to the environment. The availability of ERPs allows the public to participate in 
decision-making related to the prevention and prompt elimination of emergencies.

  with feedback mechanisms     without feedback mechanism      N/A

Informing the public (through the company website) about emergiencies/accidents 
with significant (arousing loud public discussions*) social and environmental impact**, 
including those caused by contractor activities 
The importance of informing the public about accidents involving human casualties, explosions, discharges, and 
emissions of polluting chemical and radioactive substances outside the SPZs is gradually becoming obvious to the 
Russian business community. Public acceptance of responsibility for damage inflicted on the people and on the 
environment is a characteristic of a socially and environmentally mature company.

  reliable data at the company's website is available or  no major accidents have been 
reported during the reporting period 

 fragmentary data is available on the corporate website  
 no data is available or it is unreliable   

*   Public discussions:  event mentioned  in at least 3 publicly available media sources, or at the website of an officially registered 
or publicly influential structure (Public Chambers, All-Russia People's Front, WWF, Greenpeace, etc.). If the event has been 
mentioned on the websites of public authorities (Prosecutor's office, Federal Service for Supervision of Natural Resource Usage, 
Federal Service for Environmental, Technological and Nuclear Oversight of Russia, etc.), one publication is sufficient. 

** Social and environmental damage: obvious environment pollution, with human casualties and/or significant material 
damage (1 million rubles or more) associated with an obvious impact on the environment.  Cases of death and damage 
that are not related to the obvious impact on the environment, for example, people killed or injured as a result of collapse 
of structures, electric shocks, transport accidents (if they did not cause emissions and spills of toxic substances), etc. are not 
included in this group.

List of Rating Criteria
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Informing the public (through the company website) of enviroment-related 
conflicts*** and actions aimed at resolving them in the territories of the company's 
presence, including the activities of the company's contractors
Disclosure of information on controversial environmental situations indicates the company's serious intention to 
engage in a dialogue with the public.

  reliable data is available at the company's website, or  no environment-related conflicts 
have been detected during the reporting period

 fragmentary data is available on the corporate website  
 no data is available or it is unreliable

Established procedure in place for processing public complaints
The transparency of the company, its willingness to interact with the public on various issues, including environmental 
ones, is a sign of civilized business.

  a feedback mechanism and a complaint-handling procedure are in place  
 a feedback mechanism or a complaint-handling procedure is in place
 N/A 

Availability of a Program for Reclamation of Disturbed Land in public domain
Reclamation of disturbed land allows to restore its productivity, as well as to improve environmental conditions in 
accordance with the interests of the society.

  the program is available, including quantitative performance indicators 
 the program is available 
 the program is not available 

*** Environment-related conflicts are defined as situations with the past, present or future environmental impact, which:
1. Provoke a response (audits, regulations, orders, administrative 

cases, lawsuits, etc.) from the supervisory authorities (the 
Prosecutor's office, Federal Service for Supervision of 
Natural Resource Usage, Federal Service for Environmental, 
Technological and Nuclear Oversight of Russia, regional 
environmental authorities, etc.), which is reflected in the public 
space, primarily at the official websites of said bodies;

2. Lead to protest movements from local communities;

3. Are criticized or mentioned in controversial stories in the 
media;

4. Are mentioned on the websites of officially registered or 
socially influential public organizations and structures (for 
example, Public Chamber, All-Russia People's Front, WWF, 
Greenpeace, Russian Bird Conservation Union, Green Patrol, 
regional environmental organizations).

Sometimes this kind of information appears long after the event took place (for illegal use of natural resources, violations of environmental 
safety rules, etc.). In this case, the publications are included in the monitoring results sorted by date.  

3.6

3.7

3.8
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Assessment of the level of information transparency
of mining and metal companies
Only publicly posted information is taken into account when compiling the rating for mining 
and metallurgical companies.  Therefore, the availability, completeness of disclosure and 
reliability of environment-related information are the most important factors that affect the 
companies' ranking. This is the first year when the quantitative indicators for Section 2 
(Environmental Impact), were calculated using average values for each criterion for each 
subindustry (diamond industry, precious metals mining, extraction and processing of  nonferrous 
metals ores, production and processing of ferrous and alloying metals, mining and chemical 
industry, coal industry). The industry average was calculated as the arithmetic mean of the 
scores for the subsector companies represented in the rating. Despite the decrease in the 
average score for Section 2 due to changes in the calculation methodology, the average rating 
score has not changed significantly compared to last year, which indicates that the level of 
transparency of mining and metals companies that have participated in the rating between 
2016 and 2020 has increased. In particular, we can see a stable positive trend in terms of mining 
and metal companies'  disclosing their information under Section 3 (Transparency). 

Ratings by Year
2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Average Rating Score 0,59 0,7 0,82 0,84 0,87

Availability of information*, (%)

Section 1 45 50 52 41 47

Section 2 29 46 53 51 53

Section3 47 47 48 51 55

The number of companies that actively interact with the rating organizers is growing. For 
instance, 20 out of 40 companies surveyed responded to a request for disclosure of additional 
information about environmental responsibility and environmental impacts at the first stage of 
data collection and analysis.

Dialogue with Mining and Metals Companies on the Presence of Accidents
and/or Environmental Conflicts
Overviews of accidents and environmental conflicts that took place at mining and metals 
companies are drawn up basing on the information that is publicly available. Such information 
includes publications on the official websites of the Federal Environmental, Industrial and 
Nuclear Supervision Service of Russia, of the Federal Service for Supervision of Natural Resource 
Usage, of the Ministry of Energy of Russia, Russian Federal Service for Veterinary and 
Phytosanitary Surveillance, the General Prosecutor's Office, Russian courts, as well as  media 

* Number of disclosure criteria for the  companies

Analysis of the results
of the Environmental Transparency Rating 
for Mining and Metallurgical Companies 
in Russia — 2020
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publications, as well as data available  at Russia's largest environmental organizations and 
NGOs. Before the overview is published, companies are given the opportunity to provide 
additional information to correct any inaccuracies that might have been detected. 

The table below provides information on the number of accidents and controversial 
environmental situations found in the public space in 2019.

Company

Accidents/
incidents
in 2019

Environmental 
conflicts in 2019

1 AGD DIAMONDS 0 1

2 Acron 0 1

3 ALROSA 0 3

4 VostSibUgol 0 0

5 GV Gold 0 0

6 EVRAZ 1 8

7 EUROCHEM 0 1

8 Zapadnaya Gold Mining Limited Group 2 0

9 Kamchatka Gold 0 0

10 KinrossGold 0 0

11 Kolmar Coal Mining Company 1 6

12 CoalStar 0 2

13 KTK 0 0

14 Kuzbassrazrezugol 0 3

15 Lovozersky Mining and Processing Plant 0 1

16 Magnitogorsk Iron and Steel Works (MMK) 0 0

17 Metalloinvest 2 0

18 KMAruda 1 4

19 Mechel 0 4

20 Novolipetsk Steel 1 1

21 Nordgold 0 1

22 Petropavlovsk PLC 0 0

23 Polymetal 0 0

24 Polyus 0 0

25 RUSAL 1 5

26 HighlandGoldMining 0 0

27 Russian Copper Company 0 5

28 Russian Platinum 0 0

29 Russian Coal 0 0

30 SDS-Coal 0 5

31 Severstal 0 0

32 Seligdar 0 0

33 SibAnthracite 1 1

34 Siberian Mining and Metallurgical Alliance (SIGMA) 0 0

35 Souzmetallresurs (SMR) 0 0

36 SUEK 0 5

the companies 
where no 
accidents or 
environmental 
conflicts were 
detected
in 2019, 
or companies 
that 
responded 
to the WWF 
Russia survey
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37 UGMK 1 13

38 Uralkali 0 1

39 PhosAgro 0 0

40 UGC Group 1 3

This forms an independent database, which is applicable for the assessment of public 
awareness of accidents and environmental conflicts. All the cases that have been 
detected are mapped (www.wwf.ru/what-we-do/green-economy/gdk-and-metallurgy), 
which makes it possible to identify the "hot spots" and the most common sources of 
conflict. The organizers of the rating are convinced that such an approach will 
strengthen the transparency of business, public confidence and make people and 
businesses ready for dialogue.

Average environmental impact indicators by sub-sector
The table below shows the level of availability of information on environmental impact criteria 
broken down by sub-sectors of the mining and metallurgical industries:

Subindustry Companies
Transparency 

Level**,%

Diamond industry
2 companies

ALROSA, AGD DIAMONDS 100

Extraction of precious metals
13 companies

GV Gold, Zapadnaya Gold Mining Ltd, 
Kamchatka Gold, Kinross Gold, Nordgold, 
Petropavlovsk PLC, Polymetal, Polyus, Highland 
Gold Mining, Russian Platinum, Seligdar, Sigma 
Siberian Mining and Metallurgical Alliance, UGC 
Gold Mining Company

48

Mining and processing 
of non-ferrous metals 
5 companies

Lovozersky Mining and Processing Plant, RUSAL, 
Russian Copper Company, Soyuzmetallresurs 
(SMR), UGMK

29

Mining and processing of ferrous 
and alloying metals  
7 companies

EVRAZ, Magnitogorsk Iron & Steel Works 
(MMK), Metalloinvest, KMAruda, Mechel, NLMK, 
Severstal

82

Mining & chemical industry 
4 companies

Acron, EuroChem, Uralkali, PhosAgro 59

Coal industry 
9 companies

SibAnthracite, VostSibUgol, Kolmar Coal Mining 
Company, CoalStar, KTK, Kuzbassrazrezugol, 
Russian Coal, SDS-Coal, SUEK

39

Data distribution graphs and industry average environmental impact indicators are shown for the 
criteria and sub-sectors for which a sufficient statistical sample has been collected (i.e. at least 3 
companies have disclosed their information) with homogeneous data***. 
 

**  Number of Section 2 (Environmental Impact) criteria disclosed by sub-industry companies
*** In the charts, each column corresponds to a company-specific criterion value. The list of companies is shown on each chart in descending order
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Specific emissions 
to the atmosphere of SO2, 
t/M RUB

Specific air emissions 
of NOx, t/M RUB

Specific emissions 
of Solid Suspended Particles, 
t/M RUB

Specific emissions 
of greenhouse gas, 
t/M RUB

Average environmental impact indicators by sub-sector

Specific emissions 
to the atmosphere of SO2, 
t/M RUB

Specific air emissions 
of NOx, t/M RUB

Specific emissions 
of greenhouse gas, 
t/M RUB

Specific water consumption 
for the company's own needs, 
K m3 /M RUB

Specific emissions 
to the atmosphere of 
SO2, 
t/M RUB

Specific air emissions 
of NOx, t/M RUB

Specific emissions 
of Solid Suspended 
Particles, t/M RUB

Specific water 
consumption 
for the company's 
own needs, 
K m3 /M RUB

Ratio of the amount 
of disposed and 
neutralized waste 
to the amount of waste 
(class 1–4) in circulation, t/t

Extraction of precious metals

Mining & chemical industry 

Specific water consumption 
for the company's own needs, 
K m3 /M RUB

Recycling water consumption, % Ratio of the amount of disposed
and neutralized waste to the amount
of waste (class 1–4) in circulation, t/t
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Specific emissions 
to the atmosphere of SO2, 
t/M RUB

Specific air emissions 
of NOx, t/M RUB

Specific emissions 
of Solid Suspended Particles, 
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Specific emissions 
of greenhouse gas, 
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Mining and processing of ferrous and alloying metal ores

Specific emissions 
to the atmosphere of SO2, 
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Specific air emissions 
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Specific emissions 
of Solid Suspended Particles, 
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Specific air emissions 
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Specific water consumption 
for the company's own needs, 
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Specific emissions 
to the atmosphere of 
SO2, 
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of NOx, t/M RUB

Specific emissions 
of Solid Suspended 
Particles, t/M RUB

Specific water 
consumption 
for the company's 
own needs, 
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Ratio of the amount 
of disposed and 
neutralized waste 
to the amount of waste 
(class 1–4) in circulation, t/t

Coal industry 

Specific water consumption 
for the company's own needs, 
K m3 /M RUB

Recycling water consumption, % Ratio of the amount of disposed
and neutralized waste to the amount of waste 
(class 1–4) in circulation, t/t
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The above graphs form a general picture of the industry average waste disposal values and 
impacts on air and water. This is exactly what WWF Russia aspired to when launching the rating. 
It should be noted that the range of data for some scores (for example, on specific emissions of 
pollutants into the atmosphere between companies within the same sub-sector) in 2019 is 
several orders of magnitude. It is obvious that we need to continue the dialogue both with 
mining&metal companies, and with the regulatory authorities to clarify the reasons for such 
significant data variations. In general, it can be noted that as the rating develops, more 
companies start disclosing more quantitative information on their environmental impact. This 
promotes the increase of reliability of the industry average values for these criteria.  

Test mode for 2020
(the following criteria were not used to calculate 
the rating based on the 2019 data)

Criteria for Section 2:
Percentage of remediated land in the total area of disturbed land
Indicator = ratio of the area of remediated land within the reporting year to the area of used (disturbed) land 
handled by the company, t/t. Used (waste) land is considered to be land that has been withdrawn from 
circulation and is no longer needed.

  the value is equal to or better than the industry average

 the value is worse than the industry average

 no value available in public space

 
Criteria for Section 3:

Involvement of the interested public in conducting and analyzing emergency response 
training
  a mechanism for involving the interested public in conducting and analyzing emergency 

response training is in place

 the interested public is involved in individual training activities to respond to emergencies

 there is no involvement of the interested public in response to emergencies

The company's facilities being open to visits for conducting public inspections or public 
environmental monitoring
  the company initiates public visits to conduct public inspections or public environmental 

monitoring

 the company neither initiates nor objects public inspections or public environmental 
monitoring

 no information
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