
1996 U.S. NET IMPORT RELIANCE FOR 
SELECTED NONFUEL MINERAL MATERIALS

CommodityCommodity Per centPer cent

Additional commodities for which there is some import dependency include:
Antimony China, Bolivia, Mexico, South Africa Platinum South Africa, United Kingdom, Russia, Germany, Belgium
Bismuth Mexico, Belgium, China, United Kingdom Rhenium Chile, Germany, Sweden
Gallium France, Russia, Germany, Hungary Rutile Australia, South Africa, Sierra Leone
Germanium China, United Kingdom, Ukraine, Russia, Belgium Silver Mexico, Canada, Peru, Chile
Ilmenite South Africa, Australia, Canada Titanium (sponge) Russia, Japan, China, Ukraine
Indium Canada, France, Russia, Italy Vanadium South Africa, Canada, Russia, Mexico
Kyanite South Africa Vermiculite South Africa
Mercury Russia, Canada, Kyrgyzstan, Germany Zirconium Australia, South Africa

ARSENIC 100
BAUXITE and ALUMINA 100
COLOMBIUM (niobium) 100
GRAPHITE (natural) 100
MANGANESE 100
MICA, sheet (natural) 100
STRONTIUM 100
THALLIUM 100
THORIUM 100
FLUORSPAR 99
GEMSTONES 98
COBALT 83
TIN 83
TUNGSTEN 82
TANTALUM 80
CHROMIUM 79
POTASH 76
BARITE 66
STONE (dimension) 64
NICKEL 63
IODINE 62
PEAT 58
DIAMOND (dust, grit, and powder) 40
SELENIUM 38
CADMIUM 33
ZINC 33
RARE EARTHS 32
SILICON 31
ASBESTOS 30
GYPSUM 30
MAGNESIUM COMPOUNDS 30
PUMICE 28
ALUMINUM 21
NITROGEN (fixed), AMMONIA 18
SALT 18
IRON and STEEL 17
IRON ORE 17
LEAD 17
COPPER 13
SODIUM SULFATE 13
CEMENT 12
SULFUR 11
MICA, scrap and flake (natural) 8
PERLITE 6
IRON and STEEL SLAG 1
LIME 1

China, Chile, Mexico
Australia, Jamaica, Guinea, Brazil
Brazil, Canada, Germany
Canada, Mexico, China, Madagascar, Brazil
South Africa, Gabon, Australia, France
India, Belgium, Brazil, China, Argentina
Mexico, Germany
Belgium, Canada, Mexico
France
China, South Africa, Mexico
Israel, Belgium, India, United Kingdom
Zambia, Norway, Canada, Finland, Russia
Brazil, Bolivia, Indonesia, China
China, Russia, Germany, Bolivia, United Kingdom
Australia, Germany, Thailand, Brazil
South Africa, Turkey, Russia, Kazakstan, Zimbabwe
Canada, Belarus, Russia, Israel, Germany
China, India, Mexico, Morocco, Canada
Italy, Spain, India, Canada
Canada, Norway, Australia, Russia
Japan, Chile
Canada
Ireland, China, Russia
Canada, Philippines, Japan, Belgium
Canada, Belgium, Mexico, Germany
Canada, Mexico, Spain
France, China, India, Japan, United Kingdom
Norway, Brazil, Russia, Canada
Canada
Canada, Mexico, Spain
China, Canada, Austria, Mexico, Greece
Greece, Ecuador, Turkey
Canada, Russia, Venezuela, Brazil
Trinidad and Tobago, Canada, Former Soviet Union
Canada, Mexico, Bahamas, Chile
European Union, Canada, Japan, Brazil, Mexico
Canada, Brazil, Venezuela, Australia, Mauritania
Canada, Mexico, Peru, Australia
Canada, Chile, Mexico
Canada, Mexico
Canada, Spain, Mexico, Greece, Colombia
Canada, Mexico, Germany, Japan
Canada, India, Finland, Japan, Germany
Greece
Canada, South Africa
Canada, Mexico

Ma jor  Sour ces (1992-95)Ma jor  Sour ces (1992-95)
1

In descending order of importance1
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Since 1970, Coal has been used in increasingly Clean 
Ways in the United States
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• Higher efficiency rates and carbon capture technologies 
create opportunities for reducing carbon intensity as well

Electricity from
coal +187%

NOx -37%
SO2 -58%
PM10 -83%

Source: NMA, EPA                                             NOx (Nitrogen Oxide), SO2 (Sulfur Dioxide), PM10 (Particulate Matter)

GDP +207%

US population
+47%



 
Maintain State Control over State and Local Water Resources 

 
 
Producing the coal, metals and minerals that are critical to America’s economy and 
national security takes an extraordinary amount of time, money and planning. 
Obtaining the necessary permits in a timely manner is critical to the success of 
mining projects and the rural communities they support.  Our ability to compete in 
today’s worldwide mineral and energy markets in large part depends on an efficient 
regulatory program.   
 
The “America’s Commitment to Clean Water Act” (H.R. 5088) sponsored by Rep. 
James Oberstar (D-MN) and the similar “Clean Water Restoration Act” (S. 787) 
sponsored by Sen. Russ Feingold (D-WI) in the Senate, expands federal jurisdiction 
to areas never before considered within the purview of the federal government.   
Expanding the scope of federal waters will result in a more encumbered and overly 
burdened Clean Water Act (CWA) permitting program.  
 
Consequently, the Women’s Mining Coalition members, and the American public, 
have a strong interest in maintaining the important federal-state balance struck by 
the original CWA.  
 
Any legislative effort to clarify the scope of the CWA should, at a minimum, be 
based on the following principles:  
 

• Maintain the distinction between federal and state waters by retaining the 
term “navigable waters.”  

 
• Adhere to the fundamental principle that states retain primary jurisdiction 
over water and land use within their individual boundaries.  

 
• Clarify jurisdiction without expanding it. Jurisdiction should be clear, 
unambiguous, and practical.  

 
• Define important terms used in the CWA. Since passage of the CWA in 
1972, the regulated community, and even the Supreme Court, has requested 
definitions of key terms like “tributary,” “adjacent,” “impoundment,” and 
“traditional navigable waters.”  

 
• Avoid creating more confusion and encumbrances. 

 
 

WMC urges members of Congress to oppose H.R. 5088 and S. 787. 
WMC supports jobs creation and these two bills will result in lost 

jobs and revenue for communities, states and the Nation. 



 
Women’s Mining Coalition Witnesses  

How Permitting Delays Cost Americans Jobs 
 

Background 
The United States already has one of the longest permitting processes in the world for energy 
and mineral development.  “Permitting delays in the United States are the most significant risk 
to mining projects.  The United States is ranked next to lowest due to the average 5-year to 7-
year period required before mine development can commence,” According to Behre Dolbear’s 
analysis , “Where Not to Invest, 2009.”   Since mining is a capital-intensive process, investment 
dollars for mineral exploration and development tend to flow to countries where investors are 
likely to get the earliest return on their investment.  The uncertainties regarding length of time 
for approval of mining activities has contributed to an all-time low amount of mineral exploration 
dollars being invested in the United States and to increased reliance on foreign supplies of 
minerals.   
 
An Avoidable Bureaucratic Roadblock 
One avoidable source of delay is the Department of the Interior’s policy for processing certain 
administrative notices under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for mining operations.  
This “clearance process” for NEPA Federal Register notices, requiring notice to be sent from state 
offices to D.C. to undergo 14 separate levels of review within DOI, needlessly adds months to 
the permit process.  (See attached chart.)  Delays were exacerbated further by a December 
2009 decision to eliminate the categories of routine notices that were previously exempt from 
review.    
 
Agency Resources 
Delays can also be attributed to the strained resources of the agencies responsible for permit 
approvals.  For example, the Bureau of Land Management and the U.S. Forest Service are facing 
ever-growing responsibilities and obligations to process the notices and plans of operation 
necessary for domestic mineral and energy development projects while simultaneously facing 
retirements of their most knowledgeable personnel.  Additional funding is imperative to lessen 
this backlog of notices and plans of operation.   
 
Delays Cost Jobs 
At a time when job creation is the nation’s top priority, it is imperative that we use an efficient 
and timely permitting process for energy and mineral development rather than creating 
unnecessary bureaucratic hurdles.   Delays in processing mining permits have impacts far 
beyond any particular mining project.  Delays impact investment; lack of investment results in 
less exploration; less exploration results in less development of domestic resources; less 
development of domestic resources leads to greater reliance on foreign sources,creating a 
greater reliance on foreign sources, thus impacting our economic and national security and 
eliminating jobs.  According to a 2010 U.S. Geological Survey report, America is now 100 
percent reliant on foreign sources of 19 mineral commodities, many of which have no substitute 
in developing green energy, and more than 50 percent reliant on an additional 38 mineral 
commodities.   

















 
 

Mine Safety: An Industry Priority 
 
There is a common misperception that coal mining is the most dangerous of 
occupations. Many people mistakenly believe that coal miners still are forced to work in 
conditions similar to those seen in historical pictures or old movies, with blackened faces 
and pickaxes slung over shoulders and without any form of support or representation in 
the industry or government. In reality, however, coal mining has undergone substantial 
changes since its beginnings in North America. 
 
Mining is regulated under a comprehensive federal safety law (Federal Mine Safety and 
Health Act) that is administered by the Department of Labor’s Mine Safety and Health 
Administration (MSHA). 
 
By any measure, the U.S. mining industry in total has made significant advances in 
improving the health and safety of its skilled and highly-trained workforce. This 
improvement, documented statistically from several independent sources, has been 
sustained, significant and long-term, and is the result of seven key trends: 

• A commitment by management, workers & regulators to a goal of zero fatalities & 
injuries;  

• better equipment design; 
• technological advances; 
• conscientious safety awareness; 
• improved engineering methods; 
• advanced and continuous training; 
• strong oversight and assistance from the U.S. Mine Safety and Health 

Administration. 
 
As with any industry, there are some risks associated with coal mining. However, a 
committed and comprehensive effort on the part of industry, government and employees 
over the past 40 years has seen employee injuries and fatalities reduced by 93%. This 
improvement in employee safety is made all the more impressive in light of the fact that, 
during the same time period, production of coal in the U.S. has increased by 75%. 
 
In 2009 there was a historical low in fatalities; only 18 miner fatalities occurred per 
100,000 workers. When compared with the previous 6 years, the 2009 fatality rate for 
coal mining of .0149 injuries per 200,000 hours worked is less than half of the 2003 rate 
of .0312. As the MSHA graph shows (second graph, next page), mining was not even 
in the top 10 most dangerous occupations.  

 



 

 

 
 

• Injuries have fallen by two-thirds in the last 16 years. 
• Over half of U.S. coal mines operate each year without a single lost work time 

injury. 
• Since 1970, coal production has increased 89 percent while fatal injuries have 

decreased by 81 percent. 

 



 
Mine Safety and Health 

 
U.S. mining has made significant advances in improving the health and safety of its 
workforce. In 2009, 87 percent of the nation’s mines operated without a lost-time 
injury. This improvement has been sustained over time and is the result of several 
key factors: 
 

• Technology - Advanced technology that is more protective of mine worker 
health and safety and better equipment design to reduce potential for 
ergonomically related injuries and unsafe practices. 
• Training and awareness - More frequent training coupled with ongoing 
instruction that recognizes the increased complexity of today’s mines, 
changes in the workforce and new safety imperatives that demand greater 
safety awareness. 
• Comprehensive laws and regulations - The legal and regulatory 
framework that governs mine safety has expanded. 
• Trends and risk analysis - Causes of injuries are examined more 
rigorously and addressed in a systematic way, and analyses of individual 
mining situations are underway to eliminate areas of potential risk. 
• Commitment - A commitment by mine operators, workers and regulators 
to achieving zero fatalities and injuries in America’s mines. 
 

To achieve continued improvement in mine safety and health, the mining industry 
promotes health and safety as a core value. It strives to instill the values of safety 
leadership, accountability and personal involvement in every employee and to 
provide them with the required training and tools to prevent fatalities, injuries or 
occupational illnesses. 
 
Technological ingenuity, better training, improved engineering methods and 
conscientious safety awareness by miners, mine operators and equipment 
manufacturers has enabled the industry to establish a record of continuous 
improvement. 
 
NMA urges members of Congress to proceed cautiously as it considers what 
changes in the law governing mine safety are necessary to prevent a reoccurrence 
of the recent tragic events at mines. Investigations underway by federal and state 
agencies are proceeding and will provide the needed information to guide future 
decision-making.   
 
For more information please visit www.nma.org or contact Bruce Watzman at (202) 
463-2657 or bwatzman@nma.org or Maggie Hlobik at (202) 463-2653 or 
mhlobik@nma.org   

http://www.nma.org/
mailto:bwatzman@nma.org
mailto:mhlobik@nma.org


 
Women’s Mining Coalition Supports Privacy 

Oppose H.R. 1409 and S. 560 
 

“Card Check” 
Employee Free Choice Act 

 
 
The Women’s Mining Coalition (WMC) opposes the “Employee Free Choice Act” 
(H.R. 1409/S. 560) which would prevent employees from voting in private.    
America’s workers deserve the right to a fair, federally supervised secret ballot 
election process when deciding whether or not to join a union.  Workers are better 
protected from intimidation and coercion by casting their vote privately with a 
federally supervised secret ballot. Taking away this right would be undemocratic 
and would expose employees to threats and intimidation during the organizing 
process.  The only way to guarantee worker protection is through the continued use 
of a federally supervised private ballot, so that personal decisions about whether to 
join a union remain private.   
 

• The “Employee Free Choice Act (EFCA)” or “card check” legislation would 
strip workers of their rights by replacing the private ballot with a card check 
system that allows a union to organize if a majority of workers simply sign a 
card.  Under this system, paid union organizers oversee the process, making 
the workers’ choice public to their employer, co-workers and union 
organizers.   

 
• EFCA also contains provisions that force binding arbitration on the employer 

and the collective bargaining unit.  Such legislation creates uncertainty for 
business planning, stunting future business growth and further weakens 
America’s already struggling economy.  

 
• Senate proponents of EFCA have recently discussed the possibility of 

introducing a legislative compromise.  However, compromise in the form of 
“quickie” elections or mail-in ballots are equally dangerous, giving 
professional union organizers the upper-hand in coercing workers to join a 
labor union by denying employees their rights to education from both 
management and labor.    
 

• Compromise legislation will also retain binding arbitration provisions, which 
would insert further uncertainty into the business marketplace and weaken 
the U.S. economy.   

 
WMC urges members of Congress to oppose H.R. 1409 and S. 560. 

 
 



 
Women’s Mining Coalition Supports Bi-Partisan Efforts to  

Curtail Misuse of the Clean Air Act 
 

 
EPA Regulation of Greenhouse Gasses 

 
The Women’s Mining Coalition (WMC) supports bipartisan efforts in the House and Senate that aim 
to stop the Environmental Protection Agency from misusing the Clean Air Act to unilaterally impose 
job-destroying greenhouse gas emission rules. 
 
In the Senate, Sens. Lisa Murkowski (R-Alaska) and Blanche Lincoln (D-Ark.) have introduced S.J. 
Res. 26, while in the House, Reps. Ike Skelton (D-Mo.), Collin Peterson (D-Minn.) and Jo Ann 
Emerson (R-Mo.) have introduced H.J. Res. 76.  These resolutions would prevent the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) from misusing the Clean Air Act (CAA) to regulate 
greenhouse gas emissions. 
 
EPA has proposed regulating greenhouse gas emissions under the CAA, even though the act was 
never intended for such an effort and despite numerous statements by EPA Administrator Lisa 
Jackson that the Obama Administration wants Congress, not EPA, to make any final decisions on 
possible greenhouse gas emission rules. 
 
America’s future economic prosperity is rooted in the ready supply of affordable domestic energy. 
Affordable electricity supports jobs across the entire manufacturing and services sectors. 
EPA’s proposed course of action would devastate American coal mine operators, who provide the 
lion’s share of domestic electricity, which in turn would deal a severe economic blow to the 
businesses and jobs that rely on coal for affordable energy. 
 
EPA's unilateral effort to impose these regulations would spread economic pain across the entire 
economy. American mineral and metal producers, small and large manufacturers and businesses of 
every variety would feel the pain of EPA's plans. 
 
EPA itself has projected that regulation of greenhouse gases under the CAA will saddle burdensome 
regulatory obligations on more than 6 million sources, flooding federal and state agencies with 
more than 40,000 permit applications annually, while increasing the average time to process a 
permit to 10 years. 

We urge members of Congress to support S.J. Res. 26 and H.J. Res. 76 to stop EPA and ensure 
that any future energy and environment rules are created by elected officials sent to Washington, 
D.C., by the voters, and not by unelected federal bureaucrats.  

WMC Urges Congress to Support S.J. Res. 26 and H.J. Res. 76—Resolutions Preventing 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) from misusing the Clean Air Act (CAA) to 

regulate greenhouse gas emissions. 

 



 
Clean Water Act Amendments to Restrict 404 Permits 

Costing American Jobs and Revenue 
 

 
The Women’s Mining Coalition (WMC) opposes legislation introduced by Senators Ben Cardin 
(D-MD) and Lamar Alexander (R-TN), the “Appalachian Restoration Act” (S. 696), which would 
ban surface coal mining in Appalachia.   

• S. 696  prevents the issuance of a Section 404 permit for any operations that remove an 
entire coal seam “from outcrop to outcrop or seams running through the upper fraction 
of a mountain, ridge or hill by removing substantially all of the overburden off the mine 
bench."  

 
• The Environmental Protection Agency and the Congressional Research Service have 

confirmed that S. 696 would extend to all surface coal mining operations, even though 
the sponsors promote it as a regional ban on mountaintop mining.  

 
• This legislation would be devastating to coal mining employment and to communities 

that rely on coal mining for their economic well being.  
 
WMC also opposes legislation introduced in the House by Representative Frank Pallone (D-NJ), 
the “Clean Water Protection Act” (H.R. 1310).   

• H.R. 1310  limits the definition of “fill material” and would negatively affect all earth 
moving activities, road and highway construction, private and commercial development 
and many of the projects funded in the $787 billion economic stimulus package.  

• The measure would overturn a rule proposed during the Clinton Administration and 
change 30 years of regulatory practice. Regardless, H.R. 1310 also is being described by 
its supporters as narrowly written to outlaw only 404 fill permits for mountaintop mining 
operations. 

WMC urges members of Congress to oppose S. 696 and H.R. 1310. 

Congressional opposition to mountaintop mining is fostered by an inaccurate representation of 
landscape impacts of the practice, with little or no consideration of final reclamation and the 
economic benefits of mining and post-mining development in local communities. 

The practice is necessary and dependent on the geography and topography of specific mine 
sites.  Restricting or precluding the production of more than 10 million tons of coal from 
Appalachian mines jeopardizes a reliable and affordable source of domestic energy, resulting in 
consumer electricity price increases and jobs loss. 

 

 



 
Women’s Mining Coalition Asks the Administration to Maintain 

Affordable Electricity for Every American  
 

Proposed Tax Increases for Coal Mining 
 

U.S. coal producers play an integral role in fostering the nation’s continued 
economic prosperity by meeting much of America’s growing energy needs.  U.S. 
coal mining directly employs nearly 134,000 people in 25 states and, for each coal 
mining job, an additional 3.5 jobs are created elsewhere in the economy.  Nine out 
of every ten tons of coal mined each year in the U.S. is used for domestic electricity 
generation.  Nearly half of U.S. electricity is generated from coal. 
 
The Obama Administration’s FY2011 budget has singled out coal mining for $2.3 
billion worth of tax increases.  To maintain affordable energy prices and preserve 
jobs, Congress should reject these unwarranted proposals to eliminate longstanding 
tax rules affecting coal mining. 
 

Tax-Increase Proposals Raise Prices, Cost Jobs 
 
The Obama Administration’s four proposed tax increases on coal mining would have 
severe economic consequences.  Coal companies are like other businesses—when 
their costs go up, they must raise prices to remain viable.  Since our country relies 
on coal to power half of its electricity generation, consumers will pay more for 
electricity.  In addition to hurting hard-pressed consumers directly, increased 
electricity costs will ripple throughout the economy, costing jobs. 
 
To the extent coal companies are unable to recover the $2.3 billion of increased 
taxes through price increases, the jobs, salaries and benefits of thousands of mine 
workers will be put at risk.  These coal tax increase proposals eliminate jobs instead 
of creating jobs. 
 
These tax increases would raise the cost of doing business for U.S. coal mining 
companies, threaten the jobs of more than 130,000 employees, and increase 
electricity prices for U.S. consumers at a time when jobs are needed and the cost of 
living needs to be reduced not increased. 

 
Please Don’t Support Increased Taxes—Support Instead Research and 
Development of New Coal Technologies That Result in Jobs Creation, 

Continued Electrical Generation Diversification, and Affordability. 
 

 



 
Women’s Mining Coalition Asks Congress Not to Eliminate Desperately 

Needed Jobs. Don’t Increase the Cost of Living for Every American. 
 
The Women’s Mining Coalition (WMC) opposes the “Clean Energy Jobs and American Power Act” (S. 
1733) sponsored by Sens. John Kerry (D-Mass.) and Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.) and similar 
legislative approaches that: 
 

• Threaten to eliminate high-wage mining jobs; 
• Increase electricity prices by more than 100 percent, saddling American businesses and 

families with higher energy bills; lowering investment and disposable incomes; 
• Drive up costs for consumer goods and services;  
• Could eliminate coal as a source of affordable electricity and may result in American jobs 

exported to countries with no greenhouse gas emissions restrictions; and 
• Mandate sharp near-term emission reductions before advanced clean coal technologies, such 

as carbon capture and storage (CCS), can be developed and cost-effectively deployed. 
 
While changes to the House-approved legislation by the Senate were intended to reduce harmful 
economic consequences, these changes are not sufficient to produce a balanced and responsible 
policy for addressing the country’s concerns. 
 

What’s Best for the Country: 
 
In addition to assuring that emission reductions are compatible with the commercial availability of 
the enabling technologies, an effective and balanced climate policy must include: 
 

• Cost-containment measures, such as a cost-effective “safety valve” and unrestricted offsets 
to protect against spikes in energy costs that will drive business and jobs overseas; 

• Sufficient, reliable and timely funding and incentives to accelerate the development, 
demonstration and broad commercial deployment of advanced coal technologies such as 
CCS; 

• A comprehensive legal framework governing carbon capture and storage liability in order to 
provide the certainty needed to attract investment;  

• Effective measures that maintain the global competitiveness of U.S. manufacturing and 
mining industries; and 

• Clear and comprehensive preemption of all federal, state and local laws addressing 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

 
America’s families, communities and businesses cannot sustain higher energy costs, 

additional job losses and a further weakening of our economy.  
We urge you to oppose the Kerry-Boxer bill. 

 





1996 U.S. NET IMPORT RELIANCE FOR 
SELECTED NONFUEL MINERAL MATERIALS

CommodityCommodity Per centPer cent

Additional commodities for which there is some import dependency include:
Antimony China, Bolivia, Mexico, South Africa Platinum South Africa, United Kingdom, Russia, Germany, Belgium
Bismuth Mexico, Belgium, China, United Kingdom Rhenium Chile, Germany, Sweden
Gallium France, Russia, Germany, Hungary Rutile Australia, South Africa, Sierra Leone
Germanium China, United Kingdom, Ukraine, Russia, Belgium Silver Mexico, Canada, Peru, Chile
Ilmenite South Africa, Australia, Canada Titanium (sponge) Russia, Japan, China, Ukraine
Indium Canada, France, Russia, Italy Vanadium South Africa, Canada, Russia, Mexico
Kyanite South Africa Vermiculite South Africa
Mercury Russia, Canada, Kyrgyzstan, Germany Zirconium Australia, South Africa

ARSENIC 100
BAUXITE and ALUMINA 100
COLOMBIUM (niobium) 100
GRAPHITE (natural) 100
MANGANESE 100
MICA, sheet (natural) 100
STRONTIUM 100
THALLIUM 100
THORIUM 100
FLUORSPAR 99
GEMSTONES 98
COBALT 83
TIN 83
TUNGSTEN 82
TANTALUM 80
CHROMIUM 79
POTASH 76
BARITE 66
STONE (dimension) 64
NICKEL 63
IODINE 62
PEAT 58
DIAMOND (dust, grit, and powder) 40
SELENIUM 38
CADMIUM 33
ZINC 33
RARE EARTHS 32
SILICON 31
ASBESTOS 30
GYPSUM 30
MAGNESIUM COMPOUNDS 30
PUMICE 28
ALUMINUM 21
NITROGEN (fixed), AMMONIA 18
SALT 18
IRON and STEEL 17
IRON ORE 17
LEAD 17
COPPER 13
SODIUM SULFATE 13
CEMENT 12
SULFUR 11
MICA, scrap and flake (natural) 8
PERLITE 6
IRON and STEEL SLAG 1
LIME 1

China, Chile, Mexico
Australia, Jamaica, Guinea, Brazil
Brazil, Canada, Germany
Canada, Mexico, China, Madagascar, Brazil
South Africa, Gabon, Australia, France
India, Belgium, Brazil, China, Argentina
Mexico, Germany
Belgium, Canada, Mexico
France
China, South Africa, Mexico
Israel, Belgium, India, United Kingdom
Zambia, Norway, Canada, Finland, Russia
Brazil, Bolivia, Indonesia, China
China, Russia, Germany, Bolivia, United Kingdom
Australia, Germany, Thailand, Brazil
South Africa, Turkey, Russia, Kazakstan, Zimbabwe
Canada, Belarus, Russia, Israel, Germany
China, India, Mexico, Morocco, Canada
Italy, Spain, India, Canada
Canada, Norway, Australia, Russia
Japan, Chile
Canada
Ireland, China, Russia
Canada, Philippines, Japan, Belgium
Canada, Belgium, Mexico, Germany
Canada, Mexico, Spain
France, China, India, Japan, United Kingdom
Norway, Brazil, Russia, Canada
Canada
Canada, Mexico, Spain
China, Canada, Austria, Mexico, Greece
Greece, Ecuador, Turkey
Canada, Russia, Venezuela, Brazil
Trinidad and Tobago, Canada, Former Soviet Union
Canada, Mexico, Bahamas, Chile
European Union, Canada, Japan, Brazil, Mexico
Canada, Brazil, Venezuela, Australia, Mauritania
Canada, Mexico, Peru, Australia
Canada, Chile, Mexico
Canada, Mexico
Canada, Spain, Mexico, Greece, Colombia
Canada, Mexico, Germany, Japan
Canada, India, Finland, Japan, Germany
Greece
Canada, South Africa
Canada, Mexico

Ma jor  Sour ces (1992-95)Ma jor  Sour ces (1992-95)
1

In descending order of importance1
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