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2022 BAUXITE ORE EXPORT BAN – ALMOST A DONE DEAL?12345 
 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

A complete ban, in 2022, on Indonesian exports of Bauxite Ore looks increasingly likely as 

the Government seeks to eliminate one of the few remaining exceptions to the requirement 

for full domestic processing and refining of all metal minerals. 

 

Concern is being expressed about what happens to existing export quotas for Bauxite Ore if 

and when the export ban becomes a reality. 

 

The Government should be concerned to ensure that Indonesia’s reputation, as a reliable 

destination for foreign mining industry investment, does not take yet another “hit” as a result 

of its handling of the imposition of any complete ban on Bauxite Ore exports. 

 

In this article the writer will examine the prospects for a 2022 complete ban on Bauxite Ore 

exports and how the same is likely to be viewed by foreign investors. 

 

 

BACKGROUND 

 

In January 2017, the Government announced that it would allow (i) the continuation of 

exports of certain metal mineral Concentrates (Concentrates being intermediate and only 

partially refined metal mineral products) beyond the then 11 January 2017 deadline for full 

domestic processing and refining of all metal minerals (“2017 Concentrate Export 

Continuation”) and (ii) the resumption of exports of substantially unprocessed/unrefined 

Nickel Ore and Bauxite Ore which had been banned since 11 January 2014 (“2014 Export 

Ban”) (“2017 Nickel Ore & Bauxite Ore Export Resumption”) (together, “2017 Export 

Ban Relaxation”). 

 

The 2017 Export Ban Relaxation allowed parties, producing Concentrate forms of Copper 

and certain other metals, to continue to export their Concentrate products, in quantities 

approved by the Ministry of Energy & Mineral Resources (“ESDM”), for a maximum of five 

years until 11 January 2022, so long as they: 

 

(a) in the case of foreign-owned producers, committed to divesting 51% of their issued 

shares to local parties within ten years of commencing production;  

 

(b) had their smelter construction plans independently verified and approved by ESDM; 
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(c) made 90% ongoing progress in fulfilling their existing commitments to domestic 

smelter construction;  

 

(d) renewed their Export Permits every twelve months; and 

 

(e) paid the applicable export tax of up to 10%. 

 

The 2017 Export Ban Relaxation also allowed parties, producing Nickel Ore, to resume the 

export of unprocessed Nickel Ore, with a Nickel content of less than 1.7% and in ESDM 

approved quantities, for a maximum of five years until 11 January 2022, so long as they: 

 

(a) in the case of foreign-owned producers, committed to divesting 51% of their issued 

shares to local parties within ten years of commencing production; 

 

(b) committed to constructing domestic smelters within five years; 

 

(c) had their smelter construction plans independently verified and approved by ESDM; 

 

(d) made 90% ongoing progress in fulfilling their commitment to domestic smelter 

construction; 

 

(e) renewed their Export Permits every twelve months; 

 

(f) collectively supplied 30% of the low metal content Nickel Ore required by domestic 

smelters; and 

 

(g) paid the applicable export tax of up to 10% (together, “2017 Nickel Ore Export 

Conditions”). 

 

Finally, the 2017 Export Ban Relaxation allowed parties, producing Bauxite Ore, to resume 

the export of washed Bauxite Ore, with an Aluminum Oxide content of at least 42% and in 

ESDM approved quantities, for a maximum of five years until 11 January 2022, so long as 

they: 

 

(a) in the case of foreign-owned producers, committed to divesting 51% of their issued 

shares to local parties within ten years of commencing production;  

 

(b) committed to constructing domestic smelters within five years; 

 

(c) had their smelter construction plans independently verified and approved by ESDM; 

 

(d) made 90% ongoing progress in fulfilling their commitment to domestic smelter 

construction;  

 

(e) renewed their Export Permits every twelve months; and 

 

(f) paid the applicable export tax of up to 10% (together, “2017 Bauxite Ore Export 

Conditions”). 
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While the 2017 Concentrate Continuation was widely expected, the 2017 Nickel Ore & 

Bauxite Ore Export Resumption took many people by surprise. 

 

The Government subsequently brought forward the ban on the export of Nickel Ore, with a 

Nickel content of less than 1.7%, from 11 January 2022 to 31 December 2019 and thereby 

effectively banned the export of all Nickel Ore as of 31 December 2019 (“2019 Nickel Ore 

Export Ban”). The Government, however, left in place the 2017 Concentrate Continuation 

and the 2017 Nickel Ore & Bauxite Ore Export Resumption in respect of Bauxite Ore only.  

 

The 2019 Nickel Ore Export Ban was widely criticized on the basis that investors in the 

Nickel Ore mining industry had, arguably, been misled by the Government when it initially 

indicated they would have another five years to export Nickel Ore, albeit on strict conditions, 

but then reduced the five years to three years with substantially no warning.  

 

Various European trading partners of Indonesia responded to the 2019 Nickel Ore Export 

Ban by refiling an earlier complaint made by Japan to the World Trade Organization 

(“WTO”) (“WTO Complaint”) alleging the 2019 Nickel Ore Export Ban represented a 

breach by Indonesia of its obligations under the General Agreement on Tariffs & Trade 1994 

(“GATT”) to which Indonesia is a party (“2019 Nickel Ore Export Ban WTO 

Complaint”). The 2019 Nickel Ore Export Ban WTO Complaint remains unresolved as of 

today and proceedings in respect of the same are ongoing. 

 

There have been a number of media reports that Indonesia will ban the export of Bauxite Ore 

in 2022 (“2022 Bauxite Ore Ban”).  

 

 

ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION  

 

1. Prospects for 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban 

 

The likelihood of a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban seems very high. 

 

The President, the Minister of Investment/Head of Investment Co-ordination Board 

(“BKPM”) and various other BKPM officials, as well as ESDM officials, have all made 

public statements indicating that there will be a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban as well as bans 

on the export of Tin and various Copper products. 

 

During the G20 Investment Forum event, entitled “Encouraging Accelerated Sustainable and 

Inclusive Investment” on 18 May 2022 (“G20 Investment Forum Event”), the Minister of 

Investment/Head of BKPM was quite explicit that there would be a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export 

Ban as well as a ban on Tin exports. The Investment Minister/BKPM Head was quoted by 

online news portal Kontan.co.id as having said: 

 

“We will stop Bauxite [exports] in 2022 and in late 2022 we will also stop Tin 

exports.” 

 

According to the Minister, the proposed 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban reflects the directives 

of the President to “build downstream and new, renewable and environmentally friendly 

energy-based industries.” 
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The Acting Executive Director of the Indonesian Mining Association (“IMA”) and the 

Chairman of the Association of Indonesian Mining Experts (“Perhapi”) were also quoted by 

Kontan.co.id, in the same news item, as being supportive of the Minister’s announcement of a 

2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban. 

 

More recently, the President was quoted by online news portal detik finance as having said, at 

the Implementation Ceremony of the Planned Second Phase of the Integrated Electric Battery 

Industry at KIT Batang on 8 June 2022, that the export of Bauxite Ore would be banned 

saying: 

 

“And later it will be continued by stopping the export of bauxite raw materials so that 

we can produce finished materials from aluminum” 

 

Unlike the Minister of Investment/Head of BKPM, however, the President did not 

specifically say the export of Bauxite Ore would be banned in 2022. 

 

Finally, during an online discussion on 14 June 2022, the BKPM Deputy for Investment 

Climate Development, Yullot Tanjang, was quoted by kontan.co.id as having said that the 

Government plans to ban the export of several natural resources such as “raw bauxite” in 

2022 followed by a ban on the export of “raw copper” in 2023. Yullot Tanjang apparently 

went on to say that: 

 

“Thus, we will try to increase the added value from the export side for other 

derivative products. This is an economic transformation, especially in the primary 

sector industry.” 

 

As a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban has yet to be implemented, it is always possible the 

Government may still postpone the same as it has done repeatedly in the past with other 

aspects of the domestic processing and refining obligation imposed on all metal mineral 

producers (“DP&R Obligation”). Such a postponement must be regarded as unlikely, 

though, given Indonesia is rebounding strongly from the effects of the economic crisis 

brought on by the 2020 Covid-19 pandemic. A rapidly deteriorating trade balance and/or 

severe Government fiscal problems would be the most obvious reason why the 2022 Bauxite 

Ore Export Ban might not happen. In fact, however, Indonesia’s trade balance has improved 

significantly in 2022 due to high commodity prices and despite temporary “blips” caused by 

the Coal export ban in January 2022 and the more recent Crude Palm Oil export ban. 

Likewise, the fiscal position of the Government has also materially strengthened since the 

depths of the 2020-2021 economic crisis. Accordingly, neither of these potential catalysts for 

a postponement of the 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban is present at the current time.  

 

 

2. Rationale for 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban 

 

At the G20 Investment Forum Event, the Investment Minister/BKPM Head gave two 

justifications or reasons for introducing a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban, being it will (i) 

encourage downstreaming and increased local added value activity and (ii) have a positive 

impact on Indonesia’s trade balance and, more particularly (together with the ban on the 

export of other unprocessed/unrefined metal minerals) reduce/eliminate the existing trade 

balance deficit with China. The G20 Investment Forum Event representatives of IMA and 

Perhapi gave three additional reasons for their support of a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban; 
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being it will (iii) increase employment, (iv) increase state income and (v) reduce dependence 

on imports of processed/refined metal mineral products needed as inputs for domestic 

industry together, (“Five Reasons for 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban”). 

 

The President also referred to some or all of the Five Reasons for 2022 Bauxite Ore Export 

Ban in his 8 June 2022 remarks as well as saying that a 2022 Bauxite Ore Ban (vi) 

represented an “opportunity to build a green economy”. 

 

The Five Reasons for 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban are, of course, nothing new and have, in 

one form or another, been the stated rationale for the DP&R Obligation since it was first 

introduced as part of the 2009 Minerals & Coal Mining Law (as amended). While the 

President’s reference to a “green economy opportunity” is arguably new, it should be seen as 

nothing more than a somewhat different and more contemporary or politically correct way of 

expressing the underlying theoretical objective of the DP&R Obligation; namely, ensuring 

that Indonesia and all Indonesians derive more benefit going forward, from the local mining 

industry, than they have in the past. 

 

As the Government actively promotes a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban, it is interesting to note 

that the long-claimed benefits of strictly enforcing the DP&R Obligation are being 

increasingly challenged by at least some academics and researchers based on the available 

empirical evidence of the positive economic consequences of Indonesia’s domestic 

processing and refining policy or, rather, the relative lack of any such empirical evidence. In 

this regard, reference may be usefully made to a recent article by researcher, Krisna Gupta, 

that was published in The Jakarta Post, in early April 2022, with the title “Indonesia’s Claim 

that Banning Nickel Exports Spurs Downstreaming is Questionable”. As Gupta points out, 

the Government has failed to disclose any data which unequivocally establishes that banning 

the export of unprocessed and unrefined Nickel Ore has delivered or will, inevitably, deliver 

the benefits that are meant to flow from compulsory downstream processing and refining of 

all metal minerals including Nickel Ore. The same may be said of the 2022 Bauxite Ore 

Export Ban and the lack of compelling empirical evidence that any of the Five Reasons for 

2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban can be substantiated. This is also true for the President’s 

“green economy opportunity”. Gupta highlights that the Government’s focus on the resulting 

increase in added value metal mineral exports could be seriously misleading as it overlooks 

the fact that (i) the Government may actually experience revenue loss, from reduced 

corporate tax and export duty collections, as a result of the numerous tax holidays and other 

incentives offered to investors in smelter projects, (ii) there has simply been a transfer of 

added value from mining companies to domestic smelting companies as mining companies 

are forced to sell their mineral ore to domestic smelting companies at a far lower price than is 

available for mineral ore on the international market and (iii) any increase in employment 

opportunities in the metal mineral processing and refining industry may be offset by 

declining employment opportunities in the mineral ore mining industry.  

 

Regardless, however, of whether or not there is any substance to the Five Reasons for 2022 

Bauxite Ore Export Ban or to the President’s “green economy opportunity”, the Government 

clearly thinks it has made huge progress in ensuring that full domestic processing and 

refining of all or, at least most, metal minerals becomes a reality. This is, in fact, increasingly 

hard to deny with ESDM reporting that (a) as of the end of 2021, there were twenty one metal 

mineral smelters operating in Indonesia and (b) by the end of 2024, there will be fifty three 

metal mineral smelters operating in Indonesia, comprising (i) thirty Nickel smelters, (ii) 
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eleven Bauxite smelters, (iii) four Copper smelters, (iv) four Iron smelters, (v) two 

Manganese smelters, (vi) one Zinc smelter and (vii) one Lead smelter.  

 

The real and immediate reason then for the 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban, if it eventuates, 

may actually be little more than Government confidence that, having already successfully (i) 

banned the export of Nickel Ore and numerous other unrefined metal minerals and (ii) 

brought about the construction of twenty one, soon to be fifty three, metal mineral smelters, it 

can and should now do the same thing for Bauxite Ore and Bauxite smelters. 

 

Of course, successfully banning unprocessed/unrefined metal mineral exports and 

successfully mandating smelter construction is definitely not the same thing as making 

progress in realizing the long-claimed benefits of the DP&R Obligation as encapsulated in 

the Five Reasons for 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban and the President’s “green economy 

opportunity”. Many countries, with governments and populations which prioritize protection 

of the environment, would be unlikely to view the impending operation of fifty three 

domestic metal mineral smelters, with their associated pollution risks and other negative 

externalities, as evidence of “progress” of any sort. There is a good reason why such 

countries, in fact, actively discourage the construction of new domestic metal mineral 

smelters or, at least, do not require the construction of new domestic metal mineral smelters 

as part of the “price” payable by metal mineral producers for the right to export their 

production. 

 

 

3. Difference between 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban and 2019 Nickel Ore Export 

Ban 

 

Regardless of the actual benefits and costs associated with a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban, 

the Government has a much more defensible position if it decides to proceed with the 2022 

Bauxite Ore Export Ban than it did when it introduced the 2019 Nickel Ore Export Ban. 

 

The 2017 Nickel Ore & Bauxite Ore Export Resumption was ever only meant to continue for 

a maximum of five years until 11 January 2022. Accordingly, those Bauxite Ore producers 

who were willing and able to comply with the 2017 Bauxite Ore Export Conditions have 

already had the full five years of additional Bauxite Ore exports mandated by the 

Government in 2017 together with an extra six months as of 11 July 2022. Accordingly, 

Bauxite Ore producers and investors in/financiers of Bauxite Ore smelters have no grounds 

for saying that, if the 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban becomes a reality, they have been in any 

way mislead or “short changed” by the Government. Bauxite Ore producers and investors 

in/financiers of Bauxite Ore smelters have, in fact, received everything the Government 

“promised” them in 2017 and more. This is to be contrasted with the position of Nickel Ore 

producers and investors in/financiers of Nickel Ore smelters which thought there would be 

five years of continued Nickel Ore exports (subject to compliance with the 2017 Nickel Ore 

Export Conditions) and may have made substantial investments, in additional Nickel Ore 

production, on the basis of this five year export horizon only to suddenly find that five years 

had been reduced to three years. 

 

Given the highly negative reaction, among producers, investors and financiers, to the 2019 

Nickel Ore Export Ban and the way it was handled by the Government, it may well be that 

the Government has been very careful, this time around, to avoid a similar reaction if and 

when it decides to proceed with a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban. This could well explain why 
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the Government is waiting until well after 11 January 2022 and the expiry of the full five year 

period for resumption of Bauxite Ore exports before it implements a 2022 Bauxite Ore 

Export Ban. Even if there is no compelling empirical evidence to support the claimed benefits 

of a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban, at least the Government appears to have learnt something 

from its poor handling of the 2019 Nickel Ore Export Ban in terms of the importance of not 

undermining the validity of the assumptions of Bauxite Ore producers and investors 

in/financiers of Bauxite Ore smelters. This may be regarded as progress in creating a more 

stable Indonesian investment environment for both domestic and foreign investors. 

 

It will be important, however, for the Government to allow any Bauxite Ore producers, with 

existing export quotas, to continue to export the remaining Bauxite Ore quantities covered by 

their quotas before a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban takes effect. As long as the Government 

honours existing Bauxite Ore export quotas, it will be hard for Bauxite Ore producers and 

investors in/financiers of Bauxite Ore smelters to credibly maintain that any 2022 Bauxite 

Ore Export Ban is inherently unfair or discriminatory.  

 

 

4. Likely Foreign Investor/Trading Partner Reaction to 2022 Bauxite Ore Export 

Ban 

 

If it becomes a reality, there will inevitably be opposition to a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban 

from both (i) Bauxite Ore producers as well as some investors in/financiers of Bauxite Ore 

smelters which would like to be able to use the proceeds from continued Bauxite Ore exports 

to help finance Bauxite Ore smelter construction as well as from (ii) international buyers and 

users of Bauxite Ore that has been traditionally sourced from Indonesia. 

 

Indonesia may well face another WTO Complaint from countries where there is substantial 

reliance, by the local smelting and manufacturing industries, on Bauxite Ore that has been 

traditionally sourced from Indonesia. 

 

The Government has good reason to be concerned that it could end up on the losing side if a 

WTO complaint is filed in respect of the 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban. 

 

Article XI of GATT 1994 (“Article XI”) provides that: 

 

“No prohibitions or restrictions other than duties, taxes or other charges, whether 

made effective through quotas, export licenses or other measures, shall be instituted 

or made by any contracting party on the exportation of any product destined for the 

territory or another contracting party.” 

 

Article XI is understood as generally prohibiting member countries from imposing 

quantitative restrictions on the importing or exporting of any product. 

 

Because quantitative restrictions on exports are viewed as having a much more negative 

impact on international trade than, say, tariffs, the prohibition of such quantitative restrictions 

is a fundamental tenet of GATT. 

 

There are various exceptions to the otherwise sweeping prohibition of quantitative export 

restrictions provided for in Article XI, including exceptions for: 
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(a) temporary prohibitions or restrictions imposed for the purpose of relieving a critical 

shortage of food stuffs in the relevant WTO member; 

 

(b) restrictions to safeguard a member country’s balance of payments; 

 

(c) quantitative restrictions necessary to the development of a particular industry of a 

member country in the early stages of economic development;  

 

(d) restrictions necessary for the protection of human, animal or plant life or health; and 

 

(e) restrictions necessary for the conservation of exhaustible natural resources so long as 

such restrictions are made effective in conjunction with restrictions on domestic 

production or consumption. 

 

The problem Indonesia faces, however, is that none of the above exceptions seem to cover a 

2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban which, if it is implemented, will be for the avowed purpose of 

promoting domestic processing and refining of metal minerals mined in Indonesia as required 

by the 2009 Minerals & Coal Mining Law (as amended). More particularly, any 2022 Bauxite 

Ore Export Ban will not be for the purpose of (i) relieving a chronic shortage of foodstuffs in 

Indonesia, (ii) protecting Indonesia’s balance of payments, (iii) protecting Indonesian human, 

animal or plant life or health or (iv) conserving Indonesia’s exhaustible natural resources. The 

absence of any domestic restrictions on the consumption of Bauxite Ore is almost certainly 

fatal in the case of the potential applicability of this last exception. 

 

Further, as Indonesia can no longer be said to be a country in the early stages of economic 

development, it cannot rely on the exception for industry development initiatives which 

might have otherwise covered the promotion of a domestic metal mineral refining and 

smelting industry for Indonesia.  

 

Technical arguments can, of course, always be made as to why any 2022 Bauxite Ore Export 

Ban should be regarded as falling within one or other of the above described exceptions to the 

Article X1 prohibition on quantitative export restrictions. These technical arguments are, 

however, all likely to fail for one of two reasons. First, the Government has been so 

outspoken in its defence of the strict enforcement of the DP&R Obligation, as being essential 

to Indonesia’s economic development, that any arguments as to why the various exceptions, 

unrelated to promoting economic development, should apply are easily contradicted by the 

Government’s own repeated statements on this score. Second, in 2012, WTO considered a 

complaint brought by the European Union, Japan and the United States against China and in 

respect of China’s efforts to prevent the export of rare earth minerals through a combination 

of duties, quotas and licensing restrictions (“China RE Complaint 2012”). 

 

The China RE Complaint 2012, as well as the way WTO dealt with the same, have important 

implications for how WTO would be likely to rule on any WTO Complaint in respect of a 

2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban if implemented. This is because of (i) the similarities between 

the restrictions China sought to impose on exports of rare earth minerals and any 2022 

Bauxite Ore Export Ban introduced by Indonesia and (ii) the guidance provided by WTO in 

terms to how the Article X1 prohibition on quantitative export restrictions and its various 

exceptions should be interpreted and applied. More importantly, WTO essentially found 

against China on the basis that: 
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(a) while a country does not infringe Article X1 by (i) prohibiting altogether the mining 

of a particular product or (ii) imposing quotas on the quantity of a particular product 

that may be mined;  

 

(b) once a particular product has been mined and enters the market, no restriction on 

export is permissible unless one or other of the previously highlighted exceptions 

applies. 

 

The difficulty WTO’s analysis of and ruling on the China RE Complaint 2012 creates for 

Indonesia, in the event of any WTO Complaint against Indonesia arising out of a 2022 

Bauxite Ore Export Ban, is that Indonesia has not imposed any prohibition or quantitative 

restriction on the mining of Bauxite Ore. Instead, Indonesia is allowing substantially 

unlimited mining of Bauxite Ore while, at the same time, trying to restrict the export of 

Bauxite Ore once it is mined and has otherwise entered the market. The fact that 

unprocessed/unrefined Bauxite Ore can be sold domestically, without any restrictions, may 

also be used to establish that Indonesia’s unprocessed/unrefined Bauxite Ore has, indeed, 

entered the market and, therefore, the Government is simply trying to restrict the export of 

the same. Imposing quotas on or even banning altogether the production of Bauxite Ore 

would not give rise to any WTO problems because such quotas or ban (i) may be said to be 

for the purpose of conserving an exhaustible natural resource and (ii) have their impact before 

Bauxite Ore otherwise enters the market.  

 

Indonesia could, of course, replace the proposed 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban with quotas 

on the production of Bauxite Ore. This, however, would not achieve the Government’s 

objective of creating a domestic Bauxite Ore refining and smelting industry and otherwise 

ensuring greater local value-added activity in respect of Bauxite Ore.  

 

As any 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban is likely to be substantially identical to the 2019 Nickel 

Ore Export Ban, save for the subject metal mineral, the ultimate resolution of the 2019 Nickel 

Ore Export Ban WTO Complaint will provide the best possible indication of how a WTO 

Complaint in respect of any 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban will be resolved. 

 

Just as Indonesia has strenuously defended its position in respect of the 2019 Nickel Ore 

Export Ban WTO Complaint, it may confidently be expected to do likewise in the case of any 

WTO Complaint in respect of a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban if it eventuates. Given the 

many years it typically takes to resolve a WTO Complaint which is strenuously defended, 

time is probably on Indonesia’s side when it comes to a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban and 

any resulting WTO Complaint. The same is true in respect of the ongoing 2019 Nickel Ore 

Export Ban WTO Complaint. The Government no doubt hopes and expects that full domestic 

processing and refining of both Bauxite Ore and Nickel Ore will already be a reality by the 

time any WTO Complaint is resolved against Indonesia. As such, the Government has every 

incentive to prolong WTO Complaint proceedings, in respect of a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export 

Ban, as long as possible. 

 

 

SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS 

 

Taking the public statements of various high ranking Government officials at face value, a 

2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban seems to be almost a “done deal” and, therefore, no one should 

be surprised if it becomes a reality in the next couple of months. 
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Regardless of the economic merits or otherwise of a 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban, the 

Government has already given Bauxite Ore producers more than the promised five year 

period for a continuation of Bauxite Ore exports, albeit under strict conditions. As such and 

as long as existing Bauxite Ore export quotas are honoured, any 2022 Bauxite Ore Export 

Ban should be better received by Bauxite Ore producers and investors in/financiers of 

Bauxite Ore smelters than was the 2019 Nickel Ore Export Ban.  

 

Proper handling of the implementation of any 2022 Bauxite Ore Export Ban will be a positive 

development in terms of achieving greater certainty and fairness for investors in the local 

mining industry. 

 

 

***************************** 

 

 

This article was written by Bill Sullivan, Senior Foreign Counsel with Christian Teo & 

Partners and Senior Adviser to Stephenson Harwood. Christian Teo & Partners is a Jakarta 

based, Indonesian law firm and a leader in Indonesian energy, infrastructure and mining law 

and regulatory practice. Christian Teo & Partners operates in close association with 

international law firm Stephenson Harwood which has eight offices across Asia, Europe and 

the Middle East: Dubai, Hong Kong, London, Paris, Piraeus, Seoul, Shanghai and 

Singapore.  
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