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AT S A BN & 5722 4 (UNECE) RIRE L ZK A (EGRM) F154b
i, BESCRFL O N RAEARHE (BRE E TR RAESE ) (UNFC) ke I H 21T
Ry R IR TAE, Fir AT S OEMEREZR) (CRMA) TR B IS I H
157 (Strategic Project Application Form, SPF) [JAHCERAE B K. A EMR
PP R B — e E N ZOUE, TS S MW, [R5 R B )32 1R
HAnfrir— 2.

RYE COBREEMENER) ATHESER RIS H i, K AEREE I H PRSI IR F
{0 B RK B 2% 514> (European Commission, EC) #HT71Fe, BHAKHEKEZE RSN,
Tl Ak /MMl (DG GROW) 3k, FERKPFERMCFF MR, TXH
BRHE S T oxigiade, ARHE AR R AR H QU L AR, BFEFR. I [ B AREE
Jrw), EpER LIV 1) B EORATAT I, 2) M55 A 3) M. Hha 5 iR

(ESG) A %; 4) UNFC 432!,

R, A4ER FE 2 M) UNFC &Ko o1, HHERST R AT H #iE 7 358 i1 H 1
17 UNFC 70 Kvbfh. ik, ARt 7 —MoEsILr 5%, @ik SPF g LI — R A1 “F5
#ilK1 2 (Controlling Factors) » X H VTR “ICHEATE (Key Terms) ”, 515 UNFC 432K
M —BULTT MR R . 7 E X B HAS B RS H3E, i UNFC 7328 RE18 5050 I Bt
AU EE I H ) A E AR RS . BT RANIUHE UNFC 4328 ] 43 B 1 D7k s 1) 42
T, TWERATEHEIE, EATEHELTR, UNFC L NIET—Aarie: BIIH Big 5 B
Pt HE BN ELSETIE, B0 B T RIRAA . &orikds —& L 1 rvrel
FiFE (evaluation grid) SRS, M MEH T8 SPF FIZRBLUN 2 UNFC 7Bk R, %P
AR B AR ORI H 73 2R RERE 1A S W HAE SCIL R B OGP RHAZE) IIrisc e s H A5
J7TH I DR SE . B E 2, UNFC B0 BR RAEME 5t N bAT 7 EE A%, DLAULA
CRMA i3 H ) 2 X——BI M UNFC )5 &, Frig<“nf473iH (Viable Project) ,
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F UNFC it B 4328, 55 AE 24 e IEA R
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o SRR R E A E A RIR I H R EE, N I KR T R R AT . H
BEMNAEYE: o] (b)

Lhttps://single-market-economy.ec.europa.eu/calls-expression-interest/sign-expert-strategic-projects-under-
critical-raw-materials-act_en
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https://ec.europa.eu/docsroom/documents/60154
https://ec.europa.eu/docsroom/documents/60154
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Key Terms

Possible E axis
Category/ies

Possible F axis
Category/ies

Possible G axis
Category/ies

Technical Study

Feasibility

1,2

Prefeasibility

1,2

Scoping Study

1,2,3

Reserve/Resou
rce
Assessment
Results

Proved Reserve

1

Probable Reserve

Measured Resource

Indicated Resource

Inferred Resource

Confidence
Levelin
Estimates

High

Moderate

Low

Secured Supply

Supply Continuity Agreements

Technical Study based on recognizable standards

1,2

1,2

PR (RPIWINR WINIFPIN

Reserve / Resource Estimates Compliant with
National / International Standards

Permit Status*

Acquired

Pending

Not Permitted

Technical
Development

In Production

Construction Ongoing

Advanced Development Stage

1,2

Planning Stage

N| R Rrw|N| -

Available Infrastructure

1,2

Infrastructure Support Needed

2,3

Confirmed Development

Detailed Engineering Phase

1,2

Region with Significant Mining
History

1,2

TRL (UNFC Guidance Europe)

1,2,3

Intellectual Property Rights

1,2

Commercially Available
Technology

1,2

Environmental
Impact

EIA available

SEIA available

Other environmental impact
assessment reports available

Social Impact

SLO available

Health and Safety Measures

Local Support

Compliance with Social
Standards / Protocols

Social Adversary / Opposition

Financially Viable

1,2

* I8 I H 5 B R A SRV R /U
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PRE Lo

UNFC Classes Defined by Categories and Sub-categories
- Sold or used production
3
£ Production which is unused or consumed in operations
Q.
Categories
Class Sub-class
E F G
On Production 1 1.1 1,23
Viable Projects Approved for Development 1 1.2 3
_é g Justified for Development 1 13 1,23
0 M
- : .
% 3 Potentially Viable Development Pending 2 2.1 1,23
° g Progects Development On Hold 2 22 1,23
c
X .
Non-Viable Development Unclarified 32 22 1,23
Projects Development Not Viable 33 23 123
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Evaluation Grid, Table for E axis

Sec. Controlling Factor Options Additional Explanation E axis Category Result
Provided A detailed business plan provided as appropriate evidence, including 1
Vi
risk mitigation, commercialisation strategy, fiscal framework
i i i iti Inadequate evidence, some aspects of the business plan are not made
Provide the project business plan as an additional document Incomplete / weak ‘ q en p p 2
available or preliminary
Not provided No business plan submitted 3
Satisfactory level of information Comprehensive coverage of the requested information 1
Summarise the project value proposition, including company
strategy, approach to commercialisation, market analysis including Adequate level of information Sufficient coverage 2
5 target markets, key customers, and main competitors
Unsatisfactory level of information Minimum coverage 3
Satisfactory level of information Well described mitigation measures and risk 1
Summarise the key risks related (including market, credit, liquidity)
to the business plan which could impact the financial viability of the | Adequate level of information Sufficient description 2
project and describe mitigation measures
Unsatisfactory level of information Not enough 3
Approved & Acquired The project is in possession of a permit to produce 1
. Approval Pending Application has been submitted or being initiated 2
6 Permit Status . o .
Not been Initiated No initiative has been taken to apply for permit 3
Not approved Not been approved and the risk of appeals is too high 3
) . . ) Benefits are clear 1
For projects in the EU only, describe the project’s cross-border -
) . Benefits are not clear 2
benefits beyond the Member State involved =
Not applicable Not relevant
For projects in third countries or Overseas Countries and Territories | Project adds value 1
OCTs) that are emerging markets or developing economies onl .
7 ( _) g g' i ping . Y, Project does not add value 2
describe how the project is adding value to the EU and the third
country concerned Not applicable Not relevant
For projects in third countries or OCTs identify any potential Low potential risk Less than 10% 1
bottlenecks you may encounter regarding trade and investment Moderate potential risk Between 10 and 90% 2
conditions High potential risk More than 90% 3
: : I Yes 1
Do you adhere to any international certification schemes?
8 ) . . Under process 2
Provide any relevant documentation as additional document ~ 5
o
. . i Clear and strict monitoring, prevention, and minimisation of negative
Strong positive environmental practices . ) 1
environmental impacts efforts are followed
Summarise how the monitoring, prevention and minimisation of . i . Monitoring, prevention, and minimisation of negative environmental
Env . . . ) Moderate positive environmental practices , , . . . 2
environmental impacts is carried out impacts efforts are in place with considerable space for improvement
. . . No adherence to practices for monitoring, prevention, and
No positive environmental practices L . . ) 3
minimisation of negative environmental impacts




Approved assessment 1
If available, provide a summary document of EIA, SEIA or similar Under assessment 2
environmental impact assessment report as additional document Denied 3
Not initiated 3
Social responsibility is a clear priority of the project (practices in place
High socially responsible practices B y . . : Y project (p B 1
to support). Adversity is unlikely
Summarise how socially adverse impacts are prevented and Intermediate Social practices could be enhanced as opposition might emerge. 5
minimised using socially responsible practices as concerns respect Possible adversity
No social responsibility taken as part of the project. Social opposition
None taken ] . P o y P . proJ PP 3
exists or high possibilities of adversity
i o . . Measures adhere to acceptable standards, leading to formal support
Maximum and prioritised social measures listed . . N . ) 1
from local/neighboring communities (SLO in place for instance)
Describe how meaningful engagement with local/affected Some measures are listed but more can be done to enhance public
communities and relevant social partners is carried out. List all Intermediate measures acceptance (There is support from local/neighboring communities but 2
Soc | concrete measures and their status to facilitate public acceptance not formally / or unknown)
Nothing is being done to facilitate public acceptance (Support is
No measures & e . R R (Supp 3
unknown / opposition is clear)
High local hiring, with upskilling and/or reskilling 1
support
Intermediate local hiring, with upskilling and/or
Provide a summary of potential jobs to be created by the project s & P 2 / 2
. . . . reskilling support
(directly and indirectly) and their areas. Describe how would you — — - —
- - Low and minimal local hiring, with upskilling
support the upskilling and/or reskilling . 3
and/or reskilling support
Low and minimal local hiring, with no upskilling 3
and/or reskilling support
Summarise how transparent business practices with adequate Compliant with international standards 1
compliance policies are used in the project to prevent and minimise
Gov P . P o -~ . . L , Adequate compliance 2
adverse impacts on the functioning of public administration
including anti-bribery and anti-corruption Not compliant 3

Lowest Ranking Category / Balanced Judgement




Evaluation Grid, Table for F axis

Sec. Controlling Factor Options Additional Explanation F axis Category Result
Production / Construction 1
Feasibility Study 1
Complete & Successful 2
Pre-feasibility Ongoing 2
1 Project Development Stage
Not Planned 2
Complete & Successful 2
Scoping Study Ongoing 2
Not planned 3
. . . Comprehensive coverage of the requested information, well
Satisfactory level of information . o 1
demonstrated technical feasibility
Sufficient coverage, justification of technical feasibility is ongoing 2
Sufficient coverage, justification of technical feasibility may be subject 5
. . . . Adequate level of information to significant delay
Summarise the project’s technical feasibility — T = —— =
Sufficient coverage, justification of technical feasibility requires 5
additional data at current time due to limited potential
Minimum coverage, site specific studies 3
Unsatisfactory level of information Minimum coverage, local studies 3
Minimum coverage, early stages
Low potential risk Risk less than 10% 1
Summarise risks related to access to necessary technology includin
) . i = : Moderate potential risk Risk between 10 and 90% 2
the intellectual property rights related to the technology used
High potential risk Risk more than 90% 3
4
No infrastructure requirements needed (complete and ready) 1
No support needed Capital funds have been committed and implementation of the 1
development is underway
Final stages of developments before complete and ready 1
infrastructure
Minor support needed Developments are ongoing to complete project infrastructure 2
Summarise the status and potential needs of infrastructure support Developments may be subject to significant delay to complete project 5
infrastructure
Developments are pending, as support is needed for various
infrastructure requirements (Electric/Power, Transport, Machinery, 3
Major support needed Security, Facility, etc.)
Major support needed, as project is still in early stages 3
Proven system in operational environment (TRL9)
Provide the level of confidence in delivering the expected project System complete and qualified (TRL 8)
outputs within its operational environment System prototype demonstrated in operational (TRL7) 1
environment




Technology demonstrated in relevant

. (TRL6) 1
environment
Technology validated in relevant environment (TRL5) 1
Project activities are ongoing to justif
’ : e o R (TRL 3/4) 2
development in the foreseeable future
Project activities are on hold and/or where
justification as a viable development may be (TRL 3/4) 2
subject to significant delay
Technology validated in laboratory (TRL 4) 3
Experimental proof of concept (TRL 3) 3
i Project is likely to be successful (technological and environmental
Provided id . 1
Provide available studies on project’s technological maturity as an consideration)
additional document Incomplete / weak Potential technical issues identified 2
Not provided Technology not demonstrated in the relevant environment 3
. i . Comprehensive coverage of the requested information, well
Satisfactory level of information . 1
demonstrated at all stages of the project
Summa'r|ze the project’s fmancmg including fc?reseen capital sl Ere el shiisrieen S e )
5 expenditures (CAPEX) and operational expenditure (OPEX) at
different project development stages Minimum coverage, site specific 3
Unsatisfactory level of information Minimum coverage, local studies 3
Minimum coverage, early stages 3
Comprehensive coverage of the requested information, well
demonstrated at all stages of the project (timetable for operation 1
. . . begins before 2030)
. ) . Satisfactory level of information - - -
Summarise the operational planning for the development of the Comprehensive coverage of the requested information, well
project (timetable) and the key milestones including construction demonstrated at all stages of the project (timetable for operation 1
6 and roll out begins in 2030)
Adequate level of information Sufficient coverage 2
Unsatisfactory level of information Minimum coverage 3
Identify the key operational risks affecting the project and describe | LOW operational risk Risk less than 10% 1
risk mitigation measures. Include risks associated with project Moderate operational risk Risk between 10 and 90% 2
design, construction, operation, and decommissioning High operational risk Risk more than 90% 3
o . ) . . ) Highly innovative 1
For Substitution Projects, describe the innovation potential of the — -
3 . Intermediate innovation 2
project : -
Low to no innovation 3

Lowest Ranking Category / Balanced Judgement




Evaluation Grid, Table for G axis - Extraction

) ] . . G axis
Sec. Controlling Factor Options Additional Explanation Result
Category
N o The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
Significant contribution to CRMA benchmarks . o . . . L 1
relatively significant and well supported in terms of confidence in estimation
Describe the relevance of the project for the EU including position The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
o p J &P Contributing to CRMA benchmarks g . g y . g . . P proj 2
of the project in the value chain notable and supported in terms of confidence in estimation
The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
Minor contribution to CRMA benchmarks . e q q . Y & . . o B prel 3
minor with inadequate support in terms of confidence in estimation
. . Clear and Specific Assessment (The response details specific, standardized, and recognized
High Confidence . ) . 1
. o assessment methods, with reference to industry standards, methodologies, or tools used).
Describe the assessment methods, used classification of resources - —
. . . . Resource Assessment methods are mentioned but lack depth or specificity, only general approaches
3 and the level of confidence in the resource. Medium Confidence . . . , 2
. ) are discussed without detailed explanation.
Describe also other relevant co-products if relevant - , = =
i Resource Assessment is vague about the methods and/or doesn't mention any specific assessment
Low Confidence . 3
techniques.
. . Classification of Resource based on a recognized classification system, and signed off by a qualified
High Confidence 1
person
Provide any available third-party documentation about resource ) ! Classification is provided but may not align perfectly with recognized standards (or signed off by a
. . Medium Confidence . 2
estimates as an additional document qualified person)
Low Confidence The classifications used are unclear or non-standard. 3
Lowest Ranking Category / Balanced Judgement
Evaluation Grid, Table for G axis — Processing and Recycling
; . - . G axis
Sec. Controlling Factor Options Additional Explanation Result
Category
N . The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
Significant contribution to CRMA benchmarks . o . . . L 1
relatively significant and well supported in terms of confidence in estimation
Describe the relevance of the project for the EU including position The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
. p J 2 Contributing to CRMA benchmarks g i g y . g L P proj 2
of the project in the value chain notable and supported in terms of confidence in estimation
The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
Minor contribution to CRMA benchmarks . e q q . Y : . . o B prel 3
minor with inadequate support in terms of confidence in estimation
Description of material inputs includes comprehensive and well-documented information (covering
the source, composition, and quantity of each input), origin of materials is verified through credible
3 High Confidence and consistent sources (certifications, traceability documentation, or direct supply chain audits), and 1
assessment methods used are well-established, widely accepted in the industry, and validated by
qualified person or standards
. o L The material inputs are described adequately, though some details may be less comprehensive,
Describe the material inputs, their origin and assessment methods . . . i .
i . origin of materials is known but some information may rely on secondary sources or less direct
Medium Confidence . . i 2
evidence, and assessment methods used are standard for the industry but might not be as
thoroughly validated.
Description of material inputs is vague or incomplete, lacking detailed information on source,
Low Confidence composition, or quantity, origin of materials is uncertain, and assessment methods used are either 3

not well-established, are outdated, or lack validation




Provided

Strong evidence to support product estimates 1
If relevant provide further information as an additional document Incomplete / weak Intermediate / weak evidence to support product estimates 2
Not provided No evidence to support product estimates 3
Lowest Ranking Category / Balanced Judgement
Evaluation Grid, Table for G axis — Substitution
i : - . G axis
Sec. Controlling Factor Options Additional Explanation Result
Category
N 0 The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
Significant contribution to CRMA benchmarks . o . . . . 1
relatively significant and well supported in terms of confidence in estimation
Describe the relevance of the project for the EU including position The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
o p J &p Contributing to CRMA benchmarks g . & ¥ . g L P proj 2
of the project in the value chain notable and supported in terms of confidence in estimation
The estimated quantities and quality of strategic raw materials to be produced from the project are
Minor contribution to CRMA benchmarks . e q | . v & . . . : e 3
minor with inadequate support in terms of confidence in estimation
3
Provided Strong evidence to support product estimates 1
If relevant provide further information as an additional document Incomplete / weak Intermediate / weak evidence to support product estimates 2
Not provided No evidence to support product estimates 3

Lowest Ranking Category / Balanced Judgement







