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Annex 1 - Dealing with conflict minerals at RENK

Legislation and background

In various countries, particularly in the Democratic Republic of the Congo and its neighboring states, the
proceeds from the mining of “conflict minerals” directly or indirectly finance armed conflicts. The term “con-
flict minerals” refers to tantalum, tin, tungsten, gold (3TG), cobalt and mica and all other minerals that are
defined as such in the applicable regulations for the procurement of conflict minerals. Serious human rights
violations have occurred in connection with the mining of these minerals. Therefore, legal bases and world-
wide initiatives were created in order to prevent the use of conflict minerals.

According to EU Regulation 2017/821 of May 17, 2017 on curbing the trade of conflict minerals, minerals
from other conflict and high-risk areas are also considered to be regulated conflict minerals. This includes
areas in which there is an armed conflict or which are in a weakened situation following a conflict, as well
as areas with weak or lacking governance and security structures. It also affects states that systematically
violate international law, including human rights violations.

In addition, RENK is orientated towards the global requirements and guidelines for the procurement of con-
flict minerals, and Section 1502 of the US Dodd-Frank Act.

Our claim

At RENK we are aware of our corporate responsibility, and thus create the conditions for sustainable cor-
porate success. The importance of this topic to RENK is illustrated by our efforts to collect data from up-
stream sources, and to support due diligence reviews of the supply chain. RENK demands of itself and its
suppliers that all products are free from conflict minerals.

Even if RENK does not purchase the minerals concerned directly, we are aware that conflict minerals can
be part of the supply chain. With this in mind, at RENK, we have set ourselves the goal of responsible
procurement of these minerals by implementing the OECD Due Diligence Guidance for Responsible Supply
Chains of Minerals from Conflict-Affected and High-Risk Areas.

For this reason, RENK has introduced an internal reporting regulation.

Requirements for RENK suppliers

RENK expects its suppliers to support compliance with the applicable rules and specifications for the pro-
curement of minerals from conflict and high-risk areas. The implementation of the necessary due diligence
in the supply chain is crucial for this. RENK therefore obliges its suppliers to submit all necessary reports,
documents, and written confirmations upon request.

In particular, RENK obliges its suppliers
e not to buy products and materials containing conflict minerals directly from "conflict mines",

¢ not to discriminate against legitimate sources of conflict minerals, and thereby contribute to conflict-
free trade,

e toprovide reports that document the presence and origin of materials based on the report template
of the Responsible Minerals Initiative "RMI Conflict Minerals Reporting Template" and ,Extended
Minerals Reporting Template” from legitimate sources,

e obtain materials from smelters that have been declared compliant through audit protocols of the
Responsible Minerals Initiative or mutually recognized audit protocols, and

e to comply with EU Regulation 2017/821.

RENK carries out a responsible pre-selection of suppliers and expects that they make the same demands
on their direct suppliers. In this way, the goal of conflict-free procurement and the protection of human rights
can be achieved.

The feedback regarding the use of conflict minerals is mandatory for RENK suppliers without exception. A
missing response from a supplier can lead to further measures, up to and including the abandonment of
future cooperation.
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Annex 2 - Internal Reporting

The following Annex forms an integral part of this Governance Rule.

"Product Level"

al7eompany Lovel must be made available

non-compliant

Immediate rejection of
reports. ‘

s [ T T R R R e 1 R T e 1
{ i Ll !
5w |
i January of each year : : Escalation process i : End of April :
i ) d Audit d All suppliers with missing feedback and | | Beginning of March
' Startofthe supply chain | | udit process, due : I | Beginniog of !
i I query for the ne[\’/\?r{zpu ding || diligence, risk non-compllan_t reports are escalated | i Eggghi?g |
2 | yearwithdispatchofthe | | assessment, reminders internally. i | Merging the reported final i
o | conflict minerals campaign | i In fl t of a lack of cooperation on | | CMR[;H %MET company reporis i
£ | il the part of the supplier, the supplier can | | Al CMRT/ EMRT (Y-1) |
T | n i .
o i Ll f non-response or non- i : :
‘ L compliance with reporting quality. i i
[ s
1 i 4 !
;
J | L !
; L ‘ ] o !
I i bl !
i ) P Reguirsments for. End of March i i
o New capaign L s | -
E i Request to provide the : ! Non-compliant Leading forsubmession of : : :
| | : i
& I CMRT/ EMRT reports via [ smelters are In mgocn?;ﬁaﬁft non eports (CMRTEEMRT) | i |
5 | the Supplier Platform [ not accepted. i |
@ i IVALUA [ W ’ smelters, a report at i i i
) [ ; :
| I o [
! i I !
| :



