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IWCC Legal Disclaimer

The purpose of this presentation is to guide
programs benefiting the copper industry and to
provide attendees with information to make
independent business decisions

2



Confidential

3

MARKET 
INTELLIGENCE

CODES & 
STANDARDS

INDUSTRY 
NEWS & UPDATES

ADVOCACY 

MARKET 
SUPPORT

EVENTS & 
NETWORKING



Confidential

4



Confidential

Copper & the U.S. copper industry are critical to America’s policy goals
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U.S. copper demand is projected to double by 2035, fueled by data centers, grid 

expansion/hardening, national energy strategy, defense, infrastructure & EVs

Source: S&P Global, 2024
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U.S. leadership in data centers 
(CloudScene, U.S. Global Investors, March 2024) 
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• 7-8% of total U.S. copper demand (2023)
• 75% power dist., 22% grounding/interconnections 3% plumbing/HVAC
• 400kg/rack, 20-40 tons/MW, 3-6 kg/ft2
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Overhead aluminum transmission lines dominate the U.S., but climate 
disasters and grid upgrades present big opportunities for copper
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U.S. EV market growth is shaped by several drivers; Every 10% 
increase in EV sales requires ~55k tonnes of additional copper
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Upgrading America’s water infrastructure to remove lead pipes
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U.S. will need an ‘all-of-the-above’ copper sourcing strategy to 
meet the projected doubling of demand by 2035 
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High import reliance on refined copper
(S&P Global, U.S. Refined Supply & Demand)
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High import reliance on refined copper
(S&P Global, U.S. Refined Supply & Demand)
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Permitting challenges stymie access to America’s 275Mt copper endowment
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Scrap in focus: U.S. smelter production from scrap vs. scrap exports
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U.S. is the largest copper scrap exporter & China is the largest importer
(U.S. International Trade Commission & U.S. Department of Commerce, 2023)
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Copper tariffs?
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Image credit: ChosunBiz
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Countries around the world are developing their own “critical” lists to 
both support increased domestic production as well as keep important 
minerals within their borders

18



Confidential

U.S. Critical Minerals – supporting supply AND demand
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2022 Critical Minerals List: Copper did not meet scoring criteria
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Copper is Critical Campaign
Launched February 2023
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Government Advocacy Public Relations

www.CopperIsCritical.org
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Copper is Critical Campaign
Launched February 2023
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Government Advocacy

 
United States Department of the Interior 

U.S. Geological Survey 
Office of the Director 

Reston, Virginia 20192 
 

April 13, 2023 
The Honorable Kyrsten Sinema 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
Dear Senator Sinema: 
 
Thank you for your letter to Secretary Haaland dated February 2, 2023, requesting that copper be 
reconsidered for inclusion on the list of critical minerals.  I am pleased to respond on behalf of 
the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS).  In this response, we briefly review the approach the USGS 
follows in leading the interagency development of the list of critical minerals, address the 
concerns raised in your letter, and highlight the latest data and some specific considerations 
regarding USGS studies related to copper. 
 
Methodology 
 
The list of critical minerals is based on a methodology developed over several years under the 
leadership of the USGS and with interagency input coordinated by the White House Office of 
Science and Technology Policy's National Science and Technology Council (NSTC) Critical 
Minerals Subcommittee.  Minerals were included on the 2022 list of critical minerals1 based on 
three evaluations: (1) a quantitative evaluation wherever sufficient data were available, (2) a 
semi-quantitative evaluation of whether the supply chain had a single point of failure, and (3) a 
qualitative evaluation when other evaluations were not possible2.  The quantitative methodology 
is based on an approach that defines supply risk as the confluence of the following three factors: 
(1) the likelihood of a foreign supply disruption, (2) the dependency of the U.S. manufacturing 
sector on foreign supplies (i.e., net import reliance), and (3) the vulnerability of the U.S. 
manufacturing sector to a supply disruption.  The consideration of these factors to assess 
criticality is consistent with the definition of a “critical mineral” from the Energy Act of 2020.   
 
For both accuracy and completeness, the list is based on the most recent data for actual 
consumption and production of mineral commodities.  Your letter notes that data from 2018 
were the most recent used in developing the 2022 list of critical minerals.  Development and 
publication of the new methodology and the associated quantitative analysis was completed in 
2020-2021, using data from 2018, the most recent year for which complete datasets (both USGS 
and external) were available for inclusion in the analysis.  Subsequently, the methodology and 
draft list were subject to a rigorous review process including peer review required of all USGS  

 
1 https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2022/02/24/2022-04027/2022-final-list-of-critical-minerals 
2 Nassar, N.T., and Fortier, S.M., 2021, Methodology and technical input for the 2021 review and revision of the 
U.S. Critical Minerals List: U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report 2021–1045, 31 
p., https://doi.org/10.3133/ofr20211045. 
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U.S. Dept of Energy Critical Materials List – Cu Added July 2023
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DOE Critical 
Material

Disadvantage

USGS Critical 
Minerals 

automatically 
on DOE list, 
but not the 

reverse
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Legislative strategy: Critical Mineral Consistency Act

Bringing the value of copper and its alloys to society 26
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Bipartisan House Members of Congress reintroduced the Critical Mineral 
Consistency Act (CMCA) in the 119th Congress on January 29; Senate 
Companion Bill introduced on February 25 with bipartisan co-sponsors.
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Call to action: Help us secure copper’s inclusion on the list!
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Thank you!
 adam.estelle@copperalliance.us


