
ADVICE TO APPLICANTS FOR CO-FUNDED EXPLORATION DRILLING GRANTS
If you haven’t already, please read the Guidelines for Submissions document.

General Grants

All applicants, except prospectors who wish to have their applications evaluated in the prospector grant funding pool, should use the General Application form.

Funding in the General Application group is determined by the cost of the program and the depth of drilling. Refund amounts for the General Application group have increased from Round 25 on a trial basis. Eligibility criteria for deep-hole projects have also changed from Round 25 on a trial basis.
Projects which consist of multiple holes where the total direct drilling cost is $360,000 (ex GST) or less, will be eligible for up to 50% refund of direct drilling costs capped at $180,000, (previously capped at $150,000 for projects where direct drilling exceeded $300,000).

A project with one or two deep hole(s), where direct drilling costs exceed $440,000 (ex GST), will be eligible for up to 50% refund of direct drilling costs capped at $220,000 (previously restricted to projects with a single hole and capped at $200,000 for projects where direct drilling costs exceeded $300,000).
Prospector Grants

A pool of funding will be available for grants to bona fide prospectors. Refund amounts for Prospector grants have increased from Round 25 on a trial basis. The maximum co‑funding in this category will be $40,000 (ex GST) per project (previously capped at $30,000 per project).

Conditions of prospector grants are: 

· Available only to genuine prospectors who hold a single or small holding of granted tenements 

· No public company ownership or interest 

· Only one application per tenement or combined reporting group
· 25% of the co-funding must be spent on geochemical analysis of samples from the drilling if non-cored drilling is undertaken
· Prospectors may engage a geological consultant/contract geologist write and submit an application on their behalf. A refund of up to $1000 (ex GST) can be claimed additional to the co-funding offer e.g. Offer of $40,000 plus $1000. The refund is only provided if the applicant is offered a grant, and completes the drilling.
Handicapping of multiple applications

Where an applicant has submitted multiple applications, each application will be assessed and those applications with the lower total marks, will be handicapped by 5 scoring points. The application with the highest assessed total mark is not handicapped.
For example,

Application 2 is assessed to have a total of 62 points – not handicapped retains mark of 62

Application 1 is assessed to have a total of 57 points – handicapped to 52 point

Application 3 is assessed to have a total of 45 points – handicapped to 39 points

This policy reduces the possibility of a few applicants with significant remote tenement holdings dominating grants under the co-funding program. 
One application per tenement/title/combined reporting group
Only one application per mineral tenement/combined reporting group, geothermal title or petroleum title or drilling reservation will be accepted per application round.

Applicant is not the tenement holder

Where the applicant is not the tenement holder, the applicant must attach a letter from the tenement holder agreeing to the co-funding application and to the conditions under which Co-funding is granted to the applicant, particularly the early release of information (including core where diamond drilling has occurred). A proforma letter, which can be used for this purpose, is available here http://www.dmp.wa.gov.au/Documents/Geological-Survey/GSWA-Tenement_Owner_Agreement.docx
An application for co-funding will not be assessed if this condition is not fulfilled if relevant.

Drilling by a third party

Drilling must be undertaken by a third party, whereby submitted drillers invoices show a different company name, address and ABN from the successful applicant awarded the EIS co-funded drilling grant.

Applicants to have an Australian Business Number (ABN)

All applicants are required to have an ABN. This is required for the application and for the number to be displayed on applicant invoices submitted to the department. Applicants do not have to be registered for GST.

Advice for applicants 

Multi-staged projects where second or subsequent stages are conditional on results of previous stages will be considered for funding for guaranteed stages only. Proposals which show that concepts have been ground–truthed have a higher chance of success. This means that proposals on tenements that are still in the application stage (not yet granted) are less likely to be successful.
As the Co-funded Drilling Program supports exploration drilling in underexplored areas, proposals which cover projects where previous effective drilling has been undertaken or which could be considered to be resource definition drilling or appraisal, stimulation or development drilling will not be considered for co-funding.

All clearances, Program of Works (POW’s), heritage surveys and other approvals are the responsibility of the applicant.

Completing the Online Application
This process is competitive having attracted more than 100 applicants vying for a finite amount of money in previous funding rounds. So maximise your chance of success, and don’t underestimate the quality of other applications. 
All applications will be assessed by several independent geologists with many years of industry experience. You have to include sufficient information to allow the assessors to understand your proposal. 
The Project Criteria should be addressed in a comprehensive but concise answer. Do not leave the criteria blank and refer the assessor to an attached report. Your applications will be judged on your response to each criteria within the space provided, with attachments used to provide further clarification. Make the answer relevant to each question and do not repeat information given under other criteria.

You may find it helpful to write an answer to each criteria in Microsoft Word (or similar) first. This will ensure that your response is concise, informative and avoids repetition. Furthermore, it can ensure that each section has the correct number of characters. Please note that it is a character count, not a word count for the criteria fields.

Give some details on location and tectonic unit. Don’t expect the assessor to know where Spinifex Bore or the Mary Mine is located, or to look up Tengraph Web to locate tenements.
Attachments should include diagrams and maps that clearly illustrate and are relevant to the proposal. Ideally they could include:
· Location map – location of tenement(s) relative to towns, major geographical sites;

· Geological maps – the regional setting and, if available local geology;

· Past exploration, especially previous drilling;
· Locations of the proposed drillholes, or drill lines if doing reconnaissance drilling;
· Summary maps of any relevant geophysics or surface geochemistry;
· Cross sections (important) showing interpreted geology and proposed/past drillholes; make sure that cross-sections have vertical and horizontal scales and can be located relative to a surface plan;

· Any geophysical modelling that has been used to justify depth and location of target;

Long reports will not be read and remember that supporting files must total less than 15 Mb and cannot include zip files.
Under “Methods of Analysis”, where possible list the elements to be analysed and the analytical techniques to be used. For multi-element analysis a comment such as “Ag, Cu, Pb, Zn, Ni, Co and 33 other elements” with the technique to be applied should be stated. Other techniques to be applied to either the samples or down-hole should be listed, but remember that as this will be used for the purpose of evaluating the application the applicant will be expected to supply results from all proposed analyses and techniques in the final report. There is no need to explain the sampling method on the rig or the sample preparation in the lab, and we would assume that any explorer would log the rock types during drilling.
Remember that your proposal is generally one of 70 to 90+ that the assessor is reviewing. Give the assessor the details needed to understand the proposal, but don’t bury the message in irrelevant or repeated information. The assessors would prefer to judge your proposal on its technical merit — not the inadequacy of your presentation.

Common failures observed in applications

· No map with proposed drill hole locations 

· Forgetting to attach any diagrams
· Poorly annotated diagrams where there is no legend, no scale, no north arrow, or where the legend has multiple subtle shade-changes in a black and white image, or multiple colours at are not discernible at the scale the figure is presented

· Text mentions historical data, but there is failure to explain how it supports the drill targeting / model

· Failure to explain how the model was derived and the data used to create the model

· Failure to mention how the newly acquired data will contribute to your model and expand regional geological knowledge

· Saying it is innovative, but no explanation on how it departs from ‘normal’ exploration

· Failure to provide a map clearly showing where the project is located regionally
· No cross section demonstrating target depth, geology, past drilling depths

· Diagrams having no relevance to the discussion in the criteria fields 
· Repetition of text/descriptions in multiple criteria fields

· More than one application on the same combined reporting group, or a tenement is listed in more than on application.

