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Section 1 – Conflict Minerals Disclosure

Item 1.01    Conflict Minerals Disclosure and Report

Statements in this Specialized Disclosure Report ("Form SD") and the attached Conflict Minerals Report which are not historical facts, such as those that
may be identified by the use of words such as "anticipate," "believe," "could," "estimate," "expect," "feel," "forecast," "intend," "may," "plan," "potential,"
"project," "should," "would," and similar expressions, are forward-looking statements under the provisions of the Private Securities Litigation Reform Act of 1995.
By their nature, forward-looking statements involve risks and uncertainties because they relate to events and depend on circumstances that may or may not occur
in the future. These risks and uncertainties include, but are not limited to, our ability to successfully implement our Conflict Minerals program and engage
suppliers in obtaining more responsive and complete information. Forward-looking statements reflect management's analysis as of the date of this filing.
Additional important factors that could cause actual procedures performed to differ materially from our expectations are more fully described in our filings with
the Securities and Exchange Commission (the “SEC”). Except as required by applicable law, we do not undertake to publicly update or revise any of these
forward-looking statements, whether as a result of new information, future events, or otherwise. Copies of our filings are available from our Investor Relations
department or from the SEC website, www.sec.gov.

The Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act, which was signed into law in July 2010, mandated that the SEC create rules that assess
whether certain materials (Conflict Minerals, as defined below) originating in the Democratic Republic of the Congo (the “DRC”) or adjoining countries (the DRC
and adjoining countries are together referred to as the “Covered Countries”) were benefiting armed groups in the area. In August 2012, the SEC issued its final
rule, Rule 13p-1 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 ("Rule 13p-1"), on the reporting of Conflict Minerals.

Rule 13p-1 requires disclosure of certain information when a company manufactures or contracts to manufacture products, and the minerals specified in Rule
13p-1 are necessary to the functionality or production of those products. The specified minerals, referred to as “Conflict Minerals,” are gold, columbite-tantalite
(coltan), cassiterite, and wolframite, or their derivatives, which are limited to tantalum, tin, and tungsten, or any other mineral or its derivatives determined by the
U.S. Secretary of State to be financing conflict in the Covered Countries.

This Form SD is provided in accordance with Rule 13p-1 for the period from January 1, 2019 to December 31, 2019 (the "Reporting Period").

Conflict Minerals Disclosure

We manufacture, or contract to manufacture, products for which Conflict Minerals are necessary to the functionality or production of those products. As a
result, we conducted in good faith a reasonable country of origin inquiry (“RCOI”) regarding the Conflict Minerals included in our products, in order to determine
whether any of these Conflict Minerals originated in the Covered Countries and were not from recycled or scrap sources. We believe that our RCOI is reasonably
designed to determine whether any of the Conflict Minerals that are necessary to the functionality of our products originated in the Covered Countries, and if so,
whether they were from recycled or scrap sources.

Pursuant to Rule 13p-1, if a registrant has reason to believe that any of the Conflict Minerals in its supply chain may have originated in one of the Covered
Countries, or if such registrant is unable to determine the country of origin of those Conflict Minerals, then it must file a Conflict Minerals Report with the SEC
describing the due
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diligence measures it has undertaken or will undertake regarding the source and chain of custody of these Conflict Minerals.

During the course of our RCOI, we received responses from our suppliers that detailed smelters from which Conflict Minerals were sourced. However, we do
not have sufficient information based on the results of our RCOI to allow us to make a determination as to which of these smelters provided Conflict Minerals that
were used in the production of components that we purchased from these suppliers, or the country of origin of these Conflict Minerals.

As a result, a description of the measures we undertook to exercise due diligence on the source and chain of custody of Conflict Minerals contained in our
products manufactured during the Reporting Period is provided in the Conflict Minerals Report attached hereto as Exhibit 1.01. A copy of our Conflict Minerals
Report is also publicly available at www.sensata.com.

Item 1.02    Exhibit

We have filed, as an exhibit to this Form SD, the Conflict Minerals Report required by Item 1.01.

Section 2 – Exhibits

Item 2.01    Exhibits

Exhibit No.  Description
  
1.01  Conflict Minerals Report as required by Items 1.01 and 1.02 of this Form SD.
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SIGNATURES

Pursuant to the requirements of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, the registrant has duly caused this report to be signed on its behalf by the undersigned
hereunto duly authorized.
 

    SENSATA TECHNOLOGIES HOLDING PLC
   
    /s/ Maria Freve
Date: May 29, 2020    Name: Maria Freve
    Title: Vice President and Chief Accounting Officer



Exhibit 1.01

Conflict Minerals Report of Sensata Technologies Holding plc
in accordance with Rule 13p-1 under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 ("Rule 13p-1")

The reporting company is Sensata Technologies Holding plc and its wholly-owned subsidiaries, collectively referred to as “the Company,” “Sensata,” “we,”
“our,” and “us.” Sensata is a global industrial technology company, engaged in the development, manufacture, and sale of sensors and controls. We produce a wide
range of customized, innovative sensors and controls for mission-critical applications such as thermal circuit breakers in aircraft, pressure sensors in automotive
systems, and bimetal current and temperature control devices in electric motors.

The Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act, which was signed into law in July 2010, mandated that the U.S. Securities and Exchange
Commission (the “SEC”) create rules that assess whether certain materials (Conflict Minerals, as defined below) originating in the Democratic Republic of the
Congo (the “DRC”) or adjoining countries (the DRC and adjoining countries are together referred to as the “Covered Countries”) were benefiting armed groups in
the area. In August 2012, the SEC issued its final rule, Rule 13p-1, on the reporting of Conflict Minerals.

Rule 13p-1 requires disclosure of certain information when a company manufactures or contracts to manufacture products, and the minerals specified in Rule
13p-1 are necessary to the functionality or production of those products. The specified minerals, referred to as “Conflict Minerals,” are gold, columbite-tantalite
(coltan), cassiterite, and wolframite, or their derivatives, which are limited to tantalum, tin, and tungsten, or any other mineral or its derivatives determined by the
U.S. Secretary of State to be financing conflict in the Covered Countries. Because we manufacture, or contract to manufacture, products for which Conflict
Minerals are necessary to the functionality or production of those products, we are subject to the requirements of Rule 13p-1.

Reasonable Country of Origin Inquiry ("RCOI")

We have conducted in good faith an RCOI regarding the Conflict Minerals included in our products during the period from January 1, 2019 to December 31,
2019 (the "Reporting Period"), in order to determine whether any of these Conflict Minerals originated in the Covered Countries and were not from recycled or
scrap sources. We believe that our RCOI is reasonably designed to determine whether any of the Conflict Minerals that are necessary to the functionality of our
products originated in the Covered Countries, and if so, whether they were from recycled or scrap sources.

Pursuant to Rule 13p-1, if a registrant has reason to believe that any of the Conflict Minerals in its supply chain may have originated in one of the Covered
Countries, or if such registrant is unable to determine the country of origin of those Conflict Minerals, it must file a Conflict Minerals Report with the SEC
describing the due diligence measures it has undertaken or will undertake regarding the source and chain of custody of these Conflict Minerals. Because our RCOI
was not conclusive regarding the country of origin of the Conflict Minerals used in our products, we are providing this Conflict Minerals Report in accordance with
Rule 13p-1 for the Reporting Period.

Most of our products contain at least one of the Conflict Minerals and fall under the scope of the requirements of Rule 13p-1. Therefore, this disclosure
includes information on a company level, including general information for all of our products.

We utilized a third party to administer our RCOI for the Reporting Period. Our RCOI was conducted using the Responsible Minerals Initiative ("RMI")
Conflict Minerals Reporting Template ("CMRT"). The CMRT is a standardized reporting template that was developed to facilitate the transfer of information
through the supply chain regarding material country of origin and smelters and refiners being utilized. It includes questions related to a supplier’s conflict minerals
policy, engagement with its suppliers, and a listing of the smelters the supplier and its
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suppliers use. In addition, the CMRT contains questions about the origin of Conflict Minerals included in the supplier’s products, as well as supplier due diligence.

As part of the RCOI data collection process, we provided a list of suppliers to our third party administrator for upload into their Software as a Service
("SaaS") platform, which was used to track completed CMRTs (version 5.11 or higher) for the RCOI. The SaaS platform enables its users to complete and track
supplier communications, as well as allows suppliers to upload completed CMRTs directly for assessment and management. Quality inspection was performed on
CMRTs received from suppliers and responses were validated by reviewing the completeness of the surveys, obtaining additional responses as necessary, and
resolving certain defined inconsistencies within the responses to the template. Our third party administrator compared the smelters and refiners provided by our
suppliers to the lists of smelters maintained by the RMI and, for facilities that the supplier identified as conflict-free, confirmed that the facility was included on
RMI's list of validated conflict-free smelters and refiners of Conflict Minerals. In certain cases, as needed, our third party administrator educated our suppliers as to
the importance of Conflict Minerals reporting.

All of our direct suppliers (approximately 1,816 in total) were surveyed. Approximately 54% responded to the survey, a decrease in response rate from
approximately 57% in the prior year. A total of 581 of the responding suppliers indicated that they did not sell products to Sensata that contained 3TG. Based on
the results of our RCOI, we do not have enough information to allow us to determine the country of origin of the Conflict Minerals in our supply chain.

OECD due diligence procedures

Because we do not have sufficient information to allow us to make a determination as to the country of origin of the Conflict Minerals in our supply chain,
we have performed due diligence on these Conflict Minerals using the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (“OECD”) Due Diligence
Guidance for Responsible Supply Chains of Minerals from Conflict-Affected and High-Risk Areas (the "OECD Framework"). This due diligence process is
described below.

Step 1: Establish company management systems

The purpose of Step 1 of the OECD Framework is to establish strong company management systems by developing a Conflict Minerals strategy and policy,
identifying the key stakeholders (the participants who will carry out the initiative), establishing a system of controls and transparency over the supply chain, and
establishing a grievance mechanism.

As part of our implementation of this phase of the OECD Framework, we have identified a team (the "Conflict Minerals Team") that includes members from
business leadership, legal, finance, procurement, compliance, and operations. The Conflict Minerals Team functions to periodically review the status of our
Conflict Minerals program, ensure that we are making progress towards meeting our compliance goals, and ensure the adequacy of our due diligence process in
accordance with the OECD Framework. Certain members of senior management are responsible for overseeing the RCOI, due diligence, and reporting processes.

Our compliance goals include ensuring that we have adequate procedures in place to determine and document which of our products do or may include
Conflict Minerals and whether any of our suppliers have sourced Conflict Minerals that have been used in the production of components supplied to us from the
Covered Countries.

We utilize best-cost sourcing to the extent possible to keep our costs down. Many of our suppliers are selected in order to maintain quality and performance
standards, and many must be qualified based on certain specifications with our customers, in which case customer approval may be required to change suppliers. In
addition, in many cases we source our products on a sole-source basis. As a result, in certain circumstances we are limited in our ability to influence our suppliers
to modify their sourcing practices or to respond to our RCOI survey requests.
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However, the Conflict Minerals Team has developed a policy (the "Conflict Minerals Policy"), which states that: (1) we support the improvement of human
rights in the DRC and surrounding areas; (2) we will comply with Rule 13p-1, (3) we will endeavor to direct our business, as much as practical given the
constraints noted above, to suppliers who (i) have traceable supply chains, (ii) freely share their data and cooperate with us in identifying whether they have
sourced Conflict Minerals from the Covered Countries, and whether any such sourcing has benefited the armed conflict in the region, and (iii) source responsibly;
and (4) we will support our customers' inquiries about the source of Conflict Minerals that we use in our manufacturing with responses that are at the supplier
(rather than product) level. We periodically monitor our Conflict Minerals Policy to ensure its adequacy. The Conflict Minerals Policy can be found on our website
at www.sensata.com.

We have a Code of Business Conduct and Ethics, which outlines expected behaviors for all of our employees. We also have a previously-established
grievance mechanism (our ethics hotline), pursuant to which any of our employees may report any concerns involving Conflict Minerals. Our standard terms and
conditions state that suppliers must comply with the requirements of the Conflict Minerals regulations. Additionally, our Supplier Code of Conduct requires that
our suppliers obey the laws in the countries in which they conduct business, and that they obtain and provide Sensata with reasonable assurance that 3TGs in the
products sold to Sensata do not directly or indirectly finance or benefit armed groups that are perpetrators of serious human rights abuses in the Democratic
Republic of Congo or an adjoining country,

Step 2: Identify and assess risks in the supply chain

The purpose of Step 2 of the OECD Framework is to identify risks in the supply chain and evaluate these risks. In our implementation of this step of the
OECD Framework, we utilized a third party to survey all of our suppliers using the CMRT.

Our global supply chain is complex and we are many tiers removed from, and have no direct relationships with, the smelters or mining companies that may
have direct knowledge of the source of the Conflict Minerals used in our products, and whether these Conflict Minerals are financing the armed conflict in the
Covered Countries. As a result, we rely on our suppliers to provide us with information regarding the origin of any Conflict Minerals that are included in our
products, including, where possible, the smelter's origin. Similarly, our suppliers may depend on their suppliers for this information.

As detailed above, our third party administrator received and reviewed responses from our suppliers as they were received. The responses received generally
indicated that (1) the supplier was complete with its analysis and had determined that the Conflict Minerals it provides originated from conflict-free sources, (2) the
supplier's analysis was incomplete, (3) the supplier did not provide Conflict Minerals, or (4) the Conflict Minerals the supplier provides did not originate from the
Covered Countries. Upon upload of each supplier's CMRT to the SaaS platform, the supplier was assigned a classification based on the information provided in the
CMRT. Typically, suppliers were assigned one of three classifications: (1) complete (the CMRT was uploaded successfully with no errors); (2) invalid (the CMRT
may contain inconsistent answers or logic errors); or (3) incomplete (upload of CMRT not yet completed by the supplier). All suppliers that were classified as
invalid or incomplete were subsequently engaged by our third party administrator.

Despite efforts to follow up with our suppliers, we did not receive responses from all suppliers surveyed, and the suppliers who responded showed varying
levels of cooperation with our inquiries and progress in their own analyses of their supply chain.

Step 3: Design and implement a risk response strategy

The purpose of Step 3 of the OECD Framework is to respond to identified risks in order to prevent or mitigate potential adverse impacts.

As noted in Step 2 above, the CMRT was utilized to obtain information from our suppliers. One of the risks identified in the process is that our suppliers
might not provide us valid or complete information, or might not
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provide information at all, and as a result, we might not be aware of circumstances in which certain suppliers sourced from the Covered Countries and whether
such sourcing benefited the armed conflict in the region.

In order to mitigate this risk, our third party administrator reviewed templates received from surveyed suppliers for completeness and reasonableness. Refer
to Step 2 above for discussion of the related procedures, including follow up on incomplete or invalid responses.

Based on the results of our due diligence process, we do not have sufficient information to allow us to make a determination as to which of these smelters
provided Conflict Minerals that were used in the production of components that we purchased, or which of these Conflict Minerals were sourced from the Covered
Countries. Based on information derived from responses obtained from our suppliers and our due diligence efforts, the smelters listed in our final CMRT may have
been used to process necessary Conflict Minerals that were used in our products.

We used the most recent CMRT template in our responses to our customers, which provides the most up to date list of known smelters with which to cross
reference the smelter listings provided by our suppliers.

Certain smelters considered to be at risk were reported to be present in the supply chain of some of the responding suppliers. Additionally, certain suppliers
reported the presence of an entity that may be sanctioned by the United States Department of Treasury, Office of Foreign Assets Control ("OFAC"). We
subsequently engaged with selected suppliers to reinforce the requirements of our Supplier Code of Conduct, and to verify the presence or absence of material from
sanctioned entities and at risk smelters in products sold to Sensata, and plan to continue this engagement with our suppliers in the next year. We are not in any
business relationship with the possible sanctioned smelter.

Step 4: Carry out independent third-party audits of smelter/refiner due diligence process

We are not currently a member of the RMI. However, we leverage the due diligence conducted on smelters and refiners by the RMI's Responsible Minerals
Assurance Process ("RMAP"). The RMAP uses independent private sector auditors to audit the source, including mines of origin and chain of custody, of the
Conflict Minerals used by smelters and refiners that agree to participate in the RMAP. The smelters and refiners that are found to be RMAP conformant are those
for which the independent auditor has verified that the smelter’s or refiner’s Conflict Minerals either did not originate from the Covered Countries or originated
from conflict-free mines in the Covered Countries.

Step 5: Report annually on supply chain due diligence

This Conflict Minerals Report and Form SD are being filed in order to comply with Step 5 of the OECD Framework.

Conclusion

We believe that the administration, design, and results of our supplier survey performed during the Reporting Period was consistent with the prior year, as we
continued to utilize a third party administrator to perform much of the survey responsibilities (with oversight from our Environmental, Social and Governance
Team), including supplier communication, follow up, and response review.

Survey responses from a majority of our direct suppliers have been received and reviewed. The responses received generally indicated that (1) the supplier
was complete with its analysis and had determined that the Conflict Minerals it provides originated from conflict-free sources, (2) the supplier's analysis was
incomplete, (3) the supplier did not provide Conflict Minerals, or (4) the Conflict Minerals the supplier provides did not originate from the Covered Countries.

During the Reporting Period, we maintained company management systems over the Conflict Minerals process, including maintaining a Conflict Minerals
Policy, our ethics hotline, our Code of Business Conduct and Ethics, and our Supplier Code of Conduct
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We reported on our Conflict Minerals program to our customers using the most recent CMRT template in order to ensure accuracy of the smelter listing
provided.

However, based on our due diligence processes, we are not able to determine the source or country of origin of all of the Conflict Minerals that were used to
manufacture our products during the Reporting Period.

Steps to take in the coming year

As our Conflict Minerals program continues into next year, we plan to take additional steps to improve our due diligence processes, including the following:

• intensify communication and strengthen Company engagement with suppliers to reinforce our prohibition of the sourcing of 3TG in a manner that
directly or indirectly finances or benefits armed groups that are perpetrators of serious human rights abuses in the Democratic Republic of Congo or an
adjoining country;

• apply best practices learned during the current year due diligence processes across all of our businesses;

• continue to work with our third party administrator to design a survey program that will improve both the percentage of suppliers responding to our
surveys as well as the quality of their responses, including the refinement of our understanding of our suppliers that are in-scope for the CMRT survey
in 2020; and

• continue to develop methods, structure internal management systems, implement tools, and adopt procedures that are designed to support supply chain
due diligence in accordance with the OECD Framework.

This Conflict Minerals Report can be found on our website at www.sensata.com. The content on our web site is not incorporated by reference into this
Conflict Minerals Report unless expressly noted.
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