TEMPLATE FOR SUBMISSION OF TEXTUAL PROPOSALS DURING THE 30TH SESSION: COUNCIL - PART II
Please fill out one form for each textual proposal which your delegation(s) wish(es) to amend, add or delete and send to council@isa.org.jm. 

1. Name(s) of Delegation(s) making the proposal: 
Germany
2. Please indicate the relevant provision to which the textual proposal refers. 
Annex IV – EIS
Text including tracked-changes as from original draft (ISBA/30/C/CRP.1); changes highlighted in green indicate Germany’s proposals
3. Kindly provide the proposed amendments to the regulation or standard or guideline in the text box below, using the “track changes” function in Microsoft Word. Please only reproduce the parts of the text that are being amended or deleted.
[bookmark: _Toc157760205]
The deleted stipulations in this Annex, as were developed over the past years, should either be reinstated here or included in a binding Standard (see comment).

1. Preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
The Environmental Impact Statement prepared under these Regulations and the present Annex shall, [but not limited to, entail the following elements]:
(a) Be prepared in clear language and in an official language of the Authority together with an English-language version, where applicable; 
(b) Provide information [based on data from, as a general rule, a minimum of 15 years of monitoring,] based on data from, as a general rule, a minimum of 15 years of monitoring, in accordance with the Regulations, and taking into account the applicable Rregional Eenvironmental Mmanagement Pplan, Standards and Guidelines, corresponding to the scale and potential magnitude of the activities, to assess the likely Environmental Effects of the proposed activities. Such effects shall be discussed in proportion to their significance. Where an applicant or Contractor considers an Environmental Effect to be of no significance, there should be sufficient information to substantiate such conclusion, or a brief discussion as to why further research is not warranted; and
(c) Include a non-technical summary of the main conclusions and information provided to facilitate understanding of the nature of the activity by Stakeholders.
[(d) Be peer reviewed by competent independent experts, before submission and include a description of the experts, their qualifications, and the results of their review.] 



3.11. Methodology for Description of the Marine Environment and Assessment of Environmental Impacts and Environmental Effects
Provide a description of Methodologies, for collecting and analyzing baseline and “Test Mining” data and assessing the potential Environmental Impact and Environmental Effects from the proposed operations and alternatives considered. 
Methodological approaches should be consistent with established community standards. In the case that novel sampling techniques, new technology, or sampling designs are employed, particularly detailed methodology and justification should be provided in this section.


4. Please indicate the rationale for the proposal. [150-word limit]
As previously noted, we see it as essential that the stipulations contained in Annex IV are made binding requirements on all contractors. While it is stated in the comments box that the drafting group suggested replacing the contents of Annex IV to the relevant Standards and Guidelines, we hold the strong view that - if this text is removed from the regulations, it can only be covered in a Phase 1 Standard. The development and negotiation of this Annex since 2019 has been conducted by Parties with the understanding that it becomes an element of the binding regulations. It should clearly not become a non-binding Guideline as this would risk creating a list from which Contractors can pick and choose. 
We support the suggestion that Annex IV should be regarded not as a precise template but instead as a list of items that an EIA will need to cover and which will need to be reported on in the EIS. However, we wonder whether it would nevertheless be helpful for applicants to have a brief template with high level headings, in order to enhance readability and comparability of EIS for the Commission.
As for the content of Annex IV, we had submitted detailed comments as written textual proposals in 2023. We will not repeat them all here but wish to highlight only a few high-level points.
1. We suggest that an EIS should also include information on the regional context of a mining operation, not least to ensure that each mining operation incorporates elements of the relevant REMP, including the regional environmental goals and objectives. 
2. We suggest that an EIS should specify the predicted impacts in all layers of the water column, including the mid-water column.
3. As others have mentioned before, it is also important for an EIS to consider the cumulative impacts of a mining project.
4. In line with the precautionary principle or approach, we see it as important for an EIS to specify any scientific uncertainties to ensure the Authority can make an informed decision about the sufficiency of information.
5. We also support an EIS predicting the impacts of a mining project on cultural heritage. 
Furthermore, in alignment with the Joint Proposal by Germany, Belgium and China on Test and Pilot Mining, we support inclusion with references to “Test Mining” (now in suspense document) into Standards and Guidelines. 
We also propose lifting the brackets in paragraph 3.11
