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. 
Draft regulation 102
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.
Regulation 102
		Retain all text currently in DR 102 
	
[Regulation 102 Alt. 
		Delete Regulation 102 Alt. 

4. Please indicate the rationale for the proposal. [150-word limit]
This textual submission is made without prejudice to the continuing work of the intersessional working group on inspection, compliance and enforcement.
We maintain our support for DR102 as currently found in the revised consolidated text. We support retaining the text in its entirety for negotiating purposes. Notably paragraphs 2 and 2bis in the existing DR102 should be retained, as they spell out the tasks and powers of the Compliance Committee. We believe that there should not be any decision taken on the establishment of a new subsidiary body without the Council clearly defining its tasks. This is particularly important in order to clearly delineate its tasks from the ones of the Legal and Technical Commission.
We are also of the view that paras 6-10 in the existing DR102 should also remain, as this explains the procedure and next steps that would apply in the event that the Compliance Committee has taken any measures under this section.
We remain open to the idea of moving some items in the text as long as they will feature in the anticipated rules of procedures of the Compliance Committee. We think it would be fine for the regulations to provide certain matters, like the possibility of ad hoc convenings and virtual meetings, and allow the forthcoming rules of procedure to further elaborate on them.
With respect to the new text proposal submitted by the intersessional working group in July 2025, Germany believes that there are some useful provisions in the new text proposal that should be kept. It is our viewthat these provisions should be merged and harmonized with the existing DR102. 
With regard to the idea of a “Compliance Strategy”, as proposed in paragraph 4 of the new text proposal from the working group, however, we remain to be convinced of its added value at this stage. We believe the regulation text and the rules of procedure of the Compliance Committee can and should be sufficient to define its scope, functions and procedures to get it going. It is also unclear to us what form or status a Compliance Strategy would take. 
Likewise, we struggle with the proposal in para 8 of the new text proposal from the working group, directing the Compliance Committee and Legal and Technical Commission to consult with each other and develop a joint recommendation, because we believe the Council should be the one delineating the functions of the Compliance Committee vis-a-vis the Legal and Technical Commission. That is why we propose retaining the earlier mentioned text as found in the existing DR102, since this clearly delineates the role of the Compliance Committee and was carefully drafted bearing in mind the role of the Legal and Technical Commission as prescribed under UNCLOS. We are however open to revisiting some of the sub-provisions in Para 2 with the view to eliminate any potential overlap.
Lastly, we remain open to discuss whether or not to limit the remit of the Compliance Committee to exploitation activities, as proposed in the new text from the working group. Even though exploitation will certainly the main cause and remit of the new Committee, we would see clear benefits in establishing an overarching Compliance body, that exercises its functions over all activities in the Area and support the Council in exercising control over these activities.
We look forward to continuing discussions on how the existing DR102 can be merged with the new text proposal from the working group, and we are optimistic that we can find a way forward. Germany will continue to participate in the work of the intersessional working group, and we trust that some text can be advanced there.
