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 47
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.

1. The applicant or Contractor shall, in accordance with the Standards, and taking into [account] the Guidelines, undertake an impact assessment, [as described in Regulation 46 (4),] based on the terms of reference [agreed] in the Scoping Report. This includes assessing:

1[(f) The timing and duration of the impact relative to the period in which a species needs the habitat during one or more of its life history stages affected for its long survival.]

2(d) Identification of measures to monitor Environmental Effects to identify measures to [prevent], mitigate and manage such effects and risks to as low as reasonably practicable, while within acceptable levels in accordance with environmental Standards, including through the development of an Environmental Management and Monitoring Plan;
2 (d) bis  An analysis of the sufficiency of scientific information needed to perform the assessments listed in paragraph 1.
2[(e) Provide for engagement with [potentially directly affected]A consultation with all States and Stakeholders and in accordance with [Regulation 93 terbis], applicable relevant Standards and taking into consideration account the relevant Guidelines;]

4. Please indicate the rationale for the proposal. [150-word limit]
Germany welcomes DR 47. However, we would like to note that the categories of impacts to be addressed in an EIA (i.e. the subparagraphs of Para 1) need to be reviewed in light of the detailed requirements previously developed as Annex IV to the regulations. This Annex is currently placed in the suspense document and we request to reinclude it in the regulations as long as it is not decided in which standard these essential requirements are eventually. Since this list has gone through many discussions under the IWG Environment during the past Council meetings, with the understanding that these provisions become binding. We therefore see only the two options of covering them - here in the regulations or as a binding standard.
We furthermore propose a new paragraph 2(d)bis.    
We are surprised to not see the proposal by the intersessional work on underwater cultural heritage reflected in DR 47. We suggest that all of the group’s proposals should be included in the draft regulations as a basis for discussion in the Council. Germany is supportive of including underwater cultural heritage in the impact assessment.  
With regards to paragraph 1, we prefer the expression that Guidelines should be taken “into account”, noting that this is a cross-cutting language issue where streamlining is required throughout the regulations, and support inclusion of sub-para (f) as it addresses an important aspect to be included in the EIA.
In paragraph 2(d), we support inclusion of the word “prevent” which is currently in brackets. We note that the current terminology, that is “prevent, mitigate and manage” effects, has already been agreed upon in the context of the BBNJ Agreement, for example in Article 27(b) of the BBNJ Agreement.
We propose inclusion of a new sub-para 2 (d) bis, requesting the applicant/Contractor to analyze the sufficiency of scientific information available to undertake the EIA.
In paragraph 2(e), we suggest reverting to the previous formulation, which is also used in other places in the draft regulations. 

	
