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 51
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 Commission shall review the data submitted by the Contractor in real time, where possible, and otherwise monthly, [monthly/annually] pursuant to regulation 50 bis (2) [upon receipt and make it publicly available in accordance with regulation 50 bis (3)]. 
2. The Contractor shall review theprovide a yearly review of the implementation of the Environmental Management and Monitoring Plan on a [regular] basisto the Commission. Such review shall include: …
5. The [Compliance Committee] shall assess any matter referred to it under this Regulation paragraph 4 and 5 and take any necessary actions consistent with regulation 102 and 103. [This may include:
(a)	Requesting the Commission to provide further information as to the facts and circumstances giving rise to the referral of this matter;
(b)	Convening, with the support of the Secretary-General, a process to liaise with the Contractor [and to agree any corrective and timebound action];
(c)	Exercising the powers conferred upon the Committee under paragraph 1 of Regulation 103; or,
(d)	Inviting the Council’s attention to the matter.]

4. Please indicate the rationale for the proposal. [150-word limit]

In paragraph 1, we support transmission of monitoring data in real time, where possible and otherwise monthly, not only yearly. However, we suggest that this point is better placed in DR 49 instead of here, as the wording is ambiguous here and this DR 51 now deals with the Authority’s role in assessing compliance with the EMMP. We can therefore support the bracketed text that says the Commission shall review monitoring data “upon receipt”.

The data should be made publicly available (in accordance with paragraph 50 bis (3)) to reduce the general data scarcity with regard to the environmental baseline information and environmental effects and impacts.

In paragraph 2, the contractor should not only be required to review the implementation of the EMMP on a regular basis, but also provide the Commission with this review. We suggest rewording the first sentence of paragraph.

In paragraph 5, we suggest deleting the sub-paragraphs in square brackets as the consequences of any breach are dealt with in DR103. 



