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 7
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.

3. An application shall be prepared taking into accountin accordance with [alt: in conformity with] these Regulations, the applicable Standards and Guidelines, as well as the respective Regional Environmental Management Plans.
3. bis. An application shall contain sufficient information to demonstrate that the applicant has [or will have] access to the necessary financial and technical capability and resources to carry out the proposed Plan of Work, and shall be accompanied by the following:
(d) bis A Test Mining study report prepared in accordance with Regulation 48 ter


…
(k) A copy of the Contractor’s code of Conduct or other rules applicable to all staff involved in the execution of a proposed Plan of Work, including policies pertaining to personnel safety, environmental compliance, inclusivity, gender equality and diversity, and sustainability, which shall conform in material respects with the rules applicable to staff of the Enterprise or any other rules proposed by the Authority;

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

On para 3, in place of the phrase “taking into account” that is now used, Germany believes that wording such as “in accordance with” or “in conformity with” should be used instead. It should be clear that there is no discretion for applicants in preparing their applications to disregard, ignore or contravene any of the instruments mentioned here.

Regarding paragraph 3 bis we support the deletion of the phrase “or will have” in the introductory paragraph. In our view, the applicant must already be in a position when submitting the application to show that it has access to the requisite financial capacity.

On para 3 bis, subpara (d bis), we support changing “study” to “report” as proposed by France. We do, however, not support the new addition with respect to the test mining study requirements. In our view, the current wording of “in accordance with DR 48 ter” is sufficient, as DR 48 ter covers the possibility granting of exemptions thereunder on a case by case basis. Therefore, we do not support the addition of such wording here. 

Finally, we do not agree with the deletion of subpara (k). We think it would be useful information for the Authority to have information relating to such internal policies, standard procedures or code of conduct in order to better assess the capability and readiness of the applicant to carry out the work under the approved plan of work and meet its obligations under the exploitation contract. If there are none in existence, the applicant can simply provide this information.


	
