[bookmark: _Toc157149682][bookmark: _Toc158968038]Regulation 4.alt 	Comment by Author: For the Working Group’s information: At the outset, we wish to highlight that this document only compiles the textual proposals which we have received that use the initial DR4 Alt text which Maria circulated during Part I of the 30th session of the ISA Council as a basis of work. For delegations’ ease of reading, we have not included Mexico’s alternative to DR 4 Alt (which should be read with Mexico’s proposed amendments to other provisions in the draft exploitation regulations) in this document. This omission, however, is without prejudice to the fact that Mexico’s proposals remain on the table for delegations’ consideration. It remains open for the Working Group to decide if we should be working on the basis of a different text, be it Mexico’s proposed DR 4 Alt Alt or otherwise.
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1. Nothing in these Regulations shall affect the rights and legitimate interests of coastal States under Article 142 and other relevant provisions of the Convention.	Comment by Author: For the Working Group’s discussion: 
 How do delegations understand the phrase “other relevant provisions of the Convention”?
 Would DR4 Alt be better served by listing out said relevant provisions? Should the list be a closed or an open one?
2. 	Contractors, as well as the Enterprise, shall take all necessary measures to ensure that their activities are conducted with due regard to the rights and legitimate interests of the relevant coastal States in accordance with applicable regulations and standards. 
3. Without prejudice to other necessary measures taken pursuant to paragraph 2, contractors or the Enterprise shall engage with potentially affected coastal States, at an early stage from the stage of approval of plan of work and throughout the exploitation contract in accordance with applicable regulations and standards. 	Comment by Author: For the Working Group’s discussion:
 What does “engage with” mean?
 Would DR 4 Alt be better served by setting out examples of what activities fall within “engage with”? Should the list be a closed or an open one?
4. 	Environmental Impact Assessments shall consider cross boundary effects on the coastal State’s marine ecosystem. (para 4 may be moved to a regulation in the Part IV section 2)
5. The potentially affected coastal States referred to in paragraph 3 above shall include:
a) Coastal States, which may include those that are adjacent to  any contract area covered by the Plan of Work, whose sovereign rights for the purpose of exploring and exploiting, conserving or managing Marine natural resources, in accordance with the Convention, may be affected.
(based on article 56(1) (a)
b) Coastal States, which may include those that are adjacent to any contract area covered by the Plan of Work, whose exercise of jurisdiction with regard to the Protection and Preservation of the Marine Environment, in accordance with the Convention, may be affected.
(based on article 56 (1) (b) (iii)

c) Coastal States across whose jurisdiction the resources related to the activity may lie.

(based on article 142 (1)
d) States that carry out, in the area of the planned activity, any activities, including economic activities, that may reasonably be believed to be affected.

5. 	Potentially affected coastal States may submit to the Authority scientific data and assessments on potential effects likely to be caused by the activities of the contractor and may request modifications to mining plans if risks are identified.	Comment by Author: For the Working Group’s discussion: 
 At what point in time (e.g. during the preparation of a plan of work or after commencement of exploitation activities) should coastal States be allowed to request modifications to the Plan of Work? Is there a point in time where coastal States should not be allowed to make such requests?
 Should paragraph 5 specify the said point(s) in time / window period for coastal States to make such requests?


- Regulation 4 bis (general):
 
"SOVEREIGNTY, SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OR JURISDICTION
 
THESE REGULATIONS INCLUDING ANY ACTS, MEASURES, DECISIONS OR ACTIVITIES UNDERTAKEN ON THE BASIS THEREOF, SHALL BE WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO, AND SHALL NOT BE RELIED UPON AS A BASIS FOR ASSERTING OR DENYING ANY CLAIMS TO, SOVEREIGNTY, SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OR JURISDICTION, INCLUDING IN RESPECT OF ANY DISPUTES RELATING THERETO. IN NO CASE SHALL THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE REGULATIONS BE INTERPRETED AS RECOGNITION OR NON-RECOGNITION OF ANY CLAIMS TO SOVEREIGNTY, SOVEREIGN RIGHTS OR JURISDICTION".
 
- Regulation 93 quinquies (specific): 
 
"Sovereignty, sovereign rights or jurisdiction IN IDENTIFICATION AND CONSULTATIONS WITH COASTAL STATES
 
Identification of and consultations with coastal States INCLUDING THOSE pursuant to Article 142 of the Convention, including any acts, measures, decisions or activities undertaken on the basis thereof, shall be without prejudice to, and shall not be relied upon as a basis for asserting or denying any claims to, sovereignty, sovereign rights or jurisdiction, including in respect of any disputes relating thereto. In no case shall the implementation of these procedures nor the abovementioned acts and activities be interpreted as recognition or non-recognition of any claims to sovereignty, sovereign rights or jurisdiction".
 

