TEMPLATE FOR SUBMISSION OF TEXTUAL PROPOSALS
DURING THE 29™ SESSION: COUNCIL - PART |

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 of Working Group:
Informal Working Group on Environment

2. Name(s) of Delegation(s) making the proposal:
Submitted by Nauru Ocean Resources Inc., Tonga Offshore Mining Ltd. and Blue Minerals
Jamaica Ltd.

3. Please indicate the relevant provision to which the textual proposal refers.
Annex X bis, paragraphs 8, 13, 13Alt and 16

4. 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.

Applicants must establish suitable and effective Impact Reference Zones (IRZs) and Preservation
Reference Zones (PRZs) in order to monitor the Environmental Impacts of their activities. The
following parameters shall apply in the designation of IRZs and PRZs.

[...]

8. PRZs must be areas that will not be impacted by Exploitation activities from any Ceontractor,
including impacts from operational and discharge plumes and including during the post-closure
period. Contractors shall use their best efforts to ensure that PRZs must-are also be-reasonably
free from impacts of other industrial activities. PRZs must have to remain unimpacted
throughout the post-mining monitoring period.

[...]

13. The longevity of PRZs and duration of post-monitoring are important. The duration of post-
mlnlng momtorlng should last until [memte#mg—results—shew—a%#ajeete#y—tevwdsﬁteeevew—%st-




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

We consider that Annex Xbis is overall far too technical and not yet properly developed.
We propose that as such it should not be included in the Regulations and instead be
moved to a Standard.

We suggest including a qualifier into paragraph 8 to ensure that the requirements are
reasonably feasible for Contractors to achieve. Contractors may not be able to ensure
absolute protection of PRZs from impacts of other industrial activities as such activities
may be out of the control and power of Contractors.

We oppose the deletion of the wording in paragraph 13 as it would create an unrealistic
standard for PRZs by requiring post-mining monitoring until there is no measurable
difference between the IRZ and PRZ (which may never occur).

We strongly oppose the inclusion of paragraph 16 into Annex X bis. Paragraph 16 is
misplaced and out of context. A Contractor’s knowledge of a species’ ecological
requirements is only needed to the extent it is proportional and relevant to the
anticipated impact. There is no basis for an expansive requirement on Contractors to
collect and demonstrate broad biological knowledge that is not relevant to IRZs and PRZs.



