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Confidentiality of Information 

Thank you for giving us the floor, this intervention is on behalf of DSCC, Maui Nui Makai Network, 

Oceans North, Te Ipukarea Society  

In our view, in addition to the contract itself and associated documents, there should be a presumption 

that all aspects of the work of the ISA should be made publicly available. The ISA is charged to act on 

behalf of, and for the benefit of, humankind as a whole. Interested members of the public should have 

the right to be able to see, hear and understand what the ISA is doing and deciding on their behalf.  

With this in mind, in paragraphs 3(e) and 3(f) all environmental data must be non-confidential, as 

Ireland, the Netherlands and others have said - to be clear this should not be limited to only data and 

information relating to the protection and preservation of the marine environment.  

The exception in paragraph 3(f) and (f) (alt) for academic reasons should not override the disclosure of 

environmental data. I believe France, Portugal, Germany and Switzerland had similar comments.  

Similarly, as Chile, Germany and other delegations have said, sub-paragraph (2)(a) is problematic in 

allowing for Exploration data to remain confidential. We suggest this sub-paragraph should be deleted. 

In fact, we have recommended in the past that Exploration Contracts and related documents should be 

made public. 

There should be a simple, prompt, accessible and independent review procedure to determine 

contested claims of confidentiality, separate from Part XII of the draft regulation which refers to section 

5 of Part XI of the Convention. 

Thank you 

 
 


