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Subject: Lack of Commission action regarding the ecological disaster created by the controversial 
Nord Stream 2 project

A whole host of allegations have been made regarding the construction of the Nord Stream 2 pipeline, 
and the magnitude and severity of the situation calls for a strong response from the Commission. One 
aspect that has been ignored is the threat that the project poses to the environment. During the 
construction of the Nord Stream 2 pipeline, there have been frequent leaks of harmful substances 
which have measured in the dozens of square kilometres. Accidents and leaks are not being reported 
to the authorities of the countries of the Baltic Sea basin or to international institutions. We are aware 
of such instances of contamination occurring in the vicinity of Finland. German beaches, including 
Natura 2000 sites, were also contaminated by toxic grease, and it was only after protests that Nord 
Stream 2 AG admitted responsibility. Deep-sea works that are disturbing sea bed sediments are 
raising serious concerns. The reassurances set out in the documentation that the sediments only 
entered the water in small amounts are unreliable. The rushed construction process, leading to a 
failure to take seabed currents into account when laying pipelines and deepening tracks, is at odds 
with the submitted design documentation. 

Another problem is chemical weapons, including chemical warfare agents. The laying of a gas 
pipeline through a chemicals dump, including an area of dispersed discharges which is difficult to 
inspect, is unacceptable and threatens to cause an ecological disaster1.

1) Are the EU institutions, including EMSA2, carrying out continuous monitoring of Nord Stream 
2? Have they drafted a report on actual pollution and environmental losses, and what actions have 
they taken so far (penalties, bans or explanations, etc.)?

2) How does the Commission, which is aware of the disastrous state of the Baltic cod 
population, explain its silence in respect of an investment project that is raising toxic clouds in 
spawning areas? 

1 Corroded weapons and ammunition cannot be mapped with the simple tools used by the Gazprom 
consortium and its partners, the German BASF-Wintershall and Uniper, the Austrian OMV, the British-Dutch 
Royal Dutch Shell and the French Engie.

2 European Maritime Safety Agency


