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to the Commission

Subject: Threat to the natural environment and energy safety in connection with the
construction of the North European Gas Pipeline, the so-called Baltic Pipeline

In 2000 the North European Gas Pipeline project was granted the status of a trans-European energy
network of common interest for the European Union. However, an in-depth analysis of the planned
pipeline indicated the existence of significant problems which have not so far been discussed. These
include a negative impact on the natural environment of the Baltic Sea basin and a threat to the energy
safety of some EU Member States from Central and Eastern Europe. The problems call into question
the decision to construct the Baltic Pipeline, and the urgency of having them explained increases with
the nearing deadline for the scheduled start of the construction work.

The Baltic is a shallow sea with little water exchange, and consequently considerable potential to
accumulate hazardous substances. As a unique and sensitive ecosystem it has been given the status of
a Particularly Sensitive Sea Area (PSSA) by the International Maritime Organisation. The Baltic
seabed is already littered with thousands of tonnes of metal originating from ships dating back to
WW2, as well as chemical weapons. The underwater route is to measure 1189 km. The decision of
companies involved in the building process to increase capacity and construct an additional gas pipe
heightens the threat of environmental pollution.

One should also consider the fact that the operation of the Baltic pipeline will have a negative impact
on the energy safety of eight countries of the European Union from the Baltic States and Central-
Eastern Europe. It will not only rob them of the possibility of receiving gas from alternative sources,
but it will also reduce the transit significance of the two existing pipelines, i.e. Yamal I and
Brotherhood. In addition, the cost of the Baltic Pipeline is at least three times higher than the
construction of an alternative pipeline like Yamal II or Amber.

When and how does the Commission plan to deal with the question of the Baltic Pipeline and what
steps will be taken concerning the protection of the threatened environment of the Baltic Sea?
Moreover, how does the EC intend to prevent discrimination against and the marginalisation of EU
Member States from Central and Eastern Europe in relation to the common EU energy policy?
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