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Background 
CCB has repeatedly raised our serious concerns with regards to the implementation of the Nord Stream 2 
pipeline project, starting from its planning and design phase, international consultations and preparations 
for implementation, being very controversial from the point of its impact on the Baltic Sea marine 
environment and nature protection and implemented so far with numerous violations. In addition to this 
information CCB wishes to inform the Contracting Parties about further information that requires attention: 
 
1. Despite lacking permits for the whole project, Nord Stream 2 AG has commenced construction works in 

Russia (formally after Aug. 14, 2018) and in Finnish waters (on Sept. 5, 2018). In Russia, the construction 
has started with barbarian logging and wiping out parts of unique Kader Bog, the heart of Kurgalskiy 
Nature Reserve (BMPA and Ramsar site). In Denmark, Nord Stream II AG has submitted an application 
and EIA for an alternative route, through the Danish EEZ north-west of Bornholm. It has happened after 
receiving a construction permit from Sweden that was granted on June 7, 2018.  
In CCB’s understanding:  
− starting construction works without obtaining construction permits from all concerned parties is a 

dangerous and high-risky precedent, not in line with codes of conduct of responsible businesses; and 
in case of potential decline of a permit by Denmark all respective environmental damage already 
caused in Finland and Russia should be remediated;   

− aforementioned new application and EIA should be handled in line with the Espoo Convention on EIA 
in transboundary context, as it implies changes in EIA submitted originally within Espoo process and 
requires new consultation process with and in Sweden, both as ‘country of origin’, as well as an 
‘affected party’. The proposed alternative route is located much closer to the Swedish territorial 
waters and the international shipping lanes than the base case route, posing different level of 
associated environmental, navigation safety and other possible risks.  
 

2. In its official press-release from June 25, 2018 published only in Russian in Zug (Switzerland) and St. 
Petersburg (Russia), the Nord Stream 2 AG has confirmed presence of so called “additional” protected 
plant species within the proposed route of the pipeline across Kurgalsky Nature Reserve. Those species 
are: Water violet or featherfoil (Hottonia palustris L.), Spoonleaf sundew (Drosera intermedia Hayne), 
Bird’s-nest orchid (Neóttia nídus-ávis) and Aulacomnium moss (Aulacomnium androgynum) and all of 
those are redlisted either in Leningrad Oblast, Russian Federation or IUCN (see further information here). 
Company claims that all those species “are designated as transplantable”, however the practice has 
proved that thousands of plants have been already lost by the ’transplantation’ performed. 
According to the company, presence of the “newly discovered” plants was confirmed during pre-
construction environmental monitoring, which is carried out in “close cooperation with environmental 
specialists, authorized authorities and taking into account the information provided by scientists and 
experts from the Leningrad Region”. The Nord Stream 2 AG claims that company’s actions in case of 
detection of objects of biological value are regulated by an appropriate protocol developed in accordance 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE-CONSERVATION%203-2015-276/MeetingDocuments/3N-4%20CCB%20letter%20on%20Kurgalskiy.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HOD%2049-2015-247/MeetingDocuments/4-18%20Call%20for%20HELCOM%20action%20regarding%20Baltic%20MPAs%20within%20Russian%20part%20of%20the%20Gulf%20of%20Finland.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HELCOM%2037-2016-288/MeetingDocuments/7-2%20Update%20of%20information%20regarding%20anthropogenic%20threats%20to%20Kurgalskiy%20Nature%20Reservey_CCB.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE%20-%20CONSERVATION%208-2018-500/MeetingDocuments/3N-11%20Statement%20with%20regards%20to%20the%20Nord%20Stream%20II%20project%20promotion%20at%20the%20Baltic%20Sea%20Days.pdf
https://www.nord-stream2.com/media-info/news-events/all-permits-necessary-for-construction-of-the-nord-stream-2-pipeline-in-russia-received-105/
https://www.nord-stream2.com/media-info/news-events/pipelay-of-the-nord-stream-2-pipeline-has-started-in-finland-106/
https://www.facebook.com/coalitioncleanbaltic/posts/1863838083694392
https://www.nord-stream2.com/media-info/news-events/submission-of-application-and-environmental-impact-assessment-for-an-alternative-route-in-denmark-104/
https://www.nord-stream2.com/media-info/news-events/construction-and-operation-permit-for-nord-stream-2-granted-by-sweden-100/
https://www.nord-stream2.com/permitting-denmark/north-western-route/
https://www.nord-stream2.com/permitting-denmark/base-case-route/
https://www.nord-stream2.com/ru/dlia-pressy/novosti-i-meropriiatiia/v-koridore-stroitelstva-gazoprovoda-severnyi-potok-2-v-rossii-podtverzhdeno-nalichie-dopolnitelnykh-okhraniaemykh-vidov-rastenii-102/
https://ccb.se/2018/07/nord-stream-2-ag-has-confirmed-presence-of-additional-4-protected-plant-species-within-the-proposed-route-of-its-gas-pipeline-across-kurgalsky-nature-reserve-in-the-leningrad-region-of-russia/
https://www.facebook.com/coalitioncleanbaltic/posts/1847252128686321
https://www.facebook.com/coalitioncleanbaltic/posts/1847252128686321
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with the requirements of the corporate policy on biodiversity conservation in case of detection of 
protected species during the project implementation. Replanting permit should have been obtained in 
accordance with the Russian legislation. 
However, both prior to the recent findings as well as now, the experts of Komarov Botanical Institute of 
the Russian Academy of Sciences have submitted to the Russian environmental authorities their negative 
statement on possibilities of re-planting of those protected species, including also several lichen species.  
Nord Stream 2 AG also claims to recognize its responsibility with respect to protected plant and animal 
species. The project is declared to be implemented in strict compliance with Russian legislation and 
international standards, including the standards of the International Finance Corporation.  
CCB reminds that presence of 7 protected species of plants (identified within proposed construction 
corridor, including recently “found”) has been repeatedly reported to the developer of the project by the 
scientific community since the very beginning of the public consultations on the project. It has been also 
clearly stated in Public Environmental Review of the project’s EIA (cf. p.42). 
Meanwhile, the developer preferred to ignore those notifications before getting the environmental and 
construction permits, which is the violation of both Russian environmental legislation (precautionary 
principle, stated in several legal acts) as well as IFC Standard 6 (Biodiversity Conservation and Sustainable 
Natural Resource Management – with regards to natural habitats destruction).  
CCB considers the above as yet another proof of falsification and alternative facts being used and clear 
difference between claimed precaution and cruel reality of industrial practices demonstrated by Nord 
Stream 2 AG. Several of the reported violations have already been reported to the Prosecutor’s Office. 

Summing up, CCB considers the above and earlier reported facts as a clear evidence of violation of several 
HELCOM Recommendations in case of construction of Nord Stream 2 pipeline, i.a.  

− 15/1 – by failing to protect coastal strip of Kurgalskiy Peninsula 
− 16/3 – by failing to ensure natural coastal dynamics in Narva Bay through landfall facilities 

construction and immense dredging works 
− 17/2 – by failing to set safe limits to construction works in breeding and nursing area of harbour 

porpoise in the Baltic Proper (in Swedish EEZ, expressed in NGOs submission to Swedish authorities) 
− 21/4 – by failing to secure adequate protection of several coastal biotopes of Kurgalskiy Peninsula 
− 35/1 – by failing to protect Kurgalskiy Nature Reserve, an international protected area under Helsinki 

and Ramsar Conventions, from interference by the pipeline. 
− 37/2 – by failing to protect Baltic ringed seal, the haul-outs of which were recorded in close vicinity 

of the construction route, as well as several species of birds (incl. white-tailed eagle and waterfowls). 

Action requested 
The Meeting is invited to:  

− consider presented information  
− act as appropriate with regards to lacking implementation / violation of respective HELCOM 

Recommendations 
− urge the Russian Federation and Germany as the main concerned Contracting Parties of the Nord 

Stream 2 pipeline project, including within the Espoo EIA consultation process  
o to re-submit application to Espoo Convention due to proposed alternative route of the pipeline 
o to suspend already issued construction permits before relevant permits by all the ‘countries of 

origin’ (in Espoo Convention terminology) are granted 
− consider and suggest to the Heads of Delegation to develop a mechanism within the Helsinki 

Convention preventing commencement of Baltic-wide transboundary projects prior to obtaining 
appropriate permits from all the Contracting Parties, affected by a proposed activity in line with the 
UNCLOS.  

https://ccb.se/Evidence2017/NS2/Expert_assessment_conclusions_eng_full.pdf
http://www.helcom.fi/Recommendations/Rec%2015-1-R.pdf
http://www.helcom.fi/Recommendations/Rec%2016-3.pdf
http://www.helcom.fi/Recommendations/Rec%2017-2.pdf
http://www.helcom.fi/Recommendations/Rec%2021-4.pdf
http://www.helcom.fi/Recommendations/Rec%2035-1.pdf
http://www.helcom.fi/Recommendations/Rec%2037-2.pdf
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