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Title 
Adoption of a moratorium on seabed mining in the Baltic Sea, including a moratium on developing 
additional permissive regulations and exploitation and exploration contracts.  

Submitted by: 
Coalition Clean Baltic 

Description of measure 
This measure is for HELCOM members to jointly adopt a complete moratorium on seabed mining in the 
Baltic Sea, including a moratium on developing additional permissive regulations and exploitation and 
exploration contracts. This includes geological surveys, prepatory surveys, and similar activities. 

Activity:  
Extraction of minerals (rock, metal ores, gravel, sand, shell) 
Restructuring of seabed morphology (dredging, beach replenishment, sea-based deposit of dredged 
material) 

Pressure: 
Physical loss (due to permanent change of seabed substrate or morphology and to extraction of seabed 
substrate) 
Physical disturbance to seabed (temporary or reversible and recovers within 12 y) 
Input of anthropogenic sound (impulsive, continuous) 
Input of other forms of energy (including electromagnetic fields, light and heat) 
Disturbance of species: Visual, presence, boating, recreational activities, above-water noise 
Disturbance of species: Other (e.g. barriers, collission) 

State: 
Seabed habitats 
Noise   

Extent of impact: 
The impact of preventing all seabed mining activities in the Baltic cannot be understated, across many 
categories of influence from seabed morphology, noise, disturbance of species, and resuspension of 
toxic, hazardous, and harmful material. 
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Effectiveness of measure 
The impacts of seabed mining, regardless of depth, if ever permitted could be acute both locally and 
across the Baltic. Other areas with historic exploratory mining show virtually no recovery after 37 years. 
The effectiveness of a moratorium would be a complete avoidance of issues related to seabed mining.  
A growing literature of scientific knowledge is pointing to the need to safeguard the seabed from 
disturbance and permanent damage, including the Commission’s own 2014 study. Of note in this study: 
“The precautionary principle is thus a vital consideration when considering the topic of deep sea mining, 
in order to avoid repeating destructive practices evident in the deep sea from, for instance, bottom 
trawling.” 
The cumulative impact of existing activities in the Baltic already has a deleterious effect on ecosystem 
health, and seabed mining would only exacerbate these issues, such as those from coastal and offshore 
dredging and the dumping of dredged material, bottom contacting fishing gears, and other impacts to 
the seabed. These existing issues are only partly addressed and lack direct actions to be fulfilled. 
Regarding seabed mining, we have an opportunity to stay ahead of the cumulative effects of this gross 
disturbance of the Baltic.  
This measure is also effective to support the EU commitment to the United Nations Agenda 2030 
Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 14 on Life Under Water, in particular Target 14.2 to avoid 
significant adverse impacts on, strengthen the resilience of, and restore marine and coastal ecosystems; 
and under SDG 12 to Ensure Sustainable Consumption and Production Patterns. 

Cost, cost-effectiveness of measure: 
Because seabed mining does not yet exist in the Baltic, costs are nil because no existing operations need 
to be closed and moved out of the region. 

Feasibility: 
The feasibility of this preventative measure is absolute and simple in its implementation. 

Follow-up of measure: 
Followup of this moratorium would require constant monitoring of interest in future seabed mining 
activities and firm implementation of the moratorium when tested. 

Background material: 
Additional supporting material is available from the Deep Sea Conservation Coalition, which recently 
released their position statement on seabed mining. 
We also recognize the well stablished, strong and consistent decrease in biodiversity indicators in the 
Baltic Sea, highlighted recently in the regional assessment report on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services 
for Europe and Central Asia. Seabed mining would only contribute to a net negative effect on 
biodiversity. 
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