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Statement on supplementary documentation for Environmental Impact Assessment for Nord 
Stream Gas Pipeline – planned gas pipeline on the Baltic Sea bed 

Nord Stream AG plans a gas pipeline between Vyborg in Russia and Greifswald in Germany 
through the Baltic Sea. It has been proposed to route this through the economic zones of Finland, 
Sweden and Denmark. 

The Swedish Environmental Protection Agency has given an opportunity to, among others, 
councils of coastal districts in south-eastern Scania to give views on the company’s report entitled 
"Project Information, Status of Nord Stream pipeline in the Baltic Sea, October 2007". 

We choose to give a joint statement for the five district councils within the South-Eastern Scania 
Cooperative Committee (Sydöstra Skånes Samarbetskommitté, SÖSK). 

The SÖSK districts, with Simrishamn, Sjöbo, Skurup, Tomelilla and Ystad district councils, 
argue that the planned high-pressure pipeline for the supply of natural gas is now no longer 
intended to be run along the shortest route between the two countries, on the eastern side of the 
Baltic Sea. Instead, a route is planned to run to the north of and around the Danish island of 
Bornholm, and on through the Bornholmsgat Straits in a southerly direction within the Swedish 
section of the economic zone. 

The new alternative route comes into direct conflict with a number of interests which affect the 
Swedish coast and south-eastern Scania. We wish hereby to protest in the strongest terms and to 
assert that the new route entails increased danger to the Swedish coast, and that it may have 
substantial consequences from safety and environmental perspectives. 
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We note with surprise that it is now proposed to make a long and more complicated route for 
the planned gas pipeline. We consider it to be wrong to run the pipeline along a new and much 
longer route, around the Danish island of Bornholm and westwards through the strait between 
Sweden and Denmark, a strait that is already seriously affected by shipping accidents involving 
oil discharges. Reasons of consideration under both EU legislation and the Swedish 
Environmental Code mean that the laying of a pipeline along this route should not, in our 
opinion, be approved either by Sweden or by the other affected EU nations. 

A not insignificant risk factor in this context is if the gas pipeline suddenly were to begin to 
leak after being put into operation. The high pressures involved, 60-80 bars, and the large 
pipeline area could lead to a major leak causing a gas cloud which would create very high 
risks of accidents to the many ships moving through this area. This risk was clearly shown 
when risk analyses were done for the natural gas pipeline between Sweden and Denmark in 
the Öresund Strait, and these are just as relevant to the Bornholmsgat. The new pipeline 
would be even larger and would have the same high pressure as the Swedish-Danish pipeline. 

The port of Simrishamn is Sweden’s largest fishing harbour. In the area between Sweden and 
Bornholm, one third of Sweden’s cod quota is caught. Commercial cod fisheries are conducted 
with trawl nets which are dragged along the sea bed. A gas pipeline lying on the sea bed would 
mean that this cod fishing would be prevented or made considerably more difficult. The 
fisheries industry, which is of very great importance to Simrishamn, is already under severe 
strain today. Environmental impact and reduced availability of fish are factors which are 
impacting severely on this occupational group. A gas pipeline would bring a direct threat to the 
survival of the fisheries industry in the district. Simrishamn District Council is today working 
to build up networks for marine environment issues affecting communities around the entire 
Baltic Sea and to create a meeting place in a Marine Centre. Many Baltic communities today 
feel threatened by the Russo-German gas pipeline project, because communities may be 
affected by restrictions. 

The port of Ystad is one of the largest ferry and freight harbours, generating major maritime 
traffic in this part of the Baltic that is under discussion. 

Under discussion here are bans on fishing and anchoring, with monitoring of these bans by 
vessels of foreign states. All this in an area of heavy maritime traffic and a continually high 
volume of maritime transports. In bad weather, with westerly gales, vessels seek the lee of the 
land, anchoring off the Swedish coast. Because of the large-scale and increasing export of 
fossil fuels from the Baltic Sea area, which passes close to the land, the coasts of south-eastern 
Scania are already today more exposed to environmental disturbance and risks of accidents 
than other coasts in Sweden. 

The proposed new route to the north and west of Bornholm also means that the pipeline would 
be run through areas in which the German armed forces dumped large stocks of explosive 
munitions and chemical weapons in 1945 at the end of the war. Laying pipelines and working 
under water in this area would create risks for discharges of a very dangerous kind, which may 
cause serious injury to the marine environment and harm everyone who sails through the area. 

Finally, we would also like to point out that a gas pipeline which is to be used for a very long 
period of time, such as this one, and not, as in undersea oil fields, only for a limited period, 
should actually, in the view of the district councils, be laid on land, where it could be 
maintained and monitored properly. Under water, the maintenance of such a long pipeline as 
this would be subject to great practical difficulties. Running the pipeline on land would 
minimise the risks to third parties considerably. If it really has to be laid on the Baltic Sea bed, 
this should be done east of Bornholm. 
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In our opinion, there are many supporting arguments as far as both Sweden and Europe are 
concerned for not agreeing to the laying of this natural gas pipeline to the west of Bornholm 
or near the coasts of southern Sweden. 

The district councils of south-eastern Scania expect the Swedish Nature Protection Agency to 
act decisively against the present proposal to locate the gas pipeline between Sweden and 
Bornholm. 
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