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ESTONIA :

Infmmatmn on the decismn«makmg plocedurc for the de Stream gas pxpelme pro_;ect in the
_ mesh echuswe economlc zone: .

Finland received a preliminary answer from Bstonia in a letter dated 12 October 2009 and a complete

answer in a letter dated 2 November 2009 concerning the supplementary information on:the Nord Stream

“gas plpe]me. project that Finland provxded to Estonia with a letfer dated 15 September 2009, in accordance

with the Convennon on Envuomnental Impact Assessment ina ’I‘ransboundary Context and the Bilateral
’ EIA Agreement between Fmiand and Estoma ‘ . . -

In the leiter dated 2 Novembcr 2009 Estoma presénfed its position. that Bll Baltic coUnt:f;'es should bear in

mind the state of the Baltic Sea and work in coopergtion within HELCOM and in 1mplementmg the BU .

Baltic: Strategy o unprove the environment of the sea. Estonia also feels that the information provided
-under the Ela process is, pmnally msufﬁclent and 1hat there are gaps in the mformanon especlally

considers that the' transboudary conshl’éaﬁéh process 15 Stlll unﬁmshed a.nd that the work on it shouid be
' contmued . . .

. Finland is also very concerned about the sfate of the Ba[txc Sea and is fully 1mp1ementmg the
:HELCOM BSAP.and is followhig ‘the relevant EU directives and. strategles in order to improve the -

. state ‘of -the Bal c Sea Finland has been mvolved w1th these processes over the. years and has

_‘consnlted a Targe group of top scientists and expeﬂs and has used their. seientific findings in work on
the Balt1c Sca These same procedures h'we been followed dmmg the EIA process of the Noid Siream
pIo Ject L .

Finland is. grateful for the good and constructive cooperauon with Estonian authorities and sclentists
and especially aclmowledges the comments that Estonia has provided during the EIA process. During
the consultation process, with the addittonal information prowded by the developer and by the
scientific community, we have been able to solve many of the remammg quesuons and uncértainties,
Finland values the work of Estonlall scientists and their long cooperation in Baltic marine sgierice,

The natjonal EIA process in Finland was ﬁmhzed on 2 July 2009 when the competent authonty gave |
its statement on the EIA process, In this statement, the Uusimaa Regional Environiment Centre stated
that in the essential parts the EIA report is adequate and fulfils the reqmrements of the BIA Act. Some
clarifications were requn*ed howeyer, for inclusion in the processing of the permit applicaiiens,
According to these requirements, the developer has provided an apswer to Estosia's concetns and thie
-supplementmy information was sent to Estonia on 15 September 2009, Finland considers that instead
of reviewing and rewriting the whole EIA report, the additional information and consultation
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meetings with Estonia (on 25 June and 26 October 2009) have fulfilied the relevant
information exchange. Finland emphasizes that the potential transhoundary impacts on Estonia are not
only discussed in the summary of the transboundary impacts on Estonia, but that the information can
also be found throughout the documents. Thus, Finland sees that the documents should be considered
- as a whole, .

In the Estonian answer there was an annex  concerning the hydrodynamic “issues. Finland
acknowledges the detailed hydrodynamic issues provided by Estonia, The scientific issues raised are
interesting and many of these are still under seientific debate between Baltic and other internaiional
scientists who have not yet reached consensus on them. Finland sees that the problems in the
modelling that Estonia has presented are important and that they will be taken into account in the
permitting procedure e.g. with sufficient safety factors.. Thus the models used in the EIA process can

be considered adequate for the purpose of the permitting.

Estonia has asked for an official statement from the Finnish authorities whether Nord Stream has been

- notified of the existence of the annexes in the Estonian letter dated 8 July 2009. The Ministry of the
Environment is résporisible for delivering the comnients receiv uring the Espoo process to the
competent authotity on EIA in Finland and to the permit authorities as ‘well, The doty of the
competent authority on EIA is to deliver its statement and all other statements and opinions received
to the developer, ' ' ? ' : ' '

Finland believes that the infotiriation provided in'the EIA documentation, togethér with the additional

inforiation by the develaper,‘and the résblls of the Estontan-Finnish consultations are adequsto and
sufficient. In'conclusion, Finland considérs the EIA, process to'be complete and feels that it fulfils the
- requirements of the European Union EIA directive: However, Finlatid emphasizes ihat the Western
Finland Environmental Permit Authority will take the concerns presented by Estonia into account in

the per:mttmg procedures. *

In its letter, Bstonia also cxpressss sich concerns which are not pait of the environiental impact
assessmeht process under the Espoo’ Convention, The Ministry of the Environment has forwatded the
information 'on these conesin to'the appropiiate aithorities in Finland: Finland supports the future

" cooperation “on ‘the inonitoring issue’ between all "Partiés “aid ‘motes ‘that the national mionitoring

programme of Finland ‘."._fi]l_ be defined in the permitting procedite.

Finland would like to state that in the decision on ihe proposed activity, due account will be taken of
the outcoirie of the envirofimental impact assessrherit, inchiding the envifonmenta] impact assessment
documentation, and of the comments theteon recsived pursuant to the Espoo Convention, Article 3,
‘paragraph 8; and Axticle'4; paragraph 2, and of the outcome of the consultations ifi acéordance with
Article 5 of the Espoo” Convention and with the Bilateral EIA Agreement between Finland and
Tstonia, Article 9, Axticle 11 and Asticle 12, '

| Yours sincérely, T oo
Permanent Secretary Hannele Pokka'

“Sadra Biick

Environment Counsellor



