seabed mining

consultation and study



If seabed mining
becomes legally,
technologically and
b economically feasible, I
‘ \ believe we should ask
ourselves how involved
Europe should be

Maria Damanaki, European Commissioner for Maritime Affairs and
Fisheries
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study interim report

e technology analysis
e legal analysis

e environmental analysis




Framework
conditions

Value chain
phases

Research, Land reclamation, Licensing, Regulatory framework, Control of environmental impacts and assessment, financing,

employment, monitoring
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Before frawling After frawling

better or worse than fishing?






question

H = civil society H = private

Chetter orworse than fishing? —

Dhetter orworse than offshore oil and gas extraction —

Chetter orworse than mining on land? —

H = public authority H=research

Chetter orworse than fishing? —

Dhetter orworse than offshore ail and gas extraction —

D hetter orworse than mining on land? —
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DEA

revise &
) |draft 28 Jumne™ |
legal revised draft 28 June
geological draft 28 Juhe
project ’ draft 28 June

environmental revised draft 28 June
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quastian
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consultation checked with respondents June 2014

consultation results on-line June 2014
final report study 28 August 2014

draft consultation feedback September 2014
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Target groups

Fublic authorities, citizens, companies and organisations concerned with seabed

mining are welcome to contribute to this consultatian.

Period of consultation

From 17.03.2014 to 16.06.2014




