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Big  Oil  is  raking  in  historic  amounts  of  cash,  but  the
windfall  isn’t  being  invested  in  new  production  to  help
displace  Russian  oil  and  gas.  Instead,  executives  are
rewarding shareholders — setting the world up for an even
tighter energy market in the years ahead.

The West’s five biggest oil companies together earned $36.6
billion over and above their spending in the first quarter, or
about $400 million in spare cash a day. It was the second-
highest  quarterly  free  cash  flow  on  record  and  enough  to
relegate billions of dollars of Russia-related writedowns to
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mere footnotes in their recent earnings reports.

Oil booms typically spark a chase for higher production — but
not this time. All five supermajors have kept their capital
expenditure budgets firmly in check and pledged that this
discipline will hold in future years — even as oil prices have
closed above $100 a barrel on all but five days since Russia
invaded Ukraine in February. With wells naturally declining in
production every year and large projects taking half a decade
or more to come online, any expansion lag happening now will
push the possibility of new production even further into the
future.

“In prior cycles of high oil prices, the majors would be
investing  heavily  in  long-cycle  deepwater  projects  that
wouldn’t see production for many years,” said Noah Barrett,
lead energy analyst at Janus Henderson, which manages $361
billion. “Those type of projects are just off the table right
now.”

In short, if consumers are looking for Big Oil to replace
Russian  production  with  any  urgency,  they  better  look
elsewhere.

The last time crude was consistently over $100 a barrel in
2013,  Big  Oil’s  combined  capital  expenditure  was  $158.7
billion,  almost  double  what  the  companies  are  currently
spending, according to data compiled by Bloomberg. The group
includes Shell Plc, TotalEnergies SE, BP Plc, Exxon Mobil
Corp. and Chevron Corp.

“Discipline  is  the  order  of  the  day,”  BP  Chief  Executive
Officer Bernard Looney told analysts Tuesday. The London-based
major isn’t budging on its $14 billion to $15 billion spending
plans for the year, with its mid-term guidance creeping up to
a maximum of $16 billion despite 10% cost inflation in some
parts of its business.

Shell, which posted record profits that exceeded even the



highest analyst estimate, was equally clear. In her first set
of results as chief financial officer, Sinead Gorman repeated
time and time again that Shell would keep within its $23
billion to $27 billion range. “Nothing has changed in terms of
our capital allocation framework,” she said.

Instead of spending on new projects, companies are opting to
reward shareholders after years of poor returns. Exxon, BP and
TotalEnergies  increased  share  buybacks  while  Chevron  is
already repurchasing record amounts of stock.

There are clear reasons why Big Oil is choosing not to spend
more. Chief among them are climate concerns and uncertainty
over the future direction of oil demand. Years of pressure
from investors, politicians and climate activists came to a
head in the past two years, when all the oil majors pledged
some form of net zero target by mid-century. BP and Shell
actively positioned themselves to move away from oil and gas
over the long-term. All are under added pressure to improve
returns  that  dwindled  over  the  past  decade  due  to  cost
blowouts and low prices.

“Any  decision  to  increase,  support  or  add-in  new  fossil
projects today could see returns risk within a few years,”
said Banco Santander SA analyst Jason Kenney. Climate change,
technology  developments  like  electric  cars  and  rapidly
evolving government policy on emissions are major risks today
when deciding whether to invest billions in a new project, he
said.

Against that backdrop, investment in the upstream oil and gas
sector slumped 30% in 2020, while last year’s spend of $341
billion was 23% below pre-pandemic levels, the International
Energy Forum wrote in a report.

“Two years in a row of large and abrupt underinvestment in oil
and  gas  development  is  a  recipe  for  higher  prices  and
volatility  later  this  decade,”  warned  Joseph  McMonigle,



Secretary General of the IEF.

That message has not gone down well with consumers around the
globe.  From  Pakistan  to  Paris,  billions  of  people  are
suffering a cost-of-living crisis fueled in large part by high
energy costs. In the U.S., President Joe Biden has implored
oil companies to reinvest profits from surging oil prices into
more production to help ease the shortages caused by Russia’s
war against Ukraine. Some U.S. and European politicians have
called for a windfall tax on companies’ profits to help ease
the burden on consumers.

To be fair, that doesn’t mean companies aren’t investing in
growth at all. But they will “focus only on low risk, high
return assets” such as shale or expanding offshore fields near
existing operations, according to Kenney.

Exxon and Chevron, for instance, are spending aggressively to
grow production in the U.S.’s Permian Basin, the world largest
shale oil region, with planned growth rates of 25% and 15%,
respectively. BP is boosting investment in U.S. shale, but the
company won’t be able to ramp up Permian production until it
finishes building two large gathering systems at the end of
the year.

However, most Permian growth will largely offset declines from
elsewhere in the U.S. supermajors’ global portfolio, rather
than adding to total barrels. Exxon’s first quarter production
of 3.7 million barrels per day was the lowest since its merger
with  Mobil  in  the  late  1990s.  Together  Exxon  and
Chevron plan to spend more on buybacks and dividends this year
than they do on production.

“For so long the industry has been told by investors and
politicians we need less oil and executives remember that,”
said Barrett of Janus Henderson. “If the world needs an extra
million barrels a day to ease prices, I’m not sure where it
will come from.”



Iraq  may  make  decision  on
Halliburton gas deal in May

(Bloomberg)  —  Iraq’s  cabinet  may  reactivate  a  deal  with
Halliburton Co. to drill wells in a western gas field in Akkas
next month, Oil Minister Ihsan Abdul Jabbar told local media.

An agreement with Halliburton would enable the oil ministry to
get clear data on the production capacity of the Akkas field
and it may reach a decision after the Islamic holy month of
Ramadan, which ends in early May, the minister said.

If the government decides to develop the field, which has been
idle since Baghdad retook it from Islamic State militants in
late 2017, it would have to pick a production company for the
project.

Officials have been in talks with Chevron Corp. and Saudi
Aramco about investment in the region. That “will depend on
the  data  we  get  from  the  exploration  and  well-drilling
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operations,” Abdul Jabbar said in an interview on Al-Forat
channel.

Kurdistan Talks

Abdul Jabbar said 80% of the contracts that the Kurdistan
Regional Government signed with oil companies are correct and
the rest need to be reviewed. The KRG has no problem with half
the solutions the federal government offered to resolve the
oil issues in Kurdistan.

The Kurdish region exports 430,000 barrels of oil per day,
Abdul Jabbar said.

Baghdad has long sought to bring Kurdish production under its
control in exchange for funds from the national budget. A
February  ruling  in  Iraq’s  top  court  asserted  the  central
government’s  right  to  the  semi-autonomous  region’s
hydrocarbons.  The  KRG  has  said  its  rights  to  control  the
region’s oil and gas are enshrined in the Iraqi constitution.

High Oil Prices

Iraq will probably sell its oil for an average of $106-$107 a
barrel this month if prices remain at current levels, the
minister added.

The oil ministry is providing 30 million liters of gasoline a
day for local consumption, which Abdul Jabbar called a “big”
number. Work on a new refinery in Karbala has been delayed by
Covid-19 but the facility is expected to enter service in the
first quarter of 2023, he added. The country will continue to
import gasoline until 2024.



Why Gulf Dollar Pegs Survive
Through Wars, Oil Shocks

Gulf Arab nations have pegged their currencies to the dollar
for decades. There’s a reason for that: they reduce foreign-
exchange risk for states in the region because so much of
their revenue comes from oil, which is priced internationally
in the U.S. currency. Periodically the mechanisms are tested,
as they were in 2020 when a price war sent crude plummeting
below $20 a barrel. With oil back around $100 in 2022, they
appear  to  be  in  good  shape,  despite  questions  about  the
dollar’s role in the global economy.

1. Who has currency pegs and why?

The six members of the Gulf Cooperation Council — Bahrain,
Kuwait, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates
— have been running currency pegs or managed foreign-exchange
regimes since the 1970s and 1980s. Kuwait’s dinar tracks the
value of a basket of currencies believed to be dominated by
the dollar, while others are linked solely to the greenback.
The pegs have helped to shield the region’s economies from the
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volatility of energy markets and allowed central banks to
accumulate reserves in the good times. Those reserves, along
with foreign assets held by the region’s sovereign wealth
funds, are used in turn to defend the pegs.

2. What could put the pegs under stress?

Fixed exchange-rate regimes in Asia were swept away during the
currency crisis of the late 1990s, when speculators forced the
likes of Thailand and South Korea to abandon their links with
the dollar. They’re now largely confined to the major oil
producers  in  the  Middle  East  along  with  Hong  Kong,  whose
dollar has been pegged to the U.S. currency since 1983. The
Gulf  pegs  mean  local  central  banks  often  take  a  cue  on
monetary policy from the U.S. Federal Reserve, which creates
the risk of policy misalignment when business cycles are out
of step. Today, the Gulf region is grappling with heightened
inflation and the prospect of global interest-rate increases
led  by  the  Fed.  There  is  disquiet  about  global  dollar
dominance, and the U.S.’s willingness to use the dollar as a
weapon  in  sanctions  to  punish  Russia  for  its  invasion  of
Ukraine.

3. What might the Gulf states do next?

None of the region’s governments have suggested they might
abandon the pegs and let markets decide the value of their
currencies. However, Saudi Arabia, the biggest economy in the
region, is said to be considering accepting yuan payments for
its oil exports to China. If the kingdom does take that step,
the  petrodollar  system  would  be  tested,  especially  if
neighbors follow suit, with China accounting for over 20% of
the  bloc’s  total  oil  shipments.  Currency  strategists  said
Saudi Arabia appeared to be sending a political message to the
U.S.  with  the  yuan  reports,  amid  strained  relations  with
Washington, and played down the likelihood of any immediate
action.



4. What stresses have there been in the past?

The  system  has  survived  stern  tests,  including  successive
years of low oil prices in the 1990s, a period of dollar
weakness before the financial crisis in 2008 and an oil-price
crash in 2014. Speculators jumped in at that point in a failed
effort to challenge the Saudi peg, boosting the price of 12-
month forward contracts used by investors to bet on the peg
breaking or to hedge in case it does.

5. How did Saudi Arabia react?

Instead of choosing to devalue the riyal, the kingdom cut
spending and subsidies and turned to debt markets to fund its
budget deficit. Its neighbors have adopted similar strategies.
The  Saudi  forward  contract  jumped  again  in  2020  amid  the
double-hit of weaker crude prices and the pandemic. Oman’s
rial forwards reached a record high that year, before edging
lower.

6. What happens to Gulf economies if the U.S. hikes rates?

The  risk  is  that,  to  maintain  their  pegs,  the  region’s
governments are forced to follow the Fed with a succession of
interest rate rises that end up hammering their own economies.
If they do, there’s still a way for them to avoid recessions:
Oil prices are riding high, leaving them with plenty of ready
cash to boost state spending and support growth.

7. Which pegs appear most vulnerable to speculators?

The weakest economies in the region have for long been Oman
and Bahrain, with the latter being the only nation in the
region needing oil above $100 a barrel to balance its budget,
according  to  the  International  Monetary  Fund.  The  two
countries have fared better recently, with S&P Global Ratings
raising Oman’s credit ratings in April. The oil rally has
eased concerns about the sultanate’s ability to keep the rial
pegged, prompting traders to slash bets on a devaluation.



Saudi Arabia, the UAE, Kuwait and Qatar have for the most part
always had firepower in the form of sizable currency reserves
to defend their pegs.

8. What if dollar pegs were abandoned?

While the pegs give the region’s governments less freedom to
pursue policy goals like reviving growth or creating jobs,
they provide more predictability for investors and foreign
residents. The dollar’s status as a global reserve currency
would be undermined if GCC countries dismantled the pegs.
Middle  East  countries  account  for  between  10%  and  15%  of
global foreign exchange reserves outside of China, according
to Goldman Sachs. Saudi Arabia alone makes up around 5%. If
Saudi Arabia accepted yuan for oil, it would accumulate big
yuan reserves that it would then need to allocate, Goldman
pointed out in a research note in March. This could pose
challenges of its own, given the size of China’s bond market.

More stories like this are available on bloomberg.com

©2022 Bloomberg L.P.

Germany faces $240bn hit if
Russian energy cut off
Bloomberg / Berlin

Germany was warned it could face a €220bn ($240bn) hit to
output over the next two years in the event of an immediate
interruption  in  Russian  energy  supplies  over  the  war  in
Ukraine.
Economic institutes advising the government in Berlin said on

https://www.bloomberg.com/
https://euromenaenergy.com/germany-faces-240bn-hit-if-russian-energy-cut-off/
https://euromenaenergy.com/germany-faces-240bn-hit-if-russian-energy-cut-off/


Wednesday in a joint forecast that a full halt in Russian
natural gas imports would result in a “sharp recession.”
“The decision to become independent from Russian supplies of
raw materials is likely to remain valid even when the military
and political situation calms down again,” the report said.
“That means part of the energy supply and energy-intensive
industry must realign itself.”
While the €220bn estimate is the equivalent of 6.5% of annual
output,  it’s  nowhere  near  the  almost  €890bn  in  borrowing
Germany carried out in 2020 and 2021 to shield the economy
from the fallout of the pandemic.
Amid mounting casualties and reports of brutal atrocities,
Germany has been under increasing pressure to justify its
resistance to an embargo on Russian gas – widely seen as the
ultimate leverage against President Vladimir Putin.
Ukraine  snubbed  a  request  by  Frank-Walter  Steinmeier,
Germany’s  president,  to  visit  Kyiv  this  week  following
criticism for his past support for the Nord Stream 2 gas
pipeline from Russia to Germany and for his role when foreign
minister in encouraging reconciliation and dialogue with the
Kremlin.
Finance  Minister  Christian  Lindner  highlighted  the  huge
challenges  facing  Germany  as  it  tries  to  wean  itself  off
Russian energy as quickly as possible while also pursuing a
goal of climate neutrality by 2045.
“Our  world  will  not  be  the  same  again  as  it  once  was,”
Lindner, who’s chairman of the pro-business Free Democrats,
wrote  in  a  guest  article  for  the  Handelsblatt  newspaper
published on Wednesday.
“We need new business models, new ideas, new supply chains and
new trade relationships,” he said. “We have to reduce one-
sided dependencies, be it when it comes to importing energy
from Russia or exporting to China.”
Berlin-based  DIW,  one  of  the  institutes  involved  in  the
estimate, said on Friday that Germany could be in position to
survive without Russian gas, which currently accounts for two-
fifths of its gas deliveries. The group said a combination of



high  storage,  bolstering  other  energy  supplies  and
implementing programmes to lower demand could offset Russia as
soon as this winter.
That’s not a view that’s generally shared by the business
community, with industry leaders including Deutsche Bank AG
Chief  Executive  Officer  Christian  Sewing  warning  of  dire
economic consequences if Russian supplies are severed.
Even absent a cutoff, Wednesday’s report pared the outlook for
Germany’s economy, predicting growth this year of 2.7% and
3.1% in 2023. Those numbers compare with previous projections
for expansion of 4.8% and 1.9%. Inflation will average 6.1% in
2022 – the most in 40 years.
“The shock waves from the war in Ukraine are weighing on
economic  activity  on  both  the  supply  side  and  the  demand
side,”  said  Stefan  Kooths,  vice  president  of  the  Kiel
Institute  for  the  World  Economy.  “Increasing  prices  of
critical  energy  commodities  following  the  Russian  invasion
further fuel the upward pressure on prices.”
Germany’s  industry-heavy  economy  faces  considerable  hurdles
after  the  war  sent  energy  prices  higher  while  disrupting
supply chains that had already been suffering from pandemic-
related snarls. Inflation reached 7.6% in the first full month
of the war – the highest level since records began after
reunification in the early 1990s.
Companies  are  seen  as  particularly  vulnerable  because  of
Germany’s reliance on Russian gas. The ruling coalition last
week agreed on an aid package for suffering businesses that
includes loans, loan guarantees and capital injections, and is
meant to help energy firms in particular.



IEA cuts oil demand forecast
as China reimposes lockdowns

Bloomberg / London

The International Energy Agency cut its forecast for global
oil  demand  this  year  after  China  reimposed  lockdowns  to
contain the spread of a resurgent coronavirus.
With the weaker demand outlook and the massive release of
emergency oil reserves by IEA members, the agency now sees
global markets in balance for much of the year. Crude prices
have already lost most of their gains since Russia’s attack on
Ukraine, to trade near $100 a barrel in New York on Wednesday.
“We’re seeing now that economic forecasters are continuing to
downgrade their outlook for the world economy, and obviously
this will have an impact on oil demand,” Toril Bosoni, head of
the IEA’s markets and industry division, said in a Bloomberg
Television interview. “The market does look more balanced.”
The Paris-based agency, which advises most major economies,
lowered projections for world fuel consumption this year by
260,000 barrels a day, with a particularly steep reduction of
925,000 a day for China in April. Still, global demand remains
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on track to increase this year.
The IEA also dialled back estimates for the loss of Russian
supplies  from  an  international  boycott  over  its  military
aggression. Production in April may be 1.5mn barrels a day
lower than the prior month – roughly half the drop that was
previously expected. Those losses may still double in May, the
IEA said.
Oil surged well above $100 a barrel following Russia’s attack
on its neighbour. While prices have eased, they are still high
enough to stoke inflationary pressures and exacerbate a cost-
of-living crisis for millions of consumers. To counter this,
IEA members announced last week that they will deploy 240mn
barrels from emergency reserves, the biggest stockpile release
in the agency’s history.
“Prices are now back to near pre-invasion levels, but remain
troublingly  high  and  are  a  serious  threat  for  the  global
economic outlook,” the IEA said.
World oil consumption will expand by 1.9mn barrels a day to
average 99.4mn a day this year, according to the IEA.
“Oil demand is still recovering from Covid,” said Bosoni. “The
aviation sector is recovering, there’s pent-up demand, so we
are  expecting  growth.  But  obviously  downside  risk  if  the
economic outlook deteriorates.”
China’s fierce zero-Covid policy has diminished demand growth,
as millions are locked down in their homes, imports drop and
business activity slows in the world’s second-biggest economy.
The IEA noted that Saudi Arabia and other members of the
Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries have refused to
open the taps faster, partly from a belief that markets didn’t
face a genuine shortage, and partly to preserve the Opec+
coalition they lead with Russia.
Opec+  members  managed  to  provide  just  10%  of  the  supply
increase scheduled for March, according to the IEA. The 19
coalition  members,  which  have  been  engaged  in  a  pact  to
stabilise markets since the start of the pandemic, added a
mere 40,000 barrels a day as diminished investment erodes
production capacity across the group.



The clash over policy between Opec+ and the IEA – which has
openly expressed disappointment with the group’s inaction –
came to a head last month with Opec abandoning the agency as
one of its data sources.

Why Japan will struggle to do
without Russian energy

After reports of alleged war crimes in Ukraine by Russian
forces, Japan said it will follow the European Union and Group
of Seven countries and ban imports of Russian coal. Prime
Minister  Fumio  Kishida  said  the  country  will  secure
alternative sources of energy in a speedy manner, although no
time frame was given. But shifting away from Russian fuel will
be easier said than done for resource-poor Japan.

WHAT SANCTIONS HAS JAPAN IMPOSED ON RUSSIA?
Ever since the invasion of Ukraine in late February, Japan has
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joined the US and European countries in sanctioning Russia. It
has imposed export controls, including on semiconductors and
has sanctioned some oligarchs and their family members. Russia
is barred from issuing government bonds in the country. Japan
is also taking in Ukrainian refugees.

WHAT ABOUT ENERGY?
Japan had drawn a line there, as it has few resources of its
own. Russia supplies Japan with 13 per cent of its coal for
power generation, known as thermal coal; 8 per cent of the
coal used in steelmaking and 9 per cent of its liquefied
natural gas. Japan has stakes in the Sakhalin-1 and 2 oil and
gas projects in Russia, which Kishida has called “an extremely
important project for energy security.” But on Apr 8 trade
minister Koichi Hagiuda said Japan “will aim to stop importing
coal from Russia” as a longer-term goal.

WHY THE CHANGE?
Japan was standing with its G7 partners, who expressed outrage
over reports of atrocities committed by Russian forces in
Ukraine. “There needs to be accountability for such inhumane
acts,” Kishida said, adding that he believes Russia committed
war crimes in Ukraine.

WHAT ARE THE CHALLENGES FOR JAPAN?
The global market for thermal coal is already tight, and with
the EU also phasing out Russian coal, competition from other
countries  will  increase,  said  Ali  Asghar,  an  analyst  at
BloombergNEF. That means prices could rise, which could then
translate into even higher electricity bills. Energy-intensive
industries such as chemical manufacturers would be especially
hard hit, and some might look for other sources of fuel.

Longer term, a drive to cut Japan’s dependency on coal could
accelerate  the  transition  to  renewable  energy  and  the
restarting of nuclear power plants that were taken offline
following  the  2011  Fukushima  disaster,  said  Isshu  Kikuma,
another analyst at BloombergNEF.



That said, neither offer immediate solutions. Hagiuda, the
trade  minister,  said  Japan  will,  over  time,  use  energy
conservation,  other  power  generation  and  supplies  from
alternative countries to reduce its dependency on Russia.

CAN OTHER SUPPLIERS REPLACE RUSSIAN COAL
Not exactly, as Japan will have to take into account the
variety of coal grades. Some power plants and furnaces are
most suited for Russian coal and can’t easily replace it with
supplies from Australia or Indonesia.

There  are  also  logistical  complications  when  it  comes  to
quickly pivoting to new sources, as shipments may come from
producers that are farther away or there may not be vessels
readily available.

WHAT ABOUT THE OTHER FOSSIL FUELS?
Japan is facing a pretty tight supply situation. Tokyo hasn’t
announced any intention to walk away from its energy projects
in Russia, as UK oil majors BP and Shell have said they would
do. It also has avoided any direct action on Russian oil and
gas so far, in line with the EU.

Russian oil exports forced to
take longer journeys to find
buyers
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Russia’s crude oil exports, a vital wellspring of income for
Vladimir Putin’s regime, are giving no indications that they
are beginning to crumble in the midst of the vanishing of
European purchasers. Shipments in the seven days to April 8
proceeded with a bounce back that started the earlier week,
after reliably falling since Russia’s Feb. 24 invasion of
Ukraine. That is as per Bloomberg News’ first tracker of all
crude leaving the nation’s export terminals on ocean-going



tankers. Week by week shipments hit very nearly 4 million
barrels every day in the first full week of April, the most
significant level seen up until this point this year. That was
up by just about one quarter over the earlier week.

Boosted  by  a  combination  of  higher  export  volumes  and  an
increase in the duty payable per barrel in April, the Kremlin
earned an estimated $230 million from seaborne crude exports
in the week to April 8, based on calculations of the amount
payable on each cargo that left Russian ports that week.

And the same pattern holds for the export duty revenues that
the Russian state receives on overseas shipments. In the week
to April 8, they jumped back to equal their highest level this
year, after falling in each of the two previous weeks.

But while overall export volumes are shrugging off import bans
and self-sanctioning, there is one area where a clear impact
is already being seen — the distances that cargoes are being
shipped to find willing buyers.

At the same time, there are signs traders are starting to work
on ways to get more crude to Asia, where buyers are willing to
take advantage of big discounts on Russian oil. Increasing
numbers of Very Large Crude Carriers, supertankers able to
carry two million barrels, are loading Russian crude from
smaller ships in the Mediterranean Sea and elsewhere.

European oil majors including Shell Plc and TotalEnergies SE,
which normally run tanker loads of Russian crudes through
their refineries every week, have said they will stop buying
out of revulsion over the war in Ukraine. The U.S. has stopped
buying all Russian oil and the U.K. will follow suit by the
end of the year. The early data suggest it’s having an impact.

Before the war, Russia was the world’s second-largest oil
exporter,  behind  Saudi  Arabia,  shipping  almost  5  million
barrels of crude oil every day with a spot-market value of
more than $500 million. Some of that crude is delivered by



pipeline directly to refineries in Europe and China, but about
60%  moves  by  sea.  In  the  coming  months,  we  plan  to
systematically track the flow of seaborne crude from Russia,
providing week-by-week insight into how the war is affecting
those flows, and showing the impact on Russia’s petro-reliant
economy.

Disappearing Markets

Traditional markets in Northwest Europe for Russia’s Baltic
Sea exports are disappearing fast, as buyers self-sanction
Moscow’s crude. Half of the ships loading at the northwest
Russian ports of Primorsk and Ust-Luga last week are either
heading to Asia, or not showing final destinations. Most of
that second group are signaling destinations such as Gibraltar
or Malta, suggesting that they may either be heading to Asia
via the Suez Canal or to conduct ship-to-ship transfers in the
Mediterranean (see below). The Mediterranean is starting to
become  a  preferred  location  for  transfers  of  cargoes  of
Russian crude from smaller vessels onto giant intercontinental
supertankers for shipment to Asia.

Exports from the Black Sea terminal at Novorossiysk soared in
the past week, surging to just under 800,000 barrels a day,
more than three times the volume shipped in the previous week,
when a backlog of vessels waiting to load built up off the
port. Most shipments from Novorossiysk are staying within the
Mediterranean region, which includes the Black Sea ports of
Bulgaria and Romania, where three of the seven cargoes have
discharged.

Of  21  Urals  cargoes  loaded  from  Primorsk,  Ust-Luga  and
Novorossiysk in the week to April 8, six are heading to India,
four have unknown destinations and the remainder look set to
deliver  their  cargoes  within  Europe,  according  to  their
destination  signals.  Shipments  from  the  Arctic  port  of
Murmansk are still finding outlets in northwest Europe, with
all three cargoes that loaded in the week to April 8 heading



either to Rotterdam in the Netherlands or Wilhelmshaven in
Germany, according to their destination signals.

Shipments  from  Russia’s  three  Pacific  Ocean  terminals,
dominated by exports of ESPO crude from Kzmino, are almost all
now  heading  to  China,  with  only  occasional  cargoes  going
elsewhere. Perhaps the biggest initial impact of the import
bans and self-sanctioning of Russian crude is to be seen in
the  very  long  and  unusual  journeys  that  some  cargoes  are
beginning to make.

Cargoes are being transferred from the ships that call at
Russian terminals onto much bigger vessels in order to benefit
from economies of scale on the long voyages to China and
India. A supertanker, known in industry speak as a Very Large
Crude Carrier, or VLCC, can be used to accumulate the cargoes
from three smaller vessels, known as Aframaxes, that often
load west Russian barrels. Vitol Group, the world’s biggest
independent oil trader, booked a supertanker, Searacer, to
load from Denmark’s Skaw, a popular location for ship-to-ship
transfers of Russian cargoes.

Russia-Ukraine  War  Could
Delay  Europe’s
Decarbonization  Plans  for  a
Decade  “The  Whole  Situation
is Very Sad” – Energy Expert
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8 April 2022
Roudi Baroudi

DELPHI,  Greece:  Russia’s  invasion  of  Ukraine  could  force
Europe  to  delay  key  decarbonization  efforts  for  up  to  a
decade, a prominent regional energy expert warned on Friday.

“They don’t have many choices left,” said Roudi Baroudi, CEO
of Doha-based Energy and Environment Holding, an independent
consultancy. “Unless some European countries pull out all the
stops,  much  of  the  continent  could  soon  be  looking  at
crippling shortages, prohibitively high prices, or both.”

Now that Europe is moving to reduce imports of Russian oil and
gas, he explained, some of the measures expected to reduce
carbon emissions may have to be put off “for eight, nine,
maybe  ten  years”,  as  would  planned  shutdowns  of  nuclear
generating stations.

“The  European  Union  will  need  to  provide  the  necessary
permissions in some cases, plus financing in others,” he said.
“Eight to ten nuclear plants and as many as 30 coal stations
slated for decommissioning will have to remain online to keep
up with electricity demand, and several projects required to
replace  Russian  gas  will  need  to  be  accelerated  with
additional  funding  and/or  guarantees.”

If and when gas stops flowing through pipelines from Russia,
Baroudi told the conference, “it cannot be replaced by simply



ordering more liquefied natural gas from Qatar, the United
States, and/or other producers. Europe doesn’t have enough
receiving facilities to re-gasify such huge amounts, which is
why efforts to expand capacity in Germany and the Netherlands
are so urgent.”

Coordinated releases of strategic oil reserves by the US and
other countries are helping to contain upward pressure on
crude and other energy prices, he said, but reasonable levels
“cannot be maintained unless more supply makes it to market
and that means oil producers –primarily OPEC but others as
well – have to start pumping more.”

On yet another front, “Spain has both spare LNG receiving
capacity and an undersea pipeline for imports of gas from
North Africa – but very little of that can reach the rest of
Europe unless and until a new pipeline connects the Iberian
Peninsula to the rest of Europe via France,” said Baroudi, who
has been advising companies and governments on energy policy
for decades. “Paris has recently voiced new openness to that
idea, but the EU can and should do more to facilitate it. It
should also do more to establish an agreed route for another
pipeline to carry gas from the Eastern Mediterranean to Greece
and/or Turkey.”

Baroudi  also  argued  that  the  EU  would  be  wise  to  ensure
adequate capital flows into renewables such as wind and solar.
“We might have to retain fossil fuels longer than we had
planned,  but  that’s  no  reason  to  stop  funding  a  cleaner
future,” he said. “In fact it’s a reason to move as quickly as
possible.”

“The whole situation is very sad,” he added. “Ever since the
Paris Agreements of 2015, and especially since the Glasgow
climate summit last year, Europe had been on the right track
to be ready for a decarbonized economy. But now those plans
are temporarily being pushed to the back burner. Apart from
the lives being lost in the fighting, the energy and economic



implications will mean severe hardships across the continent
and even beyond, especially for lower-income people, who are
the most vulnerable as rising energy prices cause the cost of
food to spike as well. So there will be hunger, too. And much
of the cause is due to repeated delays in the diversification
of Europe’s sources of supply. Now it finds itself scrambling
to prevent an economic disaster.”

Is  Putin’s  war  driving  up
commodity prices?

By Daniel Gros/ Florence

• Understanding why prices are high is essential to devise the
right policy response

Sky-high commodity prices have the world reeling. Inflation
has reached 7% in both the United States and in Europe – a
level unseen for decades – with European consumers facing
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losses of purchasing power equivalent to those caused by the
oil  shocks  of  the  1970s.  The  economic  recovery  from  the
pandemic  is  now  at  risk  of  stalling,  and  the  spectre  of
stagflation looms over developed countries from the European
Union to Japan.
One might assume that Russian President Vladimir Putin’s war
in  Ukraine  is  the  primary  cause  of  spiking  energy  and
commodity prices. Russia is, after all, the world’s largest
exporter of oil and petroleum products, and, together with
Ukraine, it accounts for a third of global wheat and barley
exports. But there are two compelling reasons to doubt this
explanation.
First, the war has not led to large-scale interruptions in the
supply of oil, gas, or other important commodities (at least
not yet). Of course, the mere expectation in markets that a
shortage is imminent can be enough to drive up prices. But
such an expectation so far seems to have little basis.
Yes, wheat deliveries from Ukraine have been halted, and this
year’s harvest is in doubt, because Ukrainian farmers cannot
work their fields. But Ukraine produces only about 3% of the
world’s  wheat.  Russia,  meanwhile,  produces  11%,  and  both
production and exports remain uninterrupted. Moreover, while
Russia has threatened to cut off gas supplies to “hostile
countries” unless they pay in roubles – an ultimatum Europe
has so far rejected – there is little indication that Russian
oil or other commodities will be withdrawn from the market.
For most commodities, the war should not affect supply.
A second reason to doubt that the war is responsible for
today’s  high  commodity  prices  is  that  most  of  the  price
increase  happened  before  the  invasion.  The  International
Monetary Fund’s commodity-price index remains below its 2008
peak,  standing  close  to  levels  seen  in  2012-13.  And  spot
prices for gas are in line with their “pre-war” level from the
end of last year, when few expected a full-scale invasion of
Ukraine.
While oil prices have risen since the start of the war, the
increase has been a modest 20%. Although natural-gas prices



have been attracting more attention, because they directly
affect  household  heating  bills,  oil  prices  are  much  more
important for Europe, because the value of its oil imports is
traditionally about five times higher.
If  the  Ukraine  war  is  not  to  blame  for  high  energy  and
commodity prices, what is? One contributing factor might be
what economists call the “hog cycle.” The term stems from a
phenomenon observed in the Danish hog industry: farmers would
rear more animals when prices were high, thereby producing a
glut, which reduced prices the following year, causing farmers
to rear fewer animals, which then sold for higher prices.
Likewise, when commodity prices are high, there is a larger
incentive to invest in exploration and mining. But when they
are relatively low – as they have been in recent years – the
profitability of such investment declines, leading to reduced
production and higher prices in later years. And, indeed, the
International  Energy  Agency  has  provided  powerful  evidence
that years of under-investment in exploration have reduced
production capacity.
The fall in demand in 2020, caused by the Covid-19 recession,
masked this development. But when Europe, Asia, and the US
began to recover strongly, there was not enough spare capacity
to meet rising demand. This put upward pressure on prices
throughout 2021.
Another  factor  contributing  to  high  energy  and  commodity
prices might have been the rise of environmental, social, and
governance  (ESG)  investing,  which  has  increasingly  led
investors to refuse to finance fossil-fuel exploration and
development. They hope that denying the fossil-fuel industry
capital will discourage production and spur progress toward a
green economy based on carbon neutrality.
This  phenomenon  has  been  concentrated  in  the  West.  While
upstream investment by the major Western oil and gas firms
fell by nearly half between 2015 and 2020, such investment
remained stable among Middle Eastern producers and rose in
China. All of these producers have the same price incentives,
but  Western  firms  are  the  ones  that  are  subject  to  ESG



guidelines.
Understanding why prices are high is essential to devise the
right policy response. If the war was responsible for high
prices, it would be politically difficult to refuse price caps
and generous compensation to help consumers and enterprises
cope. Moreover, one could hope that prices would fall when the
war ends.
But if high commodity prices are the result of a hog cycle and
ESG  pressures,  they  are  sending  an  appropriate  signal  to
markets; in fact, ESG rules are supposed to lead to higher
prices. In this case, the economy needs to adjust to a new
level of scarcity – and consumers should not be compensated
for their lost purchasing power.
Of course, these explanations are not mutually exclusive; all
three factors – the hog cycle, ESG standards, and the war –
are  probably  contributing  to  higher  commodity  prices.  But
price trends before the invasion suggest that the war is a
minor factor.
This is not the most politically convenient explanation: if
the war is the culprit, it absolves consumers and government
of the responsibility to adjust, with the former receiving
compensation and the latter running higher fiscal deficits.
But it is the more economically sound explanation, and thus
the one that should dictate a responsible policy response,
despite  the  pain  that  adjustment  might  bring.  —  Project
Syndicate

• Daniel Gros is a member of the board and a distinguished
fellow at the Centre for European Policy Studies.



الحـرب بيـن روسـيا وأوكرانيـا
وسعي أوروبا الخاطئ إلى أمنها
في مجال الطاقة

  بقلم: رودي بارودي

 لقد كشف تردد أوروبا في استهداف قطاع الطاقة الروسية لمعاقبة
موسكو على غزوها لأوكرانيا مدى هشاشة إمدادات الطاقة للقارة، حيث
تتطلب أفضل الحلول، فهماً أعمق لكيفية وصول الوضع الأوروبي إلى ما

هو عليه اليوم.

 التفسير البسيط هو أن ألمانيا والعديد من الدول الأوروبية الأخرى
أصبحت تعتمد بشكل مفرط على واردات الغاز الطبيعي الروسي.  لكن
هذا ليس صحيحاً تماماً، لأن العديد من العوامل الأخرى تزيد من ضعف
أوروبا، وبينما يلعب سوء التوقيت دوراً في بعضها، فإن البعض الآخر

ينبع من إخفاقات كبيرة على مستوى صناعة القرار الاستراتيجي.

 قررت حكومات اوروبية عدة إغلاق محطات الطاقة النووية والفحم في
السنوات الأخيرة، الأمر الذي لم يؤد سوى إلى زيادة حاجة أوروبا
للطاقة – وبالتالي الاعتماد على – الغاز الروسي.  هذا لا يعني أنه
لم تكن هناك أسباب مقنعة لهذه القرارات، وأن تزامن فترة ما بعد
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الاعتماد على الطاقة النووية مع الأزمة الروسية الأوكرانية يعد سوء
طالع الى حد ما، ومع ذلك لا يمكن إنكار حقيقة أن التخلي عن هذا
ً الكم الهائل من مولدات الطاقة النووية قد ترك لأوروبا عددًا قليلا
من البدائل العملية والقابلة للتطبيق.  لكن المشكلة الحقيقية لم
تكن بالإغلاق التدريجي لوحدات التوليد النووية؛ بل الفشل المتمثل
في عدم الاستعداد بشكل مناسب للعواقب من خلال تجهيز مصادر طاقة

بديلة جديدة كافية، وخاصة مصادر الطاقة المتجددة.

في ألمانيا أيضاً، وإلى جانب سياسة التخلي عن الطاقة النووية
نسبياً، تم تأجيل انشاء محطتين جديدتين لاستقبال شحنات الغاز
الطبيعي المسال المنقولة بحراً لأكثر من عقد.  وهذا يعني أنه، حتى
لو تمكنت أوروبا من تأمين ما يكفي من الغاز الطبيعي المسال
لاستبدال الغاز الذي يُضخ إليها من روسيا عبر الأنابيب، فإنها
تفتقر إلى القدرة الكافية على إعادة تحويل الغاز المسال إلى غاز

جاهز للاستهلاك يمكن الاستفادة منه بالكامل.

 وفي منحىً مماثل، فإن خط أنابيب نابوكو المقترح – الذي كان
سينقل الغاز الأذربيجاني والمصري والعراقي و / أو التركماني من
اً لعراقيل متكررة وإلغاء نهائي في تركيا إلى النمسا – تعرض أيض
عام 2013، مما زاد من أهمية اعتماد اوروبا على الغاز الروسي

وخطوط الأنابيب الروسية.

 وبالرغم من ضياع هذه الفرص وغيرها على أوروبا والتي كانت ستؤمن
لها المرونة في الاستفادة من مصادر طاقة متعددة من خلال تنويع
مصادرها ووسائلها وطرق إمدادها، فإنه لا يزال أمام أوروبا الوقت
لتحسين وضعها بشكل كبير، لا سيما على المدى المتوسط ​​والطويل. 
أحد الخيارات الواعدة هو ربط فرنسا واسبانيا بالجزائر والمغرب
بوسائط نقل الغاز بأنابيب تحت البحر مع امكانية كبيرة لإعادة
تكرير الغاز المسال الى غاز قابل للاستهلاك، حيث يمكن بعد ذلك
توزيع الإمداد بالغاز إلى دول اوروبية أخرى. إلا أن مسائل سياسية
اً، لذلك لا وعراقيل مختلفة قد أدت إلى إبطاء هذا الاقتراح أيض
يسعنا إلا أن نأمل أن تساعد الأزمة الاوكرانية في تسليط الضوء

مجدداً في مدريد وباريس على هذا المقترح.

اً، بعضها مباشر  هناك خطوات أخرى يمكن أن تتخذها أوروبا أيض
وتتطلب تسهيل التعاون عبر الحدود وتجاوز تطبيق بنود الاتفاقيات



ً لتتحقق.  يتمثل أحدها في تعزيز التي يمكن أن تستغرق وقتًا طويلا
قدرة القارة على تحمل حالات انقطاع واردات الغاز من خلال زيادة
قدرتها التخزينية، سواء للغاز التقليدي في كهوف الملح تحت الأرض
أو للغاز المسال في مستودعات الغاز الطبيعي الجديدة أو الموسعة.

وهناك خطوة ثانية تتمثل في تأجيل الألمان والبلجيكيين وغيرهم إغلاق
المحطات النووية المقرر إيقاف تشغيلها.  والثالثة هو أن يقوم
الهولنـديون بتوسـيع مـوانئهم الحاليـة لاسـتقبال الغـاز الطـبيعي
المسال، أما الخطوة الرابعة فقد بدأت في الأيام القليلة الماضية
حيث استهل الألمان العمل في مرافق الاستيراد الخاصة بهم.  وقد تكون
الخطوة الخامسة هي العمل فورًا على ربط حقل غاز شرق البحر الأبيض

المتوسط عبر خط أنابيب إلى تركيا ومن بعدها إلى أوروبا.

اً تحسين الوضع من خارج القارة.  فقد ضاعفت الولايات يمكن أيض
المتحدة، على سبيل المثال، صادراتها من الغاز الطبيعي المسال إلى
أوروبا، وينبغي أن تكون قطر – التي أوفت بكل التزام من التزامات
التسليم على الرغم من الحصار غير القانوني لمدة عامين ونصف العام
اً، الذي فرضه عليها بعض جيرانها – قادرة على زيادة شحناتها أيض
الأمر الذي من شأنه أن يعيد الثقة بأسواق التوريد.  أما إسبانيا
فإلى جانب تلقيها الغاز عبر الأنابيب فهي ايضاً تتزود بالكهرباء
المولدة من مزارع الطاقة الشمسية في شمال إفريقيا، بالإضافة الى
نطاق شبكات تعاون المشتركة الهائل على امتداد المنطقة الأورو

متوسطية.

أخيرًا وبالتأكيد ليس آخرًا، يمكن لأوروبا أن تخدم مصالحها على
أفضل وجه – بكل ما للكلمة من معنى – من خلال الموافقة على دعمها
المـالي لمشـاريع النفـط والغـاز المسـتقبلية للسـنوات القليلـة
المقبلة، وأن تصبح أكثر جدية بشأن مصادر الطاقة المتجددة.  تمتلك
دول الأورو متوسط ​​وحدها إمكانات كافية من طاقة الرياح البحرية
لتحل محل الصناعة النووية العالمية بأكملها، بالإضافة الى تقنيات
أخرى، بما في ذلك الطاقة الشمسية والأمواج والمد والجزر والطاقة

الحرارية الأرضية تحت سطح البحر.

كل هذا يجب أن يوفر الاستقلالية عن الغاز الروسي وأن يعبد الطريق
نحو السلام وليس الحرب.


