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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

The second meeting of the OIL Working Party of the Berlin Forum took place on 1 
June in Commission premises from 10 am till 1.30 pm. There are 28 registered 
stakeholders-members of the Working Party; 15 attended the meeting (representing 
3 industry associations, 8 national administrations and 3 oil companies). In addition, 
two expert speakers were present - see Annex for details. Below is a summary of the 
key points from the proceedings and conclusions of the meeting. 

2. OPENING STATEMENTS 
 

The proposed agenda of the meeting was approved without objections. 
There were no further reflections on the summary minutes of the first meeting 
beyond those received previously in writing, so these will be considered final and 
circulated. 
Participants were informed that the plenary session of the Berlin Forum would 
probably, subject to confirmation by the Forum hosts, take place either in the very 
last days of September or the first days of October. 

3. SUMMARY OF CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED FROM PARTICIPANTS 
 

The Commission thanked for the substantial contributions received from 
stakeholders on the Green Paper and on the specific questions raised during the first 
meeting. A working table summarizing the individual contributions was distributed 
and the key points were highlighted in a short presentation. 

As a reaction to the working table, UPEI made it clear that it does not propose a 
physical separation of security and operating stocks, but a separation from the point 
of view of accounting.  

4. DISCUSSION ON THE DRAFT OIL STATEMENT/ACTION PLAN 
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As it was agreed in the first meeting, the Working Party will prepare a detailed 
statement on how oil can contribute to a sustainable, competitive and secure energy 
profile for Europe, and what will be the enabling factors for such role of oil. This 
statement is intended to be used as an oil input to the Strategic Energy Review. The 
latter is expected to be a concise (12-15 pages) document concentrating on actions; 
this has to be kept in mind when formulating the statement. 
The Commission provided a first draft of such a statement, which had the shape of a 
four-point action plan. It tried to incorporate as many of the contributions received 
as possible and the wording was intentionally non-technical. The draft is, on the one 
hand, based on the recognition that oil is a finite resource, necessitating gradual but 
earnest preparation for a post-oil era, especially in sectors where few substitute 
options exist. On the other hand, it emphasizes that oil will be available (although 
not automatically) and will remain a key energy source in the foreseeable future. 
The Commission emphasized that the statement has to be definite with regard to 
necessary measures and timescales. 
UNITED KINGDOM appreciated the Commission’s attempt to incorporate 
stakeholders’ (sometimes diverse) opinions. EUROPIA agreed the approach of the 
draft but found the formulation and allocation of hard commitments challenging. BP 
warned against using the wording “exit strategy from oil” as it may discourage 
producers from realizing the necessary investments. OGP also stressed the 
importance of security of demand considerations, for both producing countries and 
companies. 
EXXONMOBIL praised the emphasis on investment needs and the promotion of a 
facilitating environment. It also provided the reminder that the industry was 
investing when prices were low (the draft implied the opposite). OGP suggested 
mentioning growing demand (in addition to soaring prices) as an underlying factor 
for investments. OGP also indicated that worldwide upstream investments this year 
are expected to exceed 200 billion USD. 
SWEDEN noted the absence of environmental and development aspects. This idea 
was also supported by UNITED KINGDOM, arguing that the Green Paper 
proposes sustainable energy. According to EUROPIA, these general issues may be 
addressed in the preamble of the entire Strategic Energy Review, as they are not 
specific to oil. The Commission deemed these issues relevant but not crucial for oil. 
UPEI suggested the title “Statement on Fuels” as not only oil but 
alternative/renewable fuels are in question too. 
Below is a summary of the key messages and stakeholders’ reactions on the four 
points of the “action plan”.  
4.1. Acting on oil consumption 

While in transportation and petrochemicals oil is not substitutable, in power 
generation and heating other energy sources may substitute for it; this is advisable 
as it makes more oil available to its truly captive sectors. In addition to promoting 
energy efficiency, the use of alternative/renewable energy sources may also help to 
moderate oil demand to make existing/available oil last longer.  

According to EUROPIA, the primary focus should be on improving energy 
efficiency of equipment (cars and also other uses). However, such gains are 
sometimes counterbalanced by other features (e.g. the growing weight of passenger 
cars). Improved energy efficiency also makes the equipment more expensive, but 
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this is usually recovered in the long run. EUROPIA also suggested an alternative 
title for this section along the lines “making best use of resources”. 

BP indicated that high oil prices will be beneficial for moderating demand. 

EXXONMOBIL raised the question of whether biofuels are best placed in 
transportation. UPEI also suggested the use of biofuels for heating. 

4.2. Stretching the supply 

In this section the importance of indigenous production was emphasized, along with 
the issues of supply diversification, infrastructure development and access to 
resources. 

BP suggested the message that an increase of production from all sources is 
necessary, which requires maximization of investments. 

OGP believes that both producer-consumer and consumer-consumer dialogue are 
necessary and the draft should be more specific on these issues. TOTAL also noted 
the absence of consumer-consumer dialogue from the draft. 

4.3. Improving emergency mechanisms 

The Commission believes that the present security oil stock system needs overhaul. 
As for emergency measures, a more active role for the Commission may be 
necessary (in conformity with the IEA mechanism). Little immediate reaction was 
received from stakeholders (apart from a minor language correction from the UK 
representative). 

4.4. Understanding the market 

As market mechanisms should be the primary way of sourcing oil to Europe, it is 
important to improve understanding of the market. The European Energy 
Observation System (EMOS), as a public service accessible to everyone, can be a 
tool to achieve this. In the plenary session, the future shape of EMOS may be 
presented in detail. 

5. INTERVENTIONS FROM STAKEHOLDERS 

EUROPIA gave an informative presentation on biomass and biofuels, stressing that 
they are difficult to separate. Resources are limited and a number of uses compete 
for them. It called for clear identification of the key consideration behind the 
support to biofuels (security of supply, CO2, competitiveness or agriculture). As for 
security of supply, only biodiesel (no bioethanol) makes sense in Europe. When 
promoting biofuels, it should be taken into account that their production itself 
entails (sometimes significant amounts of) energy and greenhouse gas emissions. 
Stationary applications outshine mobile ones on environmental accounts. Source of 
biofuels greatly influence efficiency and greenhouse gas performance; Brazilian 
sugar cane performs much better than indigenous European sources. 

EUROPIA presented its work undertaken on European Critical Infrastructure and 
the preliminary results of its analysis, including specifying pipelines which may 
qualify as critical. The difference between crude supply and product supply was 
highlighted. In Europia’s analysis, there are truly only two pipeline systems (TAL 
and Rotterdam-Antwerps) and a handful of Member State which can be considered 
as representing critical risks. 

OGP/BP presented their answers on the fundamental questions. They believe that 
oil will retain its significant role in the next 25 years. Resources are available but 
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technology and an appropriate and stable policy framework is needed to fulfil the 
necessary investments. The Green Paper gave insufficient attention to indigenous 
production. The importance of producer-consumer dialogue, including the 
reciprocal encouragement of investments was highlighted. 

EUROPIA also presented its views on energy efficiency, emphasizing that the 
primary focus should be on improving energy efficiency of equipment. Direct 
communication of energy efficiencies and performance should enable consumers to 
make energy-conscious purchase decisions. 

6. CONCLUSION 
 
The Commission will redraft the Statement on Oil incorporating stakeholders’ 
comments received in the meeting and will discuss it within DG TREN. A new 
version will be sent to Working Party members by 9 June who then can react to it by 
the end of June. In particular, ideas on concrete actions and the role of R&D are 
welcome.  
 
Stakeholders who presented formally their views during the meeting will provide 
the presentations to the Commission. 
 
The next Working Party is planned to be held in the beginning of July. The 
discussion on the statement on oil will continue; security stock and emergency 
measures will be discussed in detail as well. The date and venue are to be confirmed 
with the circulation of these minutes. 
 

Jan PANEK 
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ANNEX: PARTICIPANTS LIST 

NAME REPRESENTATION TYPE OF 
REPRESENTATION

BOCH ANDERSEN, Lisa EXXONMOBIL/EUROPIA Oil Company/Industry 
Association 

CONTI, Bruno EUROPIA Industry Association 

RICARD, Olivier TOTAL Oil Company 

HALL, Raymond BP/OGP Oil Company/Industry 
Association 

LIERMANN, Norbert OGP Industry Association 

SCHNITTLER, Bernd (Dr) UPEI Industry Association 

ZMORCZYNSKA, Hanna MINISTRY OF ECONOMY Poland 

MORENO-TORRES 
GALVEZ, Antonio 

MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY, 
TOURISM AND TRADE Spain 

LEBLANC, Patrick MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY France 

BRODERICK, Kevin 
DEPT. OF COMMUNICATIONS, 

MARINE AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

Ireland 

BADER, Arnoud PERMANENT 
REPRESENTATION Netherlands 

KUMPYS, Algirdas MINISTRY OF ECONOMY Lithuania 

LINDHAL, Pär MINISTRY OF SUSTAINABLE 
DEVELOPMENT Sweden 

LUNDGREN, Conny SWEDISH ENERGY AGENCY Sweden 

JENKINS, Owen DEPT. OF TRADE AND 
INDUSTRY United Kingdom 

TJAN, Peter Expert speaker (EUROPIA) Industry Association 

SUENSON, Martin Expert speaker (EUROPIA) Industry Association 

PANEK, Jan TREN C3 European Commission 

TASNADI, Zsolt TREN C3 European Commission 
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