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Ministers are set to approve a new North Sea oil and gas project months before Britain hosts a global climate change conference in Glasgow.
Under proposals submitted to the government, developers behind the Cambo heavy crude field off the coast of the Shetland Islands expect to extract 150 million barrels of oil — roughly equivalent to operating 16 coal-fired power stations for a year.  Setting up and powering the oil rig will emit more than three million tonnes of carbon over the project’s lifetime.
The oilfield is expected to operate until 2050, by which time Britain has pledged to be net carbon neutral. However, the project will not be covered by the government’s “climate checkpoint”, which will assess whether new oilfield developments are “compatible with the UK’s climate change objectives”, because it was licensed for exploration in 2001 and 2004.

The development also goes against recommendations made by a government-commissioned report from the International Energy Agency, ahead of November’s Cop26 conference in Glasgow, that called for “no investment in new fossil fuel supply projects”. A report due tomorrow from the Committee on Climate Change is also expected to be critical of ministers’ progress in putting policies in place to meet the net-zero commitment.

Last night environmental groups called on ministers to block the Cambo project, warning that it could not be justified. They said that the development was incompatible with the government’s goal of reaching an agreement at Glasgow to limit global emissions to keep a temperature increase to 1.5C and reach “global” net zero by the middle of this century.
“It would be completely indefensible if ministers were to approve this especially after the IEA report,” Caroline Rance, from Friends of the Earth Scotland, said. “It is simply not compatible with the science to go ahead with exploiting these fields and the fact that it is even being considered shows the current system is not fit for purpose.”
Under a deal with the oil and gas industry in March the government agreed support to help the sector transition away from fossil fuels. It announced a system under which all new fields licensed for development would have to prove they were compatible with the government’s net zero strategy. Cambo falls outside these provisions.
The Cambo development is subject to a consultation being run by the government’s Oil and Gas Authority, which is then expected to give approval. Over the lifetime of the project it expects to emit about 3,451,597 tonnes of CO2 equivalents. Its operator argues that this is small in comparison with the 18.3 million tonnes of CO2 equivalents that were released from upstream oil and gas operations in 2018.
The company behind the development, Siccar Point Energy, is backed by the American investment group Blackstone and Shell is a 30 per cent shareholder.
Jonathan Roger, chief executive of Siccar, said that the development supported the UK’s “energy transition” while “maintaining secure UK supply and creating jobs”. He said: “We have proactively taken significant steps to minimise the emissions footprint through its design.” A spokesman for the Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy said: “We are working hard to drive down demand for fossil fuels but we also know there will continue to be ongoing demand for oil and gas over the coming years.”
There are now less than six months before delegates from more than 200 countries arrive in Glasgow for the UN climate change conference Cop26.  As host, the UK will try to corral them into making commitments to achieve the conference’s stated goal of reducing carbon emissions to contain global warming at no more than 1.5C above pre-industrial levels. The catch is that any agreement needs to be unanimous — small countries have the same weight as superpowers.
The UK’s strategy going into Cop26 has been twofold. The first part has been to work through forums such as the G7 to secure guarantees from rich countries to support the least developed countries to decarbonise. The second is to become an exemplar of responsible domestic decarbonisation itself.
While ministers know they need to phase out domestic oil and gas production, they also know both will be needed for decades to come. Yet if the aspiration for Cop26 is to be fulfilled, the UK will need to demonstrate it is not just moving in step with other developed countries but is also taking the lead.
Global Britain wants Glasgow to be remembered as a worthy successor to Paris and its climate accord. The fear is that it may fall short.
Comments

Good, now approve the coal mine in Cumbria.

What is it with people and EV's? If they were going to happen and be a success the oil companies would be objecting left, right and centre, instead they're carrying on exploring as though there's going to be no change. What do they know that we don't, maybe they know that there's more money to be made from investments in the EV sector currently, so the fiction that EV's are the future is perpetuated. Once that shine begins to tarnish as the truth slips out, oil will be the smart investment.

After COP for that one though.

This is good news for jobs and should drive the Eco Zealots ballistic. A good result all round.

You obviously don’t have grandchildren’s future to care about.

Said religious fanatics kept bleating about an emergency, and have yet to grasp that if it were a real emergency it would have happened by now. There is no more a climate 'emergency' than there is a you and I getting old 'emergency, but plainly religion so predicates or conditions the reason that it is incapable of rationality; if only those loons understood something about thermodynamic equilibrium, but not to worry all that climate change bunk is only a passing fashion, and like all fashions will like as not go out of fashion as soon the children find a new toy or a new religion, and let's face it, men (human beings)invent new religions almost by the hour depending on how bored and idle they are.

Let's be realistic: we and the world are never going to hit carbon emissions targets, and the current politicians don't really care because they won't be in office by 2050.

You no doubt notice that the extinction rebellion loons have become bored with their new toy and apparently concluded that their so-called "emergency" was no such thing. Plainly these silly religions are no more than passing fads or toys to be cast aside as soon as a new toy or religion comes along. It seems not to occur to them that whatever they mean by the climate(and they have no idea), it has always changed and been changing because the factors that influence it are themselves always changing, and their familiarity with the laws of thermodynamics as is sketchy to put it at its highest.

And the emissions reduction policies are pointless.

I am no fan of this government, but we do need to use our own oil not import it and make our own jobs not export the work. Local oil saves the fuel burnt shipping from the Middle East etc and reduces risks id the strait of Hormuz was shut by the Iranians. That could happen any time. What matters is how many barrels of oil are burned, not where they are drilled up from. We especially do not need to put more Petro -dollars into dodgy countries hands and more capacity means lower prices and less money for Iran Saudi Russia etc. 12% and rising for example of all oil becomes plastic and that is expected to continue to rise. Compare importing refrigerated beef all the way from Australia, that is lunacy in planet burning terms. We have been told we must eat less beef anyway to save the planet, Australian beef makes 20-25% more emissions !!

To build wind turbines that provide renewable energy we need petrochemicals for the plastic/fibreglass blades and coal for the manufacture of steel. Or I suppose we could just buy them from China, a country which emits more co2 than the next nine biggest countries combined, and which has several hundred more coal-fired power stations either planned or already under construction.

Of course, but that doesn't fit with the "back to stone age" green narrative. Neither does fact that we need plastics for computers, mobile phones, TVs, x-boxes, etc which also come from petro-chemicals.

The exactly same arguments, both for and against , are true for the Cumbrian coalfield which should also be given the go ahead.
