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OIL PRICES AND THE NEW CLIMATE ECONOMY

Per Klevnäs, Nicholas Stern, and Jana Frejova

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
After several years at high levels, oil prices dropped by more than half between June 2014 and January 2015. 
This realignment has caused companies and countries to reconsider their energy choices. They have to account 
not just for current lower prices, but also for the economic implications of uncertain and volatile oil prices, and for 
what this means for longer-term trends. 

This note addresses some of these issues, building on the findings and recommendations of Better Growth, 
Better Climate: The New Climate Economy Report, published last September by the Global Commission on the 
Economy and Climate.1 The report found there were many actions countries could take to promote better growth, 
while also reducing GHG emissions from energy use. The overall conclusion of this note is that opportunities for 
structural change in economies and energy systems remain even with a situation of lower oil prices.

1. 	 Low oil prices offer welcome short-term economic relief for consumers, but medium- and long-term 
prices remain uncertain. Energy price volatility is high and hurts economic growth.

Overall, cheaper oil provides a stimulus to the world economy, but with uneven effects. The world now uses 
90 million barrels per day, so an oil price of, say, US$60 instead of $100 would save consumers US$1.3 trillion per 
year. Despite losses to oil producers, globally the net effect is positive. Modelling by the International Monetary 
Fund (IMF) suggests that if prices stay low, global GDP will be 0.3–0.7% higher in 2015, and 0.2–0.8% higher in 
2016 than it would be otherwise. 

Countries cannot bank on future low fossil fuel prices. While it is tempting to think lower prices are here to 
stay, history tells us that large price swings are a poor guide to what happens next. Even now, forecasts for the 
next five years vary between troughs as low as US$20/barrel, to a steady return to $100/barrel levels. For 2016 
alone, recent expert polls show guesses in the range of US$59–85/barrel. 

The sharp drop in prices has a sting in its tail: price volatility hurts the economy. While uncertainty is a fact of 
life, oil is special: its market value is 5% of world GDP, its price can move by 50% within a matter of months, there 
are few short-term options to reduce consumption, and it has widespread knock-on effects on other key inputs 
to economic activity. Energy price volatility is therefore a major concern. It hurts the economy, delaying business 
investment, requiring costly reallocation of resources, reducing consumer expenditure, and slowing job growth. 
Thus, even as consumers enjoy the benefits of low oil prices, volatility is now a top concern of energy leaders 
worldwide. Conversely, reducing exposure to energy price volatility has economic value. Countries can do so by 
discouraging wasteful consumption, increasing energy efficiency, and expanding non-fossil energy supply.

2.	 Low oil prices offer an opportunity: countries can seize the day to improve energy pricing and reform 
subsidies to achieve long-term benefits.

The “true cost” of fossil fuels is higher than what consumers pay. Distorted energy prices stand in the way of a 
better growth and development path for many countries. Price controls undermine investment in much-needed 
infrastructure and can threaten the build-out of energy supplies. Subsidies for fossil fuel consumption reached 
US$550 billion in 2013, encouraging waste while straining public finances. Few countries have energy prices that 
fully reflect the harm of pollution to public health and the environment, while most also lack the carbon prices 
that can underpin structural change towards a lower-carbon economy. Whether oil prices are high or low, there 
are benefits from correcting these various deficiencies.

Lower oil prices can open up a space for reforms. There is momentum around the world to improve energy 
pricing: 27 countries are reforming energy subsidies, including Egypt, Indonesia, Ghana, and India, while Morocco 
and Jordan are among those considering additional steps; 40 countries and over 20 sub-national jurisdictions 
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now apply or have scheduled the introduction of a carbon price, while another 26 are actively considering them. 
Many countries are stepping up efforts to tackle air pollution. These policies have strong long-term benefits, 
but often founder on short-term resistance and transition costs. The current low fossil fuel prices create an 
opportunity to overcome such difficulties. Consumers accustomed to high prices, but now paying less, may be 
more open to reform. 

3.	 Despite low oil prices now, there are good reasons to continue to expand investments in renewable 
energy for electricity production.

A long-term focus still favours steps to reduce dependence on fossil fuels (which would also reduce 
GHG emissions), but decision-makers need to take a fresh look at their options and recognise the 
changes in the landscape.

Cheaper oil does not compete directly with renewable energy for electricity production, but can bring 
lower natural gas and coal prices, with wider impacts. Oil itself barely features in electricity production 
globally, and technologies such as solar photovoltaics and wind energy are therefore not affected by the oil price 
itself. However, lower natural gas prices associated with cheaper oil can change electricity choices: strengthening 
the near-term case to switch from coal to gas and reducing electricity prices, while making renewable energy 
source less cost-competitive in the short run. In the long term, however, a shift to gas cannot depend on the 
indirect impact of lower oil prices, but would require lower fundamental costs and improved availability of natural 
gas itself. Achieving GHG benefits in such a scenario, in turn, depends on getting policy right, from steps to reduce 
methane leakage, to continued support for the deployment and development of fully CO

2
-free energy.

Costs of renewable energy are falling and have low volatility, making these sources of energy an attractive 
option regardless of short-term oil price movements.

•	 Oil prices offer less guidance to choices about electricity than is often assumed. Continued low gas and coal 
prices are not assured, and the link to oil is weakening in key geographies. 

•	 The costs of solar and wind power continue to fall fast, and these energy sources have little if any operating 
cost (and therefore low volatility once built). Renewable energy can thus effectively lock in the cost of 
energy production for 20 years or more. By contrast, fossil fuel prices have no such trend, are uncertain 
even five years ahead, and also have significant short-term volatility.

•	 The best wind power and solar photovoltaic (PV) projects can already compete even with cheaper natural 
gas. There are steps countries can take now to reduce the cost of renewable energy solutions further, 
notably by enabling lower-cost finance.

•	 Renewable energy can mitigate pressing problems that do not show in the market price for energy, 
including energy security concerns, air pollution, as well as exposure to future fossil fuel price volatility. 

Overall, oil itself is less important for electricity markets than commonly thought, and renewable energy 
continues to be an attractive strategic option even with lower current fossil fuel prices. However, using modern 
renewable energy is not without challenges. To benefit, countries need to start the process of “learning by doing”, 
putting in place local supply chains, new financing models, stable policy to attract investment, and the know-how 
for grid integration. 

4.	 In the longer term, low-carbon policy could help maintain lower fossil fuel prices. 

Large consumers can gain from lower fossil fuel prices in low-carbon scenarios. Energy efficiency and 
alternatives to fossil fuels (renewable or nuclear) have already taken the pressure off fossil fuel markets. In the 
longer run, ambitious low-carbon policy could reduce fossil fuel prices by as much as 30–50%. To capture this 
benefit, the large consuming economies of the world would need to act in concert. They also would need to 
continue such policies even as the prices of those fuels fall to lower levels.

The current low prices present an opportunity to avoid future “stranding” of assets. Producers are now 
cutting back on investment in the development of high-cost oil resources that are no longer viable under lower oil 
prices. This creates an opportunity both to avoid future “stranding”, and to avoid commitment to future fossil fuel 
use that follows from the development of these resources.
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1.	 INTRODUCTION 
After several years at high levels, oil prices dropped 
by more than half between June 2014 and January 
2015, leading many to ask questions about the 
implications for the economy and for countries’ and 
companies’ energy choices. Although such price 
swings have happened before, the issues being 
discussed are indeed quite important. This note 
addresses some of them, building on the findings 
and recommendations of Better Growth, Better 
Climate: The New Climate Economy Report, published 
last September by the Global Commission on the 
Economy and Climate.2

The theme of the New Climate Economy report 
is how to capture opportunities for structural 
economic change that improve economic 
performance, while also reducing greenhouse gas 
(GHG) emissions. This includes a number of changes 
in energy systems. A key recommendation is to make 
energy prices reflect wider objectives: enabling the 
investment in new infrastructure, phasing out fossil 
fuel subsidies, introducing a carbon price as part of 
fiscal reform, and ensuring that energy prices reflect 
the substantial negative health impacts of fossil 
fuel use. The report also argues for accelerating 
the transition away from coal power to cleaner 
electricity sources, noting the potential to address 
acute air pollution problems, tap into the improving 
competitiveness and availability of alternatives, and 
avoid lock-in to high future greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions. The report points to several factors 
that would enable a faster transition, including the 
improving cost-effectiveness and of renewable 
energy technologies, the lower cost of natural gas 
in some geographies, opportunities to increase 
the pace of energy innovation and improve energy 
efficiency, and better ways to finance low-carbon 
infrastructure. Overall, the NCE report finds that 
there is far less tension than is often assumed 
between building a good energy system that is 
secure, affordable, and clean, and reducing the 
energy system’s climate impact. Indeed, the two 
require many of the same steps.

This note re-examines some of these issues in 
the context of much-lower oil prices. The central 
message is that the policy response needs to keep 
an eye on the longer term. Fossil fuel markets move drastically and unpredictably, but good policy does 
not. There are opportunities created by lower energy prices to support reforms with long-term economic 
benefits, from improved energy pricing to fiscal reform. Overall, however, countries economic and energy 
strategies need to be based on longer-term considerations.
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2.	 HERE TO STAY? FUTURE OIL PRICES REMAIN UNCERTAIN
Oil prices fell from a peak of US$115 per barrel ($/bbl) in June 2014 to less than US$50/bbl in January 
2015. The price seems to have stabilised around US$60/bbl for Brent since then.3 This was a break with 
several years of prices hovering in a narrow band around US$100/bbl. It was also against widely held 
expectations. As recently as last October, the International Energy Agency had forecast steady price 
increases for many years to come, reaching US$112–116/bbl in 20204 with similar outlooks expected by 
the US Energy Information Administration,5 the World Energy Council,6 and other agencies.

The price drop occurred after a combination of new sources of oil and sluggish demand, and alongside an 
appreciation of the US dollar. In 2006–2013, US oil production grew from 8 to 12 million barrels per day 
(mb/d), mostly due to the shale revolution.7 For comparison, this increase is larger than total production 
from Algeria, Libya and the North Sea. Global oil demand growth, in turn, slowed significantly: in 2014, oil 
consumption increased by just 0.7%, compared with an average of 1.9% per year prior to the 2008–09 
recession.8 One reason is slower economic activity; another is that high prices have induced strong efforts 
to improve energy efficiency and reduce dependence on oil.

These factors in turn have led to a change in how oil markets work. In the past, members of the Organization 
of the Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) have constrained their oil output to maintain prices. In 
November 2014, they broke with this practice. Prices had been sliding for some months, but OPEC failed to 
agree to production cuts and announced that it would maintain production at 30 million barrels per day.9 For 
the time being, at least, OPEC thus has chosen not to act as a swing supplier, removing a major factor that 
previously kept prices high.10, 11 

2.1	 Large swings in oil prices are normal, and future prices are highly uncertain
While oil price shocks are always dramatic when they occur, large and unexpected swings in oil prices 
are nothing new. Dramatic swings in prices took place already in the 1930s.12 Political turmoil in various 
countries since the early 1970s has led to 
repeated production losses and price spikes.13 
Price drops also have come suddenly. Major 
agencies had projected rising oil prices throughout 
the 1980s, but in 1986 prices dropped by 50%.14 
Prices fell again in the late 1990s, and by the start 
of the 2000s forecasts clustered around oil prices 
of US$20-25/bbl by 2010, and not much higher 
for 2020.15 The Economist went further, suggesting 
in 1999 that a world of US$5–10/bbl might be 
around the corner, because this price decline was 
“fundamentally different” from past ones.16 Only 
five years later, prices were reaching US$50/bbl, 
higher than they had been for 20 years. 

Predicting oil prices is therefore a thankless task. Past consensus has often been proved wrong. Currently, 
no consensus is even in sight, and views diverge widely about what prices should be expected in the next few 
years. The IEA still expects that upward pressures will win out and prices will rise again, likely to levels of 
US$100/bbl.17 Many others agree.18 Futures markets were recently betting that prices will rise to US$90/
bbl by 2020,19 while recent expert polls show guesses for 2016 in the range of US$59–85 /bbl.20 However, 
others believe that prices will now remain low,21 and some have suggested that oil prices might fall as low of 
US$20/bbl before rebounding to higher levels.22 

How should policy-makers respond to such diverging views? First, they can take advantage of low prices in 
the near term to smooth the way for energy reforms that will have longer-term benefits. Second, they can 
play it safe and accept that there is no certainty about what oil and other fossil fuels will cost within the next 
5–10 years. They may start by taking a long view, noting that there is no strong trend in fossil fuel prices 
over the last century.23 While the past is a limited guide, this should caution against claims that prices will 
now be either inexorably rising or steadily falling in the future.24 
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Third, policy-makers should recognise that energy price volatility is here to stay. Prices can move suddenly 
and dramatically. Even before the recent drop, oil price volatility was increasing faster than the volatility of 
other commodities. Oil price shocks have continuously increased in size and frequency.25 Over the past year, 
crude oil volatility has increased as prices have fallen,26 and the market remains volatile.27 Decision-makers 
are aware of this: the World Energy Council’s recent Energy Monitor survey of energy leaders identified 
volatility as “the new normal”, and a key concern of energy leaders around the world.28

2.2	 Low oil prices provide a short-term economic stimulus overall, but with 

uneven effects
Lower oil prices will hurt producers, but they will benefit oil consumers. Overall, they will give a boost to the 
global economy – even though the world is much less dependent on oil than it used to be. Four decades ago, 
nearly half of global energy came from oil, but in 2012 it was just one-third,29 and outside transportation, 
oil is just 6–12% of the energy used.30 The oil intensity of the global economy in 2013 (in barrels of oil used 
per US$1 million of GDP) was half that of 1973.31 This change came about because of higher prices, but also 
because countries feared future price spikes and supply disruptions following the 1970s oil shocks.

Still, oil prices continue to matter to many economies, so the recent price drop provides very welcome relief 
for net consuming countries, many of which are struggling with sluggish economic performance. In 2013, 
high prices meant that the value of oil was almost 5% of global GDP, similar to the value 30 years before.32 
The world now consumes 90 million barrels per day, so an oil price of, say, US$60 instead of $100 saves 
consumers globally as much as US$1.3 trillion per year. The opposite holds for producers. For example, the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) projects revenue losses of US$425 billion in 2015 for oil exporters 
in the Middle East and Central Asia alone.33 The economies of many producing countries moreover are 
highly dependent on hydrocarbon exports, so lower prices can quickly affect government budgets and 
economic growth. 

There also are other reasons why oil prices matter: the swings in prices are large compared to those of just 
about any other goods and services, and demand for energy often cannot be reduced quickly to mitigate 
the impact of high prices.34 Falling oil prices can also have a number of indirect effects. Lower energy costs 
reduce production costs throughout the economy, with knock-on effects on prices and consumption of a 
range of goods and services. Governments may see energy tax revenues decline, but other revenues rise as 
consumer spending increases. Many importing countries will also see short-term improved trade balances. 
For example, if low oil prices persist, India could eliminate the large negative trade balance it has developed 
over the past several years.35

The net economic impact of the recent drop in oil prices depends on what happens next. Modelling by 
the IMF suggests that it may increase global GDP by 0.3–0.7% in 2015, and by 0.2–0.8% in 2016.36 The 
World Bank suggests that a 10% decrease in oil prices would boost importing economies by 0.1–0.5% and 
dampen exporting economies by 0.8–2.5%,37 and has also suggested that global GDP growth could be 0.5 
percentage points higher if oil prices were to remain lower throughout 2016.38 

2.3	 Oil price volatility hurts the economy
The short-term stimulus of cheaper oil has a sting in its tail: oil price volatility and uncertainty are 
economically harmful in their own right, an effect that partially offsets the benefits of sudden drops in 
prices. One study of the US economy found that oil price volatility (as opposed to changes in the level of oil 
prices) accounts for a significant share of fluctuations in output growth.39 Another study of the US economy 
found that “[a]n increase in the price of crude oil from, say, $40 to $50 per barrel generally matters less 
than increased uncertainty about the future direction of prices (increased volatility)”.40 A study of Canada, 
meanwhile, found that higher oil price volatility can reduce the growth rate of output by about 1.2%;41 a 
study of Asian economies also found a significant impact.42

There are several reasons for this. Oil price volatility may delay business investment by increasing 
uncertainty.43 It also can require costly reallocation of resources,44 and reduce consumption by inducing 
precautionary saving by consumers.45 The resulting reduced output growth can depress employment growth 
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and increase unemployment.46 In addition, when prices and wages take time to adjust, a range of inefficiencies 
result from more volatility in the prices of key inputs.47 One consequence of these combined effects is that 
reductions in oil prices do not benefit the economy as much as price increases hurt it.48 For modest price 
movements, this effect may in fact be so strong that lower oil prices fail to have much positive impact.49 

In other words, dependence on fossil energy has a volatility penalty. Measures to reduce this dependence 
can help prevent economic harm. Options include reducing the energy-intensity of the economy, improving 
energy efficiency, and increasing the share of non-fossil energy. 

3.	 AN OPPORTUNITY TO CORRECT COURSE
The New Climate Economy report identified improved energy pricing as a key step to a better growth 
trajectory in many countries. Where prices are kept below the cost of new supply through price controls, for 
example, they often lead to underinvestment, and can hold back energy access and economic development. 
Similarly, energy subsidies distort economies, and are often an inefficient way of helping the poorest. 
Moreover, energy prices currently do not take into account significant harmful effects, notably air pollution, 
that are associated with some forms of energy use. Meanwhile, taxing energy (or, from a climate point of view, 
carbon) offers the opportunity to raise revenue to finance reductions in other taxes, notably capital and labour 
taxes that discourage economic activity. Improved energy pricing thus offers significant promise as countries 
look for better future economic growth – a fact that underpins two of the Commission’s recommendations: for 
the elimination of fossil fuel subsidies and the introduction of a price on carbon as part of overall fiscal reform.
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At the same time, policies which raise the cost of energy often are difficult to enact. The politics of short-term 
pain often trumps that of longer-term benefits, and distributional effects often need to be addressed. The 
NCE report therefore recommended a gradual approach to discover the right set of policies and institutions to 
advance overall welfare, putting the initial policies in place over the next 5–10 years and increasing ambition 
thereafter.

The low oil price now offers an opportunity to start that process. Lower fossil fuel prices (even if they prove to 
be temporary) can help overcome the initial political hurdles that have delayed energy price reform in the past: 
consumers who have become accustomed to paying double the price for gasoline in recent years may object 
less if some of the oil price declines are offset by reduced subsidies or increased taxes. 
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3.1	 Lower energy prices create an opportunity to reduce fossil fuel subsidies, with a 

range of potential economic benefits
Energy subsidies have far-reaching negative effects. They can aggravate budget deficits and therefore reduce 
state capacity, and in energy-importing countries also exert pressure on the balance of payments. They also 
can depress growth by depressing investment in the energy sector, diverting public spending from areas that 
otherwise would better promote growth, and distorting the structure of the economy towards lower-value 
and energy-intensive sectors. By pushing up energy consumption, subsidies also increase any health damage 
and other adverse effects associated with energy use. Finally, in many cases, subsidies are regressive, widening 
the gap between rich and poor compared to more targeted welfare mechanisms.

These effects have escalated as subsidies have grown large: in 2013, consumption of fossil fuels was supported 
to the tune of US$548 billion in 2013, over half of which was oil products50, while fossil fuel exploration and 
production in OECD countries was supported through tax breaks or direct subsidies by as much as $55-90 
billion per year. But many countries are now taking steps to reduce them. As many as 27 countries are now 
undertaking reforms, with reductions in subsidies in countries such as Egypt, Indonesia, Ghana, and India, and 
several others including Morocco and Jordan among those considering additional steps.51 While countries are 
not cutting subsidies because of cheaper oil alone, lower oil (and other energy) prices will make it much easier. 
In the past, many attempts to reduce subsidies have stumbled on their unpopularity, with widespread protests 
at sudden price increases (such as in Nigeria in 2012, or in Indonesia in 2003).52 As the unsubsidised price is (at 
least for the time being) now lower, the immediate impact of subsidy reform is softened, opening up a political 
space for reform. Countries would do well to take this opportunity.

3.2	 Carbon pricing has momentum, and the case remains strong with low fossil fuel 

prices
The Global Commission on Economy and Climate recommended that governments introduce a strong, 
predictable and rising carbon price as part of fiscal reform strategies, prioritising the use of the revenues to 
offset impacts on low-income households and to finance reductions in other, distortionary taxes. Carbon 
pricing is the most economically efficient way to tackle the greenhouse gas market failure.53 A price 
discourages emissions and promotes investment in low-carbon infrastructure, efficiency and innovation. It 
also can help avoid the regulatory failures that can occur with command-and-control approaches. Moreover, 
as discussed in the NCE report, the cost to the economy need not be big. Carbon pricing can be introduced as 
part of a broader fiscal reform package, where taxes are shifted away from things we want to encourage, such 
as labour and business activities, and towards taxing “bads” such as pollution and resource use. 

Lower energy prices also open up a political opportunity to introduce or increase the ambition for a price on 
carbon. The magnitudes involved need not be great. For illustration, a US$25/tonne CO

2
 price adds around 

$0.25 to a gallon ($0.06 to a litre) of gasoline or $10 per barrel of oil54 – much smaller than the fall in prices 
from over $100 to under $50/bbl. As with energy subsidy reform, consumers accustomed to paying double 
the price for gasoline are unlikely to struggle if the carbon price is raised as the same time as the oil price falls. 
(For coal, by contrast, a charge of US$25 per tonne CO

2
 would nearly double the price, as it translates to 

around $50 per tonne of coal.) 

There is momentum to build on. A recent World Bank report shows that about 40 countries and over 20 sub-
national jurisdictions now apply or have scheduled to apply carbon pricing through a carbon tax or emissions 
trading scheme. Another 26 countries or jurisdictions are considering carbon pricing.55

3.3	 Current prices often fail to reflect the true cost of energy
Fossil fuels continue to be sold at prices that do not reflect the full range of negative impacts associated with 
their use. Current lower fossil fuel prices can offer an opportunity to start adjusting prices so they reflect 
harmful local and regional impacts of energy use, notably on human health.

Emissions from the burning of fossil fuels cause air pollution, particularly severe in urban areas in rapidly 
developing countries, which damages the health and productivity of millions of people. Outdoor air pollution 
caused an estimated 3.7 million premature deaths in 2012.56 This is harm on a scale much greater than had 
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been thought even recently.57 In the 15 countries with the highest greenhouse gas emissions, air pollution, 
largely associated with the burning of fossil fuels, causes health damages equivalent to 4% of GDP.58 

Energy prices in most countries do not reflect these costs. Consumers therefore use more fossil fuels than 
what would benefit society as a whole, while alternatives appear less viable. Work from the IMF finds that 
taxes on most fossil fuels would need to be substantially higher in most countries to reflect the harm caused 
by their use, especially if including factors such as congestion or negative impacts on energy security.59 
Lower fossil fuel prices can open up an opportunity to correct energy prices so they are more in line with 
the damage caused.

4.	 EVOLVING ENERGY SYSTEMS
The recent drop in oil prices comes as significant momentum has built up to find alternatives to fossil fuels. 
This takes many forms, from improving energy efficiency across sectors, to rapid innovation and expansion of 
renewable energy for electricity generation, to a range of clean-tech developments across electric vehicles, 
lighting and other applications. 

Could a new area of cheaper fossil fuels slow or stop this incipient energy transition in its tracks? That seems 
unlikely, not least because as discussed above, countries cannot really bank on a future of low, stable fossil fuel 
prices. Moreover, in most markets, the transition hasn’t just been driven by the high cost of fossil fuels, but by 
a wide range of desired benefits: from local development opportunities, to energy security, to cleaner air and a 
safer climate. 

That said, countries may need to adjust their energy policies in response to the new situation. We highlight 
four areas here:

•	 With natural gas prices dropping along with oil prices, governments may want to consider an expanded 
role for natural gas in their energy supply, including as a replacement for coal in the power sector.

•	 Renewable energy for electricity generation continues to offer significant promise but requires some 
protection from short-term movements in fossil fuel prices.

•	 The longer-term development of alternatives to oil in the transportation sector still depends on policy 
support, and there is a risk that current momentum is dissipated if policy is weakened.

•	 Longer-term, low fossil fuel prices could be not a challenge but one of the resulting benefits of low-
carbon policies taking the pressure off prices for fossil fuels.

4.1	 Lower oil prices will make natural gas cheaper as well, but it is unclear whether 

large effects will persist longer-term
The influence of oil prices goes far beyond just transportation. Lower prices will cascade to some degree to 
other forms of energy, including electricity. 

The reason is that oil prices influence the costs of other fossil fuels via a range of interactions (see box). 
Short-term natural gas prices are most strongly affected, as they often are directly linked to the oil price, 
and now look set to fall in several geographies. Coal prices also can be affected, albeit less strongly. Both 
these fuels, in turn, have an impact on the cost of a range of activities, including heating in buildings, 
industrial processes, and electricity production. This means that even though oil is barely used for electricity 
generation in most large markets, low oil prices are also likely to mean lower electricity costs. Overall, lower 
oil prices have indirect impacts across the economy, even in sectors where oil itself is not a significant source 
of energy. 

Nonetheless, there are a number of limitations to these influences (see box). The impact in the United 
States will be much smaller than in Europe or Asia. There also are signs that the link from oil to natural gas 
is weakening. Even if sustained lower oil prices were coming, policy-makers cannot necessarily bank on 
such a scenario leading to enduring low gas prices. Longer-term, gas prices would only stay low if the cost of 
production of natural gas itself is kept low. Low oil prices alone are not sufficient to redraw the competition 
between natural gas and its alternatives, whether coal or renewable energy.
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In the short to medium term, however, natural gas prices in Europe and Asia are likely to fall more than the 
price for coal. This improves the economics of switching from coal to gas, notably in the power sector. The 
effect is likely to be most pronounced in Europe, where the mix of coal- and gas-fired generation is highly 
sensitive to prices and there is spare capacity available to rapidly shift from one to the other. Although the 
long-term trend is away from coal in most European countries, in recent years lower coal and carbon prices 
have improved the economics of coal-fired generation relative to that of natural gas. This has resulted in a 
shift towards increased reliance on coal, something a realignment to lower gas prices could reverse. In fast-
growing regions, including much of Asia, there is much less spare generating capacity, so short-term effects 
are more limited. 

If a longer-term shift in prices were to materialise, it could help shift investment out of new coal-fired capacity 
and towards new gas-fired power. However, as noted, this would likely depend on lower fundamental costs for 
natural gas itself, rather than indirect influences via the oil price. It also may require other, supporting policies 
such as CO

2
 pricing, air pollution regulation, or policies to support the pipelines and other infrastructure 

Oil prices influence the price of natural gas and coal, but impacts differ by region and over 
time
Large volumes of natural gas are sold through contracts that directly link natural gas prices 

to the price of oil (oil indexation).60 There also are several indirect links between the two 

commodities, ranging from competition between oil and gas end-use markets, to factors such 

as integration of oil and gas production, and the need to use oil products to transport liquefied 

natural gas.61

These factors play out differently in different geographies.62 In the United States, the influence 

of oil on natural gas is relatively limited and indirect, and prices are mostly driven by market 

fundamentals for natural gas itself: the cost of gas supplies from different sources, and the 

demand in key end-use markets including heating and electricity generation.63 In Europe and 

Asia, however, oil indexation is common. The drop in oil prices therefore is expected to start 

to result in significantly lower prices for natural gas in the first months of 2015. The effect is 

likely to be most pronounced in Asia: according to one assessment, a price of US$75/bbl of oil 

would correspond to a price of liquefied natural gas (LNG) around US$10–11/mmbtu,64 down 

from the US$15–18 range observed over the past few years.65 Such downward pressure is 

reinforced by factors in the gas market itself, including new LNG supply.66 

There also are signs that this oil-natural gas link may be weakening. For example, in the EU 

75% of natural gas was oil-linked in 2005, but by 2012 the number was down to 50%.67 

Similarly, in Asia the original logic behind oil-linked prices has been under question.68 While 

the impact of past oil-linking will now feed through, it thus is unclear that lower oil prices can 

keep down gas prices for new supply in years to come. In particular, low prices may make some 

of the pipeline of LNG projects on which future supply would depend unprofitable69 – in turn 

putting upward pressure on future prices. 

The link from oil to coal is substantially weaker than it is for natural gas. For example, starting 

inoal prices began to decline even as oil prices remained stable. There are indirect links, 

including because oil is an input to coal production, and via the competition between coal 

and natural gas (in turn linked to oil) in several end-use markets and especially electricity 

generation.70 However, the trends in recent years leave open the possibility that oil and coal 

prices are more weakly linked than in the past.
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required for supply. Moreover, countries cannot count on lower-cost and more abundant natural gas to 
automatically lead to lower GHG emissions. Absent counteracting policy, factors including methane leakage, 
increased energy intensity, and reduced use of zero-carbon energy risk offsetting much of the GHG benefit of 
lower coal use.71

4.2	 Cheaper fossil fuels may challenge renewable energy in the short term, but falling 

costs and other benefits mean the case for renewables remains strong
The NCE report highlighted renewable energy sources (RES) for electricity generation sector as a 
significant opportunity to expand future energy supply. The question therefore arises whether lower oil 
prices challenge this conclusion. There is some immediate logic to this: if lower fossil fuel prices were to 
persist, the cost gap between renewable energy sources and fossil fuel-based options to meet electricity 
demand would widen. However, it is far from clear that this situation has arrived. 

The link from oil to renewable energy for electricity production is indirect, as oil itself fuels just 5% of 
global electricity generation.72 Lower oil prices cause lower natural gas and coal prices, these spill over to 
reduced electricity prices, which in turn can make investment in renewables less financially attractive. It is 
difficult to gauge how large this impact will be, and it depends in large part on the political response. In the 
short run, the impact may in fact be limited, as many countries either procure electricity from RES through 
mechanisms that are only partially dependent on fossil fuel or electricity prices, or which directly target 
a quantity of generation.73 If lower natural gas and coal prices were to persist, however, this would drive 
renewable energy sources further away from “parity” with fossil fuel options. Countries or markets may 
then choose to give renewables a smaller role in their future energy choices. 

Overall, however, there are several reasons why renewable energy can continue to be a valuable contributor 
to energy supply even in a world of lower oil (and natural gas) prices:

First, it is far from clear that an era of enduring low-cost, fossil fuel-based electricity supply has arrived. 
Low oil prices may or may not persist. The link to an enduring low cost for natural gas (and/or coal) in turn 
is weakening, as discussed above. Commitments now to future reliance on natural gas or coal for power 
generation therefore have to bet on significant unknown quantities. For the sake of illustration, if recent 
polls of forecasts and forward curves were roughly right oil prices would be around $80-$90/bbl when 
plants decided upon today become operational in two years’ time, but a band of uncertainty potentially 
stretching as widely as $50-150/bbl for the remainder of the plant’s lifetime. By contrast, renewable energy 
investments are by their nature long-term commitments, with costs decoupled from the gyrations in fossil 
fuel prices. Nearly all of the cost is incurred upfront (except in the case of bioenergy), after which costs 
are effectively be locked in for 20 years or more. For this period, depending on how contracts and market 
pricing function, users can be insulated against fossil fuel price risk, while countries importing fossil fuels 
also benefit from improved energy security and other benefits. Private-sector parties increasingly also see 
this value, with several recent announcements to enter into long-term purchasing agreements of a nature 
that are unavailable for fossil fuel-based power.74

Second, in favourable environments renewables now already compete even with comparatively low-cost 
natural gas. Solar photovoltaics (PV) provide the starkest illustration of this. 2014 saw a new benchmark for 
PV costs, with long-term contracts in Dubai at a price just below $US60 per MWh.75 As the International 
Energy Agency and others have pointed out, at these levels, solar PV is already competitive with natural gas 
at prices as low as US$4.5–6/mmbtu. For comparison, the average price of natural gas in shale-rich United 
States in 2013 was US$4.5/mmbtu,76 while prices in most of the world were much higher (US$16 in Japan, 
US$10 in Germany).77 The Dubai benchmark came on the back of very favourable conditions that cannot 
be replicated in all parts of the world, including efficient engineering solutions, low-cost financing, and good 
insolation. Nevertheless, a price of US$80/MWh for utility-scale solar PV is now being achieved in a wide 
range of geographies, including South America, the Middle East and North Africa, the United States, and 
parts of China.78 This corresponds to natural gas at US$7–10/mmbtu, which again is lower than natural gas 
prices have been in many locations for many years, and lower than the natural gas prices expected in Asia 
even with current lower oil prices. Overall, the conclusion – wholly unforeseen even a few years ago – is 
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that solar PV already can compete even with (by recent standards) comparatively “cheap” natural gas in 
many parts of the world. A similar story can be told for wind power, which can deliver electricity at costs of 
US$50–60/MWh in many geographies, and lower in the most favourable locations.79 

Third, prices for both solar PV and wind power are still coming down fast. The factory price of PV modules 
has historically fallen by 15–24%,80 and by 10% per year since 1980.81 Between 2011 and 2014 alone, 
the average price of installed PV halved.82 As a result of these and similar reductions in other renewables, 
US$270 billion invested in RES in 2014 bought 36% more capacity than what resulted from US$279 billion 
invested in RES in 2011.83 It is, as ever, difficult to project how prices and performance will continue to 
evolve.84 In addition, cost reductions are not necessarily automatic, but the variety of underlying learning 
processes depend to some degree on continued investment and deployment. But it is clear that if current 
trends were to continue, even a substantial drop in fossil fuel prices would not put renewables out of 
economic range for long; at 10% cost reductions per year, it takes only six years to halve costs.

Fourth, countries have many other reasons to continue to pursue renewable energy, ranging from air 
pollution to energy security.85 The volatility of fossil fuel prices discussed above adds another reason. 
According to one study, a 10% increase in the share of renewables would avoid typical annual GDP losses 
induced by fuel price volatility in the range of US$29–53 billion in the US and the EU and US$144–221 
billion globally.86 Another study found that the US would have avoided $67 billion of lost GDP and Japan 
and Germany US$30 billion in recent years had their energy mixes relied on 10% more renewables instead 
of fossil fuels.87 Other studies have found that accounting for hedging values can have a material effect on 
the relative economic case of wind or nuclear power vis-à-vis fossil alternatives.88 Estimates of this nature 
are difficult to make with precision, and they therefore are not commonly or necessarily widely accepted. 
Nonetheless, it is clear that reducing exposure to fossil fuel price volatility has economic value.

Finally, having the future option of renewable electricity may require action now. For many countries, the 
prospect of reliance on renewable energy for electricity generation can seem like turning to an unknown 
quantity, and requires addressing a range of challenges. The high share of upfront costs and low marginal 
cost may not be easily accommodated in markets designed for fossil fuels, which often have the opposite 
characteristics. The integration of variable renewables to power systems imposes additional costs, and may 
require adjustments to the way power systems are run, ranging from trading arrangements, grid investments, 
and adjustment to the way fossil fuel plants are run. New financing solutions may be required to drive costs 
down, and in turn depend on achieving a stable and conducive policy framework capable of attracting the 
required investment.89 Renewables continue to offer a medium- and long-term attractive option to meet 
energy needs against a range of fossil fuel price scenarios, and the low costs now being achieved in favourable 
settings show the prize available. But getting there, and having a genuine option to exploit this opportunity 
in years to come, requires countries to start now to build local supply chains, mobilise the right sources of 
capital, implement credible and stable policy regimes with a track record to convince investors, and adapt the 
way their electricity systems are run. Doing this successfully requires long-term policy stability. The main risk 
to renewables therefore might not be lower fossil fuel prices per se, but rather if countries pin their long-term 

So
la

r 
ar

ra
y 

A
lb

er
ta

 ©
 G

re
en

 E
n

er
gy

 F
u

tu
re

s 
- D

av
id

 D
o

d
ge

  /
 fl

ic
kr



OIL PRICES AND THE NEW CLIMATE ECONOMY      MAY 2015 WWW.NEWCLIMATEECONOMY.NET 12

policies too much to short-term fossil fuel price movements.

4.3	 A low-carbon transition would result in lower long-term fossil fuel prices
Looking to the longer term, the relationship between lower fossil fuel prices and non-fossil energy solutions 
(including energy efficiency) is still more intricate. In one sense, they are in fact complements: the growth 
in renewable energy in recent years has already taken pressure off natural gas and coal markets, much like 
the growth of nuclear power did in earlier decades. Similarly, absent the improvements in energy efficiency 
over the past decades, the world would have needed to source much larger volumes of energy supply,90 with 
significant upward pressures on prices.

These effects mean a low-carbon transition could actually lead to lower fossil fuel prices in the long term. IEA 
analyses suggest that oil prices could be as much as 35% lower in a 2˚C scenario than under business as usual 
by 2040.91 Modelling carried out for the New Climate Economy project suggest effects may be as much as 
50%.92 Moreover, concerted action by a group of large economies would suffice to get much of the effect, even 
absent a comprehensive low-carbon agreement. If fossil fuel suppliers were to respond by accelerating their 
extraction to avoid future lower prices, this effect could be further strengthened.93 As a related point, for net 
consuming countries, low-carbon policy – such a carbon or energy consumption tax that creates a “wedge” 
between the price received by producers and that paid by consumers – reduces the transfer of resource rents 
to producers.94 

Conversely, in such scenarios, lower fossil fuel prices also would put a question mark on the development of 
high-cost oil resources. This may lead to “stranding” of assets: the oil deposits that are not viable to extract, 
but also exploration and extraction investments currently being made that are predicated on prices higher 
than those obtainable in a mitigation scenario.95 As expected, investments are being scaled back in response 
to lower prices. The IEA expects a 17% drop in investments from 2014 to 2015 (the largest drop ever 
recorded),96 as oil majors reduce their capital expenditure – Shell by US$15 billion over the next three years,97 
BP by about 20% in 2015 and Total by 10% in 
2015.98 Excluding onshore resources in the North 
America, 2014 witnessed the smallest volume of 
new oil and gas discoveries since 1995.99 Current 
low oil prices may thus provide an opportunity to 
recalibrate investment strategies to avoid future 
stranding. 

The world will continue to rely on significant 
volumes of fossil fuels for decades to come. This is 
true even in the most ambitious decarbonisation 
scenarios. By reducing prices, policies to support 
a low-carbon transition can make this fossil fuel 
consumption less costly for consumers. Realising 
this particular benefit depends on achieving a 
stable policy framework that does not respond 
to lower fossil fuel prices by abandoning steps 
towards lower-carbon solutions. 

4.4	 The development of long-term 

alternatives to oil may depend on 

policy protecting them from short-

term movements in oil prices
Countries have pursued policies to find 
alternatives to oil for a number of reasons. High 
cost relative to other energy sources has been a 
major factor across industry, heating, and power N
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generation. Energy security also has been a major motivating factor for net importers. Oil use is also associated 
with significant air pollution,100 and many countries are seeking to address problems in urban areas by finding 
ways to keep hydrocarbons out of their cities. To this is added the need in any climate mitigation scenario to 
reduce oil growth, with oil use peaking in the 2030s in pathways that limit warming to 2˚C.101 

As noted above, these pressures mean that oil is a minor source of energy in sectors other than transportation, 
which in turn accounts for nearly 80% of global oil energy use.102 Long-term alternatives to oil therefore 
depend on new options in this sector, notably for vehicles. The fall in prices may now result in a retreat from 
efforts that have started to yield significant results.

The high oil prices of the past years have seen significant reductions in the oil intensity of major economies. For 
example, the US economy has grown by 8.9% since 2007, while demand for finished petroleum products has 
dropped by 10.5%.103 Americans are driving less and choosing more fuel-efficient vehicles. Policy has played a 
role, as US efficiency standards for new light-duty vehicles have been tightened.104 However, a sustained lower 
oil price might affect both consumer behaviour and the appetite for further policy to increase efficiency. 

High prices had also spurred initiatives to find alternatives to oil. These are still small. Biofuels provide only 
2.4% of the energy used in transport,105 with Brazil, the US and the EU accounting for the large majority.106 
The Brazilian programme (around one-fifth of global production) has seen recent break-even prices of 
around US$40/bbl, and thus Brazilian ethanol is among the few biofuels that remain competitive even with 
low oil prices.107 In the United States and EU, however, flex-fuel vehicles are less common, biofuels are less 
competitive, and demand is driven in large part by fuel blending mandates. Production therefore may not be 
much affected in the short run; new mandates in Asia (introduced over the past few years when oil prices were 
high) will also start to take effect.108 Also noteworthy is the dampening effect on consumption observed in 
markets where biofuels are more expensive but blends are mandated, thus acting like a small tax that results in 
lower gasoline or diesel consumption.109

The medium and longer-term effects of low oil prices depend on the environmental and economic 
sustainability of biofuels. Some have criticised biofuels that require dedicated land as causing 
unavoidable competition with food production,110 and providing limited (if any) greenhouse 
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gas benefits. Others see biofuels as an evolving and essential component of the energy system 
in the longer run, and argue that these criticisms are more about flaws in specific policies than 
about biofuels per se.111 The key to a future for biofuels may be to develop and commercialise 
lignocellulosic-based and other advanced biofuels that draw on a much larger base of raw materials. 
However, even with upscaling, it will be difficult to compete when oil prices are low.112 In addition, a more 
holistic approach has been proposed to reduce the land use impacts of the joint production of biofuels and 
other bio-based materials.113

Lower oil prices also are challenging electric vehicles. Markets appear to think that the near-term outlook 
has dimmed: as one signal, the share price of Tesla Motors (the only listed company exclusively producing 
electric vehicles) has fallen by 30% since its peak in September 2014,114 although it is now at the same levels 
as it was around a year ago and there are factors other than oil prices that may explain some of the drop. It is 
unclear how electric vehicles will develop next. Demand has been driven by factors other than just relative 
prices.115 Battery prices also are coming down much faster than many had expected.116 Overall, however, 
if lower oil prices persist it could make a significant dent in the pace of innovation and momentum of early 
deployment that has been building up.

For the time being, alternatives to oil in transport – across energy efficiency, biofuels, and electric vehicles – 
may be protected to some degree by existing policies. However, these past policy commitments have often 
been motivated by near-term concern with high prices that now may be subsiding. Lower oil prices may 
now reduce long-term commitments to investment in finding alternatives to oil: the appetite for investment 
in new production capacity, the resources dedicated to innovation, and the ambition of new policies. 
Across alternatives to oil additional improvements and innovation are required for long-term viability – 
from the need to develop biofuels that do not rely on food crops, to performance and cost improvements 
for electric vehicles, to the ability to tap into the potential for an estimated 30–50% improvement 
in energy efficiency.117
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5.	 CONCLUSIONS
Reacting to the recent drop in oil prices is anything but straightforward for economic decision makers. In the 
short-term, consuming countries may be delighted at their improving trade balance or producers troubled 
by suddenly lower GDP and high budget deficits. But understanding the impact beyond the next few years is 
much harder. The following conclusions stand out:

There will be a near-term economic boost, but unevenly distributed and of uncertain duration. Oil 
prices offer welcome short-term economic relief for net consumer countries, while they hurt producers. 
Overall, cheaper oil provides a stimulus to a sluggish world economy. However, countries cannot bank on 
future low fossil fuel prices, even over the next five years. There is no consensus on future price trends, and 
even if there were, history has taught us that the consensus is often wrong. 

Energy price volatility is high, and it hurts the economy. Volatility in energy markets is a significant 
concern of energy leaders worldwide. They are right to worry, as such volatility hurts the economy in a 
number of ways. Policies to reduce future exposure include those that promote a less energy-intensive 
economic structure, improved energy efficiency, and non-fossil energy supply.

Countries can seize the day to pursue better energy policies with long-term benefits. There is impetus 
already towards better energy pricing: cost recovery for infrastructure investment, lower subsidies of fossil 
fuel consumption, the introduction of carbon pricing, and policies to tackle pollution. The first steps of such 
measures are often the hardest and can founder on resistance from those who stand to lose in the short 
term. Current lower market prices for energy can help smooth the way.

There is an opportunity to start the switch from coal to natural gas. Reduced dependence on coal has 
numerous benefits, from health to climate. Natural gas will look more attractive in the short term, as prices 
fall alongside the price of oil. This creates an opportunity to take the first steps towards a more long-term 
shift away from coal, from supportive policy to infrastructure investment. Longer-term GHG benefits would 
depend on additional policies, however.

Renewable energy remains an attractive option for electricity. Solar, wind and other renewable energy 
sources continue to have significant promise as cornerstones of future energy supply. Such energy options 
offer long-term stability, costs that often already are competitive, a promise of continued future cost 
reductions, and co-benefits that range from energy security to reduced air pollution and the associated 
health costs. Over-reaction to short-term price swings in fossil fuel markets may be more of a threat than 
the long-term viability of renewable energy per se.

Longer-term, a low-carbon transition can help reduce the price paid for of fossil fuels. Improved energy 
efficiency and increasing use of non-fossil energy supply are already taking the pressure off fossil fuel 
markets. If large consumers act in concert to reduce their future use of fossil fuels, they can make large 
difference to future prices. However, this requires that they continue to pursue alternatives to fossil fuels 
even as the prices of those fuels fall to lower levels



OIL PRICES AND THE NEW CLIMATE ECONOMY      MAY 2015 WWW.NEWCLIMATEECONOMY.NET 16

Endnotes
1	 Global Commission on the Economy and Climate, 2014. Better Growth, Better Climate: The New Climate Economy Report. The Global Report. 

Washington, DC. Available at: http://newclimateeconomy.report. 

2	 Ibid. 

3	 IEA, 2015. Oil Market Report – March 2015. International Energy Agency, Paris. Available at: https://www.iea.org/oilmarketreport/
reports/2015/0315/.

4	 IEA, 2014. World Energy Outlook 2014. Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, Paris. Available at: http://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/
content/book/weo-2014-en. The range corresponds so the prices in the New Policies Scenario and Current Policies Scenario, respectively.

5	 US EIA, 2014. Annual Energy Outlook 2014 - with Projections to 2040. US Energy Information Administration, Washington, DC. Available at: http://
www.eia.gov/forecasts/aeo/.

6	 World Energy Council, 2013. World Energy Scenarios: Composing Energy Futures to 2050. World Energy Council, London. Available at: http://www.
worldenergy.org/publications/2013/world-energy-scenarios-composing-energy-futures-to-2050/.

7	 US EIA, 2013. Overview Data for United States. US Energy Information Administration, Washington, DC. Available at: http://www.eia.gov/countries/
country-data.cfm?fips=us. 

8	 Global Oil demand grew at 1.9% per year in 2001–2007, but at only 0.7% in 2014, and the IEA expects demand levels to recover only gradually 
for an average of 1.2% for the next six years (Oil Market Report – March 2015). One reason is a slower economy: the IMF has revised down its 
global growth forecast for 2015 from 4.0% to 3.5% since July 2014. See: IMF, 2015. World Economic Outlook Update: Cross Currents. International 
Monetary Fund, Washington, DC. Available at: http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2015/update/01/.

	 IMF, 2014. World Economic Outlook: Recovery Strengthens, Remains Uneven. International Monetary Fund, Washington, DC. Available at: http://www.
imf.org/external/Pubs/ft/weo/2014/01/.

9	 OPEC, 2014. OPEC 166th Meeting Concludes. Press release No. 7/2014. Organization of the Petroleum Exporting Countries, Vienna, Austria. 
Available at: http://www.opec.org/opec_web/en/press_room/2938.htm. 

10	 IEA, 2015. Medium-Term Oil Market Report 2015: Market Analysis and Forecasts to 2020. International Energy Agency, Paris. Available at: http://www.
iea.org/bookshop/702-Medium-Term_Oil_Market_Report_2015.

	 The World Bank, 2015. Global Economic Prospects: Having Fiscal Space and Using It. Washington, DC. Available at: http://www.worldbank.org/en/
publication/global-economic-prospects.

	 Also see IEA, 2015, Medium-Term Oil Market Report 2015, and IMF, 2015, World Economic Outlook Update. 

11	 As the World Bank describes this: “Saudi Arabia has traditionally acted as the cartel’s swing producer, often using its spare capacity to either 
increase or reduce OPEC’s oil supply and stabilize prices within a desired band. This changed dramatically in late November 2014 after OPEC 
failed to agree on production cuts. The OPEC decision to maintain its production level of 30 mb/d signaled a significant change in the cartel’s policy 
objectives from targeting an oil price band to maintaining market share.” See The World Bank, 2015, Global Economic Prospects.

12	 Hamilton, J.D., 2011. Historical Oil Shocks. NBER Working Paper No. 16790. National Bureau of Economic Research. Available at: http://www.nber.
org/papers/w16790. 

13	 Production dropped by 7.5% during the 1973–1974 OPEC embargo, by 7% during the Iranian revolution of 1978–1979 and by a further 6% during 
the Iran-Iraq War of 1980–1981. The cuts were partially compensated for by increases in production in other countries. See: Hamilton, J.D., 2014. 
The Changing Face of World Oil Markets. NBER Working Paper No. 20355. National Bureau of Economic Research. Available at: http://www.nber.org/
papers/w20355. 

14	 Helm, D., 2014. The Price of Oil. Energy Futures Network Paper No. 6. Available at: http://www.dieterhelm.co.uk/node/1386.

15	 These forecasts included ones by the IEA, the World Energy Council, the US EIA, and the European Commission Directorate-General for Research. 
See: European Commission, 2003. Annex 1: Comparison of World Energy Studies. In World Energy, Technology and Climate Policy Outlook 2030: 
WETO. Office for Official Publications of the European Communities, Luxembourg. 117–128. Available at: http://ec.europa.eu/research/energy/pdf/
weto-h2_en.pdf.

16	 The Economist, 1999. The next shock? 4 March. Available at: http://www.economist.com/node/188181. 

17	 George, L., 2014. Brent falls below $69 as price rout rolls on (corrected, update 6). Reuters, 5 December. Available at: http://www.reuters.com/
article/2014/12/05/markets-oil-idUSL3N0TP1BC20141205. 

18	 For example, Hamilton, 2014, The Changing Face of World Oil Markets. 

19	 The Economist, 2015. Let there be light. 17 January. Available at: http://www.economist.com/news/special-report/21639014-thanks-better-
technology-and-improved-efficiency-energy-becoming-cleaner-and-more. 

20	 Samanta, K. and Vedala, V., 2014. Oil prices likely to rebound in second half of 2015: Reuters poll. Reuters, 22 December. Available at: http://www.
reuters.com/article/2014/12/22/us-oil-prices-idUSKBN0K00W320141222. 

21	 Radetzki, M. and Aguilera, R. F., forthcoming. The Price of Oil. Cambridge University Press.

22	 Vijaykumar, V. and Resnick-Ault, J., 2015. Citi cuts oil outlook, says WTI could fall as low as $20 a barrel. Reuters, 9 February. Available at: http://
www.reuters.com/article/2015/02/09/us-research-citi-crude-idUSKBN0LD2D920150209. 

23	 Hamilton, 2011. Historical Oil Shocks. 

24	 Underlying this are two strong influences on long-run fossil fuel prices that work in opposite directions. On the one hand, the effect of greater 
scarcity would be expected to lead to prices increasing steadily at the rate of interest. On the other hand, technological progress in reducing the 
cost of extracting fossil fuels, tempered to some degree by increased difficulty in extraction, would be expected to make new supplies available at 
lower costs over time. The largely trendless path of fossil fuels over the long run suggests that these two effects may have been roughly balanced.

25	 Rentschler, J. E., 2013. Oil Price Volatility, Economic Growth and the Hedging Role of Renewable Energy. Policy Research Working Paper WPS6603. The 
World Bank, Washington, DC. Available at: http://documents.worldbank.org/curated/en/2013/09/18260093/oil-price-volatility-economic-growth-
hedging-role-renewable-energy.

26	 Yahoo Finance, n.d. CBOE Crude Oil Volatility Index. Available at: http://finance.yahoo.com/q?s=^OVX. [Accessed 10 March, 2015.]

27	 Yep, E. and Friedman, N., 2015. Oil’s Big Swings Are the New Normal. The Wall Street Journal, 26 February. Markets. Available at: http://www.wsj.
com/articles/oil-prices-are-still-far-from-stable-1424973592. 

28	 World Energy Council, 2015. 2015 World Energy Issues Monitor – Energy Price Volatility: The New Normal. London. Available at: http://www.
worldenergy.org/publications/2015/world-energy-issues-monitor-2015/.

29	 BP, 2014. BP Statistical Review of World Energy June 2014. London. Available at: http://www.bp.com/statisticalreview. 

30	 IEA, 2014. World Energy Outlook 2014.

31	 Radetzki and Aguilera, forthcoming. The Price of Oil. 



OIL PRICES AND THE NEW CLIMATE ECONOMY      MAY 2015 WWW.NEWCLIMATEECONOMY.NET 17

32	 Ibid. 

33	 IMF, 2015. Regional Economic Outlook Update: Middle East and Central Asia Department. International Monetary Fund, Washington, DC. Available at: 
http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/reo/2015/mcd/eng/mreo0115.htm. 

34	 Kilian, L., 2008. The Economic Effects of Energy Price Shocks. Journal of Economic Literature, 46(4). 871–909. DOI:10.1257/jel.46.4.871.

35	 Basu, K. and Indrawati, S. M., 2015. Cheap Oil for Change. Project Syndicate. Available at: http://www.project-syndicate.org/commentary/oil-price-
decline-subsidies-reform-by-kaushik-basu-and-sri-mulyani-indrawati-2015-02. 

36	 Arezki, R. and Blanchard, O., 2014. Seven Questions About The Recent Oil Price Slump. iMFdirect – The IMF Blog. International Monetary Fund. 
Available at: http://blog-imfdirect.imf.org/2014/12/22/seven-questions-about-the-recent-oil-price-slump/.

37	 The World Bank, 2015, Global Economic Prospects. 

38	 Basu and Indrawati, 2015. Cheap Oil for Change. 

39	 Federer, J. P., 1996. Oil Price Volatility and the Macroeconomy: A Solution to the Asymmetry Puzzle. Journal of Macroeconomics, 18. 1–16. 

40	 Guo, H. and Kliesen, K. L., 2005. Oil Price Volatility and U.S. Macroeconomic Activity. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis Review, November/
December., 669–684. Available at: http://research.stlouisfed.org/publications/review/05/11/KliesenGuo.pdf?origin=publication_detail.

41	 Rahman, S. and Serletis, A., 2012. Oil price uncertainty and the Canadian economy: Evidence from a VARMA, GARCH-in-Mean, asymmetric BEKK 
model. Energy Economics, 34(2). 603–610. DOI:10.1016/j.eneco.2011.08.014.

42	 Cunado, J. and Perez de Gracia, F., 2005. Oil prices, economic activity and inflation: evidence for some Asian countries. The Quarterly Review of 
Economics and Finance, 45(1). 65–83. DOI:10.1016/j.qref.2004.02.003.

43	 Bernanke, B. S., 1983. Irreversibility, Uncertainty, and Cyclical Investment. The Quarterly Journal of Economics, 98(1). 85–106. 
DOI:10.2307/1885568.

44	 Hamilton, J. D., 1988. A Neoclassical Model of Unemployment and the Business Cycle. Journal of Political Economy, 96(3). 593–617. DOI: 
10.2307/1885568.

45	 Ebrahim, Z., Inderwildi, O. R. and King, D. A., 2014. Macroeconomic impacts of oil price volatility: mitigation and resilience. Frontiers in Energy, 8(1). 
9–24. DOI:10.1007/s11708-014-0303-0.

46	 Guo and Kliesen, 2005. Oil Price Volatility and U.S. Macroeconomic Activity.

47	 Davis, S. J. and Haltiwanger, J., 2001. Sectoral job creation and destruction responses to oil price changes. Journal of Monetary Economics, 48(3). 
465–512. DOI:10.1016/S0304-3932(01)00086-1.

48	 Mork, K. A., 1989. Oil and the Macroeconomy When Prices Go Up and Down: An Extension of Hamilton’s Results. Journal of Political Economy, 97(3). 
740–744. Available at: http://www.jstor.org/stable/1830464.

49	 Lee, K., Ni, S. and Ratti, R. A., 1995. Oil Shocks and the Macroeconomy: The Role of Price Variability. The Energy Journal, 16(4). 39–56. Available at: 
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41322616.

50	 IEA, 2014. World Energy Outlook 2014.

51	 See IEA, 2014, World Energy Outlook 2014. In 2011, the IEA had projected that subsides would increase to some $660 billion per year by 2020; 
see IEA, 2011, World Energy Outlook 2011. International Energy Agency, Paris. Available at: http://www.worldenergyoutlook.org/publications/weo-
2011/. However, it has now scrapped such forecasts altogether as the momentum seems to be shifting. 

	 By way of examples, Egypt has saved as much as US$7 billion since last July, about 2% of the country’s GDP; see Plumer, B., 2015. One upside of 
cheap oil — countries are ditching their fossil-fuel subsidies. Vox. Available at: http://www.vox.com/2015/1/29/7945525/fossil-fuel-subsidies. 

	 Indonesia has taken a number of steps over the past few years to reduce subsidies (IEA, 2014, World Energy Outlook 2014). In November 2014, a 
decision was taken to slash them by a further 30%; see Giugliano, F., 2015. World Bank says fall in oil price is chance to cut fuel subsidies. Financial 
Times, 7 January. Available at: http://www.ft.com/intl/cms/s/0/36240cec-95b3-11e4-b3a6-00144feabdc0.html#axzz3RN67LtbT.

52	 IEA, 2014. World Energy Outlook 2014.

53	 OECD, 2013. Climate and Carbon: Aligning Prices and Policies. OECD Environment Policy Papers. Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development, Paris. Available at: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/23097841. 

54	 A barrel of oil releases around 0.4 tonnes CO
2
 when burnt, so a US $25/tonne CO

2
 price implies an increase of US $10/barrel. Each gallon of 

gasoline has approximately 0.01 tonnes CO
2
, so the cost of a $25/tonne CO

2
 price results in a 25 cent cost per gallon, or 6 cents per litre. One 

barrel corresponds to 42 gallons, or just under 160 litres of hydrocarbons.

55	 The World Bank and Ecofys, 2014. State and Trends of Carbon Pricing 2014. World Bank Group, Washington, DC. Available at: http://documents.
worldbank.org/curated/en/2014/05/19572833/state-trends-carbon-pricing-2014. Updated in August 2014 for the New Climate Economy 
project, to reflect the removal of the Australian carbon pricing mechanism on 1 July 2014.

56	 WHO, 2014. Ambient (outdoor) Air Quality and Health. Fact Sheet No. 313. World Health Organization, Geneva. Available at: http://www.who.int/
mediacentre/factsheets/fs313/en/.

57	 WHO, 2010. Exposure to Air Pollution: A Major Public Health Concern. World Health Organization, Geneva. Available at: http://www.who.int/ipcs/
features/air_pollution.pdf. 

58	 Hamilton, K., Brahmbhatt, M., Bianco, N. and Liu, J. M., forthcoming. Co-Benefits and Climate Action. New Climate Economy Contributing Paper. 
World Resources Institute, Washington, DC.

59	 Parry, I. W. H., Heine, D., Lis, E. and Li, S., 2014. Getting Energy Prices Right: From Principle to Practice. International Monetary Fund, Washington, DC. 
Available at: http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/cat/longres.aspx?sk=41345.0.	

60	 Stern, J. P., ed., 2012. The Pricing of Internationally Traded Gas. Published by the Oxford University Press for the Oxford Institute for Energy Studies, 
Oxford, UK. Available at: https://www.oxfordenergy.org/shop/the-pricing-of-internationally-traded-gas-ed-jonathan-p-stern/.

61	 These indirect links between oil prices and natural gas prices fall into several categories: 
• End-use market links: competition between oil and natural gas, primarily in heating markets;  
• Physical links: between natural gas and oil production (“associated gas”); 
• Organisational links: horizontal integration of oil and gas production within single companies; 
• Input links: oil-based transportation fuels are a significant cost in liquefied natural gas supply; and 
• Financial links: mediated via the correlation between oil prices and (dollar) exchange rates

62	 For an overview of many of these issues, see Stern, 2012, The Pricing of Internationally Traded Gas.

63	 Some links persist, both positive and negative. Much of the recent increase in US oil production is from “wet plays” that also produce associated 
natural gas. As oil is less valuable, the effective cost of this supply of natural gas is higher, creating an inverse relationship between oil and gas 
prices. On the other hand, competition between oil and natural gas remains a factor in the heating market (so lower oil prices tend to drag down the 
price of natural gas somewhat). See Beerepoot, M. and Marmion, A., 2012. Policies for Renewable Heat: An Integrated Approach. IEA Insights Series. 
International Energy Agency, Paris. Available at: https://www.iea.org/publications/insights/name,32244,en.html.



OIL PRICES AND THE NEW CLIMATE ECONOMY      MAY 2015 WWW.NEWCLIMATEECONOMY.NET 18

	 Finally, there is competition for drilling rigs, and as the number of rigs used for oil production is dropping fast, the supply available for natural gas 
production increases and becomes less costly.

64	 Agosta, A., Sutorius, R. and Waterlander, O., 2015. Another Radical Shift in the Global Gas Market? The Implications of a Sustained $75/bbl Scenario. 
Energy Insights. McKinsey & Company. Available at: http://www.mckinseyenergyinsights.com/media/63674/Another-radical-shift-in-the-global-
gas-market.pdf.

65	 European Commission, DG Energy, 2014. Quarterly Report on European Gas Markets. Vol. 7, Issue 3. Market Observatory for Energy, DG Energy. 
Available at: http://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/quarterly-gas_q3_2014_final_0.pdf.

66	 Bresciani, G., Inia, D. and Lambert, P., 2014. Capturing Value in Global Gas: Prepare Now for an Uncertain Future. McKinsey & Company. Available at: 
http://www.mckinsey.com/insights/energy_resources_materials/capturing_value_in_global_gas.

67	 Albrecht, U., Altmann, M., Zerhusen, J., Raksha, T., Maio, P., et al., 2014. The Impact of Oil Prices on EU Energy Prices. IP/A/ITRE/ST/2013-03. Report 
requested by the European Parliament Committee on Industry, Research and Energy. Directorate-General for Internal Policies, Policy Department 
A: Economic and Scientific Policy, Brussels.

68	 Ten Kate, W., Varró, L. and Corbeau, A.-S., 2013. Developing a Natural Gas Trading Hub in Asia: Obstacles and Opportunities. International Energy 
Agency, Paris. Available at: https://www.iea.org/publications/freepublications/publication/partner-country-series---developing-a-natural-gas-
trading-hub-in-asia.html.

69	 Agosta et al., 2015. Another Radical Shift in the Global Gas Market? 

70	 There also are some limited direct coal-to-oil substitution opportunities.  For example, it becomes economic if prices diverge too widely to burn 
heavy fuel oil in power plants.

71	 Lazarus, M., Tempest, K., Klevnäs, P., and Korsbakken, J.I., 2015. Tempest, K., Klevnäs, P., and Korsbakken, J.I., 2015. P., 2015. Natural Gas: Guardrails 
for a Potential Climate Bridge. New Climate Economy contributing paper. Stockholm Environment Institute, Stockholm and Seattle, WA, US. Available 
at: http://www.sei-international.org. 

72	 There are important exceptions, such as the use of diesel generation sets in off-grid applications or locations with unreliable grid supply, and the 
continuing role of oil in the electricity systems of some isolated islands. This includes much of sub-Saharan African; for example, oil products fuel 
86% of electricity in Senegal, 24% in Togo and 99% in Eritrea; see The World Bank, n.d. Electricity production from oil sources (% of total). Available 
at: http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/EG.ELC.PETR.ZS/countries?display=map. [Accessed 14 April, 2015.] 

	 In these cases, lower oil prices can feed directly into reduced costs of generating power, and lower prices could make the case for renewable energy 
weaker. However, according to one recent assessment, renewables are likely to remain cheaper for off-grid electricity even with lower oil prices; see 
IRENA, 2015. Renewable Power Generation Costs in 2014. International Renewable Energy Agency, Abu Dhabi. Available at: http://www.irena.org/
DocumentDownloads/Publications/IRENA_RE_Power_Costs_2014_report.pdf.

	 For example, in Angola, solar PV already creates cost advantages compared with diesel power generation, even in a setting with subsidies for 
diesel power generation; see Bertheau, P., Cader, C., Blechinger, P., Huyskens, H. and Seguin, R., 2014. The Influence of Fuel Subsidies and Taxes on 
the Potential for Decentralised PV Power on the African Continent. Reiner Lemoine Institut, Berlin. Available at: http://www.reiner-lemoine-institut.de/
sites/default/files/reiner_lemoine_institut_paul_bertheau_paper.pdf.

	 However, costs are far from the only variable, as unavailable finance and uncertainty may mean that capital-intensive renewables remain 
unavailable even when they in principle would be more economically advantageous.

73	 At the end of 2013, 144 countries had a renewable energy-related target in place, 98 countries had a feed-in tariff, 79 used a tendering process, and 
had 55 tendering for renewables. See REN21, 2014. Renewables 2014 Global Status Report. Renewable Energy Policy Network for the 21st Century, 
Paris. Available at: http://www.ren21.net/REN21Activities/GlobalStatusReport.aspx. 

74	 Clancy, H., 2014. Google’s $145 Million Clean Energy Investment Puts Solar Atop Old Oil Field. Forbes, 13 September. Available at: http://www.
forbes.com/sites/heatherclancy/2014/09/13/googles-145-million-clean-energy-investment-puts-solar-atop-old-oil-field/. 

	 Mathiesen, K., 2015. Apple’s £1.25bn Europe data centres will run entirely on renewable energy. The Guardian, 23 February. Available at: http://
www.theguardian.com/environment/2015/feb/23/apple-125bn-europe-data-centres-will-run-entirely-on-renewable-energy. 

75	 Dipaola, A., 2015. Dubai Doubling Size of Power Plant to Make Cheapest Solar Energy. BloombergBusiness, 15 January. Available at: http://www.
bloomberg.com/news/articles/2015-01-15/acwa-power-wins-contract-to-build-dubai-solar-plant-acwa-ceo. 

76	 US EIA, n.d. Statistics - Natural Gas Prices. US Energy Information Administration. Available at: http://www.eia.gov/dnav/ng/ng_pri_sum_dcu_nus_a.
htm. [Accessed 30 January, 2015.] 

77	 BP, 2014. BP Statistical Review of World Energy June 2014.

78	 Van der Hoeven, M., 2015. Opportunity to act: Making smart decisions in a time of low oil prices. Presentation at the Oxford Energy Colloquium. 
Available at: http://www.iea.org/newsroomandevents/speeches/150127_OxfordEnergyColloquiumspeech.pdf. 

	 IRENA, 2015. Renewable Power Generation Costs in 2014.

79	 IRENA, 2015. Renewable Power Generation Costs in 2014.

80	 Bazilian, M., Onyeji, I., Liebreich, M., MacGill, I., Chase, J., et al., 2013. Re-considering the economics of photovoltaic power. Renewable Energy, 53. 
329–338. DOI:10.1016/j.renene.2012.11.029. 

81	 Farmer, D. and Lafond, F., 2015. How Predictable Is Technological Progress? Oxford Martin School, University of Oxford, Oxford. Available at: http://
www.oxfordmartin.ox.ac.uk/publications/view/1884. 

82	 IRENA, 2015. Renewable Power Generation Costs in 2014.

83	 McCrone, A., Moslener, U., Usher, E., Grüning, C. and Sonntag-O’Brien, V. (eds.), 2015. Global Trends in Renewable Energy Investment 2015. Frankfurt 
School-UNEP Collaborating Centre for Climate & Sustainable Energy Finance, United Nations Environment Programme, and Bloomberg New 
Energy Finance. http://fs-unep-centre.org/publications/global-trends-renewable-energy-investment-2015.

84	 Some have cautioned against the use of “learning curves” to characterise future potential movements in technology cost; see Nordhaus, W.D., 
2009. The Perils of the Learning Model for Modeling Endogenous Technological Change. NBER Working Paper No. 14638. National Bureau of Economic 
Research. Available at: http://www.nber.org/papers/w14638. 

	 Others have found strong empirical support for the hypothesis; see Nagy, B., Farmer, J. D., Bui, Q. M. and Trancik, J. E., 2013. Statistical Basis for 
Predicting Technological Progress. PLoS ONE, 8(2). e52669. DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0052669.

	 Similarly, some major assessments of potential future renewable energy developments have used learning curves; see, e.g., IRENA, 2014. REmap 
2030: A Renewable Energy Roadmap. International Renewable Energy Agency, Abu Dhabi. Available at: http://irena.org/remap/.

	 Others have used different methodologies to try and gauge what future costs might be; see, e.g., Hand, M. M., Baldwin, S., DeMeo, E., Reilley, J. 
M., Mai, T., Arent, T., Porro, G., Meshek, M. and Sandor, D., 2012. Renewable Electricity Futures Study. NREL/TP-6A20-52409. National Renewable 
Energy Laboratory, Golden, CO, US. Available at: http://www.nrel.gov/analysis/re_futures/.

85	 Global Commission on the Economy and Climate, 2014. Better Growth, Better Climate. Chapter 5: Economics of Change. 

86	 Awerbuch, S. and Sauter, R., 2006. Exploiting the oil–GDP effect to support renewables deployment. Energy Policy, 34(17). 2805–2819. 
DOI:10.1016/j.enpol.2005.04.020. 



OIL PRICES AND THE NEW CLIMATE ECONOMY      MAY 2015 WWW.NEWCLIMATEECONOMY.NET 19

87	 Rentschler, 2013. Oil Price Volatility, Economic Growth and the Hedging Role of Renewable Energy.

88	 Bolinger, M. and Wiser, R., 2008. The Value of Renewable Energy as a Hedge Against Fuel Price Risk:  Analytic Contributions from Economic and Finance 
Theory. Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory. Available at: http://www.osti.gov/scitech/servlets/purl/962658. 

	 Graves, F. and Litvinova, J., 2009. Hedging Effects of Wind on Retail Electric Supply Costs. The Electricity Journal, 22(10). 44–55. DOI:10.1016/j.
tej.2009.10.012.

	 Roques, F. A., Nuttall, W. J., Newbery, D. M., de Neufville, R. and Connors, S., 2006. Nuclear power: a hedge against uncertain gas and carbon prices? 
The Energy Journal, 27(4). 1–23. Available at: http://www.jstor.org/stable/23297031.

89	 Global Commission on the Economy and Climate, 2014. Better Growth, Better Climate. Chapter 6: Finance. 

90	  IEA, 2013. Energy Efficiency Market Report 2013 – Market Trends and Medium-Term Prospects. International Energy Agency, Paris. Available at: http://
www.iea.org/W/bookshop/460-Energy_Efficiency_Market_Report_2013. 

91	 IEA, 2014. World Energy Outlook 2014.

92	 Nelson, D., Hervé-Mignucci, M., Goggins, A., Szambelan, S. J., Vladeck, T. and Zuckerman, J., 2014. Moving to a Low Carbon Economy: The Impact of 
Different Policy Pathways on Fossil Fuel Asset Values. Climate Policy Initiative. Available at: http://climatepolicyinitiative.org/publication/moving-to-a-
low-carbon-economy/.

93	 Sinn, H.-W., 2008. Public policies against global warming: a supply side approach. International Tax and Public Finance, 15(4). 360–394. 
DOI:10.1007/s10797-008-9082-z. 

94	 Bauer, N., Mouratiadou, I., Luderer, G., Baumstark, L., Brecha, R. J., Edenhofer, O. and Kriegler, E., 2013. Global fossil energy markets and climate 
change mitigation – an analysis with REMIND. Climatic Change. DOI:10.1007/s10584-013-0901-6.

95	 In a stringent climate scenario, the largest reduction in oil rents does not, however, occur through reduced quantity of oil use, but because lower 
prices directly reduce the value of the oil that is in fact used. See Bauer et al., 2013. Global fossil energy markets and climate change mitigation. See 
also Nelson et al.,2014. Moving to a Low Carbon Economy. 

96	 Birol, F., 2015. Grantham Special Lecture: World Energy Outlook 2014. Presented at Imperial College, London, UK, 4 February. Available at: http://
www3.imperial.ac.uk/newsandeventspggrp/imperialcollege/naturalsciences/climatechange/eventssummary/event_13-1-2015-10-25-59.

97	 Smith, G., 2015. Shell slashes spending by $15 billion as oil price bites. Fortune, 29 January. Available at: http://fortune.com/2015/01/29/shell-
slashes-spending-by-15-billion-as-oil-price-bites/. 

98	 Landauro, I. and Williams, S., 2015. France’s Total Plans to Cut Jobs, Sell Assets After Big Loss. The Wall Street Journal, 13 February. Business. 
Available at: http://www.wsj.com/articles/frances-total-plans-to-cut-jobs-sell-assets-after-big-loss-1423728368. 

99	 Crooks, E., 2015. Discoveries of new oil and gas reserves drop to 20-year low. Financial Times, 15 February. Available at: http://www.ft.com/
cms/s/0/def8d8f4-b532-11e4-b186-00144feab7de.html#ixzz3Ru0LZMFO. 

100	 In 2005, the use of oil products for transportation was responsible for a quarter of global emissions of black carbon and almost a half of global 
emissions of NOX and CO. The region of Northeast, Southeast Asia and Pacific is responsible for about a third of all the pollutants, as the regions 
experienced a dramatic rise in the volume of transport. See UNEP and WMO, 2011. Integrated Assessment of Black Carbon and Tropospheric Ozone. 
United Nations Environment Programme and World Meteorological Organization, Bonn, Germany. Available at: http://www.unep.org/dewa/
portals/67/pdf/BlackCarbon_report.pdf. 

101	 GEA, 2012. Global Energy Assessment: Toward a Sustainable Future. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, and New York, and International 
Institute for Applied Systems Analysis, Laxenburg, Austria. Available at: www.globalenergyassessment.org.

102	 IEA, 2014, World Energy Outlook 2014.

103	 Bloomberg New Energy Finance, 2014. Oil price plunge and clean energy – The real impact. Bloomberg New Energy Finance, 22 December. 
Available at: http://about.bnef.com/press-releases/oil-price-plunge-clean-energy-real-impact/.

104	 The White House, 2012. Obama Administration Finalizes Historic 54.5 MPG Fuel Efficiency Standards. Briefing Room, 28 August. Available at: 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2012/08/28/obama-administration-finalizes-historic-545-mpg-fuel-efficiency-standard. 

105	 IEA, 2014, World Energy Outlook 2014.

106	 IEA, 2015. Medium-Term Oil Market Report 2015.

107	 Walter, A., Galdos, M. V., Scarpare, F. V., Leal, M. R. L. V., Seabra, J. E. A., da Cunha, M. P., Picoli, M. C. A. and de Oliveira, C. O. F., 2014. Brazilian 
sugarcane ethanol: developments so far and challenges for the future: Brazilian sugarcane ethanol. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Energy and 
Environment, 3(1). 70–92. DOI:10.1002/wene.87. 

	 In fact, Brazil recently raised the mandated ethanol blend from 25% to 27%, coming not long after a period when gasoline had been temporarily 
subsidised during the oil price spike in order to reduce inflation risk. See Rabello, N. and Ewing, R., 2015. Brazil to raise ethanol blend in 
gasoline to 27 pct on Feb 15 (update 2). Reuters, 2 February. Available at: http://www.reuters.com/article/2015/02/02/brazil-ethanol-blend-
idUSL1N0VC0X120150202. 

108	 IEA, 2015. Medium-Term Oil Market Report 2015. 

109	 Smeets, E., Tabeau, A., van Berkum, S., Moorad, J., van Meijl, H. and Woltjer, G., 2014. The impact of the rebound effect of the use of first generation 
biofuels in the EU on greenhouse gas emissions: A critical review. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 38. 393–403. DOI:10.1016/j.
rser.2014.05.035. 

110	 Searchinger, T. and Heimlich, R., 2015. Avoiding Bioenergy Competition for Food Crops and Land. Creating a Sustainable Food Future, No. 9. World 
Resources Institute, Washington, DC. Available at: http://www.wri.org/publication/avoiding-bioenergy-competition-food-crops-and-land. 

111	 Wang, M. and Dunn, J. B., 2015. Comments on Avoiding Bioenergy Competition for Food Crops and Land by Searchinger and Heimlich. Argonne 
National Laboratory. Available at: https://greet.es.anl.gov/publication-comments-searchinger-heimlich. 

112	 Tyner, W., 2015. Will low oil prices be the downfall of cellulosic biofuels? The Conversation. Available at: http://theconversation.com/will-low-oil-
prices-be-the-downfall-of-cellulosic-biofuels-37088. 

113	 Van Renssen, S., 2014. A bioeconomy to fight climate change. Nature Climate Change, 4(11). 951–953. DOI:10.1038/nclimate2419.

114	 Google Finance, http://bit.ly/1ClNi2L.

115	 Amsterdam Roundtables and McKinsey & Company, 2014. Evolution: Electric Vehicles in Europe - Gearing up for a New Phase? Available at: http://
www.mckinsey.com/~/media/McKinsey%20Offices/Netherlands/Latest%20thinking/PDFs/Electric-Vehicle-Report-EN_AS%20FINAL.ashx. 

116	 Nykvist, B. and Nilsson, M., 2015. Rapidly falling costs of battery packs for electric vehicles. Nature Climate Change, 5(4). 329–332. DOI:10.1038/
nclimate2564. 

117	 Sims, R., Schaeffer, R., Creutzig, F., Cruz-Núñez, X., D’Agosto, M., et al., 2014. Chapter 8: Transport. In Climate Change 2014: Mitigation of Climate 
Change. Contribution of Working Group III to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. O. Edenhofer, R. Pichs-
Madruga, Y. Sokona, E. Farahani, S. Kadner, et al. (eds.). Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, and New York. Available at: http://www.
mitigation2014.org.



WWW.NEWCLIMATEECONOMY.NET20 TITLE OF CONTRIBUTING PAPER GOES HERE      NOV 2014

The Global Commission on the Economy and Climate is a major new international initiative to examine the 
economic benefits and costs of acting on climate change. Chaired by former President of Mexico Felipe 
Calderón, the Commission comprises former heads of government and finance ministers, and leaders in the 
fields of economics, business and finance. 

The New Climate Economy (NCE) is the Commission’s flagship project. It provides independent and 
authoritative evidence on the relationship between actions which can strengthen economic performance 
and those which reduce the risk of climate change. It will report in September 2014 in advance of the UN 
Climate Summit. It aims to influence global debate about the future of economic growth and climate action.

This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial-
NoDerivative Works 3.0 License. To view a copy of the license, visit  https://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/us

The Stockholm Environment Institute is an 
independent international research institute that 
has been engaged in environment and development 
issues at local, national, regional and global policy 
levels for more than 25 years. SEI supports 
decision-making for sustainable development by 
bridging science and policy. 

Per Klevnäs, Stockholm Environment 
Institute and New Climate Economy

Nicholas Stern, London School of Economics

Jana Frejova, New Climate Economy

ABOUT THE NEW CLIMATE ECONOMY

The authors

Disclaimer
This paper was commissioned by the New Climate Economy project as part of the research conducted for 
the Global Commission on the Economy and Climate.  The New Climate Economy project is pleased to co-
publish it as part of its commitment to provide further evidence on and stimulate debate about the issues 
covered in the main Global Commission report. However neither the project nor the Commission should be 
taken as endorsing the paper or the conclusions it reaches. The views expressed are those of the authors.

How to cite
Klevnäs, P., Stern, N., and Frejova, J. Oil Prices and the New Climate Economy. Global Commission on the 
Economy and Climate briefing paper, May 2015. Available at http://newclimateeconomy.report.

The London School of Economics and Political 
Science (LSE) is one of the foremost social science 
universities in the world. Founded in1895, it hosts 
one of the largest concentrations of economics, 
finance and social science research, with global reach.

The authors would like to thank Rodney Boyd, 
Marcus Carson, Marion Davis, Nick Godfrey, 
Cameron Hepburn, Francis X. Johnson, Johan C.I. 
Kuylenstierna, Michael Lazarus, Laura Malaguzzi 
Valeri, Helen Mountford, David Nelson and 
Jeremy Oppenheim for their helpful comments.

Acknowledgements


