
Chimica europea a rischio estinzione

<p>E’ l’allarme lanciato dal CEO di Ineos nella lettera aperta inviata al Presidente della
Commissione europea Barroso.</p>
10 marzo 2014 07:25

Il CEO di Ineos, Jim Ratcliffe, ha indirizzato una lettera aperta al
Presidente della Commissione europea JosÃ© Manuel Barroso per
esprimere le sue preoccupazioni sul futuro dellâ€™industria chimica
europea: â€œPurtroppo, prevedo che gran parte di essa chiuderÃ  i
battenti entro i prossimi 10 anniâ€�, si legge nella missiva.

Secondo Ratcliffe, la chimica europea potrebbe fare la fine dellâ€™industria tessile, estinta
come i dinosauri alla fine del secolo scorso sotto il peso della concorrenza asiatica. Ma rispetto
al tessile, la chimica ha un maggior impatto economico e sociale, con oltre un milione di posti di
lavoro diretti e 5 milioni indiretti.

â€œStrategicamente ed economicamente, nessuna grande economia dovrebbe abbandonare
la sua industria chimicaâ€�, sostiene il CEO di Ineos; per mantenere in vita questo settore, la
sola tecnologia non basta, servono energia e materie prime a prezzi competitivi. â€œOggi in
Europa il gas costa tre volte piÃ¹ che negli Stati Uniti e lâ€™elettricitÃ  Ã¨ piÃ¹ cara del 50%; e
non possiamo contare su materie prime a buon mercato".

Mentre in Europa si chiudono impianti chimici (22 solo nel Regno Unito dal 2009 a oggi), grazie
allo shale gas negli USA sono stimati nuovi investimenti nella chimica per 71 miliardi di dollari e
in Medio Oriente sono previste nuove capacitÃ  nellâ€™etilene per 6 milioni di tonnellate.

Senza contare lâ€™Estremo Oriente: â€œi cinesi stanno costruendo senza sosta - sottolinea
Ratcliffe -. Se nella storia recente hanno assorbito lâ€™intero surplus di prodotti chimici a livello
mondiale, presto saranno  autosufficienti e il flusso si invertirÃ . Ricordiamoci che la Cina Ã¨
destinata a diventare la piÃ¹ grande economia del mondo entro il 2020â€�.

"Di fronte a questa sfide competitive, Bruxelles o i paesi dellâ€™Europa se stessi hanno pronto
un piano? Quali difese hanno in mente? - si chiede in modo retorico Ratcliffe -. Vedo tasse
ambientali, non vedo shale gas; posso intravedere la chiusura del nucleare, posso vedere il
manifatturiero scacciato. Vedo le autoritÃ  garanti della concorrenza a Bruxelles beatamente
inconsapevoli dello tsunami delle importazioni di prodottiâ€�.

Ratcliffe ricorda come lâ€™azienda che sta guidando, Ineos, negli ultimi tre anno ha visto
dimezzarsi i profitti in Europa e triplicarsi quelli negli Stati Uniti e conclude la sua lettera con un
accorato appello: â€œVi incoraggio a prendere misure urgenti per proteggere lâ€™industria
chimica europeaâ€�.
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Open Letter to Mr JosÃ© Manuel Barroso,
President European Commission
European Commission
Rue de la Loi 200
B-1049 Brussels

Dear President Barroso,

RE: Europeâ€™s Chemical Industry

I wish to express my deepest concerns about the future of the European chemical industry.
Sadly, I predict that much of it will face closure within the next 10 years.

I recall the extinction of the European textile industry happening before my eyes as a young
graduate at Courtaulds in the 1980â€™s.  Chemicals could go the same way. It could well be
another European dinosaur.

Chemicals, however, is a rather larger species and arguably more important to the economies
of Europe. There are a lot of jobs at stake. Over 1 million direct jobs and 5 million indirect jobs
in total.

Worldwide, the chemicals sector has revenues of $4.3 trillion. Thatâ€™s bigger than the GDP
of Germany and considerably bigger than the automotive sector at $2.6 trillion.

In Europe, chemicals and automotives share top billing with $1 trillion each. Economically
speaking, chemicals is one of Europeâ€™s jewels in the crown.

Chemicals literally find their way into all walks of life, they are omnipresent.  Chemicals are
required to make metals, to make fibres, to make pottery. They are in our watches, our
deodorants, our iPhones, cars, clothes and Nike shoes. Without a chemical industry, all of the
above manufacturers in Europe are potentially put at a disadvantage.

Strategically, and economically, no large economy should abandon its chemical industry.

But Europe seems agnostic about the fate of European Chemicals.  The European textile
industry was wiped out because it could not compete with Asian labour rates.  Slowly, each of
Courtaulds 100 textile factories became loss making and shut down.

Chemicals depend upon competitive energy and feedstock costs. Whilst intensely technical as
an industry, and one of the reasons historically that Europe has been so successful, technology
alone will not save it.

Energy, in the form of gas, in Europe is three times higher than the USA today, whilst electricity
is 50% higher. There are no cheap feedstocks in Europe. USA and Middle East feedstocks
costs are in another league.

Shale gas in the United States has transformed both its competitiveness and its confidence. 
There are $71 billion worth of announced petrochemical expansions on the back of shale gas



flowing into chemicals. This is predicted to grow to over $100 billion.

In contrast Europe announces closure after closure.

In the Middle East, they continue to build in Abu Dhabi, in Qatar, in Saudi and now we can add
Iran with another 6 million tonnes of ethylene capacity re-joining planet earth.

In the UK we have seen 22 chemical plant closures since 2009 and no new builds.

And then we have China.  British universities no longer seem to have places for Brits wanting to
do technical subjects as they are full of Chinese students.  At my sonâ€™s graduation in
economics last year, I noticed the proud Power Engineering graduates. 100% of them were
Chinese.  Not one was British.

The Chinese are building relentlessly.  Whilst in recent history, they have soaked up all the
worldâ€™s surplus chemicals, they will soon be self-sufficient.  And beyond that they will start
to reverse the flow. Remember they are set to become the worldâ€™s largest economy by
2020.

So, in the face of this competitive onslaught, does Brussels, or the countries of Europe
themselves, have a master plan? What defences do they have in mind?

I can see green taxes, I can see no shale gas, I can see closure of nuclear, I can see
manufacturing being driven away. I can see the competition authorities in Brussels blissfully
unaware of the tsunami of imported product heading this way and standing blindly in the way of
sensible restructuring.

INEOS, one of the worldâ€™s largest chemical companies, profits in Europe have halved in the
last 3 years.  Profits in the USA have tripled.  BASF, the worldâ€™s largest chemical company,
for the first time ever have announced a strategic cutback in European investment citing
stagnant markets, expensive energy and expensive labour.

Itâ€™s not looking good for Europe, we are rabbits caught in the headlights, and we have got
our trousers down.

I encourage you to take urgent steps to protect Europeâ€™s chemical industry.

I believe this is an important topic of discussion and so I am making this letter available to the
media.

Yours faithfully,

Jim Ratcliffe
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