
Message 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Subject: 

Wolf, Tom [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=THOMAS.WOLF) 

11/04/2016 16:12:46 

Stout, Robert [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Robert.Stout]; Morrell, Geoff [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE 

ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP {FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Geoff.Morrell); Guinn, Shanan 

[/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP {FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Shanan.Guinn); 

Streett, Mary [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

{FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Mary.Streett); Ellis, Joe [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE 

GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Joe.Ellis]; Dempsey, Ray C [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE 

ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Ray.Dempsey]; Sidoti, Elizabeth 

[/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Elizabeth.Sidoti); 

Stutz, Rachel [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Rachel.Stutz]; Nolan, James [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE 

GROUP {FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=James.Nolan); van Hoogstraten, David Jan 

[/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP {FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=David.vanHoog); 

Brien, Michael P [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Mike.Brien); Moran, Ralph J [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE 

GROUP {FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Ralph.Moran) 

RE: Los Angeles Times: OP-ED: How to drive a stake through the heart of zombie fossil fuel 

I'm sorry, I live on earth so I don't get what planet this guy lives on. We all know his diatribe has many holes in it...but 
his biggest one is the infrastructure piece. Americans are fighting pipelines, but they are also fighting transmission lines 
that would bring wind energy and solar energy to market.. .. they are fighting utility solar farms in the desert because it 
affects the desert turtle, they are fighting home solar that looks ugly. 

Simply put, Americans have a Dire Straits mentality. They want their money for nothin' and their chicks for free. 

Tom 

Tom Wolf 

Director, Communications and External Affairs 

BP America Inc. 
30 S. Wacker Drive MC: 7N-379 
Chicago, IL 60606 

office: 
lync:: 
mobile: 

From: Stout, Robert 
Sent: Sunday, April 10, 2016 12:39 PM 
To: Morrell, Geoff; Guinn, Shanan; Streett, Mary; Ellis, Joe; Dempsey, Ray C; Sidoti, Elizabeth; Stutz, Rachel; Nolan, 
James; Wolf, Tom; van Hoogstraten, David Jan; Brien, Michael P; Moran, Ralph J 
Subject: Fwd: Los Angeles nmes: OP-ED: How to drive a stake through the heart of zombie fossil fuel 

Most of us got this but am forwarding because I think McKibben's manifesto is a must-read. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 
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From: Virginia Northington 

Date: April 10, 2016 at 2:12:11 PM GMT+l 

Brett Clanton 

ic 

< 

, Geoff Morrell 

, "Matthew Chen"< 

, Ray Dempsey<_ 

ike 

>, Shanan Guinn 

Cc: Ellen Moskowitz > 

Subject: Los Angeles Times: OP-ED: How to drive a stake through the heart of zombie fossil fuel 

OP-ED: How to drive a stake through the heart of zombie fossil fuel 
By Bill McKibben 
Los Angeles Times 
April 9, 2016 

When I was a kid, I was creepily fascinated by the wrongheaded idea that your hair and your fingernails keep growing 
after you die. The lesson seemed to be that momentum was hard to kill. The same thing is at work right now with the fossil 
fuel industry. Even as global warming makes it clear that coal, natural gas and oil are yesterday's energy, two centuries of 
fossil fuel development means new projects keep emerging in zombie-like fashion. 

In fact, the climactic fight at the end of the fossil fuel era is underway. In statehouse hearing rooms and far off farmers' 
fields, local activists are making desperate stands to stop new fossil fuel projects, while the energy companies are making 
equally desperate attempts to build while they still can. The outcome of these thousands of fights, as much or more than 
the paper promises made at the U.N. climate conference in Paris in December, will determine whether we emerge from 
this century with a habitable planet. They are the battle for the future. 

Here's how Diane Leopold, president of Virginia-based Dominion Energy put it last year: "It may be the most challenging" 
period in fossil fuel history because of "high-intensity opposition" to infrastructure projects that is becoming steadily 
"louder, better-funded and more sophisticated." Or, in the words of the head of the American Natural Gas Assn.: "Call it 
the Keystone-ization of every project that's out there." 

I hesitate to even start listing what's "out there" because I'm going to miss dozens. In North America, people are fighting 
the Sandpiper pipeline in the upper Midwest; the Line 9, Energy East, Northern Gateway and Kinder Morgan pipelines in 
Canada; the Pinon pipeline in Navajo country; the Vermont Gas pipeline down the western side of my own state; the 
Constitution pipeline; the Spectra pipeline; and on and on. 

And it's not just pipelines. Activists are on trial for trying to block oil trains in the Pacific Northwest. In the Finger Lakes 
region in central New York, not a week goes by without mass arrests of locals attempting to prevent old salt mines from 
being turned into a giant underground gas storage site. In California, it's tracking wells in Kern County. 

The protests are endless, and the protesters have to be endlessly resourceful. Everywhere the opposition is forced by 
statute to make its stand not on climate change arguments but on older grounds. This pipeline will hurt water quality. That 
coal port will increase local pollution. All the arguments are correct and accurate but a far more important case always 
lurks in the background: Each of these new infrastructure projects should be stopped because it extends the fossil fuel era 
a few more disastrous decades. 

Here's the basic math: If you build a pipeline in 2016, the investment will be amortized for 40 years or more. It is designed 
to last - to carry coal slurry or gas or oil - well into the second half of the 21st century. It is, in other words, designed to 
keep us extracting carbon, the very thing scientists insist we simply can't keep doing and survive. 

The only way to short-circuit this zombie process is to fight like hell, raising the price, both political and economic, of new 
fossil fuel infrastructure. 

Unfortunately, fossil fuel companies have the clout to keep politicians saying yes. Just a week after the Paris climate 
accords were adopted, for instance, the well-paid American "employees" of those companies, otherwise known as 
senators and representatives, overturned a 40-year-old ban on U.S. oil exports, a gift that an Exxon spokesman had 
asked for explicitly a few weeks earlier. "The sooner this happens, the better for us," he'd told the New York Times. 
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The money, however, is only part of it: The whole process is on autopilot. For many decades the economic health of the 
nation and access to fossil fuels were more or less synonymous. So it's no wonder that laws and regulations favor 
business as usual. The advent of the environmental movement in the 1970s and 1980s introduced a few new rules, but it 
didn't try to shut down the whole enterprise. Now fossil fuel projects continue to get approved, almost automatically, 
because there is no legal reason not to do so. 

As 2016 began in my own backyard, Vermont - as enlightened a patch of territory as you're likely to find - the state 
Public Service Board approved a big new gas pipeline. Under long-standing regulations, the pipeline was found to be in 
the public interest, even though science has recently made it clear that the methane leaking from the fracked gas the 
pipeline will carry is a bigger climate problem than the burning of coal. The decision came two weeks after the 
temperature in the city of Burlington hit 68 on Christmas Eve, breaking the old record by, oh, 17 degrees. 

The only way to short-circuit this zombie process is to fight like hell, raising the price, both political and economic, of new 
fossil fuel infrastructure to the point where politicians begin to balk. That's what happened with Keystone and it's 
happening elsewhere, too. Other Canadian tar sands pipelines have been blocked. Coal ports planned for the West Coast 
haven't been built. In May, a coalition across six continents is being organized to engage in mass civil disobedience to 
"keep it in the ground." 

In a few places you can see more than just the opposition; you can see results. Last fall, in Portland, Ore., the City 
Council passed a remarkable resolution: The city will use its powers to keep out new fossil fuel infrastructure. The 
resolution will almost certainly stop a proposed propane export terminal project, but far more important, it opens the door 
to a better future. If you can't do fossil fuel energy, after all, you have to do something else - sun, wind, conservation. 

This business of driving stakes through the heart of one project after another is exhausting. So many petitions, so many 
demonstrations, so many meetings. But for now, there's really no other way to kill a zombie. 

Bill McKibben is the founder of 350.org and a professor of environmental studies at Middlebury College. A longer version 
of this essay appears at TomDispatch.com. 

From: Virginia Northington 

Sent: Sunday, April 10, 2016 8:53 AM 

To: Arturo Silva; Brett Clanton; Geoff Morrell; Jason Ryan; Jessica Gonzalez; Joe Ellis; Karen Gase; Liz Sidoti; Mary 

Perkins; Mary Streett; Matthew Chen; Mike Nash; Rachel Stutz; Ray Dempsey; Rebecca Raftery; Robert Stout; Shanan 

Guinn 

Cc: Ellen Moskowitz 

Subject: Providence Journal: Edward Fitzpatrick: Climate-change battle heats up between Whitehouse, Wall Street 

Journal 

Edward Fitzpatrick: Climate-change battle heats up between Whitehouse, Wall Street Journal 
U.S. Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse, the Rhode Island Democrat who is the Senate's leading voice on climate change, is 
locked in a bitter brawl with the Wall Street Journal editorial page over his proposal to sue fossil fuel companies for fraud. 
By Edward Fitzpatrick 
Providence Journal 
April 10,2016 

Oh, it is on! U.S. Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse, the Rhode Island Democrat who is the Senate's leading voice on climate 
change, is locked in a bitter brawl with the Wall Street Journal editorial page over his proposal to sue fossil fuel companies 
for fraud. 

The battle began last year when Whitehouse wrote a Washington Post opinion piece, accusing fossil fuel companies of a 
"massive and sophisticated campaign to mislead the American people about the environmental harm caused by carbon 
pollution." He likened it to tobacco companies that denied the dangers of smoking, suggesting the Justice Department 
could file a civil suit under the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO). 

The Wall Street Journal blasted the idea. "Climate change is the new religion of the left, and progressives are going to 
treat heretics like Cromwell did Catholics," it said. "We mention Mr. Whitehouse because he has been the lead Cromwell 
in calling for the use of the RICO statute, a law created to prosecute the mafia, to bring civil cases against companies that 
fund climate research of which he disapproves." 
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The dispute rekindled in March when U.S. Attorney General Loretta Lynch told the Senate her department had asked the 
FBI to evaluate whether ExxonMobil had violated federal laws. Two Democratic congressmen from California had sought 
a probe after reports that Exxon's experts knew about the dangers of burning fossil fuels yet worked to undermine climate 
science. 
In the latest exchange, Whitehouse wrote an email to supporters with the subject line: "Standing up to the Wall Street 
Journal." He said that while he has been accused of wanting to trash the First Amendment and jail climate skeptics, "all of 
that is, of course, a crock." He said, "The tobacco case didn't go after smokers, it went after the fraudulent core who 
convinced people smoking was OK." 

On April 1, the Wall Street Journal accused Whitehouse of using its editorials for fundraising: "Mr. Whitehouse has 
apparently decided that if he can't persuade the general public to adopt his climate absolutism, at least he can use the 
controversy to motivate his deep-pocketed partisans." Whitehouse responded in a letter to the editor Wednesday, saying 
that he wasn't raising money and that 65 percent of Americans say climate change is caused by human activity. 
"Disagreeing with me isn't the culpable conduct," he wrote. "Outright fraud is." 

So what do legal experts say? Jeffrey E. Grell - who teaches RICO law at the University of Minnesota and who wrote a 
book called "Grell on RICO" - said he doubts the RICO statute could be used successfully against the fossil fuel industry. 
"Believe me, if there was a legal theory here that held any promise, you would have every plaintiffs law firm in the country 
coming out of the woodwork," he said. "You have some of the deepest pockets in the energy industry." 

Virginia Northington 

Account Director 

www.brunswickgroup.com I Follow us on Linkedln 

Read the Brunswick Review Spotlight on Shareholder Activism issue at www.brunswickgroup.com/review or download the app 

- Brunswick is an advisory firm specializing in critical issues and corporate relations
- Over 130 Partners covering the world from our 23 offices

� Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 

Disclaimer: This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the 
individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any use or dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in 
error, please notify us immediately, then delete this email. This notice is issued by Brunswick Group LLP. 
Brunswick Group LLP is a limited liability partnership registered in England and Wales with registered number 
OC306588 and registered office at 16 Lincoln's Inn Fields, London, WC2A 3ED, United Kingdom. 
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Lamar McKay April 2016 

Princeton Carbon Mitigation Initiative (CMI) 

1. Princeton CMl's Perspective - Key messages and
recommendations for responsible action

This is an update on the Princeton CMl's key messages we shared last 
year that are relevant to our oil and gas business. It also includes 
Princeton's recommendations on what an oil and gas company, like BP, 
should do to address climate change in a sustainable manner. 

1.1 Context 

1.1.1 Risks to BP from climate change 

The climate problem has the potential to disrupt BP's business in at least 
three ways: 

i. Effective climate policies can emerge that discourage fossil fuel
consumption, that impose environmental performance standards
on production processes, and that subsidize or promote efficiency
and low carbon energy.

11. Climate-motivated research can create disruptive new energy
technology.

iii. Climate impacts can directly disrupt BP's investments in energy
production infrastructure and supply chains.

1.1.2 Much has changed and is changing 

• Low-carbon energy is arriving unevenly: wind, solar, and vehicle fuel
efficiency are being realized at a one-wedge pace, (scaled up to
reduce emissions by at least 1 billion tons of carbon per year over 50
years) while hydrogen power, CCS and nuclear power are faltering.
Wind, solar, and vehicle fuel efficiency have developed to the point
where they are now being effectively scaled up.

• Innovation in the energy sector has been dramatically affected by the
arrival of shale gas and oil and low energy prices.
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• In climate science new modeling capability is enabling forceful,
credible statements about extreme events.

• Following the Paris COP21 meeting, a global agreement to limit
temperatures to 2 degrees C, and an ambition to 1.5 degrees C has
been generally welcomed, including by BP. However, at the country
level the "nationally determined contributions," or pledges, do not
deliver the 2 degrees. Governments, supported by other actors
(including oil and gas), will need to strengthen plans to enable
delivery of the Paris COP agreement.

1.1.3 BP supports CMI to help manage risks 

• CMI sharpens BP's corporate perspective on climate change. It
provides BP with strategic understanding of the potential physical,
biological and human systems impacts.

• BP benefits when CMI disseminates sound information that supports
effective public policy discussions.

• BP leverages the much larger research programs of the CMI
investigators.

1.2 CMI Key Messages 

1.2.1 Science messages 

Three independent lines of evidence support a scientific consensus that 
manmade greenhouse gas emissions are causing climate change and 
that fossil-fuel CO2 is the single most important contributor: 

1. The geological past: During the ice-age cycles, temperature and
atmospheric CO2 rose together.

ii. The historical past: Manmade greenhouse gases and the Earth's
temperature increased rapidly after the industrial revolution.

iii. Physical understanding and models: Climate models predict
observed climate change and associate the change with manmade
greenhouse gas emissions and aerosols.

Natural sinks: Carbon sources and sinks in balance after 2050 
(Paris Agreement): Over half of emitted CO2 is kept from the 
atmosphere by being stored in terrestrial and oceanic "sinks". CO2 
absorption in the oceans is making seas more acidic. On land, there is 
an overall growth in forests, despite deforestation. The sinks have 
continued to grow with increasing emissions, but climate change will 
affect carbon cycle processes in a way that will exacerbate the increase 
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of CO2 in the atmosphere 

Increased variability and impacts: Climate change will bring significant 
increases in temperature, altered patterns of precipitation, ocean 
acidification, sea-level rise due to ocean thermal expansion and 
decreased continental ice volume, and rapid increases in extremes of 
heat, extreme precipitation and drought. Risks of the most serious 
consequences of warming increase significantly for 2-3°C of mean 
warming. Global risks include widespread disruption of food production, 
multi-meter sea-level rise from loss of a continental ice sheet, and 
widespread extinctions. As for extreme events, a new National Academy 
of Science (NAS) report on "attribution" says ...... "It is now often possible 
to make and defend quantitative statements about the extent to which 
human-induced climate change ... has influenced either the magnitude or 
the probability of occurrence of specific types of events or event 
classes." 

1.2.2 Technology messages 

Methane leakage: Methane is the second most important manmade 
greenhouse gas (after CO2}, and it causes multiple times more warming 
than an equal mass of CO2 in the atmosphere. However, 

• Natural gas combustion produces about half the CO2 emissions per
unit of energy, compared to coal, but leakage of methane during
production and distribution reduces this advantage.

• Research suggests that natural gas causes less warming than coal,
provided methane leakage is well managed. For example the peer
reviewed EDF analysis of the Barnet, reports a highly skewed
distribution of emissions, with 10% of well sites accounting for 70% of
emissions.

CO2 capture and storage (CCS): 

• CCS creates the option of low-carbon fossil fuel energy.

• CO2 from coal or natural gas power plants can be captured chemically
and stored in geological formations for hundreds of years in volumes
that are material to climate change mitigation.

• Models indicate that buoyancy-driven leakage along old wells will not
be a 'show-stopper' - i.e. the potential leakage rates are so low that
they wouldn't negate the climate benefit.

• It is much cheaper to capture CO2 from the flue gas of a coal power
plant than from ambient air, where it is 300 times more dilute - and
from a natural gas power plant, where it is 100 times more dilute.
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1.2.3 Integration messages 
Studies on the relationship between emissions and projected 
temperature rises have shown the following: 

1°C rise: Man-made emissions of CO2 already emitted to date will create 
1 °C of warming. This cannot be stopped. 

2°C rise: If the same quantities of emissions that have been released 
since the industrial revolution are released again, it would bring the 
Earth to the 2°C target. This will occur within four decades at current 
emissions rates. A hard stop (i.e. immediate emissions curtailment) is 
required after that to prevent further warming. Alternatively, an 
immediate emissions reduction is required to provide a more gradual 
path to the 2° C target. 

3°C rise: Tripling the amount of emissions emitted to date would bring 
us very roughly to 3°C. This is expected to occur in about eight decades 
at current emissions rates. Either a hard stop would then be needed to 
prevent further warming, or the current emissions rate would need to be 
maintained for a few decades followed by a more gradual decline. 

Emissions "budgets" mean choices: 
Fossil fuels are so abundant that, for any cumulative-emissions target, 
even a weak one, attractive fossil fuel would need to be left in the 
ground. For example, emissions of 4,800 GTCO2 would lead to a 
warming of 3°C but if total fossil fuel resources were burnt, then by one 
estimate 70,000 GTCO2 could be emitted (see figure below). 

0 GtC02 1600 3200 

More than a century A few decades 

Todav 

1000 billion tons of CO
2 

(1000 GtC0
2

) result from burning: 

2 trillion barrels of oil 
20,000 trillion cubic feet of gas 

300 billion tons of coal. 

4800 

Resources in the ground, according to Rogner, in units of GtC0
2

: 

Oil 8,000 
Gas excluding clathrates 3,000 
Clathrates 40,000 
Coal 20,000 
Total 70,000 
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1.2.4 How will various industries respond to a specific economy­
wide carbon price whose objective is to induce new 
investment? 

For the sake of argument, consider $100/tCO2 -what is the impact of 
this on product prices and how much of this might be passed through to 
the customer? 

• Upstream, the impacts are particularly dramatic upstream.
$1 00/tCO2 is:
• $40/barrel of oil
• $5/million Btu of natural gas
• $200/ton of high-quality coal
• Enhanced oil recovery (EOR): 1 bbl oil contains ~120 kgC, and

1 tCO2 contains 273 kgC. Thus, EOR at 2 to 3 barrel produced
per ton of CO2 stored (typical) stores one carbon atom for each
carbon atom produced. At $30/barrel and $100/tCO2, the two
revenue streams are about equal

• Downstream, if price-independent distribution costs are added,
retail price increases are smaller, in percent. $1 00/tCO2 is:
• $0.80/U.S. gallon of gasoline
• $0.08/kWh electricity from coal
• $0.04/kWh electricity from natural gas

2. CMI recommendations to the Oil and Gas industry

2.1 CMI Recommendation #1 

Address your core activities; 
• Upstream CO2: Lead in curtailing flaring, promote CCS where gas

is processed, redesign EOR for when CO2 storage becomes a
revenue stream.

• Upstream fugitive CH4: Demonstrate best practices -minimal
release, fast response to carelessness. Beyond safety.

• Gas for coal: Work out the limits on how much and how fast, e.g.,
to restrain the juggernaut in Asia.
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• Gas for "firming": Provide dispatchable power via partnerships
where gas backs up intermittent renewables.

2.2 CMI Recommendation #2 

Engage policymaking and understand technology implications 
proactively; 

• Be real and helpful about carbon pricing. What should we expect
to see happen at $5/tCO2? What about $1 00/tCO2, reached by a
ramp that is credible?

• Identify yourselves with carbon efficiency. Examples:
o When bringing gas to new cities, assure efficient

buildings/appliances.
o Help your industrial and power-plant customer to use your

fuel efficiently (the customer's side of the meter).
• Understand the potential for CCS to enable the full use of fossil

fuels across the energy transition and beyond.
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Message 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

CC: 

Subject: 

Kellie, 

Hill, Gardiner [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=GARDINER.HILL) 

19/04/2016 17:16:18 

Okonek, Kellie 1/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Okonkl); Stout, Robert 1/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE 

GROUP {FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Robert.Stout); van Hoogstraten, David Jan 

1/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP {FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=David.vanHoog) 

Jaffer, llhaam 1/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

{FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=llhaam.Jaffer); Dunn, Tame L [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE 

ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Tame.Dunn); Jones, Linda 

1/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Linda.jones); Feil, 

Richard L 1/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDI BOHF23SPDL T)/CN=RECI PIENTS/CN=Richard. Feil] 

RE: Princeton 

Terrific! I will work with Princeton to pull together the pre-read as proposed and re-purpose the 
briefing note for John. 

Looking forward to the meetings next week. 

Kind regards, 

Gardiner 

Director Carbon Solutions 
Group Technology 
BP 
Phone: 
Cell: 

BP lntemational limited, a company registered in England and Wales with the company number 542515 and VAT Number GB 243 5105 93 and whose registered 
office is Chertsey Road, Sunbury on Thames, Middlesex, TW16 7BP 

This message may contain information that is privileged or confidential. lf you are not the intended recipient please delete it and inform the sender immediately. 
Within the bounds of law, the UK based entities in the Trading arm of the BP Group retain all emails and !Ms and monitor them to ensure compliance with their 

internal policies and for other legitimate business purposes. 

From: Okonek, Kellie 
Sent: 19 April 2016 18:13 
To: Hill, Gardiner; Stout, Robert; van Hoogstraten, David Jan 
Cc: Jaffer, Ilhaam; Dunn, Tame L; Jones, Linda 
Subject: RE: Princeton 

Gardiner-

That works for us, and we'll hold off on changing trains until the schedule clarifies. I think even the 1230 will work if 
needed. I think the brief for Lamar is great, and we should re-purpose it for John. It also helps assure consistency of 
messaging. 
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Thanks so much - he is looking forward to the trip! 

Kellie Okonek 

Executive Assistant to John Minge 
Office of the Chairman and President 
BP America Inc. l 501 Westlake Park Blvd. I Houst� 
mobile: 1 office: ---·1email: --

From: Hill, Gardiner 
Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 10:28 AM 
To: Okonek, Kellie; Stout, Robert; van Hoogstraten, David Jan 
Cc: Jaffer, Ilhaam; Dunn, Tame L; Jones, Linda 
Subject: RE: Princeton 

Kellie, 

I just spoke to Princeton and they are planning to issue a final draft agenda to all of us by COB 
today. This should give us time for one more round of review and comment prior to finalising on 
Thursday. Does this schedule work for you? 

Princeton are currently planning on using Friday morning, but we should aim to finish by 10:45am, to 
give John plenty of time to catch a train at Trenton Station. He needs to catch the 11 :30am (Train 95) 
that gets into DC at 2pm. The next train (Train 125) at 12:30 arrives at 3:05pm. 

Princeton will also prepare a "Face Book" for all of the people John will meet during the trip. This 
contains pictures and bios. 

We also have a briefing document that we used last week here in London with the Executive Team 
members who met Princeton. I have attached the copy we sent to Lamar for your information, as this 
may also be appropriate for John. What do you think? 

Hence the pre-read, could consist of: 

• Meeting Agenda
• Face book with bios for everyone we are meeting
• A Princeton CMI Key Messages paper, which provides an overview of the current CMI work
and Princeton recommendations of the kinds of things oil and gas companies should be doing in the
face of Climate Change concerns.

Let me know if there are any other questions. 

Kind regards, 

Gardiner 

Director Carbon Solutions 

Group Technology 

BP 

Phone: 

Cell: 
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BP International Limited, a company registered in England and Wales with the company number 542515 and VAT Number GB 243 5105 93 and whose registered 
office is Chertsey Road, Sunbury on Thames, Middlesex, TWl6 7BP 

This message rnay contain information that is privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended recipient please delete it and inform the sender immediately. 
Within the bounds of law, the UK based entities in the Trading arm of the BP Group retain all emails and IMs and monitor them to ensure compliance with their 
internal policies and for other legitimate business purposes. 

From: Okonek, Kellie 
Sent: 19 April 2016 15:49 
To: Stout, Robert; van Hoogstraten, David Jan; Hill, Gardiner 
Cc: Jaffer, Ilhaam; Dunn, Tame L 
Subject: Princeton 

Bob/David & Gardiner -

Are you planning to create any brief for this trip? I have the climate presentation from Liz Rogers that Tame will be 
printing - I think bios of the Princeton folks we'll be meeting and an agenda for the trip (once landed) will be sufficient 
material, unless you think there's additional that will be helpful. 

When do we expect they'll land the agenda? I spoke with Shanan today and as long as John's train arrives in DC by 3pm 
I think we're fine. That said, if there is content for Friday (i.e. meetings/lectures on climate topics with additional 
professors, policy discussion over breakfast, etc.) I think it's silly to waste the opportunity of being there. I said as much 
on the call, but I wanted to make sure you knew as well that John is totally okay with that. 

Thanks, 

Kellie Okonek 

Executive Assistant to John Minge 
Office of the Chairman and President 

BP America Inc. i 501 Westlake Park Blvd. I Houston, TX 77079
mobile: 1 office: ••••email: 
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Message 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

CC: 

Subject: 

Morrell, Geoff 1/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=68A33E1F188A46299E8ACB2C84440814-MORRELL, GE) 

27/03/2019 07:11:17 

Looney, Bernard [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

( FYD I BOH F23SPDL T)/ en= Recipients/ cn=f7 3fc9fd Sacd464b9105ce 14cf 4e3d5d-Looney, Ber) 

King, Dave J [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

( FYD I BOH F23SPDL T)/ en= Reel pients/ cn=df19480beec34d979eaa9b9328e240e0-King, Dave); Stout, Robert 

[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=03dabeb0bf8d45e99472ded8f9f4e8ed-Stout, Robe); Ford, Susan J (Sunbury) 

[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=f3ad7cd1564e4ffd9167898e2acec310-Ford, Susan); Birrell, Gordon Y 

[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=0e84da2b892b4e23a4bcd6346f9cb566-Birrell, Go); Boodhai, Chan R 

[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=c4244f2d6d574de787b1081a302795a4-Boodhai, Ch); Bitar, Fawaz K 

1/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=9e3989adb71c4928aa8368e2a7abfla9-Bitar, Fawa); Fryar, Robert T 

[/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

(FYDI BOHF23SPDL T)/cn=Recipients/cn=4d445c8a2ea 7499187624f752f6cclae-Fryar, Robe); Naughton, Eamonn J. 

1/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

( FYD I BOH F23SPDL T)/ en= Recipients/ cn=1582f540066544989fa07b4498245a8f-Na ughton, E) 

Re: Carbon Fund 

I know I am just copied on Bernard's thank you note but I would like to chime in as well because I too 
appreciate your work in this space. The low carbon space is increasingly competitive and our peers seem to be 
rolling something new out everyday. Not sure how much of it is real but when we announce something it is and 
this a great example. As BL said, incremental commitments along the way would be good to know about so we 
can consider showcasing. But progress even more than investments is what we are all looking to show so please 
keep us in the loop on those developments as well. 
Thanks, Geoff 

Geoff Morrell 
Group Head of C&EA 
BP p.l.c. 

On Mar 26, 2019, at 8:39 PM, Looney, Bernard< 

Guys 

wrote: 

Awesome job on the Carbon Fund! Went down very well here in NYC. And with our team around the world. 

Let's make a big deal about our first investment. 

With much thanks for your collective leadership. 

B 

Bernard Looney 

BPA_HCOR_00087947 



Chief Executive, Upstream 
BP p.l.c. I London SWl Y 4PD

Registered in England & Wales Number 102498 
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Message 

From: 

Sent: 

Stout, Robert 1/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=ROBERT.STOUT] 

10/08/2017 17:16:11 

To: 

Subject: 

Ellis, Joe 1/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=Joe.Ellis] 

RE: POLITICO Pro Breaking News: 2016 broke global temperature records - again 

A "hot toddy" maybe? 

Bob 

From: Ellis, Joe 
Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2017 1:08 PM 
To: Streett, Mary; Stout, Robert; Dempsey, Ray C 
Subject: FW: POLITICO Pro Breaking News: 2016 broke global temperature records - again 

I recall Ray's question of Paul Jefferiss a couple of years ago (I'm paraphrasing): "Paul, is this something to be only a 

little concerned about, or are we all going to burn up next Tuesday?" 

Well, Ray, it sounds like we have an answer. I'll buy the first round Monday night before we say our goodbyes. 

From: POLmco Pro Energy [mailto:politicoemail@politicopro.com] 
Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2017 9:02 AM 
To: Ellis, Joe 
Subject: POLmco Pro Breaking News: 2016 broke global temperature records - again 

2016 was the warmest year on the Earth's surface in nearly 150 years of measuring, scientists said today in an 
international report that also found the highest sea levels since 1993 and the highest carbon dioxide 
concentrations in at least 800,000 years. 

It was the third year in a row to set a new global temperature record. 

The annual assessment coordinated by the U.S. National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration is the first 
comprehensive climate report released under President Donald Trump, who has dismissed man-made climate 
change as a "hoax" and announced he's withdrawing from the Paris climate agreement. 

To change your alert settings, please go to https://www.politicopro.com/settings 

This email was sent to by: POLITICO, LLC 1000 Wilson Blvd. Arlington, VA, 22209, USA 
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Message 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Stout, Robert 1/0=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=ROBERT.STOUT] 
25/09/2017 14:10:10 
Noble, William J. [/O=MSXBP/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=William.Noble) 

Subject: RE: Interesting article from E&E News re: D.C Circuit decision requiring FERC to consider downstream GHG emissions 
in pipeline case 

Ha! Sierra Club is on place I would not go for a policy discussion! 

Bob 

From: Noble, William J. 
Sent: Monday, September 25, 2017 10:02 AM 
To: Stout, Robert 
Subject: RE: Interesting article from E&E News re: D.C Circuit decision requiring FERC to consider downstream GHG 
emissions in pipeline case 

Thanks, Bob. My favorite part was the reference to Sierra Club's "Beyond Dirty Fuels" campaign. Is that a shameless rip­

off of BP's "Beyond Petroleum" slogan or, more likely, ironical humor - a sort of historical reference to a corporate 

campaign that would have been called Beyond Dirty Fuels if it had only been courageous/ honest enough and intended 

to deliver the promise of the slogan. Next time you call on the Sierra Club for a policy discussion, you should ask. © 

From: Stout, Robert 
Sent: Monday, September 25, 2017 8:36 AM 
To: Stutz, Rachel; Stultz, Mark; Nolan, James; van Hoogstraten, David Jan; Raftery, Becky; Sitomer, Gabrielle; Brien, 
Michael P 
Cc: Nash, Mike A (Legal); Noble, William J.; Stout, Robert; Streett, Mary; Ellis, Joe 
Subject: Interesting article from E&E News re: D.C Circuit decision requiring FERC to consider downstream GHG 
emissions in pipeline case 

PIPELINES 

Court's climate rebuke drives debates in other cases 

Ellen M. Gilmer, E&E News reporter 

Published: Monday, September 25, 2017 

Environmental groups are using a recent court decision to pressure the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission to consider climate 
change more carefully. Ryan McKnighUFlickr (building); Bilfinger SE/Flickr (pipelines) 

A month-old federal court decision favoring in-depth climate analysis for natural gas pipelines is already cropping up in a 
slew of other development skirmishes. 

After the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit last month ordered federal regulators to closely 
consider downstream greenhouse gas emissions from the Sabal Trail pipeline, environmental lawyers have hustled to 
apply the model in other battles. 

Last week, advocates flagged the ruling's relevance to a number of pipeline proposals pending before the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. In a letter to FERC last Monday, for example, Sierra Club attorney Elly Benson argued that the 
agency must beef up its analysis for the Appalachia-region Mountain Valley pipeline (MVP) in light of the D.C. Circuit 
decision, known as Sierra Club v. FERG.

"Several holdings from the decision apply to FERC's environmental review of the MVP, and indicate that FERC has 
impermissibly downplayed and avoided legally sufficient disclosure of the Project's impacts here," she wrote. 

BPA_HCOR_00147227 



Environmental lawyers are eager to see precedent from the Sabal Trail decision take root, even as some critics say the 
court's decision may not be the final word on the issue. 

Advertisement 

Benson noted that many issues in the Sabal Trail case are mirrored in other proposals. 

"FERC and other agencies have been failing to fully account for the indirect greenhouse gas emissions and climate 
impacts of these major fossil fuel projects," she told E&E News. "And under the Sabal Trail decision, they need to go 
back, and in some cases that means doing a supplemental environmental impact statement and actually do that analysis 
that they failed to do." 

In the August decision, a panel of judges ruled 2-1 that FERC violated the National Environmental Policy Act when it 
declined to quantify downstream emissions from the Southeast Market Pipelines Project, a network that includes Sabal 
Trail. The court ordered the agency to revise its environmental impact statement (EIS) to detail those emissions or offer a 
better explanation for not doing so (Energvwire, Aug. 23). 

FERC has often avoided such in-depth, quantitative climate analysis, arguing that constantly shifting market conditions 
and other variables make such calculations highly speculative and too imprecise to be relied upon for decisionmaking. 
Courts have accepted that argument in many cases, while occasionally pushing FERC and other agencies to do more. 

The Sabal Trail decision was the most forceful D.C. Circuit ruling to date requiring more climate analysis for pipelines. 

"The court's ruling was crystal-clear. FERC's past reviews of tracked gas pipelines have been woefully inadequate," Kelly 
Martin, director of the Sierra Club's Beyond Dirty Fuels campaign, said last week. "As a result, the agency has rubber­
stamped dirty projects that pumped dangerous pollutants into our communities and disrupted our climate." 

Pipeline landscape 

Environmental lawyers hope the Sabal Trail ruling sets a new baseline for the government's obligation to account for 
climate change. In addition to the Mountain Valley pipeline proposal, they've recently pushed the court decision in FERC 
dockets for the Atlantic Coast, Atlantic Sunrise and Nexus pipelines. 

In a letter about Atlantic Coast, lawyers note that FERC's EIS for the West Virginia-to-North Carolina route contains 
language that is identical to portions of the Sabal Trail review criticized by the court. In particular, both documents include 
a determination that "even if [FERC] were to find a sufficient connected relationship between the proposed project and ... 
downstream end-use, it would still be difficult to meaningfully consider these impacts, primarily because emission 
estimates would be largely influenced by assumptions rather than direct parameters about the project." 

FERC estimated downstream greenhouse gas emissions for Atlantic Coast, but the agency concluded that "downstream 
combustion of gas is not causally connected" to the pipeline and therefore shouldn't steer decisionmaking. 

The Sierra Club, which is challenging the pipeline, pushed back last week, arguing, "Pursuant to the D.C. Circuit's opinion 
in Sierra Club v. FERG, this analysis is not overly speculative and should inform the decision-making process." The group 
is urging FERC to do additional environmental review. 

Pipeline opponents are also pushing the agency to reconsider project permits it has already issued. For example, 
attorneys for Appalachian Mountain Advocates last week requested formal reconsideration of FERC's certificate for the 
Nexus pipeline, which stretches from Ohio to Michigan. 

FERC's analysis for the project included a rough estimate of downstream greenhouse gas emissions but dismissed them 
as minor in relation to the overall yearly emissions from both Ohio and Michigan. Appalachian Mountain Advocates 
attorney Ben Luckett slammed the approach, arguing that it falls far short of the standard used by the court in the Sabal 
Trail case. 

"The D.C. Circuit was at pains to direct FERC to conduct its NEPA review such that both policy makers and the public 
have enough information to make informed decisions about the environmental impact of the project," he wrote. "A 
comparison between total yearly emissions of a state and the yearly emissions from NEXUS does nothing to help inform 
decision makers and the public about the relative size or effects of the NEXUS downstream emissions." 

Similar critiques were raised in a petition for reconsideration of the Atlantic Sunrise pipeline, an expansion project along 
the East Coast. Again, FERC quantified downstream emissions but dismissed them as having an insignificant effect on 
climate change, especially because some of the natural gas could displace dirtier-burning coal. 

The Sierra Club argued last week that the review is inadequate and that the agency should revoke permission for pipeline 
construction until the analysis is revised. 

More battlegrounds 

State regulators are getting in on Sabal Trail action, too. 

The New York Department of Environmental Conservation last month denied state permits for Millennium Pipeline Co. 
LLC's Valley Lateral gas line, citing inadequate review in light of Sabal Trail (Greenwire, Aug. 31). 
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The state's decision came just a week after the D.C. Circuit's ruling. FERC has since overruled the state's action on 
procedural grounds but did not weigh in on the Sabal Trail argument. 

Environmental lawyers are also seizing on peripheral aspects of the D.C. Circuit's decision. The ruling came in handy for 
opponents of the Dakota Access pipeline, who are urging a federal district court to take the oil line out of service while the 
government sharpens environmental review for it. 

They noted in briefs last month that in the Sabal Trail decision, the D.C. Circuit found fault in the government's 
environmental review and promptly concluded that the underlying pipeline permits must be vacated. They urged the 
district court to take that same approach with Dakota Access (Greenwire, Aug. 29). 

The D.C. Circuit's decision is also cropping up outside the pipeline context. Immediately after the ruling was issued, Sierra 
Club lawyers flagged the case for the 10th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals, arguing that the Interior Department's hands-off 
approach to climate analysis for coal leases was just as inadequate as FERC's failure to quantify downstream emissions 
from pipelines. 

The 10th Circuit recently decided that case in the environmental groups' favor, though it did not reference the Sabal Trail 
decision in its ruling (Enerqywire, Sept. 18). 

Not so settled? 

As legal filings trumpeting Sabal Trail fly, however, some critics caution that heavy reliance on the decision might be 
premature. 

The D.C. Circuit issued the decision on Aug. 22 but has not yet issued the mandate - a court document that finalizes the 
judgment. As is common in appellate courts, the panel has held off on issuing the mandate to give parties the chance to 
seek reconsideration or en bane review from the full court. 

Clearview Energy Partners analyst Christi Tezak said FERC may be inclined to take that step. 

'While requests for reconsideration by the original panel or petition for en bane reviews do not succeed often, we think 
FERC may pursue one here," she said in an email. "In general, split decisions can have better chances of being 
reconsidered." 

Tezak noted that the case might even make its way to the Supreme Court, given the high-stakes legal questions 
surrounding FERC's jurisdiction and its ability to constrain or even second-guess state-level power generation decisions 
by scrutinizing downstream emissions. 

FERC has until late next week to seek a rehearing of the case. 

Bob Stout 

Robert L. Stout, Jr. 

Vice President & Head of Regulatory Affairs 

BP America Communications & External Affairs 

1101 New York Avenue NW 

Washington, DC 20005 

Office: 

Mobile: 

BPA_HCOR_00147229 



Message 

From: Rubio, Michael [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 

Sent: 

(FYDI BOHF23SPDL T)/CN=RECI Pl ENTS/CN =3B3166511E614 7 E6B 7E9F72D92533E3E-NXCU] 

3/24/2021 3:36:48 AM 

To: 

Subject: 

Niemeyer, Bruce L (BNiemeyer) [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group 

(FYDI BO HF 235P DL T) /en= Recipients/ en =34bc8ca 3 fa 164a 7 eb a52 Sc4bca 5469c0-n i emebl] 

"Just Transition" talking points 

Bruce - Should the topic of a "just transition" come up tomorrow, below are a few talking points. Thanks, Michael 

• Affordable, reliable, and ever-cleaner energy is essential to achieving a more sustainable world for�

people. Oil and natural gas have a vital role to play in any global transition of energy by providing

scalable, lower carbon solutions that ensures a just transition.
• Billions of people in the developed and developing world rely on oil and gas every day to meet their energy

needs and improve their quality of life - and, with a lower carbon footprint, will continue to do so for decades to

come.

• Therefore, lowering the carbon intensity of the energy source billions of people use represents a tremendous

opportunity to make progress toward the global net zero ambitions of the Paris Agreement.

• Critical to a just transition will be policy making by governments. We believe the most effective way for

policymakers to address the energy transition is a price on carbon. In doing so, policymakers should consider

three things:

1. Primary policy: To reduce emissions, a market approach is far better than mandates.

2. Economy wide: the policy should apply to all sectors to achieve ghg reductions at the lowest cost.

3. Shared benefits: the policy should spur innovation and mitigate harm to consumers.

Confidential Treatment Requested CHEV-11 ?HCOR-0039365 
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Message 

Sent: 

To: 
CC: 

Subject: 

9/18/2019 12:34:16 PM 

Yilmaz, Pinar O [ 
Gregory, John C 
RE: SIS Global Forum - content approval 

Pinar - Just to confirm, this is for those attending, not a public website, correct? 

If so, 

Neely Nelson 
ueytream Public & Gov't Affairs Manager

From: Yilmaz, Pinar 0 
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 7:31 AM 
To: Nelson, Neely S < 
Cc: Gregory, John C 
Subject: Fwd: SIS Global Forum - content approval 

FYI and comments-

Regards, 
Pinar Yilmaz 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Steven Smit 
D 

l am Co
Global
'showdailies

lobal-forum-20 
presentations. 

ger SIS and am currently working on the SIS 
ations around the event we will be preparing 

bal Forum website (www.software.slb.com/sis­
ain short quotes from some of our Plenary Speakers' 

For today's showdaily we w e to use the following content around Liam Manon's Plenary 
Presentation. Can you confirm that is okay? We hope to issue this at 6.00pm Monaco time 
today. 

CONFIDENTIAL EM-HCOR3-00020083 



1000% in 5 years - Liam Mallon, ExxonMobil 

''We are still partnering like we partnered 40 years ago. Technology enables us to collaborate In a 

different way." 

In his plenary presentation, ExxonMobil's Liam Mallon talked about the Dual Challenge - meeting the 
world's energy demands, reliably and affordably, while addressing the risks of climate change. These 
two goals, he said, are not mutually exclusive, but significant advances in technology are needed to help 
reach them. 
Referencing Exxon Mobil's work with Schlumberger on the transformation of well construction, Liam 
stressed the importance of transitioning to a different way of partnering to speed up the adoption of 
technology and achieve ambitious production goals (1000% increase ears in the Permian!) 
while lowering flare, reducing methane, cutting water use. 

Thanks 

Steven Smith 

Steven Smith 
Communications Manager 

Schlumberger - Software Integrated Solutio 

Innovation House, Prime Four Business Park

Kingswells, Aberdeen, UK, AB15 8PU

Registered Name: Sehl 
Registered Office: Sch 
Registered in England a 

CONFIDENTIAL 

·rport, West Sussex. RH6 ONZ, United Kingdom
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Message 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

CC: 

Subject: 

Nelson, Neely S [/O=EXXONMOBIL/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=NEELY.S.NELSON) 
9/18/2019 12:43:22 PM 
Yilmaz, Pinar O 
Gregory, John 
RE: SIS Global Forum - content approval 

Pinar - Just to confirm, this is for those attending, not a public website, correct? Just want to confirm and then I can 

send the info below to Liam as an FYI as don't see we need endorsement pe · I be good to ensure he is aware.

If so, I edited below to remove the 1000% as we don't want that writte 

context. Thus, changed the top pull quote, the parenthetical referen 

change. 

Neely Nelson 
Upstream Public & Gov't Affairs Manager 

From: Yilmaz, Pinar 0 

Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 7:31 AM 

To: Nelson, Neely S 

Cc: Gregory, John C 

Subject: Fwd: SIS Global Forum - content approval 

FYI and comments-

Regards, 

Pinar Yilmaz 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Steven Smith 

I am Communicatio er for Schlumberger SIS and am currently working on the SIS 
ur communications around the event we will be preparing 

e SIS Global Forum website (www.software.slb.com/sis­
ontain short quotes from some of our Plenary Speakers' 

Global Forum 2019. 
'showdailies' that will we po 
global-forum-2019). These wil 
presentations. 

For today's showdaily we would like to use the following content around Liam Mallon's Plenary 
Presentation. Can you confirm if that is okay? We hope to issue this at 6.00pm Monaco time 
today. 

CONFIDENTIAL EM-HCOR3-00020085 



Technology enables growth - Liam Mallon, ExxonMobil 

''We are still partnering like we partnered 40 years ago. Technology enables us to collaborate In a 

different way." 

In his plenary presentation, ExxonMobil's Liam Mallon talked about the Dual Challenge - meeting the 

world's energy demands, reliably and affordably, while addressing the risks of climate change. These 

two goals, he said, are not mutually exclusive, but significant advances in technology are needed to help 

reach them. 

Referencing Exxon Mobil's work with Schlumberger on the transformation of well construction, Liam 

stressed the importance of transitioning to a different way of partnering to speed up the adoption of 

technology and achieve ambitious production goals (1M BOED within in the Permian!) while 

lowering flare, reducing methane, cutting water use. 

Thanks 

Steven Smith 

Steven Smith 
Communications Manager 

Schlumberger - Software Integrated Solutio 

Innovation House, Prime Four Business Park 
Kin swells, Aberdeen, UK, AB15 8PU 

Registered Name: Sehl 
Registered Office: Sch 
Registered in England a 

CONFIDENTIAL 

·rport, West Sussex. RH6 ONZ, United Kingdom

EM-HCOR3-00020086 



Message 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 
CC: 

Subject: 

Nelson, Neely S [/O=EXXONMOBIL/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP 
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=NEELY.S.NELSON) 
9/18/2019 12:50:20 PM 
Yilmaz, Pinar O 
Gregory, John 
RE: SIS Global Forum - content approval 

OK, thanks. I will operate under the premise it is not, just to be safe 

Neely Nelson 
Upstream Public & Gov't Affairs Manager

From: Yilmaz, Pinar 0 
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 7:49 AM 
To: Nelson, Neely S 
Cc: Gregory, John C
Subject: Re: SIS Global Forum - content approval 

Also I asked them to confirm that it's for only the atte 

Regards, 
Pinar Yilmaz 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Sep 18, 2019, at 1:48 PM, Nelson, 

Ok, then I will need his endors 
good. Will send to him and co 

ved the 1000% part so we should be 

Neely Nelson 
Upstream Public & G

From: Yilmaz, Pin 
Sent: W 
To: Nels 

Regards, 
Pinar Yilmaz 

Sent from my iPhone 

osted on Schlumberger website as well. 

On Sep 18, 2019, at 1:43 PM, Nelson, Neely S wrote: 

Pinar - Just to confirm, this is for those attending, not a public website, correct? Just 
want to confirm and then I can send the info below to Liam as an FYI as don't see we 

CONFIDENTIAL EM-HCOR3-00020087 



CONFIDENTIAL 

need endorsement per se, but will be good to ensure he is aware. 

If so, I edited below to remove the 1000% as we don't want that written anywhere 

where it can be taken out of context. Thus, changed the top pull quote, the 

parenthetical reference, changed Exxon to EM and one other minor word change. 

Neely Nelson 
Upstream Public & Gov't Affairs Manager 

From: Yilmaz, Pinar 0 

Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 7:31 AM 

To: Nelson, Neely S 

Cc: Gregory, John C 

Subject: Fwd: SIS Global Forum - content approval 

FYI and comments­

Regards, 

Pinar Yilmaz 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Steven 

D 

I 

C 

C 
' 

umberger SIS and am 
rum 2019. As part of our 

ant we will be preparing 
n the SIS Global Forum website 
al-forum-2019 . These will contain 

Plenary Speakers' presentations. 

' showdaily we would like to use the following content
allon's Plenary Presentation. Can you confirm if 

ope to issue this at 6.00pm Monaco time 

Technology enables growth - Liam Mallon, ExxonMobil 

"We are still partnering like we partnered 40 years ago. Technology 

enables us to collaborate In a different way. n 

EM-HCOR3-00020088 



CONFIDENTIAL 

In his plenary presentation, ExxonMobil's Liam Mallon talked about the 

Dual Challenge - meeting the world's energy demands, reliably and 

affordably, while addressing the risks of climate change. These two 

goals, he said, are not mutually exclusive, but significant advances in 

technology are needed to help reach them. 

Referencing ExxonMobil's work with Schlumberger on the 

transformation of well construction, Liam stressed the importance of 

transitioning to a different way of partnering to speed up the adoption 

of technology and achieve ambitious production goals (1M BOED within 

5 years in the Permian!) while lowering flare, reducing methane, cutting 

water use. 

Thanks 

Steven Smith 

Steven Smith 

Communications Manager 

Schlumberger - Software lnteg 

<image001.jpg> 

Registered Name: 
Registered Office: 
Sussex. RH6 ON 
Registered in En 

rger Oilfield U 
mberger House, Buckin 

ted Kingdom 
and Wales No. 4157867 
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Message 

Sent: 9/18/2019 12:50:10 PM 

Subject: FW: SIS Global Forum - content approval 

Liam - Schlumberger's Communications Manager reached out to us as they would like our approval of a synopsis/quote 

for you. This is part of their daily website post that captures a high level synopsis/quote for each speaker and would be 

posted to their website by this afternoon, along with today's other speakers. We kept their structure and length, but 

made a few quotes just so we are good in case it got picked up broader. 

Technology enables growth - Liam Mallon, ExxonMobil 

�e are still partnering like we did 40 years ago. Technology enabt 

In his plenary presentation, ExxonMobil's Liam Mallon talked about t 

demands, reliably and affordably, while addressing the risks of climate di 

mutually exclusive, but significant advances in technology are needed to help 

II 

's energy 

not 

Referencing ExxonMobil's work with Schlumberger on the transf tion of well 

importance of transitioning to a different way of partnerin 

ambitious production goals (1M BOED within 5 years in 

·on, Liam stressed the

ogy and achieve 

ing methane, and 

cutting water use. 

Neely Nelson 
ueytream Public & Gov't Affairs Manager

I am Communication 
on the SIS Global F 
we will be preparing 
website www.soft.w 
quotes from some of 

For toda 
Mallon's 
issue thi 

or Schlum am currently working 
s part of o unications around the event . 

n the SIS Global Forum 
}. These will contain short 
ans. 

following content around Liam 
firm if that is okay? We hope to 

SChlumberger - Software Integrated Solutions

Innovation House, Prime Four Business Park 

www.software.slb.com/sis::91obal-forum-2019 

<image001.jpg> 
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Registered Name: Schlumberger Oilfield UK Pie 
Registered Office: Schlumberger House, Buckingham Gate, Gatwick Airport, West Sussex. RH6 ONZ, 
United Kingdom 
Registered in England and Wales No. 4157867 
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Memorandum 
Corporate Strategic Planning 

Date: August20,2019 

To: D. W. Woods Re: OGCICEOSC 

Meeting on August 

21-22, 2019 

From: P. W. Trelenberg c: R. M. Ebner A. L. Feick 

Darren, 

On Thursday, August 22, 2019, the next OGCI CEO Steering Com · 

Key Engagements 
• August 21 7:00-1 0:00pm - Joint OGCI CEOs and WEF 
• August 22 7:30-9:30am - OGCI Steering Committee 

Agenda 
1. Welcome and Competition Law briefing; Minutes of 
2. Climate Investments Update 
3. September CEO Event & Narrative 
4. September Announcement package and Stat 
5. CCUS Kickstarter & CCUS CEM OGCI Joi 

ExxonMobil Objectives for CEO SC M 
1. Align on objectives and scope of 0 
2. Incorporate remaining critical edits 

has expressed that they are genera 
formally approved by CEOSC conse 

3. Convey view that discussion of the g 
has not been worked with the Legal T 
being proposed identi address the 
• Align at ExCom o 
• Excom with support o 

and personnel changes. 

Examples of · 
OGCI staff co 

gagements and CEO events during Climate Week. 
arized below) into September announcements, statements, and annual report. Chevron 

ned with these edits. Remi EOSC and OGCI staff that major publications, must be 
er Charter Article 2.2.1 f. 

premature. The proposal for governance enhancements 
he Legal TF and ExCom need to ensure that the options 

rnance issues. We suggest the following next steps: 

ess governance issues that include potential structural, process, 

om and CEOSC guidance. Recent examples are: 

• The Resp 
9th CEOSC c 

ithout ExCom endorsement or CEOSC direction. Subsequent to the July 
ded the draft Resp sible Engagement statement (now renamed to 'Statement on Responding to 
holder Engagement') beyond the Vatican statements, contrary to CEOSC guidance. 

• 

• 

On multiple occasion , 
and statements, OGCI st 

f has misrepresented the extent of ExCom endorsements. For example, on the draft narratives 
lly declared ExCom approval without casting a formal vote by ExCom, to address changes 

provided since the June ExCo 
independent of the Communicatio 
engagement planning. 

. Further, September announcements and narrative were worked by OGCI staff, 
F). Only recently has the CTF been engaged on the details of the announcement and 

OGCI staff initiated negotiations with the Climate Energy Ministerial (CEM) without prior endorsement of ExCom or CCUS WS . 
They then drafted a joint CEM/OGCI declaration on accelerating the CCUS industry. Member companies have expended significant 
effort to restructure the initial agreement/declaration to be acceptable to member companies. Further, the initial agreement was 
drafted without any involvement from the CCUS WS or Legal TF. 

Draft - For Discussion Purposes Only 
Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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Background Summary by Agenda Topic 

Agenda Item 

Agenda Item 1: 
1 a. Welcome and 
Competition Law 
Briefing/ Agenda 

1 b. July 9th Meeting 
Minutes 

Agenda Item 2: 
Climate Investments 
Update 
Agenda Item 3: 
September CEO Event & 
Narrative 

Proposal to highlight 
2019 deliverables and 
activities through multiple 
announcements 
throughout September 
and put more emphasis 
on engagements with 
other organizations and 
stakeholders during UN 
Climate Week. 

We have limited our 
comments to those areas 
we feel strongly need to 
be modified, because they 
are either factually 
incorrect, they don't 
accurately represent 
previous decisions made 
either by the ExCom or 
CEOSC, or because they 
are premature and have 
not yet been vetted and 
agreed. A number of 
these comments have 
been previously 
communicated but not 
yet included in the current 
drafts. 

Materials EM Position and Actions 

AttA, P2 EM supports this best practice to provide 
this reminder at the beginning of the 
meeting. 

AttB 

AttA, P3-

12 

AttC, 
CEO 
Event 
Summary 

AttA, 
P14, 
Highlights 

Att6 
GMA 

Minutes appear consistent with DWW's 
summary of key decisions. 

Progress being made toward 1 GT /yr 
target. 

EM is supportive of the overall event 
agenda but awaits additional details 
format, topics and expectations for 
engagement. Other companies a 
supportive of the overall approa 
similar to EM, awaiting details. 

The current list of anno 
includes CCUS Kie 
Investments, metha 
joining OGCI, CC 
Ministerial decl 
carbon intensi nd statemen 
on respondin challenge. 

Methane - Fo 

rbon Intensity metric - This 

4 mentions the fact that 11 members 
ve submitted 2025 target. 
rking with Chevron on rev g 

try analysis and compa 
seline carbon inte 

wwith 

- Need ExCom/CEOSC 
ature to share 2020 

nderstand what about the NCS Alliance 
be announced or shared, awaiting 

ails 

2 
Draft --- frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

NA 

Recommendation for 
CEOSC Discussion 

Approval of minutes per DWW's review. 

Expect update only, no decision being 
asked. 

· e need for CTF to develop 

support of OGCI Staff and 

nd specificity on 
nts around these 
equest that the 

finalized with 
upport from 

, WS, and TF as appropriate. 

Continue to reinforce that any 
announcement of a specific target be 
removed from all narratives and 
announcements, consistent with prior 
CEO-SC guidance. 

Support further refinement at the WS 
level. 

Express concern that reduction activities 
have not been identified by the 
Transportation WS nor vetted with 
ExCom. 

Express need to align on the plan for the 
announcement and plan for 
engagement 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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Background Summary by Agenda Topic Continued 

Agenda Item 

Agenda Item 4: 
4a.September 
Announcement package 

Comments reflected here 
are critical areas. The 
attachment includes 
additional EM input on 
other important areas 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Materials EM Position and Actions 

Att1with • 
remaining 
EM input 

• 

Continuing debate regarding the 
meaning of 'near zero emissions'. 
OGCI staff's desire is to maintain 
reference to this term consistent 
with previous years' 
announcements. Term is being 
applied to methane emission 
reductions with lack of definition 
and alignment on its meaning. OGCI 
is now suggesting that the RoG 
work this definition as needed but 
timing may not be feasible for 
September announcement. 
Providing a definition will provi 
clarity on what standard will 
expected of OGCI. For me 
had proposed the following 
definition: 'consistent with 0.2 
OGCI Upstream operated methane 
intensity target'. 
The carbon intensi 
mentions expa 
include the 
imply that 
for down 
yet align 
downstr 
OGCI sta 

Members are not 
including 
the intensity targets. 

ocating for this 
ieves it is consistent 

Kickstar 
nement by C 

concept of 'getting fiv 
hubs into operation and capturing a 
specified volume' needs further 
discussion at WS and re by 
ExCom. 

ntwas 
r Aramco's 

cember 2018 CEOSC 
rary to meeting 

3 
Draft --- frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

Recommendation for CEOSC 
Discussion 

Direct OGCI Staff to work with ExCom 
and CTF to further enhance and 
appropriately align on content. 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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Background Summary by Agenda Topic Continued 

Agenda Item Materials EM Position and Actions 

4b.Statement on 

responding to the climate 

challenge 

Comments reflected here 
are critical areas. The 
attachment includes 
additional EM input on 
other important areas 

Att2 with 

remaining 

EM input 

Agenda Item 5: Att3 

CCUS Kickstarter & CCUS 

CEM OGCI Joint 

Declaration 

Other Materials 

Governance Proposal Att4 

Draft Annual Report 

• 

• 

Need to remove reference to Paris 
Agreement as support for the Paris 
Agreement goals and member 
company advocacy are separate 
concepts and are not directly 
related. Creating a tie between our 
advocacy/engagements and the 
Paris Agreement could create a 
potential commitment to advocate 
on the Paris Agreement goals. 
Support for Paris Agreement is 
already mentioned in 
Announcement Package. 
Need to remove language th 
potentially commits memb 
enhanced climate-related 
governance, strategy, ris 
management, and perfo 
metrics and tar · 
consistent wi 

phasize the 
icy and economi 
n of hubs. Will 
USWS. 

sing governance 
proposing a new re, 
hould be appropri 
ration of existing 

rsonnel gaps. 

rn are similar to critical 

bove on the 

e. In addition, the 

licit commitment for 

to align their advocacy 

heir climate related positions. We 

aised concerns with this linkage 

gh our previous comments. 

4 
Draft··· frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

Recommendation for CEOSC 
Discussion 

Direct OGCI Staff to work with ExCom, 

LTF and CTF to further enhance and 

appropriately align on content. 

work with ExCom, 

S WS, and CTF to further enhance 

propriately align on content. 

t challenges with governance will 
e solved by organization design, 

t by looking at strategic plan and 
process to approve decisions. 

Proposal for enhancements need to be 

worked with Legal TF and ExCom. 

Insist on alignment between annual 

report and all approved narratives, 

statements and declarations. 

Remind CEOSC and OGCI staff that 

major publications, including the annual 

report must be formally approved by 

CEOSC consensus per Charter Article 

2.2.1 f. 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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Memorandum 
Corporate Strategic Planning 

Date: August20,2019 

To: D. W. Woods Re: OGCICEOSC 

Meeting on August 

21-22, 2019 

From: P. W. Trelenberg c: R. M. Ebner A. L. Feick 

Darren, 

On Thursday, August 22, 2019, the next OGCI CEO Stee · 

Key Engagements 

• August 21 7:00-10:00pm - Joint OGCI CEOs 

• August 22 7:30-9:30am - OGCI Steering Com 

Agenda 

1. Welcome and Competition Law 

2. Climate Investments Update 

3. September CEO Event & Narra 

4. September Announcement pac 

5. 

1. 

2. 

ents; Objective of call 

ng to the climate challenge 

and CEO events during Climate Week. 

rized below) into September announcements, statements, and annual 

erally aligned with these edits. Remind CEOSC and OGCI staff 

y d by CEOSC consensus per Charter Article 2.2. lf. 

3. of the governance proposal at the CEOSC is premature. The proposal for governance 

ed with the Legal TF nor reviewed with the ExCom. The Legal TF and ExCom 

proposed identify and address the root causes of observed governance 

issues. We suggest the following next steps: 

• Align at ExCom on fundamental governance issues. 

CONFIDENTIAL 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft - For Discussion Purposes Only 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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• Excom with support of Legal TF to develop options to address governance issues that include potential 

structural, process, and personnel changes. 

Examples of Ongoing Governance Issues 

OGCI staff continues to feel empowered to act beyond ExCom and CEOSC guidance. Recent examples are: 

• The Responsible Engagement Statement was initiated without ExCom endorsement or CEOSC direction. 

Subsequent to the July 9th CEOSC call, OGCI staff expanded the draft Responsible Engagement statement (now 

renamed to 'Statement on Responding to the Climate Challenge and Stakeholder Engagement') beyond the 

Vatican statements, contrary to CEOSC guidance. 

• On multiple occasions, OGCI staff has misrepresented the extent of 

draft narratives and statements, OGCI staff unilaterally declared 

ExCom, to address changes provided since the June ExCom m 

narrative were worked by OGCI staff, independent of the Com 

been engaged on the details of the announcement and engagemen 

• OGCI staff initiated negotiations with the Climate Energy Ministerial (CEM 

or CCUS WS. They then drafted a joint CEM/OGCI d 

companies have expended significant effort to r 

member companies. Further, the initial agree 

Legal TF. 

Agenda Item 

Agenda Item 1: 

la. Welcome and 

Competition Law 

Briefing/ Agenda 

lb. July 9th Meeting 

Minutes 

Agenda Ite 

Climate Inv 

Update 

Agenda Item 3: 

September CEO Event 

& Narrative tails on format, topics and 

Summary expectations for CEO engagement. 

Proposal to highlight Other companies are supportive of 

2019 deliverables and 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

ithout casting a formal vote by 

as the CTF 

Recommendation for 

CEOSC Discussion 

Approval of minutes per DWW's 

review. 

Expect update only, no decision 

being asked. 

Emphasize need for CTF to 

develop details with support of 

OGCI Staff and align with ExCom. 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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activities through 

multiple 

announcements 

throughout September 

and put more 

emphasis on 

engagements with 

other organizations 

and stakeholders 

during UN Climate 

Week. 

We have limited our 

comments to those 

areas we feel strongly 

need to be modified, 

because they are 

either factually 

incorrect, they don't 

accurately represent 

previous decisions 

made either by the 

ExCom or CEOSC, or 

because they are 

premature and have 

not yet been vetted 

and agreed. A number 

of these comments 

have been previously 

communicated but not 

current dra 

CONFIDENTIAL 

AttA, 

P14, 

Highlights 

Att6 GMA 

the overall approach and similar to 

EM, awaiting details. 

The current list of announcement 

topics includes CCUS KickStarter, 

CI Investments, methane progress, 

ADNOC joining OGCI, CCS OGCI -

Clean Energy Ministerial 

declaration, alignment on carbon 

intensity metrics and statement o 

responding to climate challeng 

Methane - Focus on metha 

Carbon Int 

uction plan at Climate Week. 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

There is lack of clarity and 

specificity on the planned 

engagements around these topics 

and narratives. Request that the 

details be worked and finalized 

with CTF and ExCom with support 

from OGCI Staff, WS, and TF as 

appropriate. 

oved from all narratives 

nouncements, consistent 

rior CEO-SC guidance. 

Support further refinement at the 

WS level. 

Express concern that reduction 

activities have not been identified 

by the Transportation WS nor 

vetted with ExCom. 

Express need to align on the plan 

for the announcement and plan for 

engagement 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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CONFIDENTIAL 

Natural Climate Solutions - Need to 

understand what about the NCS 

Alliance will be announced or 

shared, awaiting details 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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Background Summary by Agenda Topic Continued 

Agenda Item 

Agenda Item 4: 

4a.September 

Announcement 

package 

Comments reflected 

here are critical areas. 

The attachment 

includes additional EM 

input on other 

important areas 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Materials EM Position and Actions 
Recommendation for CEOSC 

Discussion 

Attlwith 

remaining 

EM input 

• Continuing debate regarding Direct OGCI Staff to work with 

the meaning of 'near zero ExCom and CTF to further 

emissions'. OGCI staff's desire enhance and appropriately align 

is to maintain reference to this on content. 

term consistent with previous 

years' announcements. Term 

is being applied to methane 

emission reductions with I 

Providi 

provid 

ity 

m. Members are not 

downstream in the intensity 

targets. OGCI staff advocating 

for this language and believes 

it is consistent with CEOSC's 

ask. 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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Agenda Item 

Comments reflected 

here are critical areas. 

The attachment 

includes additional EM 

CONFIDENTIAL 

• CCUS Kickstarter narrative 

needs refinement by CCUS WS. 

The concept of 'getting five 

emerging hubs into operation 

and capturing a specified 

volume' needs further 

discussion at WS and review by 

ExCom. 

• Includes a statement on plans 

to deliver GHG reductions 

through transport-related 

initiatives which has ye 

defined. OGCI staff beli 

to mee · 

Recommendation for CEOSC 

Discussion 

Direct OGCI Staff to work with 

eement as support for ExCom, L TF and CTF to further 

member company advocacy 

are separate concepts and are 

not directly related. Creating a 

tie between our 

advocacy/engagements and 

the Paris Agreement could 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

enhance and appropriately align 

on content. 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 

EM-HCOR3-00064989 



input on other 

important areas 

Agenda Item 5: 

CCUS Kickstarter & 

CCUS CEM OGCI Joint 

Declaration 

Other Materials 

Governance Proposal 

Draft Annual Report 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Att3 

Att4 

Draft3 

with EM 

comments 

create a potential commitment 

to advocate on the Paris 

Agreement goals. Support for 

Paris Agreement is already 

mentioned in Announcement 

Package. 

• Need to remove language that 

potentially commits members 

to enhanced climate-related 

governance, strategy, risk 

metrics and targets; la 

is not consistent with 

Vatican statements. 

aft4 under review. EM feedback 

on Draft3 not accepted. 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

governance will not be solved by 

organization design, but by 

looking at strategic plan and 

process to approve decisions. 

Proposal for enhancements need 

to be worked with Legal TF and 

ExCom. 

Insist on alignment between 

annual report and all approved 

narratives, statements and 

declarations. 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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CONFIDENTIAL 

Key areas of concern are similar to 

critical comments listed above on Remind CEOSC and OGCI staff 

the September package. In that major publications, including 

addition, the report includes explicit the annual report must be 

commitment for OGCI companies formally approved by CEOSC 

to align their advocacy with their consensus per Charter Article 

climate related positions. We have 2.2.lf. 

raised concerns with this linkage 

through our previous comments. 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 

EM-HCOR3-00064991 



Corporate Strategic Planning 

Memorandum 
DRAFT FOR DWW PREVIEW dated 8/16/2019 

Date: 

To: 

From: 

Darren, 

August20,2019 

D. W. Woods 

P. W. Trelenberg 

Re: 

c: 

OGCICEOSC 

Meeting on August 

22,2019 

R. M. Ebner 

On Thursday, August 22, 2019, the next OGCI CEO Steering Com 
scheduled for the meeting, with the following key engagements a 

. Two hours have been 

Key Engagements 
• August 21 7:00-10:00pm - Joint OGCI CEOs and WEF 
• August 22 7:30-9:30am - OGCI Steering Committee 

Agenda 
1. Welcome and Competition Law briefing; Minutes of 9th o 
2. Climate Investments Update 
3. September CEO Event & Nanative 
4. September Announcement package and 
5. CCUS Kickstarter & CCUS CEM OG 

ExxonMobil Objectives for CEO SC 
1. Emphasize that lack of effective g 

inefficiencies. Ensure that propos 
the Excom and worked with the a 

2. Align on objectives an · · · 
leading this activity 

3. Incorporate remain· 
with these edits. CT 

Ongoing Governance Is 
OCJCI staff continues to £ 

ues to pose signifi · 
OGCI Staff, inclu 

·earns (WS) a 

Henges for effective decision-making and causes 
mmendations for governance enhancements, be reviewed by 

es (TF), including Communications and Legal TFs. 
Climate Week. Communications Task Force (CTF) should be 

announcements, statements, and annual report. Chevron is aligned 
appropriate WSs and OGCI Slaff. 

CEOSC guidance. Recent examples are: 
will be discussed during the CEOSC meeting. This proposal has not been • Weunders 

reviewed or Legal 
• On the dra 1t Statement (w now the "Statement on Responding to the Climate Challenge and Stakeholder 

• 

• 

• 

d the language beyond the Vatican statements, contrary to CEOSC guidance from the July 9th call. 

Other members experie 
ial (CEM) joint declaration on accelerating the CCUS industry has been worked outside of CCUS WS . 
'no action' response on multiple iterations of feedback. 

On the evolving content of 
Excom to consider changes pro 
Much of the September announceme 
on the details and plarming. 

atives and statements, OGCI staff declared Excom approval without casting a formal vote by 
the June Excom meeting. 

arrative were being worked by OGCI staff, independent of the CTF. CTF is starting to engage 

Back round Summar by A enda To ic 

Agenda Item 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Materials EM Position and Actions 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft - For Discussion Purposes Only 

Recommendation for 
CEOSC Discussion 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 

EM-HCOR3-00064992 



Agenda Item 1: 
la. Welcome and 

Competition Law 

Briefing/ Agenda 

1 b. July 9th Meeting 

Minutes 

Agenda Item 2: 
Climate Investments 

Update 
Agenda Item 3: 
September CEO Event & 
Narrative 

Proposal to highlight 2019 
deliverables and activities 
through multiple 
announcements throughout 
September and put more 
emphasis on engagements 
with other organizations 
and stakeholders during 
UN Climate Week. 

We have limited our 
comments to those areas we 
feel strongly need to be 
modified, because they are 
either factually 
incorrect, they don't 
accurately represent 
previous decisions made 
either by the ExCom or 
CEO SC, or because they 
are premature and have not 
yet been vetted and agreed. 
A number of these 
comments have been 
previously communicated 
but not yet included in the 
current drafts. 

CONFIDENTIAL 

AttA,P2 

AttA, P3-

12 

AttC, 

CEO 

Event 

Summary 

AttA, Pl 4, 

Highlights 

EM supports this best practice to provide 

this reminder at the beginning of the 

meeting. 

Minutes appear consistent with DWW's 
summary of key decisions. 

Progress being made toward 1 GT /yr target. 

EM is supportive of the overall event 

agenda but awaits additional details on 

format, topics and expectations for CEO 

engagement. Other companies are 

supportive of the overall approach ar1d 

similar to EM, awaiting details. 

The current list of announcement 

includes CCUS KickSlarter, CI 

Investments, methane progress, 

joining OGG, CCS OGCI -

Methane - Foe 

progress and s 

Global Melhar 

engagement. 

ane reduction 

ngagement on th 

. EM supports lhi 

, -Need to 
ut the NCS Alliance 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

NA 

Approval of minutes per DWW's review. 

Expect update only, no decision being 

asked. 

Emphasize need for CTF to develop 

details with support of OGCI Staff and 

· icity on 

these 

ails to be 

ith CTF and 

m OGCI Staff, 

me to reinforce that any reference lo 

2025 specific target be removed from 

11 narratives and announcements, 

consistent with prior CEO-SC. 

Support further refine at the WS level. 

Express concern that reduction activities 

have not been identified by the 

Transportation WS. 

Express need to align on the plan for the 

announcement and plan for engagement 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 
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Back round Summar bv A enda To ic Continued 

Agenda Item 

Agenda Item 4: 
4a.September 
Announcernentpackage 

Comments reflected here 
are critical areas. The 
attachment includes 
additional EM input on 
other important areas 

Materials EM Position and Actions 

Attlwith • 
remamrug 
EM input 

• 

Continuing debate regarding the 
meaning of 'near zero emissions'. 
OGCI staffs desire is maintain 
reference to this tem1 to be consistent 
with previous years' announcements. 
Tenn is being applied to methane 
emission reductions with lack of 
defruition and alignment on its 
meaning. OGCI is now suggesting 
that the RoG work this definition as 
needed but timing may not be feasible 
for September arruouncement. 
Providing a definition will provide 
clarity on what standard will be 
expected of OGCI. For methane 
had proposed the following 
'consistent with 0.25% OGC 
Upstream operated metha 
target'. 
The carbon intensity narr 
mentions expanding , 
the downstrear · 

advocatin 
believes i 
ask. 

• CCUS Ki ative needs 

-e 
rev1e 

des a statement 
ver GHG reductions 

. The conce 

sport-related initiati h has 
to be defined. OGC elieves 
this commitment oved by 

Background Summary by Agenda Topic 

Agenda Item Materials 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

Recommendation for CEOSC 
Discussion 

Encourage OGCI Staff continuing to work 
with ExCom and CTF lo further enhance 
and appropriately align on content. 

Recommendation for CEOSC 
Discussion 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 

CONFIDENTIAL EM-HCOR3-00064994 



4b.Statement on responding 

to the climate challenge 

Comments reflected here 
are critical areas. The 
attachment includes 
additional EM input on 
other important areas 

Agenda Item 5: 
CCUS Kickstarter & CCUS 

CEM OGCI Joint 

Declaration 

Other Materials 

Governance Proposal 

Drat1 Annual Report 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Alt2 with 

remmmng 

EM input 

Att3 

Alt4 

Att5 

Draft3 

• Need to remove reference to Paris 
Agreement as support for the Paris 
Agreement goals and member 
company advocacy are separate 
concepts and are not directly related. 
Creating a tie between our 
advocacy/engagements and the Paris 
Agreement could create a potential 
commitment to advocate on the Paris 
Agreement goals. Support for Paris 
Agreement is already mentioned in 
Am1ouncement Package. 

• Need to remove language that 
potentially commits members to 
enhanced climate-related governance, 
strategy, risk management, and 
pertormance metrics and targets; 
language is not consistent with th 
Vatican statements. 

CCS OGCI and Clean Energy Min 
Declaration - Draft Declaration n 
further refmement to emphasize the 
for supportive policy and economic 
incentives versus creation of hubs. Will be 
further refined by CCUS WS. 

This proposal has n 
ExCom nor Lega 
Governance ch 

proposmg 
be appropri 
governanc' 
SI 

means of 
1ciencies. Before 
ure, there shoul 
n of existing 
s. For CI the 

as of concern are si 1cal 

nts above on the Se kage. 

ddition, the report includes 
·tment for OCiCI comp 

[ PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 
Draft frJr Discussion Purposes Only 

Encourage OGCI Staff continuing to work 

with ExCom, LTF and CTF to further 

enhance and appropriately align on 

content. 

y align on 

· th governance will 
ization design, but 

oking at strategic plan and process to 
e decisions. 

for enhancements need to be 

with Legal TF and Excom. 

statements and declarations. 

Privileged and Confidential, Prepared under Supervision of Legal Counsel 

EM-HCOR3-00064995 



This docurnent constitutes a proposal for an Announcernent Package for the UN Climate Summit. The UN may select or priontize sorne 
components for announcement at the Surnmit. Anycornponents that are accepted by the UN would require further expansion and details. 
Many potential elements in this package are stitt under discussion, are subject W change, and will u{timate{y require final approval by OGC!. 

The content of this document vviti serve as the basis for communication & press release as wett as talking points for the CEO e1 

OGC:I Announcement Package for September 2019- Scaling Up Action 

Er,ergy compar1ies r1ave an important role to play ir, acceleratir,g the eriergy system trar1sitio 

the ciimale challenge urger,tly, alor1gside governmerits, civil society awJ other key stakehol 

to provide reliable, accessible arid affordable eriergy for all 

Sirice OGCl's laur1cr1 five years ago, member companies have aimed to take a lead 

the energy industry and along our value chains, while encouraging other emitti 

arid onwards, C)(jCI is working lo ir,crease lr1e speed, 

zero emissions as early as possible_ :U:c::c,i:it\:':i'':,:'::::,C'::ci::c':,i::':L'±U::i, ......... . 

Reinforcing our engagement and collaboration 

We, as OGCI member companies, regard stakeholder er,gagement 

critical to delivering solutions to the challenge of clin1ate char,ge. V 

partners with governn1ents, civil society, businesses ar,d other sta 

carbon economy. support of that role, we embrace the following p 

• We support the Paris Agreement. As a coriditior, of membership t 

support the Paris Agreement awJ its aims. 

• We are committed to openness, transparency an 

gas emissior:s clata b.1ilectiveiy} 

aspirations and related perfor:T1ar:ee pub!iciy-"> 

• We utilize third-party review of data_ From 

methodologies, reviewed arid anoriymized 

practices for greer,house gas accountir1g a 

• We engage responsibly. Each n1en1r.1er uxn 
proactive steps to exercise influence cor1struc 

disclosed climate-related positions, and in lir,e 

We recognize that OGCI can he' 

other industries, civil society, go 
ar,d engagir1g with stakeholders int 

capture arid storage, 

collaboratir1g). 

. ring, while facilitatir1g carbor, 

list of organizalior1s wilr1 which OGCI is 

Aiming for net zer 

OGCI is developi, rbor,ization, by reducing, mitigating 

. As member companies, we aim to 

vith o . tners and customers to help reduce the 

Jrs. We leverage tr1e irwestments made by our US$1 

ropriate. rhese aim lo accelerate the emergence of new lower 

carbon energy solutions 

industries. 
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a measurable reduction ir, emissions from a range of 

ed [A 1]: EM Comment: this language has been in 
rsions of the Sept announcement package and has 

widely externally as an aspirational goal. This 

[A2R1]: OGCI: Request from other members 
ecause it is illogical to say as early as possible but 

te it should not be until the second halfofthe 

Commented [A7]: EM comment - "Climate targets'' is 
ambiguous. Either delete "climate" or replace "climate" with 

Commented [A8R7]: OGCI: Not all target will be 

to it: is ~1ist:orical 

EM-HCOR3-00064996 



As OGCI member companies we aim to reduce our carbori footprints by 

7) 

support reductions across the gas value chain. Our target is to reduce by 202', the 

methane intensity of member companies' aggregated upstream oil arid gas op 

0.2"i%, witr1 tr1e ambition to achieve 0.20%. lri 2018, we already reduced the 

intensity of the 13 OCiCi member compariies to 0.29% from a 2077 baseline of 0.3 

2) Workirig on a target lo reduce b, ?025 the collective averac e carbon interisit 

upstream oil arid gas operations, scope 1 and 2. Data is currently beir1g collected 

3) 

internally so as to provide a collective target coritributirig to the global 

Agreemerit goals. ro set sucr1 a target OGCI companies have developed 

methodology aricJ assumptions, with data aggregated by an indepen 

Our baselirie ir1 2017 is 24kg C02e/boe, taking irito accourit our 

methane emissions from all operated oil 

marketed oil arid gas productiori. "·'·:•:,----,",·s"···',----.c-"-"-·s--+,'···' ❖"'· 

We aim to accelerate decarbonization in key emitting sectors. 

·11 Lauc,chic,,~ CCUS Kickstarter in 2019, a m 

investment in CCUS, 
d:oxide fron1 

market conditior:s ior invest:T1ent ir: ht 
ir:vestments, governrr:er:ts and other 

VVe 'vVant to play our part 

respor:s!ble CCUS industry that can contr 

CONFIDENTIAL 

~ ET1vircinmentaliy 
_ airns c,f the f'aris 

g to get five ernergir,g 

::i ",xecl At the 
essful. could rm,lti 1.,ly c,ur 

[A14R13]: DGCI: The 2019 methane target 
ea definition to this, by intent, in order to 

stakeholders appreciation as to 0,25% or 0,20% 

:ady near zero ... This language was proposed by 
n 2017, and part ofour 2017 and 2018 annual 

ould not recornrrn:;nd to add at this st.age a 

definition. If you want to disc.uss it at the RoG worsktream 

than ks to bring it to the agenda there (or to the end august 

Commented [A16R15]: DGCI: Recomrrn,nd not to -we 

actually work on a target and are expected to deliver it by 
thE: CEOs .as pE:r thE:ir requE:st expressed in August 2018 and 

repeatedly confirmed at the following CED-SCs 

Commented [A 17]: EM comment - EM and 0/X are 
currently vetting calculation methodology to see if this 
calculation methodology supports the proposed statement on 

statement and is rE:viewing thE: footnote. All other 

companies support it too. -rhe alternative is to say 11well 
below/)? VVe are in touch with EM teams to finalize their 

Commented [A 19]: EM comment- Expansion of carbon 
intensity metric beyond upstream has not been endorsed by 
Excom or CEO SC. 

Commented [A20R19]: DGCI: Actually this is a request 

from multiple last CE DSC to explore it. CEDs requested the 
Ti=" not ignore downstream. The language does not address 

targets~ just efforts to focus on downstream, This work is 
ongoing. 

The alt:E:rnative text proposed was in fact strongE:r than what 

was intended and not ok for other companies. We came 

CVX comment: is this realistic? 

Commented [A22R21]: DGCI: F'lease bring this to the 
CC!JS WS ~ this wording has been discussed multiple times 

and approved by this WS 

EM-HCOR3-00064997 



2) Developing collaborative opportunities, 

Clean Ene:gy countries. 

3) Sharir1g good practice aricJ learnings about policy aricJ regulatory frameworks for CCLJS, ass 

and moriitoririg of storage arid other esser,tial practices. OGC.I will work closely with other or 

,_sucr1 as the lr,ternational Fnergy Agericy and the Global C.arbori Capture and Storage 

4) in 2020 a set of initiatives to deliver greenhouse gas emissions reductions · 

sector by 202S, part of an action plan to facilitate climate-responsible transport. 

We aim to support removal of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere by 

1) Actively exploring measures to catalyse natural climate solutions at scale. 
many developing regions and their contribution to the achievement , 

2) 

Development Goals. [We are supporting the Natural Climate Solutia · 

by the World Economic Forum and the World Business Council for Susta 

Considering exploring together whether OGC, can play a role in 

removal technologies to accelerate progress towards 

building on synergies with our CCUS 

CONFIDENTIAL 

mittee approved, at the request and proposal of 
t 2020 would be the year of transportation for 

GCI writes a short teaser to prE:pare for its next 
year priority. Last year there was a teaser as such on CCUS. 

The principle of this one has ben1 approved at thE: China 

June Excom, as the entire document subject to hard stop 
legal reviews by companies. 

If Exxon believes tJ1is should be reconsidered a consensus 

decision should be taken at the Excom end august to this 
it. 

Commented [A25]: E!v1 suggestion --to add "the aim of" 

Commented [A26R25]: OGCI: We suggest not to add as 
inconsistent with the title and the rest of the 
text/report/language of OGC, 

Commented [A27]: OGCI: Ok to add this constructive 
language to this new direct capture item proposed by Exxon 

.at the same June China Excorn. 
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