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WORLD COAL MARKET DEVELOPMENTS - WORLD COAL PRODUCTION AND SEABORNE 

TRADE 

Global coal production for 2012 is estimated at about 7.2 bn t and seaborne hard 

coal trade grew by approximately 11% reaching 1.082 bn t. One has to imagine that 

these immense quantities of coal are transported either by vessels, by trains or by 

trucks, representing massive bulk movements all around the world with Australia and 

Indonesia being the top exporters. On the Atlantic steam coal market the traded 

volume was 226 Mt, of which Colombia was the major exporter with 76 Mt, followed 

by Russia (54 Mt) and the USA (34 Mt). On the Pacific market steam coal trade 

volumes reached some 600 Mt with Indonesia being the largest exporter (293 Mt), 

increasing exports by 30 to 60 Mt a year, representing enormous logistic 

improvements. The second largest exporter was Australia (166 Mt), now fully 

recovered from the 2011 floods.  

 

Coking coal is being traded on a much smaller scale reaching some 256 Mt in 2012. 

Major exporter was Australia with 145 Mt (57% of the total trade volume) followed by 

the USA with 59 Mt and Canada with 30 Mt. Australia has huge projects to expand its 

coking coal production but recent political decisions concerning the introduction of 

a CO2 tax and the unabated decline in prices are slightly slowing down this initial 

enthusiasm. Some projects are reconsidered some already postponed. Coal remains 

nevertheless the most important factor for economic prosperity although global steel 

production is decreasing.  

 

Seaborne steam coal trade for the first six months of 2013 reached some 410 Mt and 

coking coal trade some 135 Mt. 

 

 

WORLD COAL MARKET PRICES 

 

Steam coal prices CIF ARA have steadily decreased since the beginning of 2012 

reaching an average price of 74.96 US$/t in July 2013. This starts to be a threat for 

European coal, especially for Poland and the Czech Republic, each having to cope 

with these low world market prices for its own exports. US mines are facing similar 

problems with the current prices and additionally the cheap shale gas. Many mines 

are threatened by closures, mothballing or have already stopped exploitation due to 

uneconomic production at such low prices.  
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EUROPEAN COAL MARKET 

  2013 (1-6) 2012 (1-6) 

  Mt Mt 

Domestic hard coal production 57.9 65.6 

Hard coal imports 103.0 102.7 

Lignite production 199.2 216.9 

Total 360.1 385.2 

 

 

The economic crisis and the current oversupply of coal have had many 

consequences for EU Member States: coal prices have fallen, imported coal was 

competing with local production and coal has displaced expensive gas for power 

generation. Energy markets were becoming less competitive with the growing 

volumes of renewables with priority feed in as well as stronger climate protection 

policies continue to be a threat. There is a clear slowdown of investments in coal-

related projects because of the threat of even more stringent climate policies in the 

future.  

 

 

HARD COAL 

 

Producing country 2013 (1-6) 2012 (1-6) 

 Mt Mt 

Bulgaria 1.0 1.1 

Czech Republic 4.1 6.0 

Germany 5.2 6.8 

Poland 37.7 38.7 

Romania 1.1 1.0 

Spain 1.4 3.1 

United Kingdom 7.4 8.9 

Total 57.9 65.6 

 

 

Poland remains the biggest coal producer and consumer in Europe with huge 

unexploited hard coal and lignite reserves. Currently, there are 29 active hard coal 

mines in Poland; the biggest company, Kompania Węglowa S.A. owns 15 mines. 

Total production during the first quarter 2013 reached 18.76 Mt, compared to 19.81 

Mt in 2012. Production of steam coal fell by 6% and that of coking coal by 1.4%. Total 

sales of steam coal remained stable, nevertheless the sales on the domestic market 

dropped by 8.2%. In contrast, sales of coking coal increased by 20% during the first 

quarter of 2013. 

 

Exports to EU and non-EU countries in the first quarter 2013 reached 2.73 Mt against 

1.48 Mt in 2012, the largest importer being Germany. 0.3 Mt was exported outside the 

EU, to Bosnia-Herzegovina, Morocco, Norway, Turkey and Ukraine. The average coal 

sales prices in the period of January-March 2013 reached 308,76 PLN/t representing 

a decrease of 12.3% against the respective period in 2012. The price of steam coal 

decreased by 7.2%, whereas the price used for coking coal was reduced by 30.2%. 
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Amongst news from companies it is to be mentioned that Bogdanka mine wants to 

expand production to some 9 Mt in 2013 up to 12 Mt in the years to come. Kompania 

Węglowa is exploring the possibility of opening a new mine in Lublin but is not in 

favour to enter an alliance with PGE for building a new coal-fired unit at the existing 

Opole power plant. Kompania Węglowa intends to construct its own 1000 MW coal-

fired power plant (2013-2019) with a production capacity of 5-7 TWh and coal 

consumption of 2.5-3.5 Mt per year. 

 

Currently, the issue of production costs is crucial, as Polish coal has more and more to 

compete with cheap coal from Russia and Ukraine. The slowdown of the Chinese 

economy and a surplus of US coal further threatened Polish hard coal. The further 

improving infrastructures at ports are facilitating exports of polish coal on one hand, 

but also supporting imports to Poland on the other hand. 

 

In April the Polish government adopted a draft amendment to the Geological and 

Mining Law, in order to regulate carbon capture and storage. It was decided to limit 

the regulation to demonstration projects as the long term effects of underground 

storage are still unproven. 

 

 

In Germany there are currently 3 underground hard coal mines still in operation, 

namely Prosper-Haniel, Auguste Victoria and Ibbenbueren. Saar was closed on 30th 

June 2012, which represented the end of coal mining in the Saar region and West 

mine was closed on 31 December 2012. Consequently, hard coal production 

decreased by 31% in 2012 and should reach some 7.5 Mt at the end of 2013. 

Manpower will decrease as planned by 18% during 2013, with 14000 employees at 

the end of the year.  

 

Having a short look at coal prices, one can observe that Spot and BAFA prices for 

steam coal are still falling simultaneously to the prices cif ARA, reaching 

corresponding low levels for German hard coal. 

 

Total Hard coal imports to Germany in 2012 stayed nearly at the same level as in 

2011. Steam coal imports increased by 5% or 1.7 Mt whilst coking coal imports 

decreased by 0.4 Mt and coke by 1.2 Mt. even if hard coal production further 

decreased. In the first six month of this year, hard coal imports to Germany increased 

by 15% or some 3.4 Mt. Major suppliers were the USA and Russia, whilst coal imports 

from Colombia decreased due to strikes in Colombia which lasted almost 60 days 

and due to the closure of one of the Colombian ports where a vessel sank and due 

to restrictions of railway transports during the night. Imports from the USA increased 

due to very low market prices, the consequence of the US shale gas boom. These 

low market prices on the other hand lead to economic problems to the US mining 

industry, production difficulties, because mines cannot produce at such low costs 

and stocks at ports reach record volumes, as traders wait for better conditions. 

Another threat for the American coal industry are new climate policy requirements 

for power plants, which have to cut their SO2, NOx, dust and mercury emissions by 

2016, which will lead to multiple power plant closures. Whereas (shale) gas is 

replacing coal in the USA, coal starts to replace gas especially in Germany and the 

UK because of significant price reductions of coal and CO2 against increasing gas 

prices. In addition, load factors for gas are too small, which leads to first decisions to 

mothball or shut down installations. In Germany it is rather the PV boom that 

threatens coal use. Photovoltaics have feed-in priority with price guarantee. The 
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electricity production from PV, mainly during peak hours, with high margins and 

without competition, are almost free, often are sometimes leading to negative 

margins at the power exchange and a re-dispatch for of coal-fired power stations. 

 

 

In the Czech Republic, hard coal is produced by OKD. Coal is mined in the southern 

part of the Upper Silesian Coal Basin, in the Ostrava-Karviná coal district. Currently 

four underground mines are in operation (the Karviná Mine, the ČSM Mine, the 

Darkov Mine and the Paskov Mine). Some 11.2 Mt of hard coal was produced in 

2012. Compared with 2011, production stayed at the same level or declined 

somewhat (down by 0.6%). However, stocks on storage sites significantly increased to 

almost 1.9 Mt. Exports dropped by 14% to 5.4 Mt and supply to the internal market 

dropped by 12% to 3.5 Mt. Coke production declined by 5% to 2.5 Mt.  

 

In the first half of 2013, hard coal production amounted to 4.1 Mt, down by 1.9 Mt on 

the first half of 2012. Hard coal imports remained almost unchanged and amounted 

to 1 Mt (in 2012, 1.1 Mt). A major supplier was Poland, while smaller quantities were 

imported from Russia, Ukraine and the US. Two Mt of hard coal were exported to 

Poland, Austria and Germany. 

 

As many other European hard coal companies, OKD, the only Czech producer of 

hard coal, must cope with a number of external pressures. These include in particular 

the growing imports of US steam coal into Europe, which have markedly pushed 

down its price on the markets, and the recession of the European economy with 

impacts on the prices of coking coal. OKD is preparing major savings in operations, 

wages and capital expenditure. Its planned steps include, for example, a cut in 

wage costs, constraining costs spent on contractors, and a review of the efficiency 

of extraction in the various sections of the coal basin. 

 

 

In Spain coal output reached 6.6 Mt in 2012 of which 4.26 Mt hard coal and 

anthracite and 2.36 Mt subbituminous coal. Total electricity generation reached 

267.374 GWh of which 1.9% was generated from coal. The Royal decree definitely 

influenced Spanish coal output and some interim measures against this decree were 

recently adopted. The Government must publish, before the beginning of each year, 

the volume of indigenous coal to be sold and to be used for electricity production as 

well as its price. In 2013 this publication was delayed by two months. As we already 

explained in January, the Spanish Government implemented a new tax (a 7% levy 

on energy production) and has eliminated some exemptions for gas and coal tax in 

electricity production. Accordingly, the Government should have included these 

new taxes as part of the fuel costs for the power stations in the PSO of the Spanish 

Royal Decree.  

 

As these new costs have not been included in the total costs for electricity 

production, power generators asked for interim measures. Meanwhile, no coal was 

sold to power plants. 

 

Weather conditions were also not very favourable for coal burn as the first half of 

2013 was very rainy and windy, which means that renewables generated most 

indigenous electricity and as they produce electricity nearly at 0 € / MWh, the gap 

between the prices of renewables and for conventional fuels dramatically 
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increased, giving coal and gas almost no opportunity to be used. Production of 

coal-based electricity (both indigenous and imported) stayed under 10%. 

 

The coal industry is therefore awaiting the Government’s reform of the electricity 

market, which is expected to affect the current electricity mix. Renewables subsidies, 

mainly PV, are expected to be cut and a new Coal Plan (2013-2018) is being 

designed, with probable further measures against coal. Looking at coal subsidies, 

under Article 3 of the European Decision, they have already being reduced by 63% 

compared to 2011 and an additional cut is expected for 2013. The Government will 

make a public statement regarding Decision 787/2010, in order to keep competitive 

mines in operation and without having to pay back subsidies received in the past.  

 

A further threat for the Spanish coal industry will be the decision on back-loading in 

the plenary vote of the European Parliament as this would further influence costs of 

coal-fired power plants which already have to struggle enough. 

 

 

In the United Kingdom two deep mines had to be closed, Maltby colliery, because of 

safety  conditions caused by a change in geology and Daw Mill colliery, the biggest 

mine in the UK and one of the biggest mines in Europe, after a big fire had 

devastated the mine, some 1400 jobs were lost. Furthermore, the company ATH 

Resources was liquidated, which mined around 1 Mt of coal in Scotland, followed by 

the voluntary liquidation of Scottish Coal implemented by the Directors of the parent 

company Scottish Resources Group. Total production was 3.5 Mt from this company 

in 2012. Another major issue in Scotland is that opencast mines seem to have 

insufficient restoration funds provided in bonds, so the Scottish Government is 

attempting to intervene. The future of coal mining in the UK is therefore very 

unpredictable.  

 

The UK Government still believes that the path to low carbon emissions from the 

electricity sector is a transition to nuclear and renewables with fossil fuels equipped 

with CCS. The fact that fossil fuels will be needed to bridge the gap until low carbon 

generation is available is acknowledged but the government believes that this will 

predominantly be gas. The carbon tax which had to be introduced receives 

absolutely no support and further measures such as capacity payments also have an 

unclear future. There is a certain upcoming hope or faith in the production of shale 

gas as the salvation of the UK energy market enabling affordability and plentiful 

supply. 

 

It is nevertheless clear that the short term crises in Scotland and at UK Coal have 

attracted the attention of government. There is still no will to recognise that coal is 

currently generating affordable electricity, with its contribution of 40% of the total 

power generated, but public awareness of high prices caused by these policies is 

increasing. Some politicians are using the economic situation and the fact that 

cheap energy is required to try to gather support for a policy change. 

 

 

Austria has very little coal activities, as there is no more indigenous coal production. 

Imports account for some 3.5 Mt in 2012 of which half is used for power generation 

and half for steel mills. Nevertheless coal-fired power plants seem more and more 

threatened by renewables, especially hydro and PV energy and the political will to 

significantly reduce emissions. 
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Sweden uses less than 3 Mt of coal, mostly for steel production. There is only one 

single coal-fired power plant in Stockholm which will be replaced by a new plant, 

using biofuels. Electricity is generated mostly from hydro and nuclear, only a tiny part 

is generated by CHP plants, using biofuels and waste incineration. The Government 

recently decided that old nuclear power plants could in principle be replaced by 

new ones at the same locations as existing nuclear power plants. But no new permits 

for new nuclear power plants will be delivered in near future. This decision is fully 

supported by the public. Sweden is a net exporter of some 12 TWh of electricity and 

new interconnections to the Baltic countries will be favourable for further exports. 

 

 

LIGNITE 

 

Producing country 2013 (1-6) 2012 (1-6) 

 Mt = t Mt = t 

Bulgaria 10.7 14.7 

Czech Republic 20.0 23.0 

Germany 90.9 92.6 

Greece  26.1 30.6 

 Hungary  4.6 4.2 

Poland 32.6 32.7 

Romania 10.5 14.9 

Slovak Republic 2.0 2.0 

Slovenia   1.8 2.2 

Total 199.2 216.9 

 

Output of the German lignite industry remained stable during the first months of 2013. 

Nevertheless, due to phasing-out of nuclear and the increasing share of RES the 

situation on the electricity market is getting more and more complicated: looking at 

days when the wind blows and the sun shines, Germany is obliged to export part of 

its energy generated by renewables, which pushes electricity prices down. This can 

also be observed on the European Energy Exchange in Leipzig reflecting the 

decreasing electricity prices on a mid-term basis. This price evolution is of course also 

influenced by decreasing coal and CO2 prices. Nevertheless power generators feel 

the absolute priority of renewables against all other fuels. Despite the phasing-out of 

nuclear, Germany became an electricity exporter: in the first half of 2013 the country 

imported 20.6 GWh against 36 GWh exported, representing a surplus of 15.4 GWh. 

For the entire year 2012 this surplus represented 23 GWh and for 2011 only 6 GWh. This 

brings us to the conclusion that the German renewables law, with renewables given 

absolute priority, has enormous consequences for power generators: the renewables 

subsidies totally distort the Internal market and prices are  driven down so much, that 

gas-fired power plants are not anymore commercially viable and coal-fired power 

plants will soon experience the same. Commissioner Oettinger recently mentioned at 

the BDEW-congress, that this market distortion started to become questionable, but 

that the Commission could not react, as long as there was no complaint against 

Germany.  

 

 

Polish lignite production in 2012 reached 64.2 Mt against 62.8 Mt in 2011. The biggest 

producer was PGE GiEK SA/ KWB Bełchatów. Investments are urgently needed in 

power plants, in order to reduce CO2 emissions, (To comply with IED?) which will 

lower efficiency, although total net efficiency shall increase by 6% in the coming 
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years. Total Polish electricity production totalled 161.9 TWh in 2012 of which 78.7 TWh 

were produced from hard coal and 54.2 TWh from lignite.  

 

The government is currently discussing the future energy mix, if nuclear shall be part 

of it or not and how big the share of hard coal and lignite will be. Lignite reserves are 

huge but output is currently very limited due to lacking mining permits. Lignite is often 

qualified as a CO2-emitting fuel, without taking into account its positive aspects such 

as its low price and its contribution to supply security.  

 

 

In Greece, lignite output totalled 61.7 Mt in 2012, mainly produced by PPC. Looking 

at the Greek energy mix, in 2004, 32.5 TWh out of the total 52 TWh were produced 

from lignite. In 2012 only 27.6 TWh out of 53.1 were produced from lignite. The major 

increase was observed from renewables that have, as in most other Member States, 

priority to enter the grid. A major increase was observed from hydro power, due to 

more rain. Although gas prices are steadily increasing, the share of gas increased as 

well in the Greek energy mix, pushing down lignite use. For 2013 the energy balance 

is expected to look as follows: lignite 47%, natural gas 17%, hydro 11%, other 

renewables 14% and 2% of imports. The decreasing use of lignite and the increasing 

use of very expensive renewables and imported gas heavily impact on electricity 

prices and push down, together with the crisis, electricity consumption. Especially 

domestic consumption is also decreasing due to mild winters and not too hot 

summers. A major problem on the Greek electricity market is the accumulated 

market deficit which accounted at the 31st December 2012 for 1.3 bn€. 

 

 

In the Czech Republic, there are currently four companies (Severočeské doly, Czech 

Coal, Severní energetická (former Litvínovská uhelná) and Sokolovská uhelná) that 

produce brown coal from surface mines and from one underground mine, called 

Centrum. All companies are operating in north-western Bohemia.  

 

In 2012, brown coal production amounted to 43.5 Mt, i.e. some 3 Mt less than in 2011. 

Contributions to this production were as follows: Severočeské doly: 23 Mt (-2 Mt), 

Czech Coal and Litvínovská uhelná 13.5 Mt (-300,000 t), the Centrum colliery: about 

0.36 Mt (the same as in 2011) and Sokolovská uhelná: 6.7 Mt (-750,000 t).  

 

There was some positive news in the brown coal company Severočeské doly 

operating two surface mines, Nástup and Bílina. Nástup has obtained permits for 

mining until 2029 and for Bílina an agreement was signed with the affected 

municipalities to guarantee brown coal extraction until the end of its life around 

2050.  

 

In 1Q 2013, brown coal production amounted to 10.6 Mt, down by about 11% on 1Q 

2012. Brown coal companies’ contribution to this production was as follows: 

Severočeské doly: 6.2 Mt (-4.4%), Vršanská uhelná: 2 Mt (-20%), Sokolovská uhelná: 1.7 

Mt (-6%), Litvínovská uhelná: 0.64 Mt (-40%, reduction due to mining limits) and the 

Centrum Mine: 50,000 t (controlled reduction).  

 

In the first half of 2013, brown coal production amounted to 20 Mt and was 3 Mt 

lower than in the first half of 2012. The sharpest drop occurred at the ČSA surface 

mine, where the mining process is subject to the mining limits that were imposed in 

1991 and that lock out 750 million tonnes of high quality brown coal in this mine. The 
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surface mine approached these limits and had to adjust its mining, meaning that 

annual production is to be halved.  

 

The Czech Coal Group underwent some major changes. In March, the extraction 

company Litvínovská uhelná a.s. was demerged from the Czech Coal Group and it 

started to develop as an independent business entity. It purchased the 800 MW 

Chvaletice power station and in July, a new energy group, the Severní energetická 

Group, was created. The vertically integrated chain of an extraction company, a 

power station, and a trader capable of ensuring reliable supply to customers, is the 

best model in terms of efficiency.  

 

In the Czech Coal Group, the extraction company Vršanská uhelná a.s. remains the 

key company. In March, this company and the ČEZ Group entered into a 50-year 

agreement on coal supply for the Počerady power station.  

 

Concerning the Czech energy policy, there was still no agreement and 

environmental impact assessment is still under way. According to the draft, the share 

of nuclear will increase to 50% by 2040 and the share of coal will decrease from the 

current 60% to 20%.  

 

From 2014 onwards, the Czech Republic will no longer support the construction of 

new photovoltaic and biogas installations. It has also been proposed that the 

government should cap the contribution to RES which final consumers pay in the 

electricity supply price. The amount in excess of the cap is to be paid by the 

government from the national budget. Currently 73% is paid by consumers.  

 

 

Bulgaria started 2013 with social protests against high electricity prices and electricity 

suppliers. This led to the government's resignation and new elections. Coal 

production declined to about 31.95 Mt, which is 13.5% less than in 2011 (36.9 Mt). 

Lignite accounted for about 93.6%, brown coal for 6.2 % and hard coal for only 0.2 %. 

Nevertheless the role of lignite and brown coal remains extremely important. During 

the last year, Bulgaria produced 38,599 GWh of electricity of which 45.9% generated 

from lignite and brown coal, 40.9% by the NPP Kozloduy and 13.2% by RES. The on-

going economic crisis, meant electricity exports returned to 2010 levels, impacting on 

lignite-fired power generation. The electricity produced by "Mini Maritsa Iztok" 

accounted for 3354 MW, which is 1,7 times more than the current capacity of NPP 

"Kozloduy". 

 

In the past two years desulphurization plants have been built in the "Brickell" TPP 

"Maritza 3" and a second block of TPP "Bobov dol" could also go into operation. TPP 

"Varna" is currently undertaking feasibility studies to modernise blocks 4, 5 and 6 and 

TPP "AES Republic” was adjusted from 50% to 100% of maximum power units. The 

construction of two new units of 500 MW in "Maritsa - Iztok 2" is in progress as well. 

 

It is obvious that Bulgaria will have to continue to rely on coal to meet its electricity 

consumption needs and especially to ensure base-load but lignite-fired power plants 

need to be refurbished to satisfy environmental requirements and without these 

refurbishments, the future of lignite-fired power plants would be uncertain. Bulgaria 

has a relatively low energy dependence compared to other EU Member States and 

this is thanks to its large use of nuclear power and lignite. And this of course also 

influences prices.  



TABLE 1

World Market Price evolution (Coal, Coke, Freight, Crude Oil)

MCIS Steam Coal Marker Price (7000kcal/kg)

Jan Feb March Apr May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec
cif-NW Europe
Steam Coal 2012 128.28 118.65 113.47 114.56 102.87 102.87 104.87 109.05 107.57 101.36 99.54 106.73
(US$ / tce) 2013 102.38 100.67 105.11 93.14 97.58 90.07 85.26 89.37

Steam Coal 2012 99.40 89.72 85.95 87.04 80.43 82.12 85.34 87.95 83.97 78.13 77.39 75.31
(EUR / tce) 2013 77.05 75.36 81.08 71.50 75.17 68.29 65.18 67.14

Source: VDKI,  McCloskey

Freight Rates (USD /t)
R Bay/Rotterdam 2012 10.18 8.86 8.65 8.95 8.52 6.35 6.28 5.98 6.53 9.09 10.41 7.75
(Capesize) 2013 7.48 6.90 6.36 6.24 6.65 7.89 8.77 9.69

Newcastle/Rotterdam 2012 18.31 14.95 14.88 15.48 15.08 12.60 13.10 12.74 13.65 16.80 19.14 13.83
(Capesize) 2013 14.24 14.60 13.49 12.86 14.48 16.49 17.67 18.70

Bolivar/Rotterdam 2012 10.85 10.01 9.05 9.65 9.70 8.38 8.73 8.06 9.06 10.83 12.04 9.17
(Capesize) 2013 9.95 9.68 8.88 8.50 8.55 9.51 10.76 10.29

Source: VDKI, Frachtcontor Junge & Co.

Currency Rates

USD/EUR 2012 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.76 0.78 0.80 0.81 0.81 0.78 0.77 0.78 0.76
2013 0.75 0.75 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.76 0.76 0.75

USD/ZAR 2012 8.01 7.64 7.60 7.83 8.16 8.40 8.25 8.26 8.27 8.67 8.81 8.62
2013 8.79 8.87 9.19 9.10 9.33 10.00 9.93 10.06

AUD/USD 2012 1.04 1.07 1.05 1.04 1.00 1.00 1.03 1.05 1.04 1.03 1.04 1.05
2013 1.05 1.03 1.03 1.04 1.00 0.94 0.92 0.90

Crude Oil (USD/Barrel)

Crude Oil 2012 111.76 117.48 122.97 118.18 108.07 93.98 99.55 109.52 110.67 108.36 106.86 106.55
2013 109.28 112.75 106.44 101.05 100.65 101.03 104.45 107.52

Source: OPEC Basket Prices



  TABLE 2

       WORLD SEABORNE COAL TRADE - STEAM COAL

Exporting Countries 2013 (1-6) 2012 (1-6) Diff. 2012/13
Mt Mt Mt

PACIFIC

Australia 88 78 10

China 3 5 -2

Indonesia 159 133 26

Vietnam 8 7 1

SUB-TOTAL 258 223 35

ATLANTIC

Colombia 35 41 -6

Russia 53 54 -1

South Africa 35 37 -2

Venezuela 1 1 0

USA 22 22 0

Others 6 4 2

SUB-TOTAL 152 159 -7

TOTAL 410 382 28

incl. Anthracite and PCI-Coal
Source: VDKI, preliminary figures



  TABLE 3

WORLD SEABORNE COAL TRADE - COKING COAL (inc. PCI-Coal)

Exporting Countries  2013 (1-6)  2012 (1-6) Diff. 2012/13
Mt Mt Mt

Australia 80 71 9

Canada 16 18 -2

China 1 1 0

Russia 8 3 5

USA 30 31 -1

TOTAL 135 124 11

Source: VDKI provis. Figures



 

TABLE 4

EU CRUDE STEEL PRODUCTION

COUNTRY

2013 (1-6)                     

Mt

2012 (1-6)                     

Mt

Austria 4.0 3.8

Belgium 3.5 3.8

Bulgaria 0.3 0.4

Czech Republic 2.6 2.7

Finland 1.7 2.1

France 8.0 8.4

Germany 21.7 21.9

Greece 0.5 0.7

Hungary 0.4 0.8

Italy 12.7 14.9

Luxembourg 1.0 1.1

Netherlands 3.1 3.4

Poland 4.0 4.5

Slovakia 2.3 2.3

Slovenia 0.3 0.4

Spain 7.5 7.4

Sweden 2.3 2.5

United Kingdom 5.7 4.7

Others 2.7 3.3

EU-27 84.3 89.1 29.0

Source: IISI



TABLE 5

EU Hard coal and lignite production and consumption

COUNTRY
1-6 2013              

Mt

1-6 2012              

Mt

1-6 2013               

Mt

1-6 2012               

Mt

Bulgaria * 1.0 1.1 1.0 1.0

Czech Republic 4.1 6.0 1.8 1.7

Germany 5.2 6.8 3.1 41.

Poland 37.7 38.7 27.8 28.9

Romania 1.1 1.0 1.2 1.0

Spain 1.4 3.1 0.6 3.4

United Kingdom 7.4 8.9 6.7 7.5

EU-27 57.9 65.6 42.2 47.6

Ukraine 40.7 43.1 17.3 16.1

* brown and black coal

** only hard coal producing countries

Lignite production

COUNTRY
1-6 2013               

Mt

1-6 2012               

Mt

1-6 2013                

Mt

1-6 2012                

Mt

Bulgaria 10.7 14.7 9.6 13.9

Czech Republic 20.0 23.0 18.9 21.4

Germany 90.9 92.6 81.8 83.7

Greece 26.1 30.6 25.3 30.0

Hungary (est.) 4.6 4.2 4.4 4.1

Poland 32.6 32.7 32.3 32.3

Romania 10.5 14.9 11.5 14.7

Slovakia 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

Slovenia 1.8 2.2 1.6 2.1

EU-27 199.2 216.9 187.4 204.2

 EU Hard coal production
Consumption of indig. hard coal 

for power generation

Lignite consumption for            

power generation



TABLE 6

EU Hard coal imports

COUNTRY
1-6 2013          

Mt

1-6 2012          

Mt

1-6 2013   

Mt

1-6 2012   

Mt

1-6 2013   

Mt

1-6 2012   

Mt
Austria 1.5 1.6

Belgium 1.1 1.1 0.6 0.6 1.7 1.7

Bulgaria 0 0 0.6 1.0 0.6 1.0

Czech Republic 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.6 1.0 1.1

Denmark 2.3 2.0

Finland 0.6 0.4 1.5 1.4 2.1 1.8

France 2.5 6.5 9.0 8.2

Germany 5.2 4.8 18.9 16.0 24.1 20.8

Greece 0.3 0.4

Hungary (est.) 0.8 0.1 0.7 0.8

Ireland 0.8 1.5

Italy 2.6 3.0 9.5 9.5 12.1 12.5

Netherlands 1.7 1.8 4.5 4.4 6.2 6.2

Poland 1.1 0.7 3.5 3.9 4.6 4.6

Portugal (est.) 0 0 1.9 2.5 1.9 2.5

Romania 0 0.4 0.6 0.4 0.6

Slovakia 2.0 1.9

Slovenia 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.2

Spain 1.1 1.1 4.3 9.0 5.4 10.1

Sweden 0.8 0.7 0.4 0.4 1.2 1.1

United Kingdom 3.0 2.4 21.8 19.8 24.8 22.2

EU-27 103.0 102.8

EU Coking coal imports  EU Steam coal imports EU Total coal imports


