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Impact Analysis of The Removal of Oil
Export Ban in Kurdish Area

—With the Inspiration of Evolution of Oil Geopolitics in

Sensitive Areas for Chinese Enterprise’ s Overseas Operation Policies
Hou Mingyang & Liu Ming

Abstract: With the democratization process progressed in Iraq the Kurdish
government and Iraq government have gradually concluded the same benefit on the
resource issue and then the export ban was removed. The author believes that removal
of export ban indicates the positive attitudes of the Iraq and Kurdish governments on
providing oil resource market and revitalization of economy by taking advantage of the
resource. Consequently the reopened region will surely be a key growth point of the
future resource supply attracting the international oil companies. Sinopec shall keep
in step with the chances to start a new chapter of Sinopec global operation in the sen—
sitive areas depending on Chinese diplomatic powerhouse valuing the time — bound
sticking to diversification keeping the track of the competitors and seeking the stra—
tegic partners.

Key Words: Geopolitics; Petroleum Enterprise; Overseas Operation; SWOT
Analysis
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