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Editor's note: This is the first
of two articles on the technical
challenges and regulatory hurdles
that were overcome to allow the use
of floating production, storage, and
offloading vessels (FPSOs) in the US
Gulf of Mexico (GOM). The FPSO
that will be installed at Petrobras'
Cascade-Chinook development in
the deepwater GOM is planned for
mid-201 0 startup.
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Peter Lovie, SPE, is an independent consultant who has worked
as a floating production, storage, and offloading vessel (FPSO)
contractor, as a shuttle-tanker provider, and, most recently, with
Devon Energy, a portner in the first FPSO development in the
US Gulf of Mexico (GOM). During the j 4-year ;oumey of using
FPSOs in the gulf, he advocated the use of the FPSO and shuttletanker solutions in the US GOM as port of his work for an FPSO
contrador (Bluewater for 7 years), then with a shuttle-tanker
company (5 years with American Shuttle Tankers, later Teekay),
and for the last 3 years with Devon Energy, a portner in Cascade where the first FPSO
and shuttle tankers were specified and con traded. He has spoken on the use of FPSOs
in the gulf at international FPSO conferences, SPE workshops, and other venues. More
information is available at www.lovie.org .
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