
Return to Session Menu

DYNAMIC POSITIONING CONFERENCE
October 15-16 2013October 15-16, 2013

RISK SESSION

DP Safety Enhancement on the US Outer 
Continental Shelf

LT Jeff Bybee

U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters



DP Safety Enhancement on the U.S. 
Outer Continental Shelf

LT Jeff Bybee
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters
Office of Design and Engineering Standards

DP Conference
October 16, 2013

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 CG efforts to promote DP safety significantly increased over past three years

 Presentation provides overview and insight into:
 where CG is likely to focus its efforts in the future
 how industry can help shape these focus areas

 This presentation is not a statement on what CG WILL do, but does give insight into what CG is considering in context of past actions.



Intent to Publish Regulation

Commandant: “I will …. pursue 
regulatory changes for DP vessels …
(addressing) … DP systems and …
manning and operation”

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 CG Commandant’s Final Action Memo to DWH investigation Recommendation 1H stated intent to pursue DP regulations. 




“the Coast Guard desires NOSAC’s 
recommendations for dynamic
positioning system design and engineering, 
operational and training standards”

Intent to Publish Regulation

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 CG sought  and received extensive advice on DP safety standards from its National Offshore Safety Advisory Committee (NOSAC) 

 NOSAC  issued the report ‘‘Recommendations for Dynamic Positioning System Design and Engineering, Operational and Training Standards.’’



“DP Systems… critical to the safety of 
the personnel … and protection of the 
environment”

Intent to Publish Regulation

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 At the 2012 OTC , the CG presented a paper that described the CG’s authority and regulatory construct of the U.S. OCS;  

 DP listed as major area where CG would pursue safety  standards. 



May 4, 2012‐MODUs Oct 12, 2012‐ Vessels

“The Coast Guard… intends to 
initiate a rulemaking that 
addresses DP incident 
reporting requirements and 
minimum DP system design 
and operating standards.”

Intent to Publish Regulation

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 Immediately following OTC, CG issued two FR Notices (one for MODUs and the other for vessels) stating intent to initiate a rule to address DP design and operating standards and incident reporting requirements. 



Indicators of CG Focus Areas

Guidance tied to OCS Activities… 
“One Gulf, One Standard”

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 These FRs point to intent to issue regulations under coastal state authority (33 CFR Subchapter N).  

 “owners and operators of dynamically positioned MODUs ..operating on the U.S. Outer Continental Shelf (OCS)”

 “owners and operators of all vessels other than MODUs conducting OCS activities on the U.S. OCS”

 Such regulations would apply REGARDLESS of flag state when operating on U.S. OCS

 Such regulations would NOT apply to U.S. MODUs or vessels operating in another Coastal State (Brazil, West Africa, etc.)



“a vessel operating in DP mode… is 
considered a self‐propelled vessel”

Indicators of CG Focus Areas

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 February 2011: CG legal memo stated MODUs and other vessels using  DP are self-propelled/underway 

 DP MODUs and other vessels should be appropriately manned, trained, and have system requirements to operate as a self-propelled vessel.



Stapled to NOSAC Recommendation

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 NOSAC recommendations included draft guidelines from the MTS DP Committee, which the MTS has since completed. 

 CG recommended owners and operators of dynamically positioned MODUs and vessels voluntarily follow appropriate MTS ‘‘DP Operations Guidance”. 





1) WSOGs / ASOGs
2) CAMO

Indicators of CG Focus Areas
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Presentation Notes
 CG specifically called out WSOGs /ASOGs and CAMO. 

 Represents performance-based approach:  these decision support provide great flexibility to determine appropriate safeguards based on upon OCS activity and vessel design limits.

 CG intent clearly to avoid prescriptive approach. 

 CG intent also to provide risk based approach:

  “owners and operators ..operate within … within the … CAMO when … OCS activity is critical”

  distinguishes between critical and non- critical OCS activities



Minutes of Teleconferences 
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg521/docs/2013.01%20OCS%20Minutes.pdf

Indicators of CG Focus Areas

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The CG desires as much input as possible.  CG initiated several teleconferences with industry after  DP issuing guidance :

 If a third party organization were to conduct DP assurance surveys on behalf of CG,  what qualifications should they hold?

 What is a “Critical OCS Activity”? (see next slide)

 What DP incidents should be reported to CG?

 What are appropriate manning and  training requirements for a DP vessel?

 What are the costs and benefits  of a potential DP rule?
  
We recommend you read the minutes of these teleconferences. They can be found on our website.

http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg521/docs/2013.01 OCS Minutes.pdf


DRAFT MTS TECHOP “DEFINING 
CRITICAL ACTIVITIES REQUIRING 
SELECTION OF CRITICAL ACTIVITY 
MODE”

Indicators of CG Focus Areas

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 BIG focus area for CG is appropriate definition of “Critical OCS Activity”

 CG attended an industry workshop facilitated by MTS dedicated to this question.

 Any risk based rule would need to properly distinguish between OCS activities of higher and lower risk.

 CG strongly encourages industry pursue development of an industry standard/definition of “Critical OCS activity”!



Indicators of CG Focus Areas
Historical DP incidents with significant lessons learned to 

voluntaryDPIncidentReport@uscg.mil
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Presentation Notes
 There is a TREMENDOUS opportunity to inform CG of potential focus areas of any DP rule. 

 June 2013: CG issued Policy Letter on Voluntary Reporting of DP Incidents on MODUs. CG also issued Marine Safety Alert indentifying significant lessons from DP incidents.

 Policy encourages HISTORICAL (already resolved) DP incidents be reported to CG.  To date, none have been reported.

 Historical  DP incidents represent a huge WIN-WIN opportunity for industry and CG.  Such incidents can focus CG efforts in potential DP rule and CG DP oversight. 

 We recommend industry collaborate to report HISTORICAL DP incidents to CG in strategic manner to steer CG towards areas it should be focusing on.



mailto:voluntaryDPIncidentReport@uscg.mil


Questions

LT Jeff Bybee
Office of Design and Engineering Standards

Jeff.B.Bybee@uscg.mil
202‐372‐1357

http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg521/

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Please contact LT Jeff Bybee and visit our website for some of the references we discussed in this presentation.

mailto:Jeff.B.Bybee@uscg.mil
http://www.uscg.mil/hq/cg5/cg521/
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