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Consider getting noticed – write an article for SPE Review London
(page 3), and remember to get tickets for the SPE London Annual
Conference in June (page 6).
Our regular features include: the Young Professionals update, page
11, and ‘Month at a Glance’ on page 13.
Keep up to date with industry events, and networking opportunities
listed on page 14. And don’t forget to check out our social media
pages: Facebook, Twitter, and Linkedin.
As always, this issue of SPE Review London offers the opportunity
to be educated, entertained and informed.

We appreciate all your feedback!
ABOUT US
The Society of Petroleum Engineers (SPE) is a not-for-profit professional
association whose members are engaged in energy resources, development
and production. SPE serves more than 143,000 members in 141 countries
worldwide. SPE is a key resource for technical knowledge related to the oil and
gas exploration and production industry and provides services through its global
events, publications, events, training courses and online resources at www.spe.
org, as well as local chapters such as the SPE London section.
SPE London section publishes SPE Review London an online newsletter, 10 times
a year, which is digitally sent to its 3000+ members. If you have read this issue
and would like to join the SPE and receive your own copy of SPE Review London,
as well as many other benefits – or you know a friend or colleague who would
like to join – please visit www.spe.org for an application form.
The views expressed herein are not necessarily those of the SPE. Extracts may
be reproduced subject to a clear acknowledgement of the source.

SPE Review London is YOUR online
magazine, so please send us your ideas,
comments and suggestions for articles,
interviews and/or topics you’d like to see in
future issues.
SPELondon@spemail.org

CONTACTS
Communications: SPELondon@spemail.org
CHANGE OF ADDRESS?
Please go to: https://www.spe.org/member/access/MyAccount
The Society of Petroleum Engineers encourages open and objective discussion
of technical and professional subjects pertinent to the interests of the Society
in its publications. Society publications shall contain no judgmental remarks or
opinions as to the technical competence, personal character, or motivations of any
individual, company, or group. Any material which, in the publisher's opinion, does
not meet the standards for objectivity, pertinence, and professional tone will be
returned to the contributor with a request for revision before publication.
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Behind the Scenes: SPE Review Editorial Board

Jonathan Ovens
Chief Editor

Jonathan Ovens joined Shell in 1986 after completing a Ph.D in Physics at Cambridge
University. He worked as a Reservoir Engineer, particularly in the areas of hydraulic
fracturing, pressure transient analysis and reservoir simulation. Between 1997 and
2012, he worked as an independent consultant for a variety of companies, covering the
North Sea, North Africa and the Middle East. His experience ranges from Exploration and
Development planning through to Reserves Evaluation. In 2013, he joined JX Nippon
E&P (UK) Ltd as a Senior Reservoir Engineer, working a wide variety of assets in the North
Sea. Between 2009 and 2015 he served on the SPE Europec Technical Committee and is
a member of the SPE London Board.

Josh Beinke is an established
Petroleum Engineer consultant,
with 10 years of prior experience
with Chevron Corporation, Origin and Santos. Since earning a
Petroleum Engineering degree
from the University of Adelaide, he
has found particular satisfaction
specialising in Well Test Analysis,
Integrated Production Modelling
and numerous wellsite Production
Josh Beinke
Engineering roles, notably through
Editor
the construction and commissioning
of the Gorgon LNG Project. He recently moved to Europe from
Australia and looks forward to continuing his involvement with
the SPE in London.
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Ffion Llwyd-Jones is an editor
and business writer, with 15+
years experience in Canada,
the US, and the UK. She is
Editor for several trade and
consumer magazines (print
and online); and also provides
industry-related case studies,
and detailed, research-driven
B2B reports and white papers. She is an accomplished
Ffion Llwyd-Jones
photographer.
Educated
in
Designer
Canada, and in the UK, Ffion is
completing a BSc (Hons) with
the Open University. She enjoys the challenge of creating the
information-driven SPE Review London.
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Reservoir Forecasting Tools: Simulation
versus Analytic
Debating the relative strengths and weaknesses of each approach
Reservoir Engineers often use a wide variety of tools to construct forecasts, ranging from decline curve analysis through
analytical models to full field simulation models. As recent posts on the SPE Connect Discussion board in late 2016 and the
discussion held during the February 2017 London Section Tuesday meeting on decline curves suggest, this seems to be a
subject that raises strong opinions. The SPE London Board decided it would be good to hold a mini debate to help flesh
out the pros and cons of each approach.
SPE London arranged four speakers, all of whom have extensive experience around the subject, to talk on either side of
the issue with the aim of how, when and where each method should be used and the relative strengths and weaknesses
of each approach.
Kes Heffer
Reservoir simulation models are used for:
1.
Predicting future production for the purposes of:
a) Reporting production volumes to regulatory authorities
b) Company economic forecasts
c) Aiding investment decisions
d) Choosing between various options for field operations
2.
Understanding the physical processes involved in reservoir behaviour.
Of the above purposes, 1a and 1b might be met with simplified models, such as Decline Curve Analysis or Growth
Functions , provided that the conditions of production are not expected to change; if the conditions are due to change
or for the other purposes above then a more detailed model of the physics is desirable. The comparative calculations for
purpose 1d do not necessarily require the same degree of accuracy as purposes 1a, b, or c; however, the physics of
the model must be sufficiently valid to provide a proper discrimination between the various operational field options.
For example, to optimize new well locations for a waterflood in a field, the model should include any anisotropy in the
permeability, even if that anisotropy is not obvious beforehand from well data.
A crucial aspect of the scientific method is that models
must be falsifiable. This means that observations can be
imagined that would cause the model to be rejected.
Models that are not falsifiable because it is not possible
to even imagine data which would cause them to be
rejected are useless It is very difficult to falsify
reservoir simulations because the model predictions are
generally implicitly associated with large uncertainties.
Uncertainties are commonly estimated by running the
model with many realisations of input properties. However, the one known comparison of a (limited) set of
Figure 1: Plot of Forecasting RMS against History Match RMS, C Bos (TNO), 2009
observations with prior model predictions (including
models that have already been ‘history-matched’) has indicated that errors are even higher than many such simulated
estimates of uncertainties (observed error mean 11%; standard deviation ~40%), albeit a proportion of the errors arise because of factors not related to the reservoir (e.g. changes to the schedule of wells or facilities). It is likely that falsification
can only be performed on an ensemble of models in a statistical sense.
The application of Surrogate Reservoir Models to mimic the responses of complex simulators with low dimensional
proxies appears to provide a compromise way forward for combining the incorporation of more physics in models with
speed of application to uncertainty or optimization exercises. It is notable that any SRM is not unique and that there is a
degree of subjectivity about the choice of ‘Key Performance Indicators’ defined as its parameters.
Purpose 2 of providing insight into the physics of reservoir behaviour, such as the various contributions to fluid flow of
gravity, viscous and capillary forces or compositional effects (Coats, K, 1969) can often be the most important use of
detailed simulations. Field evidences indicate that geomechanical influences on pressure behaviour,
porosity and permeability changes should also routinely be considered in the reservoir simulation model.
Jonathan Ovens
Jonathan began his talk by noting that throughout his career he had found that the combination of decline curves,
analytical models and numerical simulation had provided a powerful way both of testing the validity of simulation results
Continued on page 8
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The Crude Oil Resource Ecology Sustainability, Succession
and Stewardship
Adrian Gregory of MORE Oil & Gas Resource Management Consultancy Plc,
shared his thoughts on the 25th April on the future of E&P…

Adrian Gregory

The balance between supply and demand of crude oil for future generations is being brought into question by
several factors. These include the past two years of production which have outstripped demand; and the massive rise in
renewable, LNG and alternative energy investments so far seen in 2017. Analysing how to move forward from a period
of ‘planet oil’ from a natural resource ecology perspective, Adrian highlighted, the need for effective and timely technical
stewardship of national resource wealth and infrastructure stock.
On the 25th April 2017, 85 people attended the SPE event in which the concept of natural resource ecology was
introduced as cross-disciplinary; encompassing engineering, science, economics, politics, organisations, and the
environment and eco-system thinking [1].
The three S’s were discussed as sustainability,
succession and stewardship.
His view presented sustainability about demand rather than need, and as a concept which
requires
context;
specifically,
resource
finiteness relative to usage period. Using the
sun to illustrate his view, crude oil is finally
considered as an abundant resource in 2017,
suggesting security in supply for generations
to come.
Since 1859, Planet Earth has used 1.4 trillion
barrels of oil compared to a total estimated
inventory of 6 trillion barrels, meaning oil can be
Figure 1: Typical Production Lifecycle of a Petroleum Resource
considered an abundant resource. In the year
2000, Sheikh Yamani famously predicted that the ‘oil age’ will come to an end in 30 years due to insufficient buyers [2]. In
2017, the next age should be considered the age of ‘abundant resources’ said Adrian.
Proved oil reserves are valued because of their energy & chemical use (feed-stock). The emphasis on reserves
replacement has raised the importance of resource stock and resource wealth. For instance, when demand exceeds
supply innovation to bring more volume to market should become dominant. However, when supply exceeds demand,
oil production could be maximised in accordance with the the concept of economic rent.
It is in the crude oil ecosystem’s best interests to factor in national resource wealth in the full development of crude oil
resources. Even though supply is presently abundant, poor resource management and technical stewardship could lead to
shortfalls for future generations.
A practical example could include operators, upon handing back licenses, providing an audited evaluation of the
prospective and discovered reservoirs with associated in-place volumes, reserves produced and recovery factors.
Resource management and technical stewardship are an important consideration regardless of the demand-supply
dynamic at a particular point in time.
Continued on page 6

Adrian Greogory is an experienced Reservoir Engineer with 30+ years’ international experience in the oil &
gas industry in clastics and carbonate fields. He has worked across all E&P activities from very successful exploration and appraisal; through development to production; and into late field rejuvenation.
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The Crude Oil Resource Ecology – Sustainability, Succession
and Stewardship continued
In the North Sea (UK and Norway), as in the United States, national production has gone through two historical peaks and
is currently headed for its third peak. With ageing infrastructure stock however, there seems an additional national interest to ensure that some of the 363 UK unsanctioned discoveries (highlighted by the OGA in October 2016) are produced
before all the current infrastructure is abandoned.
Additional development through servicisation could form an additional fourth peak in future years, rather than an EOR
(Enhance Oil Recovery) peak as suggested in 2006. In addition, having a national resource management plan would help to
guide new or improved national industrial policy.
As the end of the ‘oil age’draws nearer, Adrian suggested we should celebrate the enlightening times we have all enjoyed
so far. M. King Hubbert [3,4] predicted that after his peak we should still produce the same volume again. The great
benefits of natural resources are that ultimately they are a public resource. ‘In three hundred years’ time, crude oil should
still be being used in significant quantities, like stones are today,’ Adrian said. Sheikh Yamani’s predictions of the ‘oil age’
ending in 2030 will be tested soon enough. The age of ‘abundant resources’ draws nearer…
References
[1] Taking Stock of Industrial Ecology, Roland Clift and Angela Druckman Editors, Springer Open.
[2] Farewell to Riches of Earth, Gyles Brandreth, The Telegraph, 2000
[3] Nuclear Energy and the Fossil Fuels, M.K. Hubbert, Presented before the Spring Meeting of the Southern District,
American Petroleum Institute, Plaza Hotel, San Antonio, Texas, March 7–8–9, 1956
[4] Energy Resources, M. King Hubbert, 1962,National Academy of Sciences, Publication 1000-D, p. 57.
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Gender balance in the Oil & Gas Industry:
What we have today is not a meritocracy
Only 13% of the workforce in the UK energy industry is made up of women, and yet women make up nearly half of science
professionals in the UK. This picture of gender balance is even worse for women in senior positions. Women hold only 6% of
the board seat positions at the top 89 UK energy companies.
On Friday 7th April, the SPE held the 11th Annual ‘Women In Energy’ Seminar to discuss the issue of gender balance in the
oil & gas industry. Over 160 oil & gas professionals attended the event at the London South Bank University
The seminar consisted of a series of keynote speeches, a panel discussion and a series of workshops. The keynote speakers
included:
•
Deirdre Michie – CEO Oil & Gas UK
•
Mike Borrell – Senior VP Exploration & Production Europe & Central Asia, Total
•
Leigh-Ann Russell – VP New Ventures Asia Pacific & Performance Global Wells Organization, BP
The speakers discussed their experiences of gender
balance in the oil & gas industry, from a personal
perspective and from the perspective of their
organisations. They outlined the business case for better
gender balance and also discussed the responsibilities
for delivering it. Does the duty to deliver gender balance within an organisation lie with the individual or the
organisation?

Women in Energy annual conference generated interest among audience.
Photograph credit: Tania Marston

This was followed by a panel discussion, with
representatives from Tullow, Baker Hughes, Shell, BP,
Schlumberger and Korn Ferry. There were several themes
that were discussed throughout the day.

At an organisational level: our panellists felt that it is the
organisation’s responsibility to set targets for gender balance and to make it a business priority. They also believe that
when hiring, the organisation should make sure that the best person for the job is hired for the job, regardless of their
personal circumstance. For example, one department moved the time of their daily update meetings from 7am to 8.30am.
There was no need to have these meetings so early in the day, and this change meant that any parents in the team were
able to take their children to school in the mornings before work.
At a managerial level: it is a manager’s role to make hiring decisions that consider gender balance and to manage teams in
a way that promotes gender balance and a good working environment for all team members. For example, one panellist
stated that when running meetings, he makes sure to ask everyone for their view (when appropriate) especially if they
haven’t spoken up during the meeting. It is the responsibility of the manager to run meetings such that women are heard.
At a personal level: we should all remember that nobody achieves success by themselves. There will always be a need for
networking & mentorship in a career, regardless of gender.
The panel was followed by a series of workshops and ‘fireside chats’ with industry leaders, sharing their personal journeys.
The seminar concluded with a closing talk from Ruth Cairnie, Industry Chair of POWERful Women (PfW), who shared some
worrying statistics on gender balance in the energy industry, but also outlined the business opportunities that come with
better gender balance. Studies show that gender balance in organisations brings higher productivity and lower turnover.
A McKinsey review of statistics showed that diverse boards outperform non-diverse boards, delivering a higher return on
equity.
The organising committee would like to thank the sponsors (BP, Shell, Total, Schlumberger, LSBU and Esanda) for
their support.
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Reservoir Forecasting Tools: Simulation versus Analytic cont’d
and providing useful insights into the key driving mechanisms behind the simulation results. Being able to handle both
approaches only strengthened his understanding of the results and enabled more effective communication of the results
within his Company and to Clients when he worked as a Consultant. Three examples followed:In gas fields the use of simple material balance techniques, including the inclusion of analytical aquifers and two tank
models, was often sufficient to check and challenge the output of more complex simulation models build from geological
input. The advantage was that the analytical models were often many orders of magnitude faster than the equivalent
simulation models, which allowed rapid screening of alternative development options. A questioner from the floor
pointed out that with today’s Cloud Computing simulation speed should not be a problem.
Another example was in the design of a miscible flood project. Simulation results were backed by simple analytical models
that proved very effective in communicating and organizing key results and giving confidence in an environment where
simulation models were generally mistrusted due to poor results in offset fields.
Finally, Jonathan noted the case that Kes has mentioned of the effect of reservoir anisotropy on reservoir
performance, especially water-floods. He recalled a field he had worked on in the 1990’s located in Russia. The question
arose as to whether the correct choice of pattern flood had been made; 5-spot or inverted 9-spot. Rather than embark on a
simulation study, Jonathan chose to work analytically and was able to derive an expression to compute the relative flood
performance of the two patterns. The Russians had made the correct choice, for the range of parameters relevant to the
field in question, and since the field must have been developed in an era before reservoir simulation models were available
they must also have worked analytically
Tim Whittle
All models require data. Decline curve analysis (DCA) assumes a simplistic model whose only input is dynamic data.
Hence, without any production data, DCA cannot provide a forecast. Numerical simulation can provide a forecast without
production because it assumes a model that includes static data. The difference is merely the complexity of the model and
its input data.
A simulation model attempts to model the physics of fluid flow and allows the inclusion of most (but not all) acquired
data - static and dynamic. Hence, it should be expected to
provide more realistic forecasts. Rate and pressure data
measured at wells can behave linearly or non-linearly.
If they behave linearly then the superposition principle
applies and most analytical methods will be valid.
Pressure and or rate transient analysis (PTA/RTA), in
general, relies on linear behaviour. Some non-linearity can
be taken into account in some circumstances (e.g. using
pseudo-pressure for gas). DCA is a simpler approach than
either PTA or RTA but still has a similar implicit assumption
of linearity.
Deconvolution is a means to disentangle the complexities of observed rates and pressures and to provide simple
constant rate pressure transient signals for individual wells
and the interference between pairs of wells. Hence it
provides the ideal dynamic derivative data set for analysis
and model calibration. However, deconvolution, because
it uses the superposition principle, is only valid with data
that behave linearly.
A numerical simulation model has inputs that mean it
can generate non-linear behaviour due to, for example,
multi-phase flow and pressure dependent rock and fluid
properties. However, such a model may, at least at the
beginning of field life, behave in a linear manner. This can
be simply tested by generating constant rate pressure
responses at individual wells, applying super position with
the actual production history and comparing the resulting
pressure response from superposition with that generated
by the numerical model. Such an exercise will answer the
Continued on page 9
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Reservoir Forecasting Tools: Simulation versus Analytic cont’d
question: “Is my model linear?” If the answer is “Yes” (i.e. superposition and modelled pressure responses are the same),
then it is reasonable to assume that the actual observed rate and pressure data from the field also behaves linearly. For as
long as linearity continues to exist, deconvolution methods can be applied and the model of the reservoir can be calibrated
against the deconvolved response.
The advantage of this approach is that the model need only generate simple constant rate responses of few time steps (once for
each well) which is more efficient than generating the full history. Also, the nature of any miss-match, being solely due to the
production of individual wells and their interference, will more likely inform the engineer where and how to update the model.
To be feasible, deconvolution needs precise pressure data and this is most likely to come from high accuracy permanent
pressure gauges installed as close to the sand face as possible. The regular acquisition of build-up data during well shut-ins
(where the well rate is known to be precisely zero) is the best means of ensuring sufficient precision. The ideal duration
of each build-up will depend on the magnitude of the signal which is inversely proportional to the magnitude of mobility
thickness. In general, a multiple series of short build-ups is better than a few long ones.
Theoretically, production data without build-ups can be deconvolved and would be the logical extension of RTA.
However, in practice, it is likely that the quality of the data is insufficient to obtain deconvolution results suitable for model
calibration. In the absence of pressure data suitable for PTA and deconvolution, RTA and DCA methods can be applied to
numerical simulation model outputs and the comparison of the same methods applied to the actual data might help to
understand the validity of RTA and DCA for a particular field.
In the end, the reservoir engineers objective is to quantify and hopefully, as more data is acquired, reduce over time the
uncertainty of a production forecast. If he doesn’t achieve the latter, his job may be at risk!
Alejandro Primera
We have the benefit of working in one of the more challenging industries, from discovery to abandonment the amount
of science and computing power that we could apply to support critical decision. The level of uncertainty handled in O&G
projects have no parallel to other industries (except perhaps mining), and is the uncertainty that also makes our technical
activities so challenging and interesting. However the process and studies we conduct still rely heavily on over simplified
solutions due to: requirement to support regulatory process, access to commercial tools with high end science, need to
compare and quickly benchmark solutions and computing power restrictions.
The role of numerical simulation have evolved during the years, supporting not only complex decisions such as field
development planning but also getting a much bigger role in understanding uncertainty, supporting facilities debottlenecking options, supporting short term production forecasting and business planning exercises. Numerical Reservoir
simulation have come a long way, covering not only conventional reservoirs, but key physical behaviour have been made
available in unconventional reservoir modelling and enhanced oil recovery. Nevertheless still analytical tools with little to
no physics are incorporated in key process such as reserves and resources booking, quick evaluations for new ventures are
also based widely on these techniques.
The need to push for more science and exploit computing performance
More physics are continuously incorporated in analytical, semi-analytical and numerical techniques, and as we are getting
into the marginal gains realm, having better understanding of the reservoir performance is paramount. Industry should
not be shy to push for more science in their internal reporting processes and quick decision making projects, but for that
software development and workflows needs to evolve to support such processes, the software used in the industry are
not only overpriced but generally lack quality usually available in other industries.
On the other hand commercial reservoir simulators and workflows are becoming cheaper in the middle of this oil
downturn, there are more players in the market pushing for commercial solutions that are quite comparable to standard
and long standing commercial softwares. At the same time, open source simulators options are becoming available in
principle for research purpose (Sintef’s MRST and OPM simulators) but quickly adopting options that can parallel
commercial simulators.
Data handling and state of the art techniques
Decline curve analysis had its time, we are in the era of big data and analytics, statistical and machine learning are
becoming widely available through open source packages, but the oil industry is still making significant investment
decisions using analytical models, and in particular decline curve analysis, when we should be adopting the latest available
technology and science to generate predictive models, that surprisingly is available open source or for free.
For further reading, see ‘Peak Demand or Too Much Oil’ by John Donnelly in the May 2017 JPT

We welcome comments on this technical article: please send comments to SPELondon@spemail.org
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Wednesday 5th July 2017
The Geological Society, Burlington House, London

Call for Abstracts

Submission Date: by 20th May 2017
On Wednesday 5th July 2017 the London Petrophysical Society will be holding a one-day seminar
entitled “From Petrophysics to Geomodel” at the Geological Society, Burlington House, London.
The day will consist of a series of themed talks, on the upscaling of Petrophysical data to a Static
Geomodel each lasting around 30 minutes including five minutes for questions. We are looking for
talks on the ‘Best Practices’ associated with quality control of petrophysical data for input to a static
geomodel from the point of view of both Petrophysicist and Geomodeller, for example:
Data QC - what techniques to use
MD and TVDSS issues – Datum, Depth control, Depth shifts etc.
Porosity and Saturation Models – what models to use and when
Fluid Contacts & Saturation Height Models - what models to use and when
Missing Data- Data Interpolation and Consequences
Case Studies – examples of putting it into practice
This is a Call for Abstracts for presentations from Oil & Gas Companies, Service Companies,
Independent Consultants, Academia and other interested parties.
The seminar is intended for general interest (as opposed to sales or marketing) and of an
introductory level for people unfamiliar with the intricacies of Petrophysics. We request that the
talks are kept at a scientific level, with the use of generic rather than trade names.
Abstracts should be up to 300 words/one page of A4 and may include one or two illustrations,
submitted in Word Document format.
Please send your abstracts to Barry Setterfield, Email: LPS_Secretary@btinternet.com, or any
member of the LPS Committee, by the 20th May 2017. You can also contact Joanne Tudge if you
have any questions, suggestions or to express interest in presenting .

£150 for delegates (Speakers exempt)
(LPS is not VAT registered)
Students can register for free
Includes lunch and post-seminar wine and savouries.
Doors open at 9am.
For more info or to register for this event please visit www.lps.org.uk/events/
10 SPE Review London May 2017
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SPE Young Professionals at Weatherford Labs
On the 26th April SPE Young Professionals (YPs) paid Weatherford labs in East Grinstead a visit, with the day trip focusing
on RCAL (routine core analysis) and SCAL (special core analysis).
The day began at 10am with our two hosts, Tony Barrow and Christian Holmes running us through the agenda. We were
then taken on a wonderful journey through the world of core analysis. Tony guided us through the basics and fundamentals of the routine analysis and then on to the special core analysis. Processes from cutting the core right through to where
it ends up in the lab.
During lunch we were able to discuss anything that may not have been covered in the comprehensive morning
presentation, and also refuel for the second half of the day where the lab tour would take place.
The skilled and knowledgeable team at Weatherford Labs maintained a steady hand on the tiller, coursing us through the
ins and outs of the operations in the warehouse and labs. First stop, the core handling area. This was where the core was
prepped, cut and photographed.
From there it was on to the plug cleaning and routine analysis areas. We saw how plugs were prepped for further analysis
by being thoroughly cleaned before having tests conducted on the sample.
And lastly we headed to the special core analysis section of the centre. This was where the men were separated from
the boys, and where patience and precision were mandatory. Here we experienced the difference between routine and
special, how and why the analysis was conducted, and observed it in real time.
The event has always been popular and successful in the past and this year was no exception, it was beautifully
choreographed by the organisers at SPE YP and Weatherford Labs. The attendees enjoyed the visit and we hope to
continue the event for years to come.
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Meet the SPE London Board
SPE is a non-profit professional society with 164,000 members in 143 countries. SPE
London Section, with average 2000 members and seven associated student chapters,
is an active section with an aim to connect, engage and promote exchange of
knowledge within London energy community of technical and commercial
professionals. The SPE London Board is the policy-making and governing body consisting
of volunteers who devote their time to oversee many of SPE London’s administrative and
operating responsibilities.
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Month at a Glance
SPE London has been busy with activities! Here’s a pictorial overview of what’s been happening.
Keep track of all our activities and events – check out the Events page on SPE London’s website.

Ruth Cairnie, Industry Chair at
POWERful Women, speaking
at the WiE Seminar

Tim Whittle addresses the
Tuesday evening meeting

Alejandro Primera addresses
the Tuesday evening meeting
while Tim Whittle looks on

L-R: Tim Whittle, Jonathan
Ovens, Kes Heffer, and
Alejandro Primera at the
Tuesday evening meeting.
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Attendees participating
in a soft-skills workshop
at the WiE Seminar

Pictures courtesy of BP plc\
Richard Davies

Photo credit: Brian Moffatt

Attendees networking
during a break at the
WiE Seminar

Pictures courtesy of BP plc\
Richard Davies

Photo credit: Brian Moffatt

WiE Seminar attendees in
the auditorium at the London
South Bank University

Pictures courtesy of BP plc\
Richard Davies

Alejandro Primera addresses
the Tuesday evening meeting
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EVENTS: Upcoming events 2017
17 - 19 May 2017 (Buenos Aires, Argentina)
SPE Latin America and Caribbean Petroleum Engineering Conference
This year, LACPEC features the participation of 2017 SPE President, Janeen Judah, Chevron; and SPE South
America and Caribbean Region Director, Anelise Lara, Petrobras.
For more information, and to register: http://bit.ly/2n6PlXC
30 May 2017 (London, England)
SPE London Section evening meeting
Distinguished Lecturer Prof Reidar Bratvold and members of the London Decision Quality Group (probably
including a speaker from Shell) will try to create value in a world of unknown unknowns.
For more information, and to register: http://bit.ly/2qnq51G
7 - 8 June 2017 (Budapest, Hungary)
SPE Workshop: European Formation Damage
The European Formation Damage Workshop provides an opportunity for open multidisciplinary discussions
between leading industry experts to promote optimisation of well productivity.
For more information, and to register: http://bit.ly/2pUleE9
10 - 13 June 2017 (London, UK)
SPEE 54th Annual Conference
Three themes covered during the technical sessions to include Resource Classification Systems, Regulatory,
Financial and Commercial Issues and Legal, Dispute Resolution, Reputational and Ethical Issues.
For more information, and to register: http://bit.ly/2nXjQwR
12 - 15 June 2017 (Paris, France)
SPE Europec featured at 79th EAGE Conference and Exhibition
SPE EUROPEC 2017 at the 79th EAGE Conference and Exhibition, is the largest and most comprehensive
geoscience event in the world. The theme this year is Energy, Technology, Sustainability - Time to
Open a New Chapter, and will provide an excellent opportunity to share industry knowledge, research
breakthroughs and technological expertise from across the globe.
For more information, and to register: http://bit.ly/2qetJea
27 June 2017 (London, UK )
SPE London Annual Conference
Oil & Gas Industry in a New Epoch (Confirmed speaker: Niels Kirk, Managing Director, Global Energy Group,
Citi Corporate & Investment Banking); Financing and Valuations – financial restructuring, investment options
and cost drivers; The End Game/Mature Provinces (North Sea, West Africa) Technology, Innovation and
Project Hotspots in the Upstream World
For more information, and to register: http://bit.ly/2mYBuDz
24 - 26 July 2017 (Austin, Texas, USA)
SPE/AAPG/SEG Unconventional Resources Technology Conference
With 2,500+ attendees, 293 technical presentations and 125 exhibiting companies in 2016, URTeC continues
its success as the premier science-based conference and marketplace for unconventional exploration,
drilling and production ideas and technologies.
For more information, and to register: http://bit.ly/2pUCCbL
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Consultant Listings
John Doe: Worldwide experience in management, technical and
commercial advisory services. Office in London and New York.
+44 (0)123456789 johndoe@abc.com
Jane Doe: More than 25 year’s experience with global projects.
Offices in London, UK. We specialise in oil & gas project management.
Call us: +44 (0)123456789 janedoe@abc.com
John Smith: Experts in field development planning for the oil & gas
industry. We understand your business. Specialist Engineering
johnsmith@abc.com +44 (0)123456789 +44 (0)123456789

You can add your name in the consultant listing for £10 per month.
For details please contact Olga Bradulina: olga.bradulina@rfdyn.com
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Career-Enhancing. Conferences.
Workshops. Forums. Certification.
Training courses. Webinars.
Technical papers. Global online
networking. Journal of Petroleum
Technology® magazine. Benefits.

Access to our vast collection of technical resources is
just one of many benefits of membership.
Join the Society of Petroleum Engineers, a not-for-profit professional association
that serves a growing worldwide membership in the E&P industry. SPE is a key
resource for technical knowledge providing publications, events, training courses,
and online resources.
To learn more and become a member, visit www.spe.org/join.

Join SPE. Stay relevant.

