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Washington, DC, 20549-4628
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Dear Mr. Schwall:

On behalf of FMC Technologies, Inc. (the “Company”), set forth below are the responses of the Company to comments received from the staff of the Division of
Corporation Finance (the “Staff”) of the Securities and Exchange Commission (the “Commission”) by letter dated March 26, 2010, with respect to the Company’s
Annual Report on Form 10-K for the year ended December 31, 2009.

For your convenience, each response is prefaced by the queries presented by the Staff’s corresponding comment in bold and italicized text.
 

 

1. Please describe to us the nature and extent of your past, current, and anticipated contacts with Iran, Sudan, Syria, and Cuba, whether through
subsidiaries or other direct or indirect arrangements. Your response should describe any products, components, equipment, technology, or
services that you have provided into Iran, Sudan, Syria, or Cuba, directly or indirectly, and any agreements, commercial arrangements, or other
contacts you have had with the governments of those countries or entities controlled by those governments.

Since the formation of the Company, the Company and its US subsidiaries have no past, current, or “Listed Countries”). Our non-US subsidiaries, similar to the
non-US subsidiaries of other US companies,
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The Company does not regard the above-described business contacts with the Listed Countries to be quantitatively material relative to the overall business of the
Company. Furthermore, the Company does not believe that its non-US subsidiaries’ de minimis level of sales into the Listed Countries, coupled with its policy
decision to effectuate an orderly withdrawal from transactions with the Listed Countries, should be quantitatively or qualitatively material to a reasonable investor
in making an investment decision. To the best of the Company’s knowledge, no investor or potential investor has raised any concern or issue with the Company’s
transactions with Listed Countries. 
 

 

4. We note your disclosure that indicates that your “alliance” with Statoil provided for 16% of the total revenues of FMC for the year ended
December 31, 2009. We also note subsequent disclosure to the effect that the loss of any significant customer could result in a material adverse
result to your energy production business segment operations, but that Statoil is not specifically identified as a significant customer….As
appropriate, supplementally confirm for us that the loss of the Statoil alliance would not result in a material adverse consequence to the energy
production segment; or provide disclosure identifying the risk of loss of the Statoil alliance in light of the fact that there is no written agreement
between you and Statoil and that the alliance may be terminated without legal consequences. . In addition, please disclose information about this
customer concentration in your financial statements as required by FASB ASC paragraph 280-10-50-42.

In 1995, the Company executed its first formal alliance agreement with Statoil. The most recent non-exclusive alliance agreement was executed in 2007 for a five
year term and is currently in effect. The current agreement also includes two options to extend the contract for two additional years each (see the Company’s press
release dated Sept 18, 2007).

As discussed on page 10 of the Form 10-K, the Company identifies as a potential risk factor the loss of “several key alliances or agreements over a relatively
short period of time” could have a significant adverse impact on the Company’s financial condition or results of operations. The Company believes the loss of the
Statoil alliance alone would not result in a material adverse consequence to the energy production segment. Should an event occur that would result in the loss of
the Statoil alliance, the Company would have the benefit from existing work under contract that would need to be completed, while seeking new business
opportunities with other customers and redeploying existing assets to offset the impact of such loss.
 

The Company is aware that certain state laws restricting commercial dealings or investment with or by state authorities in companies with business interests in
the Listed Countries have been challenged as violating the US Constitution and/or federal preemption, and therefore are void. Nonetheless, the Company does
not rely on this fact for the purpose of this response. See Crosby v. National Foreign Trade Council, 530 U.S. 363 (2000); National Foreign Trade Council v.
Giannoulias, 523 F.Supp 2d 731 (N.D. III., 2007).
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