STATEMENT OF THE QUADRANT CO-CHAIRS


Having reviewed the Gas and Electric Coordination Task Force (GECTF) – Final Report (with an effective date of July 1, 2004), it is the opinion of the Co-Chairs of the NAESB Quadrant Executive Committees that the task force has not completed its mission.  More specifically, the lack of a voting record concerning the 14 categories in GECTF will needlessly bog down future standards development.

The GECTF’s mission included “… investigating possible standards creation and/or modifications…”.   Following submission of a Standards Development Request, the first step is the Triage process during which the organization determines, amongst other things, determines whether a request is within scope.  By taking votes on the 14 categories within the DPL, the GECTF would provide essential guidance to the triage sub-committee.  As drafted, it is unclear whether all 14 categories are suitable for standards development or whether none are suitable.  This means that to every time a standards development request is submitted, Triage will have to reconsider the deliberations of the GECTF.  Given the nature of some of the DPL categories, it is reasonably foreseeable that Triage may sometimes have difficulty reaching consensus scope determinations which will result in the decisions being forwarded the Board and/or Board Management Committee.  Excluding unusual circumstances, it is more efficient and preferable for the Executive Committee and its sub-committees/task forces to prosecute the standards development process.  Additionally, FERC has commented that they expect more to be done with the categories and the NAESB Board members were supportive of this expectation.

While GECTF worked very hard, we feel that GECTF could expend greater effort to develop a resolution that could be voted upon instead of simply acknowledging that voting would be difficult.  The Co-Chairs suggest that the GECTF conduct a vote at its next meeting to classify each category as follows:

1) Contains mostly items and discussion points suitable for standards development discussion within NAESB.

2) Contains some items and discussion points suitable for standards development discussion with NAESB.

3) Contains few, if any, items and discussion points suitable for standards development discussion within NAESB.

In addition to providing guidance to the organization when it develops its annual plan, this vote will provide guidance to those submitting standards development requests.  It is to the benefit of the entire industry to see that NAESB pursue standards development on topics for which it is suited and that non-suitable topics be directed to other organizations better equipped to handle such topics.
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