Proposal Submitted by Randy Parker on behalf of R. Denton, BP Energy Company (BPEC) 


BP Energy Company (BPEC) Proposed Changes to Draft Process for Removal of Board Members:
Key Points:

1.  BPEC recognizes the need to delineate a process for removal of a Board member due to malfeasance, misfeasance or nonfeasance.

2. BPEC also believes that there is not a need to change the way voting is currently set out in the NAESB Bylaws or Operating Procedures.

3. BPEC acknowledges that each quadrant can police itself in light of the past history of NAESB operations.

4. BPEC believes that the proposed changes to the Bylaws and Operating Procedures are adequate to delineate a process for this procedure, with the exception of the following redlined changes to the NAESBOP:
Board members may be removed in accordance with the NAESB bylaws [Section 7.6] through the following process:

· If an allegation is made against a director for violation of any of the bylaw provisions pertaining to removal of directors, it first shall be referred to the Parliamentary Committee for review of any evidence supporting the allegation during a closed meeting.  Should the Parliamentary Committee conclude that there is credible evidence to support the allegation, it shall invite the board member to provide a timely response.

· Following such response (if any is received in the period set by the Parliamentary Committee), the Parliamentary Committee will hold a subsequent closed meeting to develop a recommendation for consideration by the applicable quadrant’s Directors concerning the alleged violation and all evidence presented.

· The applicable quadrant’s Directors will review the recommendation of the Parliamentary Committee and the evidence presented and vote to remove the director or dismiss the matter.  Such applicable quadrant’s Board member vote will be conducted in closed session and a Majority of that quadrant’s Board members shall be required to remove the director.  The standard to be applied in their decision shall be that of ‘a preponderance of the evidence’ as is the case in respect of civil matters.
