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Comments on Definitions (List comments by Definition)

None
Comments on Requirements (List comments by Requirement Number)

Requirements 8.2 and 8.3. Which entity is responsible making the “transmission capacity available” in Requirements 8.2 and 8.3 is vague. The last sentence of both requirements needs to be revised to make it clear the Requesting PSE is responsible for making transmission service arrangements for an increase or an extension of a tag, or an energy schedule. The following is suggested word changes:
8.2 The Requesting PSE shall have the right to increase or decrease the Interchange Transaction tag’s energy and committed transmission(s) profile to reflect a desire to flow more or less energy or commit more or less transmission than originally requested.  In the case of an increase, the Requesting PSE must provide all the necessary transmission capacity which must be approved by all Approval Entities. 
8.3 The Requesting PSE shall have the right to extend the Interchange Transaction Tag’s energy profile to reflect a desire to flow energy during hours not previously specified.  The Requesting PSE must provide all the necessary transmission capacity which must be approved by all Approval Entities.
Requirement 11.1  is not acceptable to Entergy.  We do not want separate Tags for loss provision in the Eastern Interconnection. The practice would create problems when some transactions are cut due to TLR. There are many as yet unanswered questions associated with separate Tags for the provision of physical losses. Would a Tag for loss provision be required to have the same transmission priority as the original tag? What happens when/if the losses get cut but not the original Tag? What happens when/if the original Tag gets cut but not the loss Tag? Please delete all references to separate Tags in requirement 11.1.
Comments on Appendices (List comments by Appendix Subsection)

None
General Comments

The following requirements were identified as appropriate to the NAESB CIBP but were not part of CIBP version 0, draft 2.   Please review for possible inclusion in draft 3.
1. NERC Policy 3A 2.5,  Suggested text for NAESB Standard:  Confirmation of tag receipt.  The Sink BA shall provide the tag initiating entity with confirmation of tag receipt in accordance with interconnection tagging practices. 
2. NERC Policy 3A 2.6,  Suggested text for NAESB Standard:  Tag acceptance.  The Sink BA shall approve an Interchange Transaction tag if all required information is valid and provided in accordance with tagging specifications.  
3. NERC Policy 3A 2.6,  Suggested text for NAESB Standard:  Interchange Transaction tag receipt verification.  The Sink BA shall verify the receipt of each Interchange Transaction tag with the TPs and BAs before the Interchange Transaction is implemented.   
4. NERC Policy 3A 7.0,  Suggested text for NAESB Standard:  Tag requirements after curtailment has ended.  After the curtailment of a Transaction has ended, the Sink BA shall return the Interchange Transaction profile to the originally requested level, unless otherwise specified by the tag submitting entity.  
The writing team did a good job of incorporating comments and bringing the standard into better focus.
