1.1 Voting on Coexistence Assurance Documents

The TAG fulfills its charter by supporting the creation of coexistence assurance (CA) documents and reviewing those documents as produced by wireless working groups (WGs). 

The general outline of the CA review process is shown in figure 1.


[image: image1]
The process has four major steps:

1. Wireless Working Group ballot initiation
2. TAG members CA document and draft evaluation
3. Evaluation of TAG member comments

4. Generation of TAG vote
5. Wireless Working Group ballot initiation

TAG activity begins with the commencement of a WG letter ballot on a draft standard that requires a CA document, as specified in the WG’s PAR.  The chair of the TAG shall maintain an awareness of each of the wireless working group’s progress towards completion of drafts for letter ballot to facilitate work group planning.  However, it is the WG chair’s responsibility to ensure the TAG receives the draft and associated CA document as per LMSC policy.
Upon receipt of the information concerning a draft ballot on a proposed wireless standard, the TAG chair shall determine the schedule for consideration of the CA document.  The chair shall distribute the relevant documents and the schedule for receiving responses and subsequent voting.  TAG members evaluate the CA and draft to determine the correctness or completeness of the CA document.  If the TAG member determines that there are issues with the documents, that evaluation is registered by the member generating formal comments on the CA document.
6. TAG members CA document and draft evaluation

Comments produced by TAG members for consideration as a response to the WG shall be submitted to the chair by the date previously specified by the chair.
Upon receipt the chair shall compile the comments from the TAG membership and create a consolidated list of potential comments on the CA documents.

7. Evaluation of TAG member comments

Once the consolidated list has been distributed to the TAG members, the TAG shall then have a ballot that calls for an evaluation of each of the potential comment lodged against the CA document.  Each comment shall be considered on its own and be designated by each voter as either:
· Correct and should be forwarded to the WG as a binding comment

· Correct, but not binding to WG

· Not correct and therefore removed from the list of comments

8. Generation of TAG vote

When balloting completes the chair shall compile the results.  If the 25% of the voting membership agrees that a comment is correct (binding or not) it shall be forwarded to the WG.  If 2/3 of the voting membership agrees that the comment should be binding, it shall be forwarded to the WG as a binding comment.
If there are any binding comments lodged against a draft, the TAG shall vote “no” on the Draft.

The TAG shall be available to the WG for explanation and resolution of the binding and not binding comments.
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Figure 1.  Coexistence assurance document review process
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