Procedural Review Voting Sheet

2014 Cycle 2
REGION: North America
COMMITTEE: Physical Interfaces and Carriers 
EVENT: NA Standards Spring 2014 Meetings
DATE OF MEETING: April 02, 2014
PLACE OF MEETING: Intel Headquarters in Santa Clara, California
COMMITTEE CO-CHAIRS: Matt Fuller/Entegris, Mutaz Haddadin/Intel
SEMI STAFF: Michael Tran
A&R Voter: Name/Company

Date: 200X/MM/DD 

I. Document Number & Title

	Document 5676
	Line Item Revisions to SEMI E83-0413, Specification for PGV Mechanical Docking Flange


II-1 Line item 1

	Line Item 1
	Revision to § R1-1.10


1. Tally (Staff to fill in)
Voting Tally: As-cast tally after the close of the voting period
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A minimum of 60% of the voting interests that have voting members within the technical committee must return votes.   (Regulations ¶9.6.1)
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	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


2. Rejects

Reject 1 - Alan Crockett (KLA-Tencor)
Negative 1 to 19 of Reject 1

	Negative
	Referenced Section
	*TF/Committee to fill in if necessary

	
	
	

	
	Reason
	*Original negative comment and as well as justification should be included.

	
	
	DOC 5069A  --  450 mm Shipping System

3.2.3 change "rules between" to "considerations for."  "Rules" is not a good word for SMEI standards.

5     "LLS" is not used in the body of the document.  It should be shown in R2 where it is used.

6.1.9  I don't se why we need the term "wafer shipping box", why don't we say FOSB as in M80?

7.1.3 is a requirement for the FOSB and should be in M80 rather than this document.

7.1.5 is a requirement for the FOSB and should be in M80 rather than this document.

7.1.7 pertains to the practice of using the shipping system.  It should go into a related information 

7.1.8 is not a specification.  It should go in a Related Information section.

7.1.9 is a requirement for the FOSB and should be in M80 rather than this document.

7.5.4  If FOSBs are returned to the wafer supplier, we would want the shipping system to be used, so there would not be a no need for the shipping system to be collapsed.

7.5.5 The expected lifetime for secondary materials should be indicated.  The materials should be recyclable.
7.5.11 combine this with 7.5.10.  Reword  this to say that the shipping system does not need protect the FOSB from rain and sun.

	
	
	7.5.12  This is a business matter to be agreed to by supplier and customer. It should be in a related information rather than the body of the document.

7.6.3 the number of reuses anticipated for cushions before recycking should be indicated. But how is this tracked so we know when the lifetime has reached its limit?
Should A1 be a related information?   For example:

 The following steps will promote re-use of the shipping boxes:


customer should protect the FOSB from mechanical damage


customer should not use the FOSB for any other purpose than receiving wafers


customer should protect the FOSB from contamination by ink, adhesives or metals 



Note ink, adhesive and metals cannot be removed by cleaning


FOSBs should be returned to the supplier of the wafers


Each FOSB should be sealed into a plastic bag before it is returned to the supplier

A1-1  Separate out the issues that belong in M80: A1-1.1, A1-1.3.1

A1-1.4 is a statement fo fact, so it should be a note.

A2-1 could go in the body of the document.

R2 has spelling error ("CRRIER") in the headline.

R2-1.1 and R2-1.2 should be in M80


	Withdrawal
	
	No withdrawal made
	GO TO “Related” section

	
	X
	Withdrawal document received by staff on 03/26/2014
	GO TO “Final” ( (A)

	Final
	Negative is:

	
	X
	(A)
	withdrawn (counted under h in disposition)

	
	
	(B)
	not related (significant) (counted under i in disposition)

	
	
	(C)
	related and not persuasive (significant)

	
	
	(D)
	not significant (counted under j in disposition)

	
	
	(E)
	related and persuasive
	DOCUMENT FAILS

	
	
	Comment generated. See comment #x

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


Disposition of Reject 1
	19
	Original number of Negatives 
	(g)

	19
	# of Negatives withdrawn 
	(h)

	
	# of Negatives found not related 
	(i)

	
	# of Negatives found not significant 
	(j)

	Final
	X
	g-(h+i+j)=0
	 Reject is Not Valid and is not included in the denominator of V. Approval Conditions Check

	
	
	g-(h+i+j)>0
	 Reject is included in the denominator of V. Approval Conditions Check

	
	
	Reject without a Negative
	 Not Valid


Note: If all of the negative material included with a reject vote is withdrawn, determined to be not related, or determined to be not significant, the reject vote is not valid. (Regulations ¶ 9.4.3.3) 

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


3. Comments
There were no comments received for document 5676, Line Item 1
4. Summary of Editorial Changes
There were no editorial changes for document 5676, Line Item 1
5. Approval Conditions Check

APPROVAL CONDITION 1: All negatives have been discussed and were withdrawn, found not related, or not persuasive. (Regulations ¶ 9.6.2)

APPROVAL CONDITION 2: At least 90% of the sum of the valid accept and reject votes must be accept. (Regulations ¶ 9.6.3)
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Note: if both approval conditions are not satisfied, the balloted item fails.
6. Preliminary action for this line item 

	Motion
	X
	This line item passed committee review as balloted.

	
	
	This line item passed committee review with editorial changes

	
	
	This line item failed committee review and will be returned to the task force for rework.

	
	
	This line item failed committee review and work will be discontinued.

	Motion by/ 2nd by
	Alan Crockett (KLA-Tencor) / Larry Hartsough (U.A. Associates)

	Discussion
	None.

	Vote
	5-0

	Final Action
	X
	Motion passed

	
	
	Motion failed 

	A&R
	
	Approved

	
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


III. Safety Check 

This section applies to the entire document.
See Section 14 of the Regulations for further information

	Motion:
	X
	This is not a Safety Document: when all safety-related information is removed, the document is still technically sound and complete. 

	
	
	This is a Safety Document: when all safety-related information is removed, the document is not technically sound and complete.

	
	
	 
	Safety Checklist is complete and has been included with the document throughout the balloting process. (Regulations ¶14.3) 

	Motion by/ 2nd by
	Tom Quinn (Intel) / Alan Crockett (KLA-Tencor)

	Discussion
	None.

	Vote
	5-0 Motion passed

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


IV. Intellectual Property Check 

Note: This ballot may be all or part of a Standard or Safety Guideline.  This IP check applies to the entire Standard or Safety Guideline.  See § 15 of the Regulations for further information
	X
	The meeting chair asked those present in person or by electronic link, if they were aware of any potentially material patented technology or copyrighted items* in the Standard or Guideline.

	
	X
	No potentially material patented technology or copyrighted items are known
	GO TO SECTION V

	
	
	Potentially material patented technology or copyrighted items are known but a Letter of Assurance (LOA) or copyright release for such material has been obtained or presented to the committee.
	GO TO SECTION V

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


* Note: Such potentially material patented technology or copyrighted items might have become known since the Standard or Safety Guideline was last reviewed, or might become relevant due to this ballot.

V. Action for this document

	Motion 
(Check all applicable items)
	X
	Line item(s) [1] passed committee review as balloted and will be forwarded to the A&R for procedural review.

	
	
	Line item(s) [X], [X] and [X] passed committee review with editorial changes and will be forwarded to the A&R for procedural review.

	
	
	Line item(s) [X], [X] and [X] failed committee review and will be returned to the task force for rework.

	
	
	Line item(s) [X], [X] and [X] failed committee review and work will be discontinued.

	Motion by/ 2nd by
	Alan Crockett (KLA-Tencor) / Larry Hartsough (U.A. Associates)

	Discussion
	None.

	Vote
	5-0

	Final Action
	X
	Motion passed

	
	
	Motion failed 

	A&R
	
	Approved

	
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:
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