Ballot Review Summary
2014 Cycle 6
REGION: North America
COMMITTEE: MEMS / NEMS
EVENT: North America Standards Fall 2014 Meetings
DATE OF MEETING: November 03, 2014
PLACE OF MEETING: SEMI Headquarters in San Jose, California
COMMITTEE CO-CHAIRS: Win Baylies/BayTech-Resor, Steve Martell/Sonoscan
SEMI STAFF: Michael Tran
A&R Voter: Name/Company

Date: 200X/MM/DD 

I. Document Number & Title

	Document 4719B
	Revision to SEMI MS3-0307, Terminology for MEMS Technology with title change to: Terminology for MEMS / NEMS Technology


II. Tally (Staff to fill in)

Voting Tally: As-cast tally after close of voting period

A minimum of 60% of the voting interests that have voting members within the technical committee must return votes. (Regulations ¶ 9.6.1)

[image: image1.wmf]Return

Distribution

Return Rate

Yellow

24

÷

37

=

64.9%

>=60%

Lilac & Others

23

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Total Vote

47

Reject

0

Accept

22


	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


III. Rejects
There were no reject vote received for Document 4719B.
IV. Comments

Comment 1

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

	
	From
	Matsuda, Mitsuhiro (Hitachi Kokusai)

	
	Comment
	There is no definition about NEMS. I believe NEMS is widely knows as NanoElectro Mechanical Systems, but I prefer to have definition

like as MEMS.


	
	Discussion
	There is no definition for NEMS in document 4719B because there are many NEMS definitions available and the committee could not agree on a single NEMS definition.

In the meantime, the committee failed document 4719B and will remove NEMS from the document title of the next draft because there is no terminology for NEMS present in the document.

	Action proposed
	
	The committee agreed to do one of the following actions. 

	
	
	*No motion is required in this step.

	
	
	
	No further action was taken by the committee.

	
	
	X
	Refer to the task force for more consideration. 

	
	
	
	New Business

	
	
	
	Other

	
	Editorial Change
	

	
	
	
	Case 1: No vote in this section :

	
	
	
	To be included and voted on in § 5. Summary of Editorial Changes.

	
	
	
	Case 2: Voted in this section : 

	
	
	
	Original section number and at least one full sentence are required in “FROM” and “TO” fields.

	
	
	1
	FROM: Section xxx



	
	
	
	To: Section xxx



	
	
	
	Justification (If necessary)



	
	
	2
	FROM: Section xxx



	
	
	
	To: Section xxx



	
	
	
	Justification (If necessary)



	Motion by/2nd
	Name (Company)/Name (Company)

	Vote
	XX-XX Motion passed (or failed)

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


IX. Action for this document

	Motion 
	
	This document passed committee review as balloted and will be forwarded to the A&R for procedural review.

	
	
	This document passed committee review with editorial changes and will be forwarded to the A&R for procedural review.

	
	X
	This document failed committee review and will be returned to the task force for rework.


	
	
	This document failed committee review and work will be discontinued.


	Motion by/2nd by
	Win Baylies (BayTech-Resor)/Bevan Wu (BW & Associates)

	Discussion
	None.

	Vote
	3-0

	Final Action
	X

	Motion passed

	
	
	Motion failed 

	A&R
	
	Approved

	
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:
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