Ballot Adjudication Summary
2013 Cycle 1
REGION: North America
COMMITTEE: 3DS-IC
EVENT: NA Standards Spring 2013 Meetings
DATE OF MEETING: April 2, 2013
PLACE OF MEETING: SEMI Headquarters in San Jose, California
COMMITTEE CO-CHAIRS: Richard Allen/NIST, SEMATECH; Urmi Ray/Qualcomm; Sesh Ramaswami/Applied Materials; Chris Moore/Semilab
SEMI STAFF: Paul Trio


I. Document Number & Title
	Document 5173C
	New Standard: Guide for Describing Materials Properties for a 300 mm 3DS-IC Wafer Stack



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)




III. Rejects
Reject 1 (SUMCO – Tetsuya Nakai)
Negative 2 of Reject 1
	Negative
	Referenced Section
	*TF/Committee to fill in if necessary

	
	
	

	
	Reason
	*Original negative comment and justification should be included.

	
	
	In Table 1 & 2, 2-6.7: Thickness 775 ±2 μm, we would like to know the technical reason why thickness tolerance is so tight.
From wafer manufacturing point of view, we request Thickness value as 775 ±20 μm.
We need to discuss more detail and get consensus in close cooperation with users and suppliers.


	Withdrawal
	x
	No withdrawal made
	GO TO “Related” section

	
	
	Withdrawal document received by staff on XXXX
	GO TO “Final”  (A)

	Related
	Motion and Reason
	x
	“Related” is mutually agreed upon.

	
	
	
	*This motion can be appended to the motion for Persuasive (See Persuasive Section)

	
	
	
	Negative is related (needs over 1/3 votes to pass)

	
	
	
	Negative is not related (needs 2/3 or more votes to pass)

	
	
	
	Reason
	XXXX

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

	
	Discussion
	


	
	Result of Vote (check ONE)
	XX-XX

	
	
	
	[Negative is related] > 1/3
	GO TO “Persuasive”

	
	
	
	[Negative is not related] < 2/3
	

	
	
	
	2/3=< [Negative is not related] 
	GO TO “Final”  (B)

	
	
	
	
	

	Persuasive
	Motion and Reason
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]x
	Negative is related and persuasive (needs over 1/3 votes to pass)

	
	
	
	Negative is related and not persuasive (needs 2/3 or more votes to pass)

	
	
	
	Reason
	The original rationale was due to the need for a blind grinding process, which would require a tighter tolerance for wafer thickness when the device wafer is to be thinned to 50 μm.  The TF would like to investigate whether there should be different grades, such as are specified for glass wafers, as many wafer thinning process flows can accommodate this larger tolerance.

	
	Motion by/2nd by
	Steve Martell (Sonoscan) / Win Baylies (BayTech Group)

	
	Discussion
	None

	
	Result of Vote (check ONE)
	5-0

	
	
	x
	[Negative is related and persuasive] > 1/3
	GO TO “Final”  (E)

	
	
	
	[Negative is related and not persuasive] < 2/3
	

	
	
	
	2/3=<[Negative is related and not persuasive] <90%
	GO TO “Final”  (C)

	
	
	
	90% =< [Negative is related and not persuasive]
	GO TO “Not Significant Finding Option”

	Not Significant Finding Option
	This option can only be used “if the committee finds a negative not persuasive by a vote equal to or greater than 90% of the persons voting on the action”. (Regulations ¶  9.5.3.3.2)

	
	
	
	It is mutually agreed upon to term the negative “not significant”
	GO TO  (D)

	
	
	
	It is mutually agreed upon to term the negative “significant”
	GO TO  (C)


	
	Motion
	
	The negative is “not significant”.

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

	
	Vote
	
	XX-XX Motion passed with simple majority
	GO TO  (D)

	
	
	
	XX-XX Motion failed with simple majority
	GO TO  (C)

	Final
	Negative is:

	
	
	(A)
	withdrawn (counted under h in disposition)

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

	
	
	(C)
	related and not persuasive (significant)

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

	
	x
	(E)
	related and persuasive
	DOCUMENT FAILS

	
	
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Comment generated. See comment #x



Reject Votes were also received from the following voters:
· Sesh Ramaswami (Applied Materials)


IV. Comments
Comments were received from the following voters:
· Rafael Vargas-Bernal (Instituto Tecnologico Superior de Irapuato)


V. 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
	Steve Martell (Sonoscan) / Win Baylies (BayTech Group)

	Discussion
	None

	Vote
	5-0 

	Final Action
	x
	Motion passed

	
	
	Motion failed 
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