Procedural Review Voting Sheet

2013 Cycle 2
REGION: North America
COMMITTEE: MEMS / NEMS

EVENT: N.A. Standards Spring 2013 Meetings
DATE OF MEETING: April 1, 2013 

PLACE OF MEETING: SEMI Headquarters in San Jose, CA
COMMITTEE CO-CHAIRS: Mark Crockett / MEMSMART, Win Baylies / BayTech Group, 

Janet Cassard / NIST

SEMI STAFF: Michael Tran
A&R Voter: Name/Company

Date: 200X/MM/DD 

I. Document Number & Title

	Document 5515
	Revision to SEMI MS7-0708, Specification for Microfluidic Interfaces to Electronic Device Packages


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)
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	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


III. Rejects

Reject 1 - Janet Cassard / Richard Allen (NIST)
Negative 1 of Reject 1

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

	
	
	Figures 4-6

	
	Reason
	*Original negative comment and justification should be included.

	
	
	1. Most figures are not sufficiently described in the text, and many appear without reference in the text.  In particular:

a. Figures 4-6 are in the document but not mentioned in the text at all, unless they are included in the blanket statement mentioned in 1.b below; however, they appear before the statement and don’t really match seem to fit.



	Persuasive
	Motion and Reason
	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 TF didn’t have time to review each negative and decided they served as great feedback to fail and rework the document.

	
	Motion by/2nd by
	Steve Martell (Sonoscan) / Richard Allen (NIST) 

	
	Discussion
	None.

	
	Result of Vote (check ONE)
	5-0

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

	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	withdrawn (counted under h in disposition)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

	
	
	Comment generated. See comment #x

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


There were more negatives and comments received from NIST (Janet Cassard and Richard Allen)

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
	Steve Martell (Sonoscan) / Richard Allen (NIST)

	Discussion
	None.


	Vote
	5-0

	Final Action
	X
	Motion passed

	
	
	Motion failed 

	A&R
	
	Approved

	
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:
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