Procedural Review Voting Sheet

2011 Cycle 5
REGION: North America
COMMITTEE: Automated Test Equipment
EVENT: NA Standards Fall 2011 Meetings
DATE OF MEETING: October 26, 2011
PLACE OF MEETING: SEMI Headquarters in San Jose, California
COMMITTEE CO-CHAIRS: Ajay Khoche/Khoche Consulting
SEMI STAFF: Paul Trio
A&R Voter: Name/Company

Date: 200X/MM/DD 

I. Document Number & Title

	Document 4782C
	New Standard: Specification for Standard Test Data Format (STDF) Memory Fail Datalog


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

There were no reject votes received for ballot 4782C.
IV. Comments

Comment 1

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

	
	From
	Christophe Suzor - Synopsis

	
	Comment
	This spec is very ambitious and covers a large range of usecases and optional data for a tester. It is OK to me, the new content is similar to the data we are already using in custom formats from some customers. SNPS will benefit from this standard and flexible approach, but the spec is probably a major challenge for tester companies (even more challenging than the Scan test data changes in v4_2007). Unfortunately some of the nice enhancements done to store optional data for memory results have not been carried into the existing records for other data types, because this new STDF spec would have been an opportunity to fix some of the shortcomings of the existing records.

We can work with this updated STDF spec, it is OK to approve for SNPS.

	
	Discussion
	None

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

	
	
	*No motion is required in this step.

	
	
	x
	No further action was taken by the committee.

	
	
	
	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:


Comment 2
	Comment
	Referenced Section
	*TF/Committee to fill in if necessary

	
	From
	Rob van Wezel - Salland

	
	Comment
	Comment on 4782C:

Limitation 3.2 / page 9 FILE_NAM / page 11 MDL_FILE / page 12 MDl_FIL etc. contain (optional) links to external files. This is a risk, e.g. files may have been moved to another fileshare or even a database, or links may become invalid when moving/copying the STDF to another site for further analysis. The software should be able to handle this, as is mentioned in 8.7.1.15, but perhaps some guidelines or even a standard for this could be useful to prevent a myriad of different solutions (absolute vs. relative paths, filename only, DB key, etc.) in the field which makes these links non-interchangeable between different software packages. 

	
	Discussion
	To be addressed by the task force in a future ballot.

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

	
	
	*No motion is required in this step.

	
	
	x
	No further action was taken by the committee.

	
	
	
	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:


Comment 3a
	Comment
	Referenced Section
	*TF/Committee to fill in if necessary

	
	From
	John Morris - Teradyne

	
	Comment
	If  my assumption about "forward referneces" in the attached document is not correct then I would reject as I think this would overly constrain potential implementations.

4782C Feedback (Sep 2011)

For future reference….. Would be nice if there were a summary of the changes made since the last ballot to help speed up and improve the review process.  I basically only looked at me previous inputs and 

GENERAL

For “Location” entries where it is specified that a record B must occur after record types A and before record types C… the current wording could infer an unnecessarily restrictive implementation.  I assume the real requirement is that there cannot be any forward referencing within records.  Thus records of type B must occur after any record type A that make reference to B and before any record types C that makes reference to B.   For example I believe the intent is as follows…..

Assume the following records 

Record Type A: 
A1, 

A2, 

Record Type B: 
B1 (references A1)

B2 (references A1)

B3 (references A2)

Record Type C: 
C1 (references B1)

C2 (references B2)

C3 (references B3)

C4 (references B1)

The current wording could infer these must be only the following order of records

A1 -> A2 -> B1 -> B2 -> B3 -> C1 -> C2 -> C3 -> C4

But I believe it should also be  allowed to have alternative record ordering as long as they do not violate the “forward referencing” restriction.  For example…

A1 … B1 … C1 … B2 … C2 … A2 … B3 … C3 … C4


where  … could contain other non-related records

	
	Discussion
	To be addressed by the task force in a future ballot.

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

	
	
	*No motion is required in this step.

	
	
	x
	No further action was taken by the committee.

	
	
	
	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:


Comment 3b

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

	
	From
	John Morris - Teradyne

	
	Comment
	Related Information 6

Would be very helpful to see “package” examples in addition to these wafer examples.  Packages can be tricky given there are a variety of pin numbering schemes 1, 2, 3, … or A1, A2, B1, B2. … and the “reference pin designator” could be on corners or in the middle of a side.  

	
	Discussion
	The task force believes that the examples referenced by the voter were already contained in the balloted document.

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

	
	
	*No motion is required in this step.

	
	
	x
	No further action was taken by the committee.

	
	
	
	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:


V. Summary of Editorial Changes

There were no editorial changes for ballot 4782C.
VI. 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 document fails.

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


VII. Safety Check

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

	Motion by/2nd by
	Mark Roos (Roos Instruments) / Cathy Rossi-Roos (Roos Instruments)

	Discussion
	None

	Vote
	4-0 Motion passed

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


VIII. 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 IX

	
	
	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 IX

	
	
	Potentially material patented technology or copyrighted items are known but an LOA or copyright release for some of the material(s) has NOT been obtained or presented to the committee

	
	MOTION
	
	Ask ISC for special permission to publish

	
	
	
	Quit activity

	
	
	
	Wait for LOA for patented technology or release of copyrighted items.

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

	
	Discussion
	XXXX

	
	Vote
	XX-XX

	
	Final Action
	
	Motion Passed

	
	
	
	Motion Failed

	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.
IX. Action for this document

	Motion 
	x
	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.

	
	
	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
	Cathy Rossi-Roos (Roos Instruments) / Ron Leckie (Infrastructure Advisors)

	Discussion
	None

	Vote
	4-0 

	Final Action
	x
	Motion passed

	
	
	Motion failed 

	A&R
	
	Approved

	
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:
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