Procedural Review Voting Sheet

2012 Cycle 6
REGION: North America
COMMITTEE: Microlithography
EVENT: SPIE Advanced Lithography 2013
DATE OF MEETING: February 28, 2013
PLACE OF MEETING: San Jose Convention Center
COMMITTEE CO-CHAIRS: Wes Erck / Wes Erck & Associates, Richard Silver / NIST
SEMI STAFF: Michael Tran
A&R Voter: Name/Company

Date: 200X/MM/DD 

I. Document Number & Title

	Document 5048
	Line-Item Revisions to SEMI P37-1109, Specification for Extreme Ultraviolet Lithography Substrates and Blanks


II-1 Line item 1

	Line Item 1
	Addition of Paragraph 7.2.3


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)

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


2. Rejects

There were no reject votes received for Ballot 5048, Line Item #1.

3. Comments
Comment 1

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

	
	From
	Karl Sommer (Karl Sommer Consulting)

	
	Comment
	1. Paragraph 5.2.4 

Is: 
(...) across the multilayer film stack (see ¶ 7.2, Figure 7 and Table R1-3); 

Should: 
(...) across the multilayer film stack (see ¶ 7.2 and Figure 7); 



	
	Discussion
	None. 


	Action proposed
	X
	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.

	
	
	
	Refer to the task force for more consideration. 

	
	
	
	New Business

	
	
	
	Other

	
	Editorial Change
	

	
	
	X
	Case 1: No vote in this section :

	
	
	
	To be included and voted on in 4. Summary of Editorial Changes.

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


Comment 2

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

	
	From
	Karl Sommer (Karl Sommer Consulting)

	
	Comment
	 2. Paragraph 5.2.5
Is: 
(...) across the quality area (see ¶ 7.2 and Table R1-3); 
Should: 
(...) across the quality area (see ¶ 7.2); 



	
	Discussion
	None. 


	Action proposed
	X
	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.

	
	
	
	Refer to the task force for more consideration. 

	
	
	
	New Business

	
	
	
	Other

	
	Editorial Change
	

	
	
	X
	Case 1: No vote in this section :

	
	
	
	To be included and voted on in 4. Summary of Editorial Changes.

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


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

	
	From
	Karl Sommer (Karl Sommer Consulting)

	
	Comment
	3. Paragraph 7.1.1 

Is: 
(...) minimum area of at least 146mm x 146mm. 
Should: 
(...) minimum area of at least 146mm x 146mm centred on the substrate. 


	
	Discussion
	Adding the words “centred on the substrate” could be a technical change.

	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

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


Comment 4

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

	
	From
	Karl Sommer (Karl Sommer Consulting)

	
	Comment
	4. New Paragraph 7.2.3
Is: 
(...) minimum area of at least 146mm x 146mm. 
Should: 
(...) minimum area of at least 146mm x 146mm centred on the substrate. 


	
	Discussion
	Adding the words “centred on the substrate” could be a technical change.

	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

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


4. Summary of Editorial Changes

Note: Original section number and at least one full sentence are required in “FROM” and “TO” fields.
	1
	Proposed Change:

Remove the reference to Table R1-3 in Paragraph 5.2.4

	
	FROM: Section 5.2.4
5.2.4  The allowed deviation of the measured median reflected EUV wavelength at the center of the mask from the incident median wavelength (to be defined by users and material suppliers) of the multilayer film stack, and the range of variation of the median reflected wavelength across the multilayer film stack (see ¶ 7.2, Figure 7 and Table R1-3);

	
	TO: Section 5.2.4
5.2.4  The allowed deviation of the measured median reflected EUV wavelength at the center of the mask from the incident median wavelength (to be defined by users and material suppliers) of the multilayer film stack, and the range of variation of the median reflected wavelength across the multilayer film stack (see ¶ 7.2, and Figure 7 and Table R1-3);

	
	Justification: (if necessary)
Related information 1 is being deleted; therefore Paragraph 5.2.4 should not refer to Table R1-3 anymore.

	2
	Proposed Change:

Remove the reference to Table R1-3 in Paragraph 5.2.5

	
	FROM: Section 5.2.5
5.2.5  The minimum value for the median EUV reflectance of the multilayer film stack and the uniformity of the reflectance across the quality area (see ¶ 7.2 and Table R1-3);

	
	TO: Section 5.2.5
5.2.5  The minimum value for the median EUV reflectance of the multilayer film stack and the uniformity of the reflectance across the quality area (see ¶ 7.2 and Table R1-3);

	
	Justification: (if necessary)
Related information 1 is being deleted; therefore Paragraph 5.2.5 should not refer to Table R1-3 anymore.

	Motion
	To approve the above editorial changes

	Motion by/2nd by
	John Zimmerman  (ASML) / Pawitter Mangat (Globalfoundries)

	Discussion
	None.


	Vote
	3-0 Motion passed 

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


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
	
	This line item passed committee review as balloted.

	
	X
	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
	John Zimmerman  (ASML) / Pawitter Mangat (Globalfoundries)

	Discussion
	None.


	Vote
	3-0 

	Final Action
	X
	Motion passed

	
	
	Motion failed 

	A&R
	
	Approved

	
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


II-2 Line item 2

	Line Item 2
	Removal of Related Information 1


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)

	A&R
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:


2. Rejects

There were no reject votes received for Ballot 5048, Line Item #2.

3. Comments
The comments are the same as for Line Item #1.
4. Summary of Editorial Changes

The Summary of Editorial Changes is the same as for 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)

Note: if both approval conditions are not satisfied, the balloted item fails.
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6. Preliminary action for this line item 

	Motion
	
	This line item passed committee review as balloted.

	
	X
	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
	John Zimmerman  (ASML) / Pawitter Mangat (Globalfoundries)

	Discussion
	None.


	Vote
	3-0 

	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
	John Zimmerman  (ASML) / Pawitter Mangat (Globalfoundries)

	Discussion
	None.


	Vote
	3-0 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

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

	
	X
	Line item(s) [1] and [2] 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
	John Zimmerman (ASML) / John Gookassian (Synopsys)

	Discussion
	None.


	Vote
	3-0 

	Final Action
	X
	Motion passed

	
	
	Motion failed 

	A&R
	
	Approved

	
	
	Not approved

	
	Reason:
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