Voting Results on T10 Letter Ballot 00-011r0O on
Recommending U.S. Yes with Comments vote on OMC FDI S

Or gani zati on Nane S
Adapt ec, Inc. Lawrence J. Laners P
Advansys Ram Rangar aj an P
AWP, I nc. charles brill P
Anphenol | nterconnect Bill Mable P
Ancot Corp. Bart Raudebaugh P
Andat aco G egg Neely P
Berg El ectronics Dougl as Wagner P
BREA Technol ogi es, Inc. Bill Gall oway P
Circuit Assenbly Corp. lan Morrell P
CMD Technol ogy Edwar d Haske P
Conpaq Conputer Corp. Robert C Elliott P
Crossroads Systens, Inc. Nei | Wananaker P
Dal | as Sem conduct or

Del | Conputer

ENDL Ral ph O. Weber A
Fujitsu Eugene Lew P
General Dynamics Nat han Hast ad P
Hew ett Packard Co.

H tachi Cabl e Manchester,Inc Zane Daggett P
H tachi Storage Products Ant hony Yang P
Honda Connectors

| BM Cor p. Geor ge Penoki e P
Know edgeTek, Inc. Dennis P. More P
Linfinity Mcro Loui s G ant ham P
LSl Logic Corp. John Lohneyer P
Madi son Cabl e Cor p. M chael Karg A
Maxt or Cor p. Pet e McLean P
Mol ex | nc. Joe Danbach A
Ophi di an Desi gns Edward A. Gardner P
Panasoni ¢ Technol ogi es, Inc Han Zou P
Phili ps El ectronics Bill MFerrin P
QLogi ¢ Cor p.

Quant um Cor p. Mar k Evans P
Seagat e Technol ogy Gene MI1igan P
St orage Technol ogy Cor p. Erich Cetting P
Sun M crosystens Conputer Co Robert N. Snively P
Texas | nstruments Paul Al oi si P
Toshi ba America El ec. Conp.

Western Digital Corporation

Key:

P Vot er indicated he/she is principal nenmber

A Vot er indicated he/she is alternate nmenber

(0] Vot er indicated he/she is observer nenber

? Vot er indicated he/she is not nenber or does not
YesC Yes with coments vote

Abs Abstain vote

DNV Organi zation did not vote

1V I ndi vi dual vote (not organi zati onal vote)

Cmmt s Coments were included with ball ot
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Yes
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know st at us

NoCmts No coments were included with a vote that requires comments

DUP Duplicate ballot (last ballot received fromorg.
PSWD The password was not correct (vote not counted)

i s count ed)

ORG? Organi zation is not voting nenmber of T10 (vote not counted)

Bal | ot totals:

32 Yes

0 No

0 Abstain

7 Organi zation(s) did not vote
39 Total voting organi zations

1 Ballot(s) included coments

This 2/3rds majority ballot passed.



R O S S S O S

Comments attached to YesC ballot from Gene MIIigan of
Seagat e Technol ogy:

Based upon working with the authors of 14776-381 in | SO I EC JTC 1/ SC 25/ WG 4 |
woul d prefer to phrase the editorial coments suggested by Ral ph as follows.
1) Cause 4.2 and 5. 1:

Comment: An editorial change would clarify these clauses by adding a reference
to the clause that has the AT bit definition.

Proposed change: In the second paragraph of 4.2 change "(see SCSI-3 SPO)" to
"(see 6.3 and SCSI-3 SPC)" and in 5.1 second paragraph after Table 4 change
"(see SCSI-3 SBO)" to "(see 6.3 and SCsSI-3 SPC)".

2) Cause 5.1:

Comment: An editorial change would resolve term nology that is inconsistent
with SO I EC CD 14776- 311, Information technology - Small Conputer System
Interface - Part 311: Primary Comuands (SCSI-3 SPC).

Proposed change: In the next to | ast paragraph above table 5 change "sent
during DATA IN phase of the command"” to "returned to the application client in

the Data-In Buffer."
Expl anati on: DATA IN phase is the term nology for only the SPI transport while

the SPC term nology (Data-In Buffer) applies to all the transports including
Fi bre Channel and SPI.

RE R S S R S R End Of Ballot Report RE R S R R



