The ILG discussed the issue of SRC receiving MOS < 4 carefully over the last week.  The first issue raised was whether the ILG had the ability to discard SRC at this time.  We are on uncertain ground here, because the MM testplan clearly states that the ILG can only discard SRC prior to receiving objective data from proponents.  We are clearly after that deadline.  
Ignoring this issue, the ILG further discussed whether to discard SRC receiving MOS < 4 (presuming we have the authority to do so).  First, we agreed upon three guiding principles: 
1. We believe the ILG should definitely be responsible for any possible SRC discard.

2. We believe that the decision criterion should be the same as the one used in the National Footbal League on a disputed call: The call made on the field stands unless there is CONCLUSIVE evidence to the contrary in the instant replay. In this case the "call on the field" corresponds to the review of each of the SRCs by multiple VQEG members months ago -- all the SRCs used in the MM Test had been approved by the MM group. Therefore, we set the bar very high for rejecting an SRC.  

3. We agreed on a principle that MM data should not be discarded if at all possible.  
With these principles in mind, we came to the following considerations.

1. After visually inspecting all SRC in question, we concluded that the MOS received by these SRC were reasonable.

2. SRC were carefully selected and assigned to experiments.  Proponents and ILG had an extended period of time for discussions about these selections prior to subjective testing.  Nobody spoke up during this time because all experiments appeared to be well balanced and all SRC appeared to have a sufficient minimum quality. 

3. We do not believe that any visual examination is sufficient justification to discard any source sequence at this time.  All SRC were examined carefully and at length by all ILG and proponents prior to subjective testing.  Experts in the field all agreed beforehand that these were acceptable scenes.

4. As far as we recall, the main idea to set limit of 4 for SRC MOS was to avoid wasting in the use of the subjective scale. One could think that starting with a SRC at 3, observer can only use 2 other MOS categories (e.g 1 and 2) to rate PVS. Limiting MOS range on such compressed scale could be annoying if it happens for many sequences ...this is not the case.  
5. Analysis on the common set have highlighted that all that labs (including proponents and ILG) can trust each other regarding subjective experiments results.

Therefore, we (the ILG) decided that there was not sufficient justification to discard any SRC sequences. 
