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1
Introduction

SMG require us to produce a specification, the main body of which states requirements, in the light of the selection exercise. An annex would have then defined the winner in detail (C code, detailed description (i.e. specification), test results, etc). Assuming a single candidate is not chosen this week, this annex disappears.

The discussion which is to take place to develop this specification is the result of the fact that no conclusions could be reached on which candidate is best, or indeed whether any candidates have problems which make their acceptance difficult. This is the context within which we must operate.

We therefore propose to organise the work on the principle that we should ensure there is no bias towards any one candidate in the contents of the main body of the specification, and propose the following simple guidelines which we believe will ensure this and reflect the range of results provided (both objective and subjective).

2
Proposed Approach

(a)
Use as bases for the discussion the requirements document, design constraints, test plan and selection rule principles worked out and agreed prior to this contest. Each previously agreed point should be reviewed in the light of the results across all candidates. Any point which, resulting from an analysis across all the information, leads to a common understanding that change is necessary, can and should be altered. Otherwise the point should not be changed. I would hope that we receive input from the speech testing experts where appropriate in this.

(b)
We should include an annex which comprises of the Global Analysis Spreadsheet together with any notes we think are needed. This ensures that we are fully open with regard to allowing access to the results within ETSI. I believe the speech test experts only should produce these notes, and that the development of these notes should NOT include candidate input

(c)
Unless the process is very smooth and fast, we should not rush the process. This may mean that we can't complete the framework for the requirements by the end of the week. We should then look to agree it all over the reflector, noting that we have another SMG11 meeting before the next SMG plenary.

