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Definition of Severity:

· High:
A fundamental disagreement that, if unresolved, would result in a refusal to endorse the Product.  This comment can only be Rejected following discussion with the Reviewer 

· Medium:
A strongly held view about some aspect of the Product that should be resolved if possible.  However, endorsement would not be withheld should the proposed change be Rejected

· Low:
A comment on an aspect of the Product that is of limited concern to the Reviewer

· Typo:
A typographical error

· Systemic:
A problem that has resulted from the execution of a process/procedure and has implications outside the scope of this Review (eg. the process/procedure may require modification)

· Question:
Some aspect on which the Reviewer is unclear and would like clarification, or a point that the Reviewer wishes to bring to the attention of the Author for further discussion.  
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