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Summary:
Page 8 currently includes the following Note.
Note: As indicated in 2.4.1, an SBVR producer may produce instances of concepts not defined in SBVR as well. In such a case, the SBVR fact model would be only a part of the exchange document.
SBVR proper does not use the term “fact model”. The second sentence of the Note should probably read as follows:
 “In such a case, the instances of concepts specified in the SBVR XMI Metamodel XML Schema (Clause 25.3) would be only a part of the exchange document.”
Resolution:
Replace the “fact model” wording with appropriate wording and clarify the sentence at the same time.
Revised Text:
REPLACE the following sentence in the 4th paragraph of Clause 2.4.2::
“In such a case, the SBVR fact model would be only a part of the exchange document.”
With:
[bookmark: _GoBack]“In such a case, the SBVR Terminological Dictionary and Rulebook content for SBVR concepts in the SBVR XMI XML Schema would be only a part of the SBVR Content Model exchange document.”
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