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Reviewer's report:

General 
This is thin on substance. There is a long list of values, but the list of values is inadequate for 3 
reasons: 

1) incomplete as it does not take into account other key values that might play a role --first come first 
serve, save the most life years, fair innings, etc. 

2) does not tell how to balance these difference values when the compete which they will, and we 
need some indication other than saying it will be left to a process and 

3) has things which are not really values--eg trust is the reuslt of a fair process not a value in this 
context that provides substance to a decision. 
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