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Symposium”, January 1994, pp. 334 – 337.
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RELEVANT QUOTESRELEVANT QUOTES
““The main line software code usually does its job. Breakdowns typThe main line software code usually does its job. Breakdowns typically ically 

occur when the software exception code does not properly handle occur when the software exception code does not properly handle 
abnormal input or environmental conditions abnormal input or environmental conditions –– or when an interface or when an interface 
does not respond in the anticipated or desired manner.does not respond in the anticipated or desired manner.””

C. K. Hansen, C. K. Hansen, The Status of Reliability Engineering Technology 2001The Status of Reliability Engineering Technology 2001, Newsletter of the IEEE , Newsletter of the IEEE 
Reliability Society, January 2001Reliability Society, January 2001

““Therefore the identification and handling of the exceptional sitTherefore the identification and handling of the exceptional situations uations 
that might occur is often just as (that might occur is often just as (un)reliableun)reliable as human intuition.as human intuition.””

FlaviuFlaviu CristianCristian ““Exception Handling and Tolerance of Software FaultsException Handling and Tolerance of Software Faults”” in in Software Fault Tolerance,Software Fault Tolerance,
Michael R. Lyu, ed., Wiley, New York, 1995Michael R. Lyu, ed., Wiley, New York, 1995
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