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The general approach is fair, with respect to the difficult experimental context.

The relatively large sampling of insurance claims loss records allows at least to dis-
cuss the variability of results at three levels : customer categories (Table 1), affected
locations (Fig 4) and categories of construction works (Fig 6).

As the loss adjustment data avalaible so far do not provide further details to obtain a
more convincing "damage function" (Fig 7) and its variability according to the above
mentioned criteria, it could be suggested as an improvement of the paper, to try corre-

C228

lating some of the results with "external" socio economic statistical material on housing
according to affected locations etc.
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