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General Feedback (impressions)
	Very thorough and well written.  Replaced all instances of “API User” with “Actor.”  May require the addition of some use cases to document the following API changes (see scope document):
* Configuration Errors should throw appropriate exceptions (exception flow changes)
* Get methods to throw exception instead of returning a null (exception flow changes)
* Hashing of the Password
* Associating Users to a Group - though our scope document says APIs will be changed for this, it doesn't seem necessary.
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