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Major Maintenance Funding Proposal

Each project is to be numerically scored by the originator, based upon the technical nature of the project and by its impact. Lower scores are higher priorities.
Nature of Project: Highest Priority = 1; Critical = 2; Potentially Critical = 3; Advisable = 4; New Installations = 5

Impact: Higher = 1; Medium = 2; Lower = 3
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Nature of
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