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- Y Package Poll

« Purpose of Poll is to assist in the determination of which packages have
support for further discussion at the MIC

« PJM CBIR - Polling Is not “Voting”
« Responders requested to rank top 3 packages
« 107 responses recelved
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Results Summary

Number of Votes Per Package

70

&0
ﬁ 50
°
= 40
o
a 30
£
3
= 20
10
? Package | Pack
ackage | Package
Stat Pack Pack
us F: Phase | F: Phase ackags ackags Package | | Package J | Package K
Quo G H
1 2
m Third Choice 23 2 23 1 a8 1 14 13
m Second Choice 19 1 7] 8 38 2 15 16
m First Choice 2 22 17 15 14 17 20

(number of votes)

PIM©2014




Results Summary
4 LR (Looking at Top Ranked Options)
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Results Summary
4 LR (Looking at Top 2 Ranked Options)
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BOoIm Comparison of Status Quo Responses

December 2013 April/May 2014
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é/ Discussion Points

« Consider consolidation of packages that garnered the most support
« Consider packages for elimination from discussion
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