
Counting which services were named among the three highest or three lowest priorities: 
How Often Services Were Named in Top 3 and Bottom 3 Prioirities
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When asked about the importance of each of the 14 service categories. 

Average Voter Ratings of Importance to Maintain Current Services
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Differences Between Incorporated and Unincorporated Voters were NOT Large 

Comparing Services Named as High Priority to Maintain
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Comparing Services Named as Low Priority to Maintain
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