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Figure 1. Life cycle of an Action Module — Section 3.2
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Figure 2. How Action Module results are used (2 versions of same) — Section 3.2
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Figure 3. How the Core FEP and Action Modules interact with the Council and other entities — Section
3.4
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Figure 4. Synthesis of the Bering Sea Ecosystem — Intro to Chapter 4
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Figure 5. Bering Sea Ecosystem Human Networks — Section 4.3
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