Comparison matrix of sector (GIT3) and habitat (GIT2) workgroup BMP verification protocols
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DRAFT; still to undergo review by workgroup chairs and coordinators as of November 20th, 2012

Key:

v = yes, the protocol discusses this factor (followed by narrative description or summary, if needed)
X = Either (a) could not be determined or (b) the current version of the protocol does not address this factor

N/A = This factor is not applicable to this sector or habitat
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