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4. Fresh Water
5. Marine Biota
= 6. Coastal Water
'__: — 7. Terrestrial Biota
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’-‘.: 8. Geological and Topographical Features

These indicators were sub-divided into 35
components
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Hdicator nd analysed for every beach

SCore ¢ ocated to each component within
e ,u ge from 1 (worst) to 5 (best)

SREOME: ponent scores ‘normalised’ for each
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= — e Environmental and socio-economic
-~ Indicators normalised overall to produce
conservation / development matrix
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Site comparisons based on normalised
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Conservation / Use/Development Matrix
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Matrix: Cendrero and Fisher, 1997
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