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Figure 1 Percentage condition for Annex | habitats and complex features designated as part of the Plymouth Sound and Estuaries SAC
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Step 4a. Individual attributes are assessed on a pass/fail basis using all available evidence.

Step 4b. These results are aggregated using a systematic process sense checked using expert judgement, to inform the sub feature condition
Step 4c. Results are used to provide feature condition, presented as percentage area per condition category

* Allows confidence assessments of each step of the process to create for greater transparency in decisions made

 Enables decisions and conservation status to be linked to specific features and sub-features

" More information... https://designatedsites.naturalengland.org.uk/ \
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