
APPENDIX: QUESTIONNAIRE 
 

EVALUATION ‘Multicriteria Decision Aid and Renewable Energy Sources’ 

 

On 7 and 8 October the workshop on ‘Multicriteria Decision Aid and Renewable 

Energy Sources’ was held. We would appreciate your comments and feedback on this 

workshop. This questionnaire will help us to improve the course in future years and to 

improve the appropriate course materials. 

 

Please return this evaluation form by email to sgian@env.aegean.gr or by surface 

mail to  

Heracles Polatidis 

Department of Environment 

University of the Aegean,  

University hill 

81100  Mytilini 

Greece 

 

Thank you for the time spend to fill out this form. 

 

The MCDA-res team 



ANSWERS RECEIVED 
 
Participant: Mr Ilias Plastiras 
  Sustainable Energy Consultant 
  M. Alexandrou St, Thessaloniki, Greece  
 
Goals 
To what extent have the following goals been achieved (on a five-point scale, with 1 not at 
all, and 5 very much). 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of renewable energy sources 5 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of multi-criteria decision aid 4 
• The relevance of the workshop was clear to me 5 
• I am now better able to read, position and appreciate articles/seminars on 

this topic 
5 

• My analytical and empirical skills have improved 5 
 
Remarks: 
 
A very well researched and presented methodology, which provides a structured approach to 
decision makers and all actors involved in RES developments. 
 
Course material  
Evaluate the course material in terms of quality, suitability and usefulness (on a five-point 
scale, with 1 very bad, and 5 very good). 
• The course outline 5 

MCDA-RES Tool kit 
• Ease of learning 4 
• The information given by the MCDA-toolkit 5 
• The outline of the MCDA-toolkit in 8 steps 5 
• The clarification of each step by means of the case study 5 
• User friendliness of the 8 step approach 5 
• The importance of the MCDA-toolkit for people working with RES 5 
• User friendliness of the toolkit 5 

Promethee method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

Regime method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

NAIADE method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

 
The slides/Powerpoint presentations 5 
The assignments 4 
The transparency of the overall procedure 4 
 
Comments / suggestions: 
  
MCDA-toolkit is a useful toolkit that should be used in more case studies and refined further. 



Participant: Mr Axilleas Plitharas 
  WWF Hellas 
  26 Filellinon St, 10558 Athens, Greece 

 
Goals 
To what extent have the following goals been achieved (on a five-point scale, with 1 not at 
all, and 5 very much). 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of renewable energy sources  4  
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of multi-criteria decision aid 4 
• The relevance of the workshop was clear to me 4 
• I am now better able to read, position and appreciate articles/seminars on 

this topic 
4 

• My analytical and empirical skills have improved 3 
 
Remarks: 
 
Course material  
Evaluate the course material in terms of quality, suitability and usefulness (on a five-point 
scale, with 1 very bad, and 5 very good). 
• The course outline 4 

MCDA-RES Tool kit 
• Ease of learning 4 
• The information given by the MCDA-toolkit 4 
• The outline of the MCDA-toolkit in 8 steps 3 
• The clarification of each step by means of the case study 4  
• User friendliness of the 8 step approach 3 
• The importance of the MCDA-toolkit for people working with RES 5 
• User friendliness of the toolkit 3 

Promethee method 
• Ease of learning 3 
• Ease of use 3 
• Overall performance 3 

Regime method 
• Ease of learning 2 
• Ease of use 2 
• Overall performance 2 

NAIADE method 
• Ease of learning 3 
• Ease of use 3 
• Overall performance 3 

 
The slides/Powerpoint presentations 4 
The assignments 4 
The transparency of the overall procedure 4 
 
Comments / suggestions: 
 



Participant: Mr Hugo Gordijn 
  Netherlands Institute for Spatial Research 
  Willem Witsenplein 6, 2596 BK, Den Haag 

Postal address  Postbus 30940, 2500 GX, Den Haag 
Telephone   +31-70-3288700 
Fax   +31-70-3288799 
Url   http://www.ruimtelijkplanbureau.nl/nl-nl/
Email   ruimtelijkplanbureau@rpb.nl 

 
 
Goals 
To what extent have the following goals been achieved (on a five-point scale, with 1 not at 
all, and 5 very much). 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of renewable energy sources  2 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of multi-criteria decision aid 4 
• The relevance of the workshop was clear to me 5 
• I am now better able to read, position and appreciate articles/seminars on 

this topic 
4 

• My analytical and empirical skills have improved 2 
 
Remarks: 
 
Course material  
Evaluate the course material in terms of quality, suitability and usefulness (on a five-point 
scale, with 1 very bad, and 5 very good). 
• The course outline 3 

MCDA-RES Tool kit 
• Ease of learning 5 
• The information given by the MCDA-toolkit 4 
• The outline of the MCDA-toolkit in 8 steps 4 
• The clarification of each step by means of the case study 4 
• User friendliness of the 8 step approach 5 
• The importance of the MCDA-toolkit for people working with RES 3 
• User friendliness of the toolkit 4 

Promethee method 
• Ease of learning 4 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 3 

Regime method 
• Ease of learning 4 
• Ease of use 3 
• Overall performance 3 

NAIADE method 
• Ease of learning 3 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 3 

 
The slides/Powerpoint presentations 3 
The assignments 3 
The transparency of the overall procedure 4 
 
Comments / suggestions:  

http://www.ruimtelijkplanbureau.nl/nl-nl/


• I prefer a multi-method approach. 
• That is the plus-value of the workshop in Mytilini 
• The transparency of the methods is very important. 
• Each decision-making process is different so you need maximum user control 

It remains that a lot of not-known factors (interests of different players) are more important 
than known factors 
 
 



Participant: Mr Santiago Gomez 
  Communication and Institutional Relations Department  

EHN Company, Spain 
EHN - C/ Yanguas y Miranda, 1-5º. 
31002 PAMPLONA 
Tfno.948 229422. Fax.948 222970 
e-mail:webmaster@ehn.es  
 

   
Goals 
To what extent have the following goals been achieved (on a five-point scale, with 1 not at 
all, and 5 very much). 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of renewable energy sources 3  
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of multi-criteria decision aid 5 
• The relevance of the workshop was clear to me 4  
• I am now better able to read, position and appreciate articles/seminars on 

this topic 
4  

• My analytical and empirical skills have improved 4  
 
Remarks: 
 
Course material  
Evaluate the course material in terms of quality, suitability and usefulness (on a five-point 
scale, with 1 very bad, and 5 very good). 
• The course outline 4  

MCDA-RES Tool kit 
• Ease of learning 4 
• The information given by the MCDA-toolkit 4  
• The outline of the MCDA-toolkit in 8 steps 4  
• The clarification of each step by means of the case study 4  
• User friendliness of the 8 step approach 3  
• The importance of the MCDA-toolkit for people working with RES 3  
• User friendliness of the toolkit 3  

Promethee method 
• Ease of learning 3  
• Ease of use 3  
• Overall performance 4  

Regime method 
• Ease of learning 3  
• Ease of use 3  
• Overall performance 4  

NAIADE method 
• Ease of learning 4  
• Ease of use 4  
• Overall performance 4  

 
The slides/Powerpoint presentations 4  
The assignments 4  
The transparency of the overall procedure 5 
 
Comments / suggestions: 
 

mailto:webmaster@ehn.es


In my opinion, the workshop was really useful to know the performance of the toolkit as a 
very interesting method in RES analysis of situations and decision-making. Nevertheless, I 
think that the results of the method are very dependent on how the tool is used in terms of 
what stakeholders are considered to be legitimated and what relevance is given to each of 
them. Anyway, I think it can be very helpful for decission makers at least to organize all the 
inputs existing in a case and to deal with them in several different scenarios. 
 



Participant: Mrs Anna Sera 
  Autonoma Universitat Barcelona 

Spain 
 
Goals 
To what extent have the following goals been achieved (on a five-point scale, with 1 not at 
all, and 5 very much). 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of renewable energy sources 4 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of multi-criteria decision aid 5 
• The relevance of the workshop was clear to me 4 
• I am now better able to read, position and appreciate articles/seminars on 

this topic 
4 

• My analytical and empirical skills have improved 4 
 
Remarks: 
 
Course material  
Evaluate the course material in terms of quality, suitability and usefulness (on a five-point 
scale, with 1 very bad, and 5 very good). 
• The course outline 4 

MCDA-RES Tool kit 
• Ease of learning 4 
• The information given by the MCDA-toolkit 5 
• The outline of the MCDA-toolkit in 8 steps 5 
• The clarification of each step by means of the case study 4 
• User friendliness of the 8 step approach 4 
• The importance of the MCDA-toolkit for people working with RES 3 
• User friendliness of the toolkit 4 

Promethee method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

Regime method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

NAIADE method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

 
The slides/Powerpoint presentations 4 
The assignments 4 
The transparency of the overall procedure 4 
 
Comments / suggestions: 
I think that the workshop was very clear, may be thanks to your additional explanations. 
However, I didn’t know very much about Multicriteria Decision Aid when I came and I think 
that know I’m able to use it in a correct way, that means that I understood it.  

The only think I believe that I could emphasize is that this method is clear for people related 
with economy, environmental sciences, etc. I mean, I don’t know if I cloud be so clear for 
people who have no relation with that issue.  



Participant: Dr Evagellos Kontis 
Regional Authorities of the North Aegean 
Department of Planning and Administration 

 
Goals 
To what extent have the following goals been achieved (on a five-point scale, with 1 not at 
all, and 5 very much). 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of renewable energy sources 5 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of multi-criteria decision aid 5 
• The relevance of the workshop was clear to me 4 
• I am now better able to read, position and appreciate articles/seminars on 

this topic 
4 

• My analytical and empirical skills have improved 4 
 
Remarks: 
 
Course material  
Evaluate the course material in terms of quality, suitability and usefulness (on a five-point 
scale, with 1 very bad, and 5 very good). 
• The course outline 4 

MCDA-RES Tool kit 
• Ease of learning 4 
• The information given by the MCDA-toolkit 4 
• The outline of the MCDA-toolkit in 8 steps 5 
• The clarification of each step by means of the case study 4 
• User friendliness of the 8 step approach 4 
• The importance of the MCDA-toolkit for people working with RES 5 
• User friendliness of the toolkit 4 

Promethee method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

Regime method 
• Ease of learning 4 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

NAIADE method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 5 
• Overall performance 4 

 
The slides/Powerpoint presentations 5 
The assignments 3 
The transparency of the overall procedure 4 
 
Comments / suggestions: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Participant: Mr Mihalis Hatzaras 
Regional Authorities of the North Aegean 
Department of Public Affairs  

 
Goals 
To what extent have the following goals been achieved (on a five-point scale, with 1 not at 
all, and 5 very much). 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of renewable energy sources 3 
• I obtained a good overview of the subject of multi-criteria decision aid 3 
• The relevance of the workshop was clear to me 4 
• I am now better able to read, position and appreciate articles/seminars on 

this topic 
3 

• My analytical and empirical skills have improved 3 
 
Remarks: 
 
Course material  
Evaluate the course material in terms of quality, suitability and usefulness (on a five-point 
scale, with 1 very bad, and 5 very good). 
• The course outline 4 

MCDA-RES Tool kit 
• Ease of learning 4 
• The information given by the MCDA-toolkit 4 
• The outline of the MCDA-toolkit in 8 steps 4 
• The clarification of each step by means of the case study 4 
• User friendliness of the 8 step approach 4 
• The importance of the MCDA-toolkit for people working with RES 5 
• User friendliness of the toolkit 4 

Promethee method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

Regime method 
• Ease of learning 4 
• Ease of use 4 
• Overall performance 4 

NAIADE method 
• Ease of learning 5 
• Ease of use 5 
• Overall performance 3 

 
The slides/Powerpoint presentations 5 
The assignments 3 
The transparency of the overall procedure 4 
 
Comments / suggestions: 
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