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Executive Summary - Key findings

Where

9 sites in the Mediterranean basin: Ciovo Island (Croatia), Hersonissos - Crete (Greece), Durres
(Albania), Kalkara and Xghajra (Malta), Larnaca (Cyprus), Salobrena (Spain), Pobla de Farnals (Spain),
Giglio Island (Italy) and Civitavecchia (Italy).

When

Between end of summer and beginning of autumn 2020 (Cyprus: spring 2021).

Citizens involved

2111 citizens, about 200 for each site.

Climate change awareness

@ The largest part of citizens is aware of the issue of climate change and believes that it is necessary
to adopt adequate measures in order to mitigate it. This percentage is particularly high (above 86%)
in Pobla de Farnals, Giglio Island and Civitavecchia, it is more than 60% in Larnaca and it is around
50% in Ciovo Island, Hernissos, Durres and Salobrefa.

@ On the opposite in Kalkara and Xghajra 70% of citizens are not aware of climate changes issues
at all.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ Most of the citizens believe that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of energy and
to produce energy from renewable sources in order to reduce environmental impact.

In Pobla de Farnals, Giglio Island and Kalkara and Xghajra more than one third of citizen believe
that it is only necessary to produce energy from renewable sources in order to reduce environmental
impact.

@ In Salobrena 22% of citizens believe that none of the 2 actions are necessary.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

Only in Ciovo Island and Hersonissos 55%-60% of respondents know Blue Energies and in Larnaca
about 50%.

@ In all remaining sites, most of the respondents do not know them. For instance, in Civitavecchia
nearly 80% of citizens do not know Blue Energies, in Pobla de Farnals 68% and in Giglio Island 63%.
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Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies technologies

@ All the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kite, oscillating water
columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received the same strong support in all sites.

Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive by almost all the citizens is
the oscillating water column plant installed in a pier. This installation has received a really large
consensus in all sites apart Malta and Salobrena. The second chosen installation is a set of oscillating
buoys.

Malta is outstanding in comparison all the other sites, because the installation considered less
invasive by Malta’s citizens is the cluster of oscillating buoys and the floating wind turbine.

Level of concern of BE installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual impact
tourism, fishing.

@ @ Almost all sites have a neutral position on all possible negative effects of BE installations. It
should be underlined that frequently answers are equally spread on all categories.

® Hersonissos is completely outstanding with really high concerns on all the presented negative
effects and Larnaca also presents higher concerns than other sites.

@ Salobrena rises concerns on fauna and flora, visual impact and fishing; Malta on noise and visual
impact; Durres mostly on noise.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ The level of hopefulness about all the presented positive aspects that could derive from BE
installations is very high in almost all sites.

@ Only Durres have about 30% of low values in energy independence, climate change mitigation
and reduction of local pollution.

@ The last category, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations and public or
private bodies, generally, has received a smaller consensus.
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Executive Summary - Blue Energy Technologies supportiveness

“There are technologies which can exploit the marine renewable energies. If there was a
plan to install one of these technologies near to you how supportive would you be, from
a scale to O to 107"

Oscillating Water Column

© 7421% of citizen are supporting this technology

Oscillating buoys

@ 70.27% of citizen are supporting this technology

Floater

©69.77% of citizen are supporting this technology
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Floating wind turbines:

@ 69.09% of citizen are supporting this technology

Submarine Kites:

@ 65.91% of citizen are supporting this technology

=
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Symbols explanation

@ The answer hilights a lack of supportivhess/awareness towards BE.
Dubtfull aswer, not clear position towards BE.

© The answer highliths a positive perception towards BE.
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Introduction

In the framework of the BLUE DEAL project, a survey on the perception and attitude
towards Blue Energy and technologies to harness it has been developed and targeted to
the general public. The survey has been conducted in 9 regions through questionnaires
and interviews, prepared by the University of Siena. The questionnaire is common for all
partners. This is to ensure a high degree of comparability in the results.

Results of the survey will be used first to draw up lessons and suggestions to fine-tune
project activities locally (also as regards communication to the general public) and
secondly, to understand how BE technologies are perceived in involved countries/regions,
and to what extent local communities are inclined to invest in BE (i.e. through popular
shareholding). The survey will be to act as a model for a more general understanding of
the perception of the population of the Mediterranean area towards Blue Energy.

The University of Siena prepared Guidelines for the other partners to describe all the steps
to be followed during the survey (GUIDELINES - Survey on perception of citizens, see
Annex 1 pag. 78).

Each partner has chosen a coastal area, preferably not a large city, where a Blue Energy
installation could be conceivably set up. The survey has been conducted in those areas
interviewing about 200 people per site.

Due to the COVID-19 restrictions, the survey, initially scheduled for June 2020, has been
carried out in the summer until the beginning of the autumn 2020, for Cyprus in spring
2021.

9
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1. Guidelines

The University of Siena has prepared detailed guidelines for each partner to be followed
in all steps of the survey. (See Annex 1 for detailed Guidelines). Below a summary:

1. ldentification and description of the phenomenon under investigation;
identification of the area where implementing the Survey.

Preparation of the blue-print questionnaire; translation into local language.
Selection of the gross sample with “stratified systematic sampling of addresses”.
Fieldwork.

Elaboration and interpretation of results.

u kN

1. The survey is devoted to assessing the perception and attitude towards Blue Energy
technologies targeted to the general public in all the involved regions. The main objective
of the BLUE DEAL project is to raise awareness on the potentialities of marine renewable
energies and engage stakeholders, local authorities, and citizens in participative planning
processes to understand how to implement Blue Energies in maritime and coastal areas.

In particular, BLUE DEAL aims to overcome current technical and administrative
restrictions for the BE deployment and define proper requirements and procedures to
support decisions, including participative processes, and guarantee compliance with
regulatory, environmental and especially social constraints.

Social acceptance is the most crucial issue, being the challenge of the BLUE DEAL
project to fill any knowledge gap and try to sketch a BE plan in target regions in order to
support the establishment of regional BLUE DEAL Alliances, that must include citizens.

Each partner identified an area for the survey. The area was the one where a Blue Energy
(BE) instalment could be settled and where the project could be developed. The area was
an island or a part of it, a coastal area, a smaller town, or a part of a city. The chosen area
contained between 1,500 and 15,000 inhabitants.

2. See next section for a detailed description of the blueprint questionnaire rationale and
guestions.

3. The sampling methodology chosen for the survey was a two-stage sampling: in the first
stage addresses were selected with stratified systematic sampling; in the second stage,
one person was chosen in the household to be the respondent.

10
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The chosen area was divided into 10 blocks or strata. Each stratum was contiguous, non-
overlapping with the others and all the strata together covered the entire area. Each
stratum contained as nearly as possible the same number of units (inhabitants).

Once the 10 blocks or strata were clearly identified, a systematic sampling of addresses
was performed independently for each stratum. To reach a final sample (i.e.,, completed
interviews) of about 200 interviews, non-response was considered; so it was suggested
doubling the sample (i.e. hypothesis of 50% non-response rate). This implied that 400
addresses were selected in total, so 40 addresses per stratum. If 40 addresses were
selected with systematic sampling, it implied that roughly 1 every 5 addresses was
selected.

The next step was to choose a starting point for the selection of the addresses. Once a first
address in a stratum was chosen, the person responsible of the selection walked all around
it, covering all the streets of the stratum, and selected 1 address every 5 ones.

Each address that was so selected was registered on a template database, with the name
of the family that appears at the location and the full address. At this stage, a letter was
left in the mailbox of the selected family.

4. Before starting the fieldwork, the interviewer was trained on the project and on the
questionnaire. He/she thus was able to answer to possible questions from the respondents
and he/she knew in depth the questionnaire. He/she was closely monitored by a supervisor
and the interviews were also monitored by the research team once data were
downloaded to the fieldwork centre. In this way, the supervisor could immediately
understand if the interviewer was doing something not correct. When the interviewer
visited a family, he/she, firstly, showed the badge, identified him/her-self and made clear
reference to the letter that was left in the mailbox in preceding days. The initial doorstep
interaction with the respondent was critical for the interviewer. He/she had to engage
people and raise thei interest in the survey enough to make them give up their time.
Interviewers also had to reassure the potential respondents that their responses would
remain confidential and anonymous and that their views and opinions really were
important for the project implementation.

It was also highly recommended the use of a Computer Assisted Personal Interview (CAPI)
methodology, so to have an electronic version of the questionnaire.

11
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A template with the full list of selected addresses and names of the families was provided
to the interviewer. In this template, the interviewer registered the outcome of each
interview. The possible outcomes were: interview completed; interview rejected; family not
present. In this last case, the interviewer tried to contact the family for 3 timesat different
time and days: one in the morning, one in the evening and one on the weekend. If after
three visits, the family was never present, it was finally registered as ‘NOT PRESENT".

12
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2. The Questionnaire

The survey conducted by UNISI and the Partners of BLUE DEAL project was designed to
provide reliable data on Blue Energy's social acceptance. The survey aimed to analyse the
opinion of the population of the coastal area on their perception of Blue Energy, their
knowledge on new renewable energy sources and the new technologies for their
deployment. The active participation of citizens in energy systems and the energy
transition is a crucial element of the Blue Eenergy planning. For this reason, the
investigation on the Blue Energy’s social acceptance was carried out.

The questionnaire for the survey consisted of 14 questions in closed and scale form and it
was divided into three sections aimed to depict:

e Social and demographic metrics of respondent.

¢ Knowledge of citizen about climate change and renewable marine technologies as
well as environmental issues.

e Positive attitude of interviewed towards some technologies to harness Blue Energy.

Each partner translated the blueprint questionnaire in local language and inserted proper
values where required (See Annex 2 for all questionnaires translated in local languages).

The social and demographic characteristics of participants were analysed with the first set
of questions (from 1 to 6) and they referred to permanent or temporary characteristics of
the individual: sex, age, place of residence, and employment status. These questions
defined the profile of the participants included in the research (Table 1).

Table 1 - Questions to ascertain the socio-demographic characteristics of respondents

Questions Possible answers
1. Sex a. M
b. F
a. <18
2. How old are you? b. 18-39
c. 40-59
d. >59
3. In which
municipality/province/region/county do
you live?

13
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4. In this area, you are:

Resident
Tourist

5. How far do you live from the sea?

Less than 5 km
Between 5 and 10 km
More than 10 km

6. What is your job/working status?

o |60 T oo O

| don’t work (student, pensioner,
unemployed, etc.)

| have a full-time job in the maritime
industry (fishing, tourism,
shipbuilding industry etc.)

| work in the maritime industry
seasonally or with short-term
contracts

| work, but not in the maritime
industry

In order to understand the knowledge of citizen about climate change and renewable

marine technologies as well as environmental issue a second set of questions were

produced, from 7 to 10. Into specific, question number 8 informed the interviewer about

the annual consumption of a typical house in the location under study and the share of

energy produced from fossil fuels. Question number 9 served to characterize the sensibility

of interviewees concerning the environmental impacts connected to the production of

electricity. Question number 10 was devoted to understanding the awareness of

respondents on the existence of Marine Renewable Energies (Table 2).

14
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Table 2 - Questions to capture knowledge of citizen about climate change, renewable
marine technology as well as environmental issue.

Questions Possible answers

a. | am not aware of these issues

b. | am aware of these concerns, but |
don't believe they affect or threaten me

c. | am aware of these concerns, but |

7. Are you aware of the concerns related don't believe they affect or threaten
to climate change? humans

d. | am aware of these concerns, and |
believe that it is necessary to adopt
adequate measures in order to
mitigate the climate change problem

8. In your area, the average electric
energy consumption per household is
XXXX (Partner: Insert proper value)
kWh, YY% (Partner: Insert proper
value) of which derives from non-

Yes
No

renewable energies. Were you aware

of that?

a. Itis necessary to reduce household
consumptions of energy in order to
reduce environmental impact.

9. Which one of the following b. Itis necessary to produce energy from
statements do you agree more? renewable energies in order to reduce

environmental impact.
c. Both of them
d. None of them

10. Do you know the marine renewable a. Yes

energies ("Blue Energies”)? b. No

The third set of questions was devoted to assessing the citizens’ perception on Blue Energy
Technologies. In particular, the willingness of citizens to adopt different technologies, their
perception of potential negative impacts as well as their expectations concerning the

15
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future improvements due to the implementation of technologies for the deployment of
renewable energy sources (Table 3 and 4)

In guestion 11, images of six technologies (able to exploit Blue Energies) were showed to
collect reactions of the interviewees concerning their possible installation (Table 3).

Table 3 - Question to understand the willingness of respondents towards the possible
installation of 5 Blue energy Technologies.

Question 11

There are technologies which can exploit the marine renewable energies.
If there was a plan to install one of these technologies near to you how
supportive would you be, from a scale to 0 to 10?

Question 11a

A floating wind turbine, to harness the energy of the wind

Completely Fully
disagree agree
Question 11b | Submarine kite, to harness the energy of marine currents.
S
- A §
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Completely Fully
disagree agree
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Question 11c

Oscillating Water Column plant installed in a pier, to harness the energy
of waves.

o 1 2 3 4 5 o 7 8 9 10

disagree agree

Question 11d

Set of floaters fixed on a pier, to harness the energy of waves.

?
o 1 2 3 4 10

disagree agree

i
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Question 11e | Cluster of oscillating buoy, to harness the energy of waves offshore.

disagree agree

Questions 12 and 13 deeply investigated the level of the respondents’ perception about
strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, threats regarding Blue Energy technologies.. In
particular, these questions inspected the level of concern about the impacts of such
technologies on the environment and socio-economic context. The last question (14)
sought to understand the perceived impacts of Blue Energy deployment as regardsfuture
job opportunities and socio-economic and environmental benefits (Table 4).

Table 4 - Questions to deeply investigate the level of concerns on the Blue Energy

Technology
Questions Possible answers
. 11a
12.The pictures above show some of the 116
existing marine renewable energy 1
C
technologies. Which one do you feel 11
would be less invasive?
1le
Noise

13.In a scale from O to 10, how

Impacts on fauna and flora

concerned would you be about the . .
Visual impact

. . : 5

following possible issues? Negative effects on tourism

© o0 T o0 a0 T o

Negative effects on fishing
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14.1n a scale from 0 to 10, how hopeful
would you be about the following
possible aspects?

® o 060 T 9

New job positions

Energy independence

Climate change mitigation
Reduction of local pollution
Improvement of innovative startup

19
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3. Results of the survey

In order to investigate the social acceptability and perception of marine renewable energy
technologies, as part of the BLUE DEAL project, the questionnaire was submitted to nine
different coastal sites of the Mediterranean area chosen by all partners:

—

Ciovo Island (Croatia),

N

)

) Municipality of Hersonissos - Crete (Greece),
) Durres (Albania),

) Kalkara and Xghajra (Malta),

) Salobrena (Spain),
)

)

)

)

O U1 A~ W

Pobla de Farnals (Spain),

~

Giglio Island (ltaly),
Civitavecchia (Italy) and
Larnaca (Cyprus).

O

The final total sample size achieved was 2111 interviews, divided in each site as reported
in Table 5.

Table 5 - Respondents per each site

Site Achieved sample size (n)
Ciovo (HR) 300
Hersonissos (GR) 200
Durres (AL) 452
Kalkara and Xghajra (MT) 204
Salobrena (ES) 200
Pobla de Farnals (ES) 202
Giglio Island (IT) 145
Civitavecchia (IT) 200
Larnaca (CY) 208
TOTAL 2111

The final dataset contained 26 variables, one for each question.

The analysis of the results has been conducted on three levels:

20
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1. at aggregated level for the whole database;

2. at area level: Adriatic Sea area (Ciovo Island and Durres), Tyrrhenian Sea area
(Giglio Island and Civitavecchia), Iberian Sea area (Salobrena and Pobla de Farnals),
and south Mediterranean Sea area (Hersonissos, Kalkara and Xghajra, Larnaca);

3. for each individual site (reported in Annex 3 pag 160).

First 6 questions have been used to characterize the respondents.

At the aggregated level, 50.71% of the respondents were males and 49.29% were
females (Figure 1). Deepening the level of analysis, a slight majority of male respondents
in the Adriatic Sea area and an equally spread distribution in the south Mediterranean Sea
area has been noticed, whereas the Tyrrhenian Sea and the |berian Sea areas have been
characterized by a prevalence of female respondents.

Aggregate Level

Iberian Sea Area Tyrrhenian Sea Area

N )

Adriatic Sea Area South Mediterranean Sea Area

0

Figure 1 - Distribution of respondents by gender: aggregated (a), and by area (b).
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At the aggregate level, 1.99% of the respondents were under 18 years old, 28.73% was
between 18 and 39, 38.41% between 40 and 59, and 30.87% was older than 59 years
(Figure 2). This distribution is reflected also in the Adriatic Sea area and in the south
Mediterranean Sea area, but the remaining areas have a bit different distribution of age.
The majority of Tyrrhenian Sea area participants is more than 59 years old, and, among
the Iberian Sea area ones, nobody is underage.

Aggregate Level

<18
1.99%

Adriatic Sea Area <18 Tyrrhenian Sea Area _ . b
2

. 4

Iberian Sea Area South Mediterranean Sea Area
<18

.
o N

Figure 2 - Distribution of respondents by age: aggregated (a), and by area (b).
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Concerning the place of residence, at the aggregate level, 84.18% of the respondents
lived within the pilot zone, 12.17% outside the pilot zone but within the country of
reference, and only 3.65% lived in another country (Figure 3). Therefore, nearly all the
opinions collected came from the pilot areas. This distribution is consistent with data
from all areas except for the south Mediterranean Sea one, where the largest part of the
interviewees lived in a different area than the pilot zone. In particular, in Hersonissos, 30%
of the participants live in another country, and, in Kalkara and Xghajra 98.53% are Maltese
but living far from the pilot zone.

Outside A te L | Outside a
the pilot ggregate Leve the

zone but
within the

country
365%

country
1217%

Outside
the pilot
zohe but
withinthe
country
1.73%

the Tyrrhenian Sea Area

Outside Iberian Sea Area South Mediterranean Sea Area

. COutside
the pilot
the
zone but _ .
. country
withinthe
308% country
country

1485%
©22%

Outside the Pilot zone.
withinthe
country
3094%

Outside
the pilot
zone but
withinthe
country
5421%

Figure 3 - Distribution of respondents by place of residence: aggregated (a), by area (b)
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At the aggregate level, 94.88% of the respondents declared to be permanent residents in
the area while only 5.12% declared to be tourists. The different levels of analysis showed
either a totality or a clear majority of interviewees being residents (Figure 4).

a
Aggregate Level
Tourist
512%
Tourist P .
A Adriatic Sea Area Tourist Tyrrhenian Sea Area b

5.51%

\ v

Tourist |berian Sea Area South Mediterranean Sea Area

10,70%

Tourist
4,7 4560

Figure 4 - Distribution of respondents by status of residence: aggregated (a); by area (b)
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At the aggregate level, 75.04% of participants lives less than 5 kilometres from the coast,
19.32% at a distance between 5 and 10 kilometres, and the remaining 5.65% at more
than 10 kilometres from the coast (Figure 5). This indicates a clear majority of subjects
living by the sea. The frequency analysis by area shows consistent results. Nevertheless, in
Hersonissos, the distribution among the different categories appears more even: 41.50%
of the interviewees lives at a distance shorter than 5 kilometres, 25.50% at a distance

ranging from 5 and 10 kilometres, and the remaining 33% at more than 10 kilometres
(see Annex 3 page 160)
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Aggregate Level than 10
km
Betweenh 5.65%
and 10
kim
1932%
. . . More
Adriatic Sea Area Tyrrhenian Sea Area " b
an
M?(r)ektham 10 km
m Between 174%
3.20% 5and 10
km
18,84%
Iberian Sea Area South Mediterranean Sea Area
Between More
5 and 10 than 10
K km Maore than
m 10 km
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Concerning the occupational status of the respondents, at the aggregate level, 39.36%
did not work at all, 6.40% worked full-time in the maritime industry, 7.30% worked in the
maritime industry with seasonal or short-term contracts, and 46.94% worked in other kind
of industries (Figure 6). Therefore, the largest part of the interviewed subjects works in
other industries while less than 15% is employed in the maritime industry. Although
the figures are quite representative of all the areas, we can highlight some differences.
Indeed, the Adriatic Sea areas and south Mediterranean Sea areas are characterized
respectively by 21.60% and 16.50% of participants working in the maritime industry. In
the Tyrrhenian Sea Area and in the Iberian Sea Area half of the respondents do not work.
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The preceding question ended the section on the characterization of the respondents.
All the following questions concerned directly the focus of the project.

The first question of the second section investigated the awareness of respondents
concerning climate change. At the aggregate level, 59.64%, are aware; and concerned of
climate change and willing to fight against it, 18.33% are not aware of the problem,
12.27% are aware but think that the issue does not affect or threaten the human race and
the remaining 9.76% are aware but think that the issue does not affect or threaten them
(Figure 7). Even though the majority of respondents are aware of climate change issues, a
significant 18.33% and a cumulative 28.09% of the participants are either not aware
of the problem or think that it is not their concern. In such a context, the Tyrrhenian Sea
and the Iberian Sea areas stand out for the highest percentage of respondents that are
aware and wish for the problem to be addressed, with a percentage of 88.12% and
73.63%, respectively. On the other side, the south Mediterranean Sea area, and Malta in
particular, show the highest percentage of interviewees not aware of climate change
issues (see Annex 3 pag. 160 for further details).
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Figure 7 - Distribution of respondents by climate change concern: aggregated (a) and by
area (b).
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The subsequent question investigated the awareness of citizens on the percentage of
electricity that comes from non-renewable energy sources in their area. At the aggregate
level, 42.68% is aware of the value and 57.32% is not aware, showing a slight majority
for the latter category (Figure 8). This central result at aggregate level comes from two
opposite situations in the 4 areas. On the one hand, the Adriatic Sea area exhibits a clear
majority of aware respondents (72.74%), but, on the other, the Tyrrhenian Sea area, the
Iberian Sea area, and the south Mediterranean area display a clear majority of unaware
respondents (69.28%, 80.35%, and 72.39% respectively). In this context, Ciovo Island is in
contrast with the rest of the Adriatic Sea area with 63% of respondents not aware of the
source of electricity used.
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Figure 8 - Distribution of respondents by electricity source awareness: aggregate (a) and
by area (b)
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The next question investigated the best strategy to reduce the environmental impact from
the point of view of citizens’ perception. At the aggregate level, 7.96% of respondents
think that the best way to decrease the environmental impact is reducing household
consumption, 22.99% opts for energy produced from renewable sources, 64.08% agrees
with both the previous options and 4.98% disagrees with all alternatives (Figure 9). This
result shows that the majority of the respondent believe that the reduction of
household consumption and the use of renewable energy sources are the measures
to use to compensate for our environmental impact. Among the various areas, a
countertrend is shown by Salobrena (ES), where again the majority agrees with both
measures to reduce environmental impact, but a small but significant part disagrees with
all the options available (see Annex 3 page 160).
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Question 10 was one of the most important because investigated the knowledge of Blue
Energy. At the aggregate level, 43.38% is aware of Blue Energies while 56.62% is not,
meaning a weak majority of unaware respondents (Figure 10). All areas show consistent
results, and, in particular, in the Tyrrhenian Sea numbers appear to be the most extreme
with 72.5% of respondents that do not know Blue Energies.

Aggregate Level

Adriatic Sea Area Tyrrhenian Sea Area b

Iberian Sea Area South Mediterranean Sea Area

Figure 10 - Distribution of respondents by knowledge of Blue Energies: aggregated (a)
and by area (b)
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The following set of questions investigates the level of supportiveness about the
deployment of marine renewable energies by some technologies. To this end, a set of Blue
Energies technologies were presented to the interviewed.

The first one is a floating wind turbine,. At the aggregate level, 6.97% of the respondents
declares to be not supportive at all, 13.13% not supportive, 10.81% uncertain or indifferent,
37. 91% supportive, and 31.18% strongly supportive (Table 5). The results indicate that
almost 70% of the registered frequencies is distributed between being either supportive
or strongly supportive, that is, almost 70% of the respondents is favourable to floating
wind turbines installation. Approximately the same results are shown by the other levels
of analysis. However, the Tyrrhenian Sea area constitutes an exception. Indeed, its results
appear to be more negatively polarized: a percentage of 32.17% is either strongly not
favourable or not favourable toward the installation, the 15.07% is uncertain or indifferent
and 52.75% is either supportive or strongly supportive.

Table 5. Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness of floating wind turbines
aggregated and by area

Level of o
) Adriatic . . South
supportiveness | Aggregated Tyrrhenian Iberian .
) ] Sea Mediterranean
of floating wind Level Sea Area Sea Area
. Area Sea Area
turbines
]
not supportive at 6.97% 2.80% 13.33% 10.70% 6.05%
all
2
, 13.13% 14.65% 18.84% 7.21% 11.93%
not supportive
3
10.81% 7.59% 15.07% 12.19% 11.44%
neutral
4
, 37.91% 50.47% 33.04% 30.10% 30.39%
supportive
5
‘ 31.18% 24.50% 19.71% 39.80% 40.20%
strongly supportive
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The second technology presented is a submarine kite, able to exploit energy of the marine

currents. At the aggregate level, 4.93% of the respondents declares to be not supportive

at all, 15.08% not supportive, 14.08% uncertain or indifferent, 40.59% supportive, and

25.32% strongly supportive (Table 6). The results show the largest part of the interviewees

being supportive towards this kind of technology. In such a context, almost 66% of

respondents are either supportive or strongly supportive and this means that the same

share of respondents is favourable to submarine kite installation. Approximately the

same results are shown by the other levels of analysis.

Table 6 - Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness of submarine Kites

aggregated and by area

Level of south
ou
supportiveness | Aggregated | Adriatic | Tyrrhenian Iberian .
) Mediterranean
of submarine Level Sea Area Sea Area Sea Area
. Sea Area
kites
]
not supportive at 4.93% 1.86% 8.99% 7.73% 4.58%
all
2
) 15.08% 17.18% 16.81% 9.73% 15.03%
not supportive
3
14.08% 16.38% 9.28% 11.72% 15.52%
neutral
4
) 40.59% 53.53% 39.13% 35.66% 28.76%
supportive
5
strongly 25.32% 11.05% 25.80% 35.16% 36.11%
supportive

The third technology investigated was the oscillating water column plant installed in

piers, to exploit the energy of waves. At the aggregate level, 4.60% of the respondents
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declares to be not supportive at all, 10.71% not supportive, 10.47% uncertain or indifferent,
39.38% supportive, and 34.83% strongly supportive (Table 7). Hence, the largest part of
the interviewees is supportive towards this kind of technology. Indeed, almost 75% of the
citizens are supportive or strongly supportive. Approximately the same results are shown
by the other level of analysis. Thus, comparing this case with the two aforementioned,
oscillating water columns receive more positive support.

Table 7 - Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness for oscillating water
columns technology aggregated and by area

Level of south
ou
supportiveness | Aggregated | Adriatic | Tyrrhenian Iberian .
. . Mediterranean
of oscillating Level Sea Area Sea Area | Sea Area
Sea Area
water columns
]
not supportive at 4.60% 1.73% 3.48% 8.46% 6.21%
all
2
, 10.71% 12.65% 10.14% 8.46% 10.13%
not supportive
3
10.47% 10.92% 8.99% 8.46% 12.09%
neutral
4
, 39.38% 47.40% 43.48% 34.58% 30.39%
supportive
5
strongly 34.83% 27.30% 3391% 40.05% 41.18%
supportive

The fourth proposed installation was a system of floaters fixed on a pier to harness the
energy of waves. At the aggregate level, 4.98% of the respondents declares to be not
supportive at all, 1232% not supportive, 12.94% uncertain or indifferent, 38.25%
supportive, and 31.52% strongly supportive (Table 8).. About 70% of the respondents is
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distributed between being either supportive or strongly supportive. Therefore, 70% of the
respondents is favourable to the installation. The other levels of analysis show
approximately the same results.

Table 8 - Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness of floaters aggregated and

by area
Level of o . . South
. Aggregated | Adriatic | Tyrrhenian Iberian .
supportiveness Mediterranean
Level Sea Area Sea Area Sea Area
of floaters Sea Area
]
not supportive at 4.98% 1.60% 5.80% 8.96% 6.05%
all
2
, 12.32% 12.38% 13.04% 9.45% 13.73%
not supportive
3
12.94% 15.18% 15.07% 11.44% 9.97%
neutral
4
, 38.25% 45.01% 44 35% 33.08% 29.90%
supportive
5
strongly 31.52% 25.83% 21.74% 37.06% 40.36%
supportive

The last technology presented is a system of oscillating buoys, that is, another kind of
wave energy converter. At the aggregate level, 5.36% of the respondents declares to be
not supportive at all, 12.09% not supportive, 12.28% uncertain or indifferent, 41.11%
supportive, and 29.16% strongly supportive (Table 9). The largest part of the interviewees
is supportive towards this kind of technology as well. The 70.27% of the registered
frequencies is distributed between being either supportive or strongly supportive
therefore showing support toward the installation. The other levels of analysis show
approximately the same results. However, despite the general support, a significant part
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of the respondents appears to be not in favour of the installation in the Tyrrhenian Sea

area.

Table 9. Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness of oscillating buoys

aggregate and by area

Level of
- - . . South
supportiveness | Aggregated | Adriatic | Tyrrhenian Iberian .
o Mediterranean
of oscillating Level Sea Area Sea Area | Sea Area
Sea Area
buoys
]
not supportive at 536% 1.73% 8.70% 8.48% 5.88%
all
2
, 12.09% 13.98% 14.78% 8.23% 10.78%
not supportive
3
12.28% 11.05% 13.91% 10.97% 13.73%
neutral
4
, 41.11% 52.33% 41.16% 36.91% 30.07%
supportive
5
strongly 29.16% 2091% 21.45% 35.41% 39.54%
supportive
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Table 10 - Summary of the favourable replies per each technology

# | BE Technology % of supportive citizens

1 | Oscillating water columns | 74.21%

2 | Oscillating buoys 70.27%

3 | Floaters 69.77%

4 | Floating wind turbines 69.07%

5 | Submarine kites 65.91%

Annex 4 (page 183) reports detailed tables of the frequencies of each technology per each
site.

In the following questions, citizens are required to express their opinion which marine
renewable energy technologies they believe are less invasive among the ones
presented in the previous set of installations. At the aggregate level, 16.79% of
respondents believes the floating wind turbines to be the least invasive, 14.60% thinks
that about submarine Kites, 29.26% answers oscillating water column plants, the 22.48%
prefers the system of floaters and the remaining 16.88% shows a preference for oscillating
buoys (Figure 11). These frequencies indicate that the largest part of the respondents
is convinced that oscillating water column plants are the least invasive technologies.
Breaking down the figures by area, the Tyrrhenian Sea area and the south Mediterranean
Sea area show coherent results with the general trend, while the Adriatic Sea area and
the lberian Sea area express the system of floaters as the least invasive technology.
However, the results obtained are generally rather fragmented with slightly larger
frequencies on oscillating water column plant installed in a pier.
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FOOD FOR THOUGHT

The results to question humber 11 show general support from a large part of the
respondents, with category 4 (favourable) more frequent than category 5 (strongly in
favour). The results obtained appear to be similar among the various technologies.
However, if we were to make a comparison oscillating water columns technology is the
most widely accepted, followed by oscillating buoys, floaters, floating wind turbines, and
submarine kites (Table 10). In such a framework, the floating wind turbines show the most
extreme results: even though the interviewees are generally in favour, a significant part of
them is not in favour in the Tyrrhenian Sea area.

The following set of questions required interviwees to rate their level of concern related
to the installation of marine renewable energies technologies and several issues that
could arise with them.

The first issue concerns noise. At the aggregate level, 15.28% is not concerned at all about
the noise related to the installation of marine renewable energies technologies, 20.97% is
not concerned, 12.95% is uncertain or indifferent, 32.64% is concerned and the remaining
18.17% is strongly concerned (Table 11). This result indicates that about 50% of
participants is worried about the noise related to marine renewable energies
technologies, either slightly or strongly. Breaking down the figures by area, differences
emerge in the Tyrrhenian Sea area and the Iberian Sea area. Indeed, both the Tyrrhenian
Sea area and the Iberian Sea area show the largest share of participants not concerned
about the noise related to marine renewable energies technologies, either slightly or
strongly.
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Table 11 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of noise aggregate and by area

Level of o . . South
Aggregated Adriatic Tyrrhenian | Iberian Sea .
concern of Mediterranean
. Level Sea Area Sea Area Area
noise Sea Area
1
letel
COT'O et 1528% 3.60% 33.04% 28.25% 11.11%
no
concerned
2
not 20.97% 30.36% 12.75% 24.00% 12.09%
concerned
3
) 12.95% 1451% 21.45% 6.50% 10.46%
uncertain
4
32.64% 40.88% 13.91% 25.00% 38.07%
concerned
5
strongly 18.17% 10.65% 18.84% 16.25% 28.27%
concerned

The second issue investigated concerns the potential impacts on fauna and flora. At the
aggregate level, 821% is not worried at all about the possible impacts of marine
renewable energies technologies installation on fauna and flora, 18.56% is not worried,
18.04% is indifferent or unsure, 30.33% of the respondents is concerned and the
remaining 24.87% is extremely worried (Table 12). This result means that 55.20% of
participants is worried about the possible impacts on fauna and flora, either slightly or
strongly, while only 26.77% is not worried. In this framework, the areas of the Iberian
Sear and the south Mediterranean Sea show the largest slices. In the former case, nearly
the cumulative 70% of the respondents is worried about the possible consequences on
the ecosystem, and, in the latter, the percentage exceeds 70%. Within the Adriatic Sea
area, the case of Ciovo Island is noteworthy: the interviewees' opinion is almost equally
distributed among worried, indifferent, and not worried about the issue.
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Table 12 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of impacts on fauna and flora
aggregate and by area

Level of
concern of o . . South
. Aggregated Adriatic Tyrrhenian | Iberian Sea .
impacts on Mediterranean
Level Sea Area Sea Area Area
fauna and Sea Area
flora
]
not worried 8.21% 1.73% 23.48% 5.76% 9.15%
at all
2
) 18.56% 32.09% 12.46% 12.78% 9.15%
not worried
3
18.04% 22.90% 22.61% 11.53% 13.73%
unsure
4
) 30.33% 35.69% 16.23% 31.08% 31.21%
worried
5
extremely 24.87% 7.59% 2522% 38.85% 36.76%
worried

Concerns related to the visual impact of these technologies on the landscapes and
territory were also investigated. At the aggregate level, 16.41% is completely not
concerned, 21.19% is not concerned, 14.60% is uncertain or indifferent, 29.63% of the
participants is concerned and the remaining 18.16% is strongly concerned (Table 13).
Hence, the largest part of respondents is concerned, either slightly or strongly. Breaking
down the figures by area, some differences emerge. The Adriatic Sea area shows a
countertrend with a slight majority of the not concerned over the concerned ones. On
their side, the Tyrrhenian Sea and the lberian Sea areas are characterized by almost evenly
divided opinions, excluding the indifferent or uncertain ones. Lastly, the south
Mediterranean Sea area has the highest percentage of concerned, either slightly or
strongly, with 68.95% of the respondents.
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Level of
o . . South
concern of | Aggregated Adriatic Tyrrhenian | Iberian Sea .
. Mediterranean
visual Level Sea Area Sea Area Area
. Sea Area
impact
]
letel
Cort“p el 16.41% 9.72% 25.80% 27.18% 12.25%
Nno
concerned
2
not 21.19% 36.22% 17.68% 16.219% 8.01%
concerned
3
) 14.60% 18.64% 16.52% 11.22% 10.78%
uncertain
4
29.63% 30.49% 20.58% 23.69% 37.58%
concerned
5
strongly 18.16% 4.93% 19.42% 21.70% 31.37%
concerned

The possible negative effects on tourism where then assessed. At the aggregate level,
2457% of the respondents is not concerned at all by the possible effects of marine
renewable energies technologies on tourism, 19.83% is not concerned, 13.57% is
indifferent or uncertain, 26.23% is concerned and 15.80% is strongly concerned (Table 14).
Therefore, the largest part of the interviewees is nhot concerned about the negative
impacts on tourism. However, excluding the central category, the sample is divided
almost equally between the poles: 44.40% is not concerned, either strongly or slightly, and
42.03% is concerned, either slightly or strongly. The cases of the Municipality of
Hersonissos (Crete), Giglio Island, and Civitavecchia are noteworthy. On one side,
Hersonissos shows the unanimity of the interviewees concerned about the possible
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effects: 50.50% of them is concerned and 47% is extremely concerned. On the other side,
Giglio Island and Civitavecchia indicate the highest percentage of not concerned: they are
characterized respectively by 53.10% and 44.50% of not-concerned-at-all-interviewees.

Table 14 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of negative effects on tourism

aggregate and by area

Level of
concern of o . . South
. Aggregated Adriatic Tyrrhenian | Iberian Sea .
negative Mediterranean
Level Sea Area Sea Area Area
effects on Sea Area
tourism
]
letel
COT'O et 2457% 1332% 48.12% 30.75% 21.08%
Nno
concerned
2
not 19.83% 26.76% 18.84% 17.75% 13.24%
concerned
3
) 13.57% 15.05% 13.91% 10.50% 13.56%
uncertain
4
26.23% 32.89% 6.96% 2450% 30.07%
concerned
5
strongly 15.80% 11.98% 12.17% 16.50% 22.06%
concerned

The last issue investigated concerned the potential negative effects on fishing. At the
aggregate level, 11.75% is not concerned at all by the possible effects of marine renewable
energies technologies installation on fishing, 17.54% is simply not concerned, 17.06% is
indifferent or unsure, 28.72% is concerned and 24.93% is very concerned (Table 15). Hence,
the largest part of the interviewees is concerned about the negative impacts on fishing.
However, excluding the indifferent ones, there is a slight majority of generally concerned
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subjects: 53.65%. Again, the cases of Hersonissos, Giglio Island, and Civitavecchia are

noteworthy. On one side, in Hersonissos, nearly all respondents agree: 42% of them is
concerned and 55% is extremely concerned about the possible impacts. On the other
side, the Tyrrhenian Sea area indicates a countertrend: 31.88% of the interviewees is not

concerned at all and 18.26% is simply not concerned.

Table 15 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of negative effects on fishing

aggregated and by area

Level of
concern of o . . South
. Aggregated Adriatic Tyrrhenian | Iberian Sea .
negative Mediterranean
Level Sea Area Sea Area Area
effects on Sea Area
fishing
]
letel
Cort“p el 11.75% 1.60% 31.88% 1517% 10.62%
Nno
concerned
2
not 17.54% 26.10% 18.26% 12.69% 9.80%
concerned
3
‘ 17.06% 21.70% 18.84% 9.45% 15.36%
uncertain
4
28.72% 31.42% 13.62% 31.09% 32.35%
concerned
5
strongly 24.93% 19.17% 17.39% 31.59% 31.86%
concerned
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FOOD FOR THOUGHT

The results of this set of questions on possible issues on Blue Energies installations
indicate that the matter of potential negative effects splits citizens' opinions. If we were
to make a comparison, the largest slice of respondents appears to be more concerned
about impacts on flora and fauna, negative effects on fishing, noise, and visual impact, in
order. The negative effects on tourism are the only aspect in which the share of not
concerned is larger than the share of concerned. However, different results emerge taking
into consideration singular sites.

These sets of answers have been analysed also by gender, status of residence, distance
from the sea and knowledge of BE of respondents, but no significance differences can be
appreciated. (See Annex 5 for detailed tables).

The final set of questions required to rate the level of hopefulness related to the possible
positive effects arising from the installation of marine renewable energies technologies.

The first effect refers to the hopefulness about new job opportunities. At the aggregate
level, 2.66% of the respondents is hot hopeful at all, 8.36% is simply not hopeful, 9.59% is
indifferent or uncertain, 43.87% is simply hopeful and 35.52% is extremely hopeful (Table
16). Therefore, the largest part of the interviewees is positive toward the collateral new
job opportunities created by the implementation of Blue Energy Technologies, either
slightly or extremely. The results are shared among different areas that yield coherent
outcomes.

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

Table 16 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about new job opportunities
aggregated and by area

Level of South
ou
hopefulness Aggregated | Adriatic | Tyrrhenian Iberian .
. Mediterranean
about new job Level Sea Area Sea Area Sea Area
o Sea Area
opportunities
]
not hopeful at 2.66% 2.00% 5.80% 251% 1.80%
all
2
8.36% 10.79% 9.28% 6.03% 6.37%
not hopeful
3
) 9.59% 8.26% 6.38% 8.04% 14.05%
uncertain
4
43.87% 55.26% 34.49% 37.94% 39.05%
hopeful
5
extremely 35.52% 23.70% 44.06% 45.48% 38.73%
hopeful

The second effect refers to the hopefulness toward energy independence. At the
aggregate level, 3.65% of the respondents is not hopeful at all, 12.57% is simply not
hopeful, 10.48% is indifferent or uncertain, 40.30% is hopeful and 33.00% is extremely
hopeful (Table 17). Again, the largest part of the interviewees is distributed among la last
two categories, meaning a general positive attitude toward energy independence
reached thanks to the installation of marine renewable energies technologies. The
results are shared among the different areas except for the Adriatic Sea area, where the
cumulative sum of the disenchanted ones is slightly higher (27.43%).
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Table 17 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about energy
independence: aggregated and by area

Level of South
ou
hopefulness | Aggregated | Adriatic Tyrrhenian Iberian .
Mediterranean
about energy Level Sea Area Sea Area Sea Area
. Sea Area
independence
1
not hopeful at 3.65% 4.93% 2.61% 3.74% 2.61%
all
2
12.57% 22.50% 11.88% 4.24% 6.21%
not hopeful
3
) 10.48% 15.58% 6.09% 6.73% 9.15%
uncertain
4
40.30% 43.28% 34.49% 32.17% 45.26%
hopeful
5
extremely 33.00% 13.72% 44.93% 53.12% 36.76%
hopeful

The third effect refers to the possibility of climate change mitigation, that is, the grade
of positivity toward the reduction of climate change effects due to the installation of
marine renewable energies technologies. At the aggregate level, 4.03% of the subjects
interviewed is not hopeful at all, 14.56% is simply not hopeful, 12.14% is uncertain or
indifferent, 37.13% is hopeful and 32.15% is extremely hopeful toward that possibility
(Table 18). Concerning the results aforementioned, there is a more conspicuous slice of
disheartened; however, the majority of the respondents is distributed between the
positive categories. The results are coherent with the ones of the Adriatic Sea area and
the Tyrrhenian Sea area. By contrast, the Iberian Sea area and south Mediterranean area
reflect a more positive attitude with nearly all the frequencies falling into the positive
categories.
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Table 18 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about climate change
mitigation: aggregated and by area

Level of
hopefulness o . . South
. Aggregated Adriatic Tyrrhenian Iberian .
about climate Mediterranean
Level Sea Area Sea Area Sea Area
change Sea Area
mitigation
]
not hopeful at 4.03% 4.79% 3.48% 2.24% 458%
all
2
14.56% 24.77% 13.33% 6.98% 7.68%
not hopeful
3
. 12.14% 17.71% 8.70% 6.73% 10.78%
uncertain
4
37.13% 39.68% 33.62% 25.19% 4379%
hopeful
5
extremely 32.15% 13.05% 40.87% 58.85% 33.17%
hopeful

The fourth effect refers to a collateral reduction of local pollution. At the aggregate level,
3.75% of the subjects is not hopeful at all about the installation of marine renewable
energies technologies causing the reduction of local pollution, 15.22% is not hopeful,
12.47% is indifferent or uncertain, 34.47% is hopeful and 34.09% is extremely hopeful with
regard to this possibility (Table 19). This shows the same attitude highlighted toward
climate change mitigation; although the majority of respondents are hopeful, either
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slightly or extremely; there is a conspicuous slice of disheartened. Again, the results are
coherent in all areas except for the lberian Sea and south Mediterranean areas which
show a more positive attitude.

Table 19 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about reduction of local
pollution aggregated and by area

Level of
hopefulness
N . . South
about Aggregated Adriatic Tyrrhenian Iberian .
. Mediterranean
reduction of Level Sea Area Sea Area Sea Area
Sea Area
local
pollution
]
not hopeful 3.75% 4.39% 3.19% 3.74% 3.27%
at all
2
15.22% 24.10% 14.20% 10.47% 8.01%
not hopeful
3
. 12.47% 1811% 7.54% 8.48% 10.95%
uncertain
4
34.47% 36.09% 31.01% 27.43% 39.05%
hopeful
5
extremely 34.09% 17.31% 44.06% 49.88% 38.73%
hopeful

The last effect investigated refers to possible improvements in innovative start-ups,
companies, organizations, public and private bodies as a side effect of the flowering
of Blue Energies. At the aggregate level, 2.94% of the respondents is not hopeful at all
about the installation of Blue Energies technologies causing improvements in innovative
organizations, 11.94% is not hopeful, 14.79% is indifferent or uncertain, 36.87% is hopeful
and 33.46% is extremely hopeful (Table 20). Therefore, the largest of the interviewees is
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hopeful about the side effects on innovative companies, either slightly or extremely.

These results are coherent also with the other level of analysis.

Table 20 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about strengthening of
innovation in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies: aggregated and by

area

Level of
hopefulness about
strengthening of

. .. L. . Iberian South
innovation in Aggregated | Adriatic | Tyrrhenian .
. Sea Mediterranean
businesses, Level Sea Area Sea Area
L Area Sea Area
organizations and
public or private
bodies
]
2.94% 3.99% 1.16% 3.48% 2.29%
not hopeful at all
2
11.94% 19.44% 15.07% 522% 539%
not hopeful
3
. 14.79% 17.84% 9.28% 12.19% 15.85%
uncertain
4
36.87% 34.62% 33.62% 3731% 41.18%
hopeful
5
33.46% 24.10% 40.87% 41.79% 35.29%
extremely hopeful
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FOOD FOR THOUGHT

The results of the previous set of questions show a general hopeful attitude toward the
possible positive effects related to Blue Energies. Although the figures are similar, if we
were to make a comparison, the positive effects on which respondents hope the most
are in decreasing order: new job positions, energy independence, improvements in
innovative companies, climate change mitigation and reduction of local pollution.

These answers have been analysed also by gender, status of residence, distance from the
sea and knowledge of Blue Energy of respondents, but no significant differences can be

appreciated (See Annex 5 for detailed tables).
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4 Key findings per each site

The results obtained in each site are reported per each investigated site as individual
factsheet. Factsheets have been Designed to convey an immediate understanding of the
perception of Blue Energy by the citizens of the investigated area. In the factsheets, all the
replies have been grouped according to the main fieldinvestigated such as climate
change awareness, knowledge on Blue Energy or the level of supportiveness of the
proposed technologies. The distribution of each question per each site is reported in
Annex 3.
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4a) Key findings in Ciovo Island (Croatia)

Climate change awareness

@ The largest part of citizens is aware of the issue of climate change and believes that it is necessary
to adopt adequate measures to mitigate it (57%).

@ One fourth of citizens is aware of climate change but they believe the issue does not affect or
threaten humans and 11% of them is not aware at all of climate change related issues.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ Most of citizens (71%) believes that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of energy
and to produce energy from renewable sources to reduce environmental impact.

One fifth of citizen believes that the production of energy from renewable sources alone is
enough to reduce our environmental impact.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

@ About 60% of respondents know Blue Energies. This value is higher than almost all other sites.

@ About 40% of respondents do not know Blue Energies at all.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ All the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating water
columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received support by more than the half of the population.
Oscillating buoys represent the technologies most supported.

Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the set of floaters fixed on
a pier. This installation has received consensus by 40% of citizens. The second chosen installation is
the oscillating water column plant installed on a pier.
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Level of concern of Blue Energy installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual
impact tourism, fishing.

@ The level of concern about almost all the presented negative aspects is quite low.
@ The economic side is what rises more concerns, followed by concerns on tourism and fishing.

® Tourists exhibit higher levels of concern than residents. On the other side, residents are more
concerned about negative effects on tourism.

@ Those knowing Blue Energies show higher concerns about noise, impacts on flora and fauna
and visual impacts. On the other side, those not knowing Blue Energies show higher concerns about
negative effects on tourism and fishing.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ The level of hopefulness about all the presented positive aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is quite high and, in particular, the opportunity of new job offers shows the
highest values.

@ Almost one fourth of population is not hopeful about the collateral reduction of local pollution
and strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies.

@ @ Tourists are more hopeful about all the presented possible positive aspects than residents.

@ @ Those knowing Blue Energies are less hopeful about all the presented possible positive
aspects than those not knowing Blue Energies.
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4b) Key findings in Municipality of Hersonissos (Greece)

Climate change awareness

@ The largest part of citizens is aware of the issue of climate change and believes that it is necessary
to adopt adequate measures to mitigate it (60%).

@ Almost one third of citizens is aware of climate change but they believe the issue does not affect
or threaten either them or the human race and 11% of them is not aware at all of climate change
related issues.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ Most of the citizens believes that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of energy
and to produce energy from renewable sources in order to reduce environmental impact.

16% of citizen believes that the production of energy from renewable sources alone is enough
to reduce our environmental impact.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

A little more than half of respondents knows Blue Energies. This value is higher than almost all
other sites.

@ 45% of respondents does not know Blue Energies at all.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ All the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating water
columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received strong support. Oscillating buoys represent the
technologies more highly supported.
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Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the oscillating water
column plant installed on a pier. This installation has received consensus by nearly 60% of citizens.
The second chosen installation is the set of floaters fixed on a pier which has received consensus by
one third of the interviewees.

Level of concern of Blue Energy installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual
impact tourism, fishing.

@ Citizens are unanimously concerned about all the possible negative effects of Blue Energy
installations presented. In particular, impacts on fauna and flora show the highest values. Crete is
completely outstanding comparted with all other sites with really high concerns on all the presented
negative effects.

@ @ Gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies seem
to not significantly impact on citizens’ perception of BE installation negative effects.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ Citizens are unanimously hopeful about all the possible positive effects of Blue Energy
installations presented. In particular, the reduction of local pollution shows the highest values of
hopefulness.

@ @ Tourists are more hopeful about climate change mitigation, reduction of local pollution
and strengthening of innovation in businesses than residents.

@ Citizens aware of Blue Energy are more hopeful about climate change mitigation, reduction of
local pollution and strengthening of innovation in businesses than respondents unaware.
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4¢) Key findings in Durres (Albania)

Climate change awareness

@ Almost half of the interviewees is aware of the issue of climate change issues and believes
that it is necessary to adopt adequate measures to mitigate it (45%).

@ More than one fourth of citizens is completely not aware of climate change issues.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ 65% of citizens believes that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of energy and to
produce energy from renewable sources to reduce environmental impact.

Almost one fourth of citizens believes that the production of energy from renewable sources
alone is enough to reduce our environmental impact.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

@ Nearly 60% of respondents does not know Blue Energies at all.

@ Only about 40% of citizens knows Blue Energies.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ Almost all the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating
water columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received strong support by the population. Floating
wind turbines represent the technologies most supported.

@ Even if the level of support on al Blue Energy installation is high, nearly 20% of citizens shows
some doubts about Blue Energy technologies installation.
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Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the oscillating water
column plant installed in a pier. This installation has received consensus by 31% of citizens. The
second chosen installation is the set of floaters fixed on a pier.

Level of concern of Blue Energy installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual
impact tourism, fishing.

@ Generally, the level of concern about negative aspects that could derive from Blue Energy
installation is smaller than in all other sites.

@ Female and citizens that live near the sea arise more concerns on all possible negative impact
of Blue Energy installations.

® Generally, citizens aware of Blue Energy arise more concerns on negative effects of Blue Energy.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ Generally, the level of hopefulness about all the positive opportunities connected with Blue
Energy is smaller than in all other sites. Durres have about 30% of low values of hopefulness in energy
independence, climate change mitigation and reduction of local pollution.

@ Generally, citizens unaware of Blue Energy are more hopeful about all the positive
opportunities connected with Blue Energy than citizens that know Blue Energy.
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4d) Key findings in Kalkara and Xghajra (Malta)

Climate change awareness

@ Most of citizens is completely not aware of the issue of climate change (70%). This is a very
outstanding value compared to all other sites.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ Half of citizens interviewed believes that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of
energy and to produce energy from renewable sources to reduce environmental impact.

449% of citizens believes that the production of energy from renewable sources alone is enough
to reduce our environmental impact.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

@ Nearly 60% of respondents do not know Blue Energies at all.

@ About 40% of citizens knows Blue Energies.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ All the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating water
columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received support by a large part of the citizens. Oscillating
buoys and submarine kites are the technologies with higher values of support (nearly 80% both).

@ 14% of respondents exhibits extremely low support for oscillating water columns.

Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the floating wind turbine
and the cluster of oscillating buoys. This is different from all the other sites where the marine
renewable energy technology thought less invasive by almost all the sites is the oscillating water
column plant installed in a pier.
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Level of concern of Blue Energy installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual
impact tourism, fishing.

@ The level of concern about almost all the presented negative aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is high. Noise and visual impact are the aspects concerning at most (26% and
25% of the population, respectively).

27% of citizens has not made up their mind about possible negative effects on fishing yet.

@ 37% of respondents is not concerned at all about the negative effects on tourism deriving from
BE installations.

@ ® Gender and knowledge of Blue Energy seems to influence the level of concern about visual
impact of BE technologies. Males are more concerned than females and interviewees knowing Blue
Energy are more concerned than those not aware of Blue Energy.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ The level of hopefulness about all the presented positive aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is high. The possible reduction of local pollution records the highest values of
hopefulness.

17% and 15% of interviewees have not made up their mind about collateral job opportunities
and strengthening of innovation in businesses yet.
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4e) Key findings in Salobrena (Spain)

Climate change awareness

@ 55% of citizens are aware and believe that is necessary to adopt adequate measures in order to
mitigate the climate change problem.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ 51% of interviewees believes that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of energy
and to produce energy from renewable sources to reduce environmental impact.

@ 23% of citizens believes that none of the aforementioned actions are necessary to reduce our
environmental impact.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

@ The largest part of respondents, nearly 60%, does not know Blue Energies at all.

@ About 40% of citizens knows Blue Energies.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ All the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating water
columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received support by large part of the population. Oscillating
water columns are the most supported technologies.

Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the set of floaters fixed on
a pier. This installation has received consensus by 31% of citizens. The second chosen installation is
the cluster of oscillating buoys
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Level of concern of Blue Energy installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual
impact tourism, fishing.

@ @ The level of concern about the presented negative aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is approximately neutral or very equally spread around all categories with some
exceptions.

@ Effects on fauna and flora, visual impact and fishing are the aspects concerning the most. Indeed,
a quarter of the population marked the highest level of concern about these points.

@ 28% of respondents is not concerned at all about noise deriving from Blue Energy installations.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ The level of hopefulness about all the presented positive aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is elevate and the values of hopefulness are gathered in the highest categories.

@ In particular, 56% of citizens has chosen the highest values with regard the possibility of climate
change mitigation.

@ @ Citizens aware of Blue Energy are more hopeful than those not aware about all the potential
positive aspects presented.
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4f) Key findings in Pobla de Farnals (Spain)

Climate change awareness

@ Citizens are almost unanimously aware of climate changes and believe that it is necessary to
adopt adequate measures in order to mitigate it. This is the highest level among all other sites.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ 60% of interviewees believe that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of energy
and to produce energy from renewable sources to reduce environmental impact.

@ One third of citizens believe that producing energy from renewable sources alone is enough
to reduce our environmental impact.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

@ The largest part of respondents, nearly 70%, does not know Blue Energies at all.

Only one third of citizens know Blue Energies.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ All the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating water
columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received strong support by large part of the population.

Oscillating water columns and floating wind turbines are the technologies most strongly and widely
supported.

Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the floating wind turbine.
This installation has received strong consensus by 27% of citizens. The second chosen installation is
the oscillating water column plant installed in a pier with 26% of support.
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Level of concern of Blue Energy installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual
impact tourism, fishing.

@ @ The level of concern about the presented negative aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is approximately neutral and spread around all categories with some exceptions.

@ Negative effects on tourism and visual impact of Blue Energy Technologies are the least
concerning critical point. 44% and 35% of respondents respectively are not concerned at all.

@ 52% of citizens are highly concerned by the impacts of Blue Energy Technologies on flora and
fauna.

@ ® The percentage of men less concerned about Blue Energy Technologies noise and negative
effects on tourism is higher than the percentage of women. On the opposite, the percentage of
women more concerned about impacts on flora and fauna and negative effects on fishing is higher
than the percentage of men.

@ @ The percentage of residents more concerned about Blue Energy Technologies negative
effects on fishing is higher if compared with tourists.

@ @ The percentage of citizens highly concerned about negative effects on tourism is higher
among people aware of Blue Energy.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ The level of hopefulness about all the presented positive aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is elevate and the values of hopefulness are gathered in the highest values
categories.

@ 62% of citizens are extremely hopeful about collateral energy independence and climate change
mitigation.

@ ® The percentage of citizens extremely hopeful about reduction of local pollution is higher
among those unaware of Blue Energy.
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4g) Key findings in Giglio Island (ltaly)

Climate change awareness

@ Citizens are almost unanimously aware of climate change and believe that it is necessary to
adopt adequate measures in order to mitigate it (about 90%).

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ About half of interviewees believe that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of
energy and to produce energy from renewable sources to reduce environmental impact. This is one
of the smallest levels among all sites.

@ More than one third of citizens believe that producing energy from renewable sources alone
is enough to reduce environmental impact.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

@ The largest part of respondents does not know Blue Energies at all, nearly 63%.

About one third of citizens know Blue Energies.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ Generally, all the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating
water columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received enough support by the population.

Oscillating water columns are the technologies most strongly and widely supported with 84% of
general consensus and 41% of strong consensus, followed by submarine Kites.

Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the oscillating water
column plant installed in a pier. This installation has received support by nearly 37% of citizens. The
second chosen installation is the submarine kite with 33% of support.
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Level of concern of BE installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual impact
tourism, fishing.

@ The level of concern about the presented negative aspects that could derive from Blue Energy
installations is approximately neutral or very low.

@ 53% of citizens are not concerned at all by Blue Energy Technologies negative effects on tourism.

@ About 28% of citizens are highly concerned of Blue Energy Technologies impacts on flora and
fauna.

@ BE Techology noises and negative effects on tourism concern less citizens aware of Blue
Energy with respect to those unaware.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ The level of hopefulness about all the presented positive aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is elevate and the values of hopefulness are gathered in the highest values
categories.

@ Energy independence, reduction of local pollution and climate change mitigation represent the
category with the highest values of hope.

@ The percentage of citizens extremely hopeful about energy independence and reduction of
local pollution is higher among residents with respect to tourists.

@ Respondents aware of Blue Energy are more extremely hopeful about energy independence and
reduction of local pollution with respect the unaware.
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4h) Key findings in Civitavecchia (ltaly)

Climate change awareness

@ 87% of citizens is aware of issue of climate change and believe that it is necessary to adopt
adequate measures in order to mitigate it. This is one of the highest percentage among all sites.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

@ 80% of interviewees believe that it is necessary to reduce household consumptions of energy
and to produce energy from renewable sources to reduce environmental impact. This result is
outstanding considering all other sites of the project.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

@ The largest part of citizens does not know Blue Energies (about 80%). This is the largest result
among all other sites.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ All the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating water
columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received support by the population.

@ Oscillating water column plant is the technology most widely and strongly supported; 73% of
citizens is generally favourable and, among them, 29% is strongly favourable.

Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the oscillating water
column plant installed in a pier. This installation has received support by 419% of citizens. The second
chosen installation is the cluster of oscillating buoys with 18% of support.
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Level of concern of BE installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual impact
tourism, fishing.

@ The level of concern about the presented negative aspects that could derive from Blue Energy
installations is generally low and promising. 45% of citizens are not concerned at all by Blue Energy
Technology negative effects on tourism.

@ Only 23% of citizens are highly concerned of Blue Energy Technology impacts on flora and
fauna.

@ ® Blue Energy Technology noises, impact on flora and fauna concern more those respondents
living more than 10 km far from the sea; on the other side, they are less concerned about negative
effects on fishing. On the opposite, interviewees living less than 5 km far from the coast are the least
concerned about negative effects on tourism among the three distances from the coast taken into
account.

@ Citizens aware of Blue Energy are far less concerned about Blue Energy Technology noise, visual
impact, negative effects on tourism and on fishing.

Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ The level of hopefulness about all the presented positive aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is elevate and the values of hopefulness are gathered in the highest values
categories.

@ New job opportunities and reduction of local pollution represent the categories with the highest
values.
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4i) Key findings in Larnaca (Cyprus)

Climate change awareness

@ 63% of citizens is aware of climate change issues.

Strategy to reduce environmental impact

70% of citizens interviewed believes that it is only necessary to produce energy from renewable
sources to reduce environmental impact.

Knowledge of Blue Energies

®© About 50% of citizens knows Blue Energies, while the other half does not.

Level of supportiveness on five different Blue Energies installations technologies

@ All the five proposed technologies (floating wind turbines, submarine kites, oscillating water
columns, floaters, oscillating buoys) have received support by a large part of the citizens.

Marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive, among the proposed 5.

@ The marine renewable energy technology perceived as less invasive is the floating wind turbine,
followed by (with same percentage) oscillating water columns plant and set of floaters fixed on a
pier.

Level of concern of Blue Energy installation negative effects on noise, fauna and flora, visual
impact tourism, fishing.

@ The level of concern about almost all the presented negative aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is high. More than half of the citizens are concerned or strongly concerned about
all the presented isssues.
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Level of hopefulness about new job opportunities, energy independence, climate change
mitigation, reduction of local pollution, strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations
and public or private bodies

@ The level of hopefulness about all the presented positive aspects that could derive from Blue
Energy installations is very high and similar for all the aspects.

249% of citizens are doubtful about improvement of innovative startup derived from Blue Energy
installations.
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5 Conclusion and future outlook

The survey performed on the perception and attitude towards Blue Energy technologies
targeted to the general public in the 9 involved regions of the BLUE DEAL project
highlighted that a slight majority of respondents are unaware of Blue Energy. Even if the
distribution was different in the different target sites, this implies that during the activity
of Transferring, more effort has to be put in communication, to increase the public
awareness on the existence and benefits of Blue Energy.

On the other side, even if citizens are weakly aware of Blue Energy, interviewees showed
general support towards the installation of technologies to harness the Blue Energy.
Among the five presented technologies, the oscillating water column installed on piers
was the most widely accepted, followed by the oscillating buoys. The citizens’ acceptance
of Blue Energy Technologies represents a good starting point for the prosecution of the
BLUE DEAL project activity of the BLUE DEAL project. One of the outcomes of the BLUE
DEAL project will be the Joint Plant for Portability addressed to the Public Authority to
include Blue Energy in regional and national strategies. In the targeted regions citizens/,
acceptance can boost the participative process of the Blue Energy planning foreseen and
pursued by the project.

Considering the concerns on the possible installation of one or more Blue Energy
technology in their territory, citizens expressed fears concerning noise, eventual impacts
on flora and fauna, on fishing and the visual impact on the landscape. Whereas no
concerns resulted regarding the possible negative impacts on tourism. These frequencies,
even though different in the target sites, highlight the importance of deeply tacklinge
these aspects during the future BLUE DEAL Labs to avoid the NIMBY syndrome.

Regarding the opportunities for the territories that the implementation of Blue Energy
technologies could offer, citizens demonstrated positive hopefulness in new job creation
and energy independence. However, more awareness-raising activities should be
implemented in these territories regarding the Climate Change issue and the
contribution of Blue Energy deployment in its mitigation. A significant share of
participants is not aware of the climate change issue or think that it is not one of their
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concerns. The BLUE DEAL project and its laboratories could be the amplifier for
awareness-raising activity on the climate change issue.

The characterization of the sample demonstrated that, nearly all opinions were collected
among citizens of the pilot area and a clear majority lived by the sea.

To a certain extent the survey implemented during the first phase of the BLUE DEAL
project tackles all the main aspects highlighted by the European Commission in its
communication regarding the strategy to harness the potential of offshore renewable
energy for a climate neutral future' issued on 19" November 2020. In fact, the Commission
recognises that “Ocean energy technologies are relatively stable and predictable and can
complement wind and solar PV. Currently, no specific ocean technology prevails and the
sector still struggles to create an EU market despite progress in development and
demonstration” and also that “public consultation is an integral part of environmental and
socio-economic assessments and of maritime spatial planning processes. Early
involvement of all groups concerned is crucial to allow for the timely deployment of new
capacity”. The above phrases demonstrated the importance of the Survey implemented
as one of the first Activities of the BLUE DEAL project.

The activity should constitute the basis for future developments in terms of data
dissemination, capitalisation and integration.

What was imagined at this stage of the project is that future activities should aim at
deploying results of the surveys carried out during WP3 and capitalising their results at
the Med area and beyond. The results of the survey should become an instrument for
Policy Makers to have more knowledge on the perception of Blue Energy by citizens, set
up concrete actions for improving the development of Blue Energy in the Mediterranean
area, and reach a wider audience.

The BLUE DEAL project will work to organize, present in the shape of infographics and
upload all information in a new section of the BLUE DEAL website.

! https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/offshore_renewable energy strategy.pdf
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Such a new section should also host a registration form through which any Policy Maker
in the Mediterranean Area and beyond can register and freely download the methodology
developed: such methodology, which could be clearly tailored to the local environmental
situation, should enable Policy Makers to carry out ad hoc surveys, and ask UNISI for data
elaboration and harmonisation.

In this way, the map of the Mediterranean Area regarding the perception of citizens on
Blue Energy could be populated with additional data, and the results of the ad hoc
surveys would gain additional visibility and the possibility of being deployed.
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Annex 1. GUIDELINES - Survey on perception of citizens

Introduction

The phases of the “Survey on the perception of citizens” are as follows:

11.Identification and description of the phenomenon under investigation;
identification of the area where implementing the Survey (each Partner; 15
February 2020)

12. Preparation of the blue-print questionnaire (UNISI; 29 February 2020); translation
into local languages (each Partner; 15 March 2020)

13.Selection of the gross sample with “stratified systematic sampling of addresses”
(each Partner; 15 March 2020).

14.The fieldwork (each Partner; 15 June 2020).

15. Elaboration of the results of the survey and interpretation (UNISI, 31 August 2020)

1. Identification and description of the phenomenon under investigation

During the BLUE DEAL project, a survey on the perception and attitude towards Blue
Energy technologies targeted to the general public will be conducted in all involved
regions (9) through questionnaires and interviews, prepared by UNISI (Task Leader) and
submitted by PPs.

Results of the survey will serve to:

1) draw up lessons and suggestions to fine-tune project activities locally (also as regards

communication to the general public);

2) elaborate a dedicated report on how BE technologies are perceived in involved

countries/regions, and to what extent local communities are inclined to invest in BE (i.e.
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through popular shareholding).

The main objective of the BLUE DEAL project is to raise awareness on the potentialities of
marine renewable energies and engage stakeholders, local authorities and citizens in
participative planning processes to understand how to implement Blue Energies in
maritime and coastal areas.

In particular, BLUE DEAL aims to overcome current technical and administrative
restrictions for BE deployment and define proper requirements and procedures to
support decisions, including participative processes, and guarantee compliance with
regulatory, environmental and especially social constraints.

Social acceptance will be among the most investigated issues, being the challenge of
the BLUE DEAL project to fill any knowledge gap and try to sketch a BE plan in target
regions in order to support the establishment of regional BLUE DEAL Alliances including
citizens.

1.1 - Identification of the area where implementing the Survey (each Partner; 15

February 2020)

The first basic decision to be taken is the identification of the area for the survey. The area
has to be the one where a Blue Energy (BE) instalment has to be settled and where the
project has to be developed. The area could be an island or a part of it, a coastal area, a
city or a part of a city. The chosen area should contain between 1,500 and 15,000
inhabitants.

Example: in ltaly for Tuscany Region-UNISI, the chosen area is the Giglio island. Given that
the number of inhabitants of Giglio is 1,500, the entire area of the island will be sampled.
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2 - Preparation of the blue-print questionnaire

On the basis of the questionnaire prepared during the previous MAESTRALE project, UNISI
will prepare a blue-print questionnaire in English (by 29" February 2020); Each partner
should then translate it into local language by 15 March 2020.

3 - Selection of the sample of addresses
3.1 Theoretical aspects

The sampling methodology chosen for the survey is a two stage sampling: in the first
stage addresses are selected with stratified systematic sampling; in the second stage,
one person is chosen in the household to be the respondent.

3.1.1 First Stage

Now, let us go inside the meaning of each of the words “stratified systematic sampling of
addresses” that represents the first stage of the sampling.

Stratification

Stratification (Verma, 1991)? means dividing the Primary Sampling Units (PSUs) in the
population into groups and then selecting a sample independently within each group. In
this survey the PSUs of this stage are addresses.

This permits separate control over design and selection of the sample within each stratum.
The PSUs have to be divided into homogeneous, mutually exclusive and collectively
exhaustive (see box below for clarification) subgroups or strata using some stratification
variable. In this manner within each stratum, the elements are homogeneous. However,
high degree of heterogeneity exists between strata. In so far as the strata represent
relatively homogeneous groupings of units, the resulting sample is made more efficient

2Verma V. (1991), Sampling Methods, Statistical Institute foe Asia and Pacific, Tokyo.
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by ensuring that units from each grouping are appropriately represented in a controlled
way.

Requirements of a stratum:

Homogeneous: the elements that belong to the same stratum must be similar, have
the same characteristics;

Mutually exclusive: if an element belongs to a certain stratum, it cannot belong to any
other;

Collectively exhaustive: if all the formed strata are kept together, the entire reference
population is considered.

The most common type of stratification is geographic: stratification according to the type
of place (urban-rural, or by the degree of urbanisation or size of locality or kind of
dwellings...); location (province, region, or other administrative divisions); and climatic or
ecological zone. Such stratification is simple and requires little auxiliary information.

Once the strata are defined, an independent sample is collected from each stratum and
the final sample is formed by consolidating (i.e. putting together) all sample elements
chosen in each stratum.

With stratified sampling, greater precision can be gained with smaller sample sizes with
respect to simple random sampling.

Most frequently, the selection of the PSUs in each stratum is proportionate, such that the
ratio of sample elements from each stratum to the sample size equals that of the
population elements within each stratum to the total number of population elements.

Systematic sampling

Inside each stratum, the selection of the PSUs has to be done using systematic sampling.
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Systematic sampling (Verma, 1991} is a kind of probability sampling in which sample units
from a population are selected according to a random starting point but with a fixed,
periodic interval. This interval, called the sampling interval, is calculated by dividing the
population size by the desired sample size.

Suppose that an equal probability sample of n units (listings) is required from a population
of N units. From the list of units, preferably arranged in some useful way and the units
numbered sequentially from 7 to N, one unit is selected from every | = N/n units in the list.
A random number r between 1 and | identifies the sequence number of the first unit
selected. Then starting with r, every I-th unit is selected, i.e. the sequence numbers
selected being

rorH, 2%, r+(n-T)

To the extent that the units in the original list appear in a random order, the resulting
sample is equivalent to a simple random sample. However, existing lists are practically
never randomly ordered; in any case the objective of systematic sampling is to make use
of the order available to achieve a better spread of the sample according to some
meaningful criterion, such as geographical location of the units. In this manner, systematic
sampling provides implicit stratification; it can be regarded as stratification of the
population into zones or strata of size |, and the selection of one unit per zone or 'implicit
stratum’.

Select every 3 units

Units 12| 3| 4|5 6] 78] 9|10]11]12|13]14|15|16| 17| 18

Figure A1.1 -Selection of 1 every 3 units
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Systematic sampling from ordered lists is cheap and efficient. In implementation, the
procedure tends to be much simpler than selection with the use of random numbers.

Addresses

Addresses are the Primary Sampling Units of the proposed sampling methodology. This
means that, inside each stratum separately, the systematic sampling has to be applied to
all the addresses in the stratum so that the selection is done to the addresses.

The result of this first stage is a sample of addresses.

3.1.2 Second Stage

The second stage of the sampling is the selection of one individual to be interviewed at
each address.

An example of similar sampling can be found in Jaenson, 1992° and in McMichael, 2013*.

In this case, the first adult found in the house and that agrees to be interviewed will be
selected.

3 Jaenson, R., N. Bassuk, S. Schwager, and D. Headley (1992), A statistical method for the accurate and rapid
sampling of urban street tree populations. Journal of Arboriculture 18(4):171-183.

4 McMichael, J., Shook-Sa, B., Ridenhour, J., Harter, R., (2013), CHUM: A Frame Supplementation Procedure for
Address-Based Sampling, Federal Committee on Statistical Methodology Research Conference Washington
DC November 4, 2013.
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3.2 Practical implementation description
A. Stratification or division of the chosen area

The chosen area, identified as described in Section 1, has to be divided into 10 blocks or
strata. Each stratum has to be contiguous, non-overlapping with the others and all the
strata together have to cover the entire area (see Section 3.1.1 for further details).

Each stratum should contain as nearly as possible the same number of units (inhabitants).

If the chosen area contains 5,000 inhabitants, each of the 10 stratum must contain about
500 inhabitants (Figure A1.2). In the figure below:

N=5,000
n1~n2~n3~n4~n5~n6~n7~n8~n9~n10~500
n1+n2+n3+n4+n5+n6+n7+n8+n9+n10=5,000

Figure A1.2 -Example of stratum

Each stratum should contain homogenous units, so similar dwellings areas; it may refer to
an urban or rural area, a village, different quarters of a city, a residential or commercial
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neighbourhood, an area with only condos or with contiguous houses or independent
villas, ... It is important that the boundaries of each block are clearly defined (ESS, 2018)°.

The subdivision of the area could be done using maps of the area. It could be a satellite
or a street map. The map should be as accurate as possible with a scale depending on

the size of the area.

'-'l!'l \ :

Figure A1.3 - from McMichael (2013) a satellite image then converted into a street map.

5 EUROSTAT (2018), European Social Survey Round 9 Sampling Guidelines: Principles and Implementation,
The ESS Sampling and Weighting Expert Panel, 26 January 2018.
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Example: A possible stratification for Giglio Island

Arenella

Giglio GiglioiCastello

Campese
GiglioiRorto

Isold del Spiaggia‘delle Cannelle

Giglio &

Figure A1.4 - Satellite map of Giglio Island

Giglio is a very small island of about 1,500 inhabitants. So it has to be divided into 10 strata
of about 150 inhabitants each. From the map we can see that there are about 4 residential
areas and the rest of the island is rural area. We can first identify urban/rural blocks. We
identify 2 rural areas (North and South ones).
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Urban

GigliojRorto

Isola del

Spiaggialdelle Cannelle
Giglio B

Rural

Figure A1.5 - Identification of urban and rural area of Giglio Island

Then each of the 4 urban areas have to be divided in a total of 8 strata. Below and example
for Giglio Porto that could be divided into 4 strata.

Figure A1.6 - Division of the urban area of Giglio Porto into 4 strata
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B. Systematic sampling of addresses

Once the 10 blocks or strata have been clearly identified, a systematic sampling of
addresses has to be performed independently for each stratum. If we want to reach a final
sample (i.e. completed interviews) of about 200 interviews, we have to consider non-
response; so it is suggested doubling the sample (i.e. hypothesis of 50% non-response
rate). This means that 400 addresses have to be selected in total, so 40 addresses per
stratum.

Example: Let us consider again an area of about 5,000 inhabitants, 500 per stratum.

If 40 addresses have to be selected with systematic sampling, it means that roughly 1
every 5 addresses have to be selected.

The next step is to choose a starting point for the selection of the addresses.

Once a first address in a stratum is chosen, the person responsible of the selection has to
walk all around it covering all the streets of the stratum, selecting 1 address every 5 ones.

Example: from McMichael (2013). This example shows a starting point and a chosen
direction to be followed. It also shows an important point:

Not all the addresses are on frame (i.e. part of the reference population and so on the
list). Only addresses where there are houses (i.e. a place where an household lives) can
be considered for the selection So dwellings that correspond to shops or any kind of
public activities have to be dropped out and the first preceding or following house have

to be kept.
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Bl onFrame Two components:

1. CHUM 1 - Check for missed units
Not on Frame -Based on a sample of addresses

Selected

Figure A1.7- Starting point and chosen direction to select addresses

Tips: The person that selects the addresses and the interviewer hopefully should not
be the same person. This is important, to ensure that interviewer subjectivity cannot
influence the sample selection (for example, if the interviewer excludes from the list

certain dwellings that he or she would not like to have to visit).
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Figure A1.8: An example of a path for a stratum of Giglio Island

LU U ) U y

Figure A1.9 - different path can be chosen for the same area. Once a starting point is
selected, then different path can be identified.

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCITrcyYy “
/Vediterranean _ we==

«= BLUE DEAL

C. Creation of a database of the selected addresses

Each address that has been selected at point B, has to be registered on a template
database (a format will be provided by UNISI), with the name of the family that appears

at the location and the full address.

Table A1.1 - A basic template to register the selected addresses.

Identification
Name on the bell
Stratum number of the Full Address Note
or on the mail box
family

1 1 Russell Square, T | Smith

At this stage a letter* will be left in the mail box of the selected family (an example will
be provided by UNISI also for this). The letter should come from the local authority and it
informs the family about the survey and that in the following days an interviewer will

contact them.

For this purpose, it is very important that you will contact the local authority of the
selected area as soon to inform them about the survey and to ask for their authorization

for the letter.
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* The letter needs the logo of the local authority/municipality and of the project. It should
present the project and the purpose of the survey. It should inform the family that an
interviewer will contact them in the following days. It should clarify how to clearly

recognize the interviewer.

4 - The fieldwork: the interviews

Once the preceding step is concluded, the fieldwork can start. The interviewer/s can begin
the interviews. The interviewer has to be trained on the project and on the questionnaire.
He/her has to be able to answer to possible questions from the respondents and he/she

should also know in depth the questionnaire.

Once the interviewer has been trained and the fieldwork has begun he/she will be closely
monitored by a supervisor and the interviews can also be monitored by the research team
once data has been downloaded to the fieldwork centre. In this manner the supervisor

can immediately see if the interviewer is doing something not correct.

The interviewer needs an official badge to be identified by respondents with his/her photo,

name, surname, logo of the project.

When the interviewer visits a family, he/her has, firstly, to show the badge, to identify

him/her-self and he/her has to make clear reference to the letter that has been left in the
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mail-box in preceding days. In this manner the respondent can remember that the project

is supported by local authority and he/she can trust to the interviewer.

The initial doorstep interaction with the respondent is critical for the interviewer. He/she
must engage the person and interest them in the survey enough to allow them to give up
their time. They must also reassure the potential respondent that their responses will be
confidential and not attributed in any way to them and that their views and opinions really

are important.®

Hox and De Leeuw’ list the factors that can enhance response rates. The interviewer

should:

1. Appear trustworthy. He/she must identify him/her-self immediately, show identity
badges, mention the survey organisation and reassure respondents that he/she is not

salesperson.

2. Appear friendly. Interviewer have to strike a balance between professionalism and
friendliness. Interviewer should have some knowledge of the area that he/she is in so that

he/she can adapt his/her behaviour to reassure potential respondents.

& From https://ukdataservice.ac.uk/. Economic & social research council, Question Bank FACTSHEET 5 Survey

Interviewing.

7 Hox, J and De Leeuw, E (2002) ‘The Influence of Interviewers Attitudes and Behaviour in Household Non-
Response’ in Groves, R., Dillman, D., Eltinge, J. and Little, R. (2002) ‘Survey Nonresponse’ Wiley, London
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3. Adapt to the situation at the doorstep. If there is an obvious party happening in the
house or a screaming child then the interviewer should withdraw and come back at a

later time, fixing an appointment with the person to be interviewed.

4. React to the respondent. The interviewer must listen carefully to the respondent and

answer all questions in a reassuring way.

It is also highly recommended the use of a Computer Assisted Personal Interview (CAPI)
methodology, so to have an electronic version of the questionnaire. This means that the
interviewer needs a tablet or a small laptop with an electronic version of the questionnaire.
This will avoid errors of transcription from a paper questionnaire to a PC file. The
interviewer in this manner can conduct the interview more quickly and he/she can see

immediately, for each question, all possible answers.

In CAPI programmes one of the advantages for the interviewer is that help instructions
including question explanations are given in a series of help keys that can be accessed

during the interview.

The interviewer every day and for each stratum has to follow a path equal or similar to the
one that has been followed to select the addresses (see as example, Figure A1.9). So, for
example, for the Giglio island stratum selected in Figure A1.9, the first day of interview the
interviewer begins from the selected starting point and then he/she walks following the
same/similar trajectory. This is to minimize/optimize the distances to be covered daily by

the interviewer.
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A template with the full list of selected addresses and names of the families will be
provided to the interviewer. In this template, the interviewer has to register the outcome

of each interview.
All possible outcomes are:

e Interview completed:;
e Interview rejected;

e Family not present.

In this last case, family not present, the interviewer has to try to contact the family for 3
times. The three contacts should be at different time and days: one in the morning, one
in the evening and one on the week-end. If after three visit, the family is never present, it

can be registered as ‘'NOT PRESENT".
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Table A1.2 - Example of a possible template for the interviewer

Interview
Stratum | Address Name
Completed | Rejected Not Present

Russell
1 Smith X Date

Square, 1

Russell
1 Brown X Date

Square, 6

White X X X
1 Black

Street, 10 Date/Time | Date/Time | Date/Time
1 White Orange | X Date X Date -| X Date -

Street, 20 Time Time

4.1 Errors and Problems with the Personal Interview®

The way in which the interviewer conducts the survey will affect the responses to the
survey. This is very well known from survey's literature. The interviewer should ask the
questions in the same way, with exactly the same wording and emphasis to all

respondents.

& From https://ukdataservice.ac.uk/. Economic & social research council, Question Bank FACTSHEET 5 Survey
Interviewing.
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There are a number of rules which interviewer should follow to get the most error free

data:

Find the correct address and correctly sample an individual from the address to be
a respondent.

Read the questions exactly as written on the questionnaire.

Prompt in a nondirective way if the respondent struggles to answer.

Record the response correctly and accurately.

Maintain a neutral relationship with the respondent whilst gaining their trust and

cooperation.

Much has been written about interviewer error and ways it can be reduced (see for further

reading, authors suggested in the note?).

Interviewers are clearly found to have an effect on the data produced for a survey. They
are the frontline of the sampling procedures in the household and they ask the questions
that lead to the data mainly in an unsupervised interview situation. Good training and
supervision go some way to addressing interviewer error, however once the survey is in
the field the research team is largely dependent on the interviewers to be reliable and

follow their rules.

9 Alreck P. and Settle R. (1995) ‘The Survey Research Handbook' Irwin McGraw Hill, Boston

Fowler F. J,, Jr and Mangione T.W. (1990) ‘Standardized Survey Interviewing: Minimizing Interviewer Related
Error Sage, London

Groves R. et al (2004) ‘Survey Methodology’ Wiley, London, Chapter 9
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The key sources of error or bias that may be introduced by the interviewer can be

summarised as:

a)

Sampling error. The interviewer may make mistakes at this stage either by knocking
on the wrong door (houses, flats and so on are not always numbered) or by selecting
the wrong respondent.

Influencing or leading the respondent. Although interviewers are trained not to do
this they may re-word the question slightly to help the respondent understand
which may influence the response and will mean that each respondent has not
been asked exactly the same question. This may also be an issue when interviewers
need to probe the respondent for an answer.

Incorrect Reporting. The interviewer may misunderstand the response or code it
wrongly through the CAPI programme.

Rapport. Interviewers may get too friendly with the respondent leading to a
situation where they are beginning to lead the interview or expect questions to be
answered in a certain way. If the interviewer is too cold and does not build up any
rapport, however the respondent may be reluctant to spend an hour answering
fairly personal questions.

Social Desirability. Respondents may feel that the interviewer is from a certain social
background and may try to answer in the way that they feel the interviewer would
expect them to, or try to please the interviewer by providing what they consider to

be the ‘right” answer.
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5. Elaboration of the results of the survey and interpretation

Once the fieldwork will be concluded, the collected data, for each sample area, will be

consolidated and elaborated.

An external company will be selected to process, to elaborate and to analyse the collected
data. As described during the kick-off meeting in Rome, each partner has an allocated

budget of 1,500 euros for this purpose.

The selected company will work under the supervision of the Siena University team and

it will be in charge of

e data cleaning;

e construction of sampling weights to represent the reference universe in the analysis
(in this manner the results of the sample can be generalised to the entire
population of the selected area);

e if required, imputation of missing data using statistical techniques;

e production of the estimates from the data and calculation of their standard errors;

e elaboration of the final survey report.

The entire process will be concluded by August the 31st, 2020.
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Annex 2. Questionnaire translated in local languages

A2.1 Ciovo Island (HR)

Plava energija ili energija mora i oceana predstavlja obnovljivi izvor energije koji se moze
koristiti direktno zahvatom morske vode ili indirektno koristenjem konverzijskih

tehnologija.

Pomocu ovog upitnika istrazili bismo drustveno znanje i prihvatljivost za iskoriStavanje

,Plave energije” (energije mora) medu gradanima na podruéju otoka Ciova.
Vrijeme trajanje ankete: 10 minuta

1. Spol
a) M
b) Z

2. Koliko imate godina?

a) <18
b) 18-39
c) 40-59
d) »>59

3. U kojoj opéini / zupaniji zivite?

4. Na ovom podrucju ste:
a) Stanovnik
b) Turist
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5. Koliko daleko zivite od mora?
a) Manje od 5 km
b) Izmedu5i 10 km
c) Vise od 10 km

6. Koji je vas$ posao / radni status?

a) Ne radim (student, umirovljenik, nezaposleni itd.)

b) Imam puno radno vrijeme u pomorskoj industriji (ribarstvo, turizam,
brodogradnja itd.)

c) Radim u pomorskoj industriji sezonski ili s kratkoroCnim ugovorima

d) Radim, ali ne u pomorskoj industriji

7. Jeste li svjesni problematike vezane za klimatske promjene?

a) Nisam svjestan ove problematike.

b) Svjestan sam problematike oko klimatskih promjena, ali ne vjerujem da
utjecCu i prijete meni kao pojedincu.

c) Svjestan sam problematike oko klimatskih promjena, ali ne vjerujem da
utjecu ili prijete ljudskom rodu.

d) Svjestan sam problematike oko klimatskin promjena i vjerujem da je
potrebno usvojiti odgovarajuce mjere kako bi se ublazio problem klimatskih

promjena.

8.U vasem podrucju prosjeCna potrosnja elektricne energije po kuc¢anstvu je 4.5

MWh, od ¢ega 70% potiCe iz neobnovljivih energija. Jeste li bili svjesni toga?
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9. S kojom se od sljedecih tvrdnji vise slazete?

a) Potrebno je smanjiti potrosnju energije kucanstava kako bi se smanjio utjecaj na
okolis.

b) Potrebno je proizvoditi energiju iz obnovljivih izvora kako bi se smanjio utjecaj na
okolis.

c) Oboje

d) Nitko od njih

10. Znate li za tehnologije iskoristavanja mora, dobivanje energije iz plime i oske,

morskih valova i toplinske energije mora (Plava energija)?

11. Postoje tehnologije koje mogu iskoristiti morske obnovljive izvore energije. Da je
postojao plan instaliranja jedne od tih tehnologija u vasoj blizini, podupirali biste

je, od skale do 0 do 10?

0 1_ 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
o e OOOOOOOOOOQ Feivres
ne slazem slazem
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11b.

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
potpune. QO OO OO OOOOO oo
se ne

se slazem

slazem

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
s OOOOOOOOOOQ Ferpue
se ne se slazem
slazem
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e N WA
Yl 7‘?1 ., ,.% =
L j/ Wi
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 N o 1o
Potpune. QOOOOOOOOOQ Petpune
se ne se slazem
slazem
Tle.

N

5
! f*'f“’ —

__._.’___;___[ ,"-7,,

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
roipie. OOOOOOOOOOO Fetpune
se ne se slazem
slazem
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12. Gornje slike prikazuju neke od mogucih koristenja energije mora u obliku obnovljivih
izvora energija. Izmedu tih izbora, sto je prema vasem gledistu je najmanje utjecajan na

prirodu i okolinu?

a) 11a
b) 11b
c) 1lc
d) 11d

)

e) 11e

13. Na skali od 0 do 10, koliko biste se zabrinuli oko sljedecih mogucih problema?

a) Buka

b) Utjecaji na faunu i floru

c) Vizualni utjecaj

d) Negativni ucinci na turizam
e) Negativni ucinci na ribolov

14. Ako nam zelite dati Vasu e-mail adresu, stalno ¢emo vas informirati o napretku

projekta BLUE DEAL kroz nas newsletter.

Email :

Hvala Vam na suradnji!!
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A2.2 Hersonissos Crete (GR)

Interreg H il -l |‘|||HE KANE
Alediterranean = — s —

@ 5iue oea %HH“T CRES

H teyvoloyia tng MNohdiieg Evépyelac f oL BadooLEs OVaVEWTULES TUNYEG EVEPYELOG Eivall
QVOVEWOLPES TINYES TIOU TIpOEPYOVTL GUECH M EPpEoa amd T Bdlaooa.

Me auto 1o epwinuatoAdyio Ba BEAapE vo SIEpEUVICOULE TNV KOWWVLKT amoboxr KoL yvwon meg
Frohafues Evépyelag and Touc ToMteg mou {ouy oTnv MEPLOXN OOg.

To epwinuatohoyio Sa Siapkéael Mydtepo ana 10 ‘!
1. Qoko
a A

b.a

2. Nboo ypovwv eloTe?

a. <18
b. 18-39
c. 40-59
d. »59

3. Iz mowo Sfuo / emapyia / nepudbépewa (eite;

4, E' quunv Tnv mEpPLOKN, EL0TE :
a. Koarowog
. Toupiotag

5. Mogo pokpLd KOTowKEeiTe ano v Bakacoa ?
a. Mayotepo and 5 xh
b. Metafo 5 and 10 gAw
c. Mepiwadtepo and 10 xhw

€. Mol Elval n EpyRoLOkn oog KaTdoTaon ?
a. Aevepyalopon [ downng, cuvtafiooyog, avepyod, kKAL)

b. Exw mAfRpn anacxoAncn £ ToOpER OKOVOULENS SpaotnploTnTag mow OXETLEToL GUEGH LE

n Bdhaooa (. vauthuakn Bopnyoavic, vaumnyd Bropnyavia, ahieia, Touplopss)

c. Apulelw OE EVov OO TOUC MOPOITGVL TORELS EMOXWKA ) pe Bpayunpobeopes oupfaosLg
d. Acuhelw, ohAd Oy OE Evav U0 TOUC TOPQITAVL TOUELS
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7. Mwpllete TIC avnouxies mou oXeTIfovVTaL HE TNy KALomikh addayn ?
. Aev ywipilw cutd Ta BEpaTa
Mewpifw auTéc TIg avnouxies, ahhd Sev MOTElw OTL pe emnpediouw r pE corethouv

wm oo

Mewpifw ouTéc TIc avnouxise, adhd Sev motedw 4T emnpealouv f aneioly ToUg
avBpwmoue

h. Mvwpilw CUTEC TIC AVNOUXIES KOL TILOTEDW OTL Eiven cotapaitnTo va AndSoiv katddinha
WETPC yio vt PETPLaCTEL To MpdPAnua TG KAomkn g addayng

8. ITnv MEPLOYN ooc, N LECN KOTovaAWTn NAEKTPIKAC EVEDYELOC OV VOLKOKUDLO Elval XXXX
kwh, YY% Twv omoiwy mpogpXeTol and 1N avavewolues mnyEs evépyawas. To ywwpiloate
oUTo;

a. Naou
b. Oy

Q. Me nmola and Tic akoioubes SnAwoel: oupdwVEITE MEPLOCOTERD;
a. Eivol amapaitnTo va pewwfel n koraviadwon eEvEpYELRC TWY VOLKOKU DLW TIPOKELLEVOU Vit
pELWHoUv oL mepLPoAAOVTIKES EMUTTWGELS.
b. Eivol amoapoitnTo vo mopayeTol EVEPYELD U0 OVAVEWTLLES TINYEC EVEPYELIC
MpoKEWWEVOU Vot pELwBolv oL teplfaAlovTIKES ETUMTWOELS.
c. Kouto Suo

d. Koveva and ta o

Miwpifete Tic BaAdooIEC avOVEWTIHIES TINYEC EvEpyElag? (Mahala Evépyela?)
& . Mo
b. Oy

10. ¥mdpyouv TEXVORDYIES TTOU Lmopoly va aflomouoouy Ti; BeAdooE; avavVEWTIIES TINYEC EVEDYELIE.
Edv umrip)e £va oXEGLO VLI TNV EYENTACTOON WOG £8 QUTWY KOVTE OF 0O MOGO UTIOOTN pIKTLEGG T o
noaoTay, ono pue khipoka ot 0 £we 10;

n Reglenal Development Fumd

B

- Blue Deal Juestionnaire
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11a. Mia mAWTr) QVELOYEVWATPLA, VLA Va QELOTIOU|OEL TNV EVEPYELT TOU QVELIOU.

s BOOOOOOOOOS i

AoAUTWES aoAUTWEG

11b. YnoPpuxlo acto (Submarine kite), yia va a§LOMOCEL TNV EVEPYELA TWV BOAGCOUWY PEVHATWY.

0 1 2 3 4 S € 7 g g 10
i OCCO0D00000 o

- Blue Deal Questionnaire
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EVEPYELQ TWV KULATWY.

11c. Texvoloyia TOAQVTEUOUEVNC OTHANG VEPOU, EYKOTECTNUEVTN OF JLa POPANRTa, yia va aflomotioeL TRV

0 1 2 3 = S 6 7 g 9 10
=t OO00O0000000 ==
CTOAUTWE QUTOAUTWG
11d. Zuctowia pAotép (Set of floaters) tomoBeTnuEVN OE MPOBARTA, yla va afloTOU|OEL TNV EVEPYELR TWV
KULLGTWY.

Aladwvw
QOAUTWE

OOOOOOOO0OO

g

Zupduwvw
AMOAUTWG
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lle. IUOpmAsypa TaAQVTEUOUEVWY onpavtrpwy- (Cluster of osdllating buoy), yia va aflonoujoet tnv
EVEPYELX TWV KUKATWY OV avolktr 8aAacoa.

”% KANE
| Il CRES

=t OOO000000000 i

QOAUTWE

11. OL maparmdavw eKOVeS SEIXVOUV OPLOUEVES Qo TIG UNIAPXOVOES BahAooLeg TEXVOAOYIES
avavewowung evépyeiag. NMowa motevete ot Ba ftav Ayotepo enepfatikn;

11a
11b
11c
11d
1le

12. Je pa kAlpaka and 1o 0 £éwg to 10, noco Ba oag npofAnuatiav Ta napakdatw mbava
Inuipora;

B©dpuBog
Enuttwoelg otnv yAwpida kot mavida
ONTIKEG EMUTTLICELG

Reipy By

ApVNTIKECG EMUTTWOELS OTOV TOUPLOPO
. ApvnTIKEG EMUTTWOELS oV aALEia

14
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13, EIe pux khipoko amd o 0 Ewe To 10, mocoe cuowdobol Ba Roootay yux Tig akdhouBeg
mbaves uxEs;

a. Méeg BEoewc epyooiag
. EvEpyEwakn autovopio
. Metpraopos khparikrg adhaync

3]

. Meiwon Toruxhc pdhuvang

oo

Evioyuon e KouvoTopiog OF EMXELPICELS, Opyaviopolc Ko Snuoowoug R uwnkole
dopeicg

14. Bav emBupeite va pag Swoete n SiedBuvon nAextpovikol tayubpopsiov oo, Ba ooc
EVIUEMOCOUNE Y TIC mpoddous Tou Epyow BLUE DEAL péow Touw EVRUEpWTIKOU Sedtiow

Tl

Iog evyopuotodpEe yue Tnv ouvepyaoio!!

— Blue Deal Juestionnaire
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Energjia Blu ose Energjia e Rinowvneshme nga valet e detit eshte burim 1 nnovoeshme i cili mund
perftohet direkt ose indirekt nga deti.

Me kete pyetesor do te deshironim te studionim njohurite shogerise mbi Energjine Blu dhe pranimin
social te saj. ne mesin e gytetareve ge jetojne ne zonen toaj.

Pyetesori do te zgjase me pak se 10 minuta!

1.

Gjinia
a M
b F

. Mosha

a. <18
b. 1839
c. 40-59
d. =59

Ne cilen Bashld/Komune/Njesi administrative jetoni?

Ne kete zone ju jeni:
a. Resident
b. Tourist

. Sa larg jetini nga deti?

a =5km
b 5-10km
c. <10km

Cili eshte profesioni/pozicion juaj ne pune?

a. Une nuk punoj (student. pensionist, i pa pune. etj.)

b. Kam nje pune me kohe te plote ne industrine detare (peshkim turizem, industria e
ndertimit te anijeve et].)

c. Une punoj ne industrine e ndertimit te anijeve me kohe sezonale ose me kontrate me
kohe te shkmurter.

d. Une punoj por jo ne industrine e ndertimit te amjeve.
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7. A jenine dijeni me problematikat e ndryshimeve klimateriloe?
a. Une nuk jam ne dijeni te ketyre ceshtjeve
b. Une jam ne dijem te ketyre problemeve por nuk besoj se ato ndikojn ose kercenojne mua
c. Une jam ne dijeni te ketyre problemeve por nuk besoj se ato ndikojn ose kercenojn
njerezimin
d. Une jam i vetedijshem per keto probleme dhe besoj se eshte e nevojshme te miratohen
masa adeluate ne menyre ge te zbutet problemu 1 ndryshimit te klimes

8. Ne zonen tuaj, konsuwmi mesatar i energjise eleldnke per familje eshte kEWh,
___ %e se ciles rmjedh nga energjite e pa rinovueshme. A jeni ne dijen te kesaj?,
a. Po
b Jo

9. Per cilen nga pohimet e meposhtme jeni dakerd me shume?
a - Eshte e nevojshme te zvogelohen konsumet e energjise ne familje ne menyre qe te
zvogelohet ndikimi ne mjedis.
b - Eshte e nevojshme te prodhohet energji e rinovneshme ne menyre qe te zvogelohet
ndikimi ne myjedis.
c - Te dyja
d - Asnjera prej tyre

10. A keni dijeni per energjine nga valet e detit (“Blue Energies”)?
a. Po
b Jo

11. Ka shume teknologji ge mund te shfrytezojne energjine e valeve detare. Nese do te kishte
nje plan per te instaluar nje nga keto telmologji afer jush, sa mbeshtetes do te ishit. nga nje
shialle ne 0 deri ne 107

11a. Nje turbine ere lundruese per, per te shifyteznar energjine e eres.
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Pajtohem Oooo OOOOOOO :lacj;::shizgz

plotesisht

11b. Kit nendetese, per te shfrytezuar energjine e rrymave detare.

o OOOO OOOOOOO Hiskes

plotesisht
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11c. Impiant lekundes 1 kolones se ujit 1 instaluar ne nje skele. per te shfrytezuar energjine e valeve.

pa_fj:;;m ééééééééééloo Pajtohem

plotesisht plotesisht

11d. Nje grup notuesish te fiksuar ne nje skele. per te shfrytezuar energjine e valeve.

0 3. 2 3 4 5 6 F 8 9 10
hiololololelelololololo g
plotesisht plotesisht

b
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11e. Grumbull vozash lekundese. per te shiryteznar energjine e valeve ne det te hapur..

en QOOOOOOOOOO  rjthen

plotesisht plotesisht

12. Fotografite me siper tregojne disa nga teknologjite ekzistuese detare te energjise se
rinovueshme. Cili mendoni se do te ishte me pak invaziv?

11a
11b
11c
11d
1le

13. Ne nje shkalle nga 0 ne 10, sa do te shqetesoheshit per geshtjet e mundshme vijuese?

Zhurma

Ndikimi tek flora dhe fauna

Ndikimi vizual

Efektet negative ne turizem

Efektet negative ne peshkim

o 0 o

[

BLUE DERL - Blue Deal Pyetesori

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCIrcy ks
/Vediterranean _ we==

«= BLUE DEAL

e e o Froject co-franced by the Europs
interreg W@ LU LT

#Vlediterranean - M

4= BLUE DEAL %“

AIE IR HOSIETARE § BV WATYRONE
WATICHAL AGEMIF OF BATURAL AEE0URCES

14. Ne nje shkalle nga 0 ne 10, sa shpresedhenes do te ishit per aspeltet e meposhtme te
nmndshme?

Vende te reja pune

Pavaresi ne energji

Zbutye te ndryshimeve klimatike
Redulktinu te ndotjes
Permiresimm 1 fillinit movativ

N

15. Nese deshironi te na jepni adresen tuaj te postes elektronike, ne do t'ju mbajme te informmar
ne lidhje me perparimet e projeltit BLUE DEAL permes njoftimeve tona.

Faleminderit per bashkepunimin!!
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A2 .4 Malta (MT)

Section A: Questions

Al. Sess
Ragel / Male

Mara / Female

A2. Kemm ghandek eta?

18-39
40-59

>59

LFLFLFOT) U

A3. F'liema muniéipalita / provinéja / regjun / pajjiz
tghix?

A4. QA4.F'dan il-qasam, inti:

Resident Perminanti / Permenant Resident

Turisti / Tourist

LF{FL]

Summer Resident

A5. Q5.Kemm tghix boghod mill-bahar?

Ingas minn 5 km / Less than 5km

Bejn 5 u 10 km / Between 5km and 10km

[F{FL]

Aktar minn 10 km / More than 10km

A6. Q6.X'inhu l-istat tal-impjieg / xoghol tieghek?

What is your job/working status?
M'inix nahdem (student, pensjonant, gieghda, e¢c.) / | don't work (student,
pensioner, unemployed, etc.)
Ghandi xoghol full-time fl-industrija marittima (sajd, turizmu, industrija tal-binl tal-vapuri e¢¢.)
/1 have a full-time job in the maritime industry (fishing, tourism, shipbuilding industry etc.)
Nahdem fl-industrija marittima stagjonali jew b'kuntratti ghal zmien qgasir / | work
in the maritime industry seasonally or with shortterm contracts
Nahdem, imma mhux fl-industrija marittima / | work, but not in the maritime
industry

[F{FLFL
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A7. Q7 Inti taf sew dwar it-thassib relatat mat-tibdil fil-
klima?

Are you aware of the concerns related to climate
change?
M’iniex konxju ta’ dawn il-kwistjonijiet / | am not aware of these issues

Jiena konxju ta' dan it-thassib imma ma nemminx li dan jaffettwani jew ikun ta’ theddida
ghalija /| am aware of these concerns but | don’t believe they affect or threaten me
Jiena konxju ta' dan it-thassib imma ma nemminx li se jaffettwa jew jhedded lill-bniedem
/ | am aware of these concerns but | don’t believe they affect or threaten humans

Jiena konxju ta’ dan it-thassib, u nemmen li hemm bzonn li jigu adottati mizuri adegwati sabiex tittaffa I-problema tat-tibdil
fil-klima / | am aware of these concerns, and | believe that it is necessary to adopt adequate measures in order to mitigate
the climate change problem

(L]

A8. Q8. Fl-inhawi tieghek, il-konsum medju ta' energija
elettrika ghal kull familja huwa XXXX kWh, li YY%
minnhom gej minn energiji li ma jiggeddux. Inti kont
taf b'dan?

In your area, the average electric energy
consumption per household is XXXX kWh, YY% of
which derives from nonrenewable energies. Were
you aware of that?

Ilva/ Yes

[H{]

Le /No

A9. Q9.Liema wahda mid-dikjarazzjonijiet li gejjin tagbel
I-aktar maghha?

Which one of the following statements do you agree
more?

Huwa mehtieg li jitnaqgsu I-konsum tal-energija fid-djar sabiex jitnaqgas |-impatt fuq I-ambjent / It
is necessary to reduce household consumptions of energy in order to reduce environmental impact.

Huwa mehtieg li tigi prodotta energija minn energiji rinnovabbli sabiex jitnagqgas I-impatt fuq I-ambjent
/ It is necessary to produce energy from renewable energies in order to reduce environmental impact.

It-tnejn li huma / Both of them

R

L-ebda wahda minnhom / None of them
Al10. Q10.Taf x’inhuma l-energiji rinnovabbli tal-bahar
("Blue Energies")?
Do you know the marine renewable energies (“Blue
Energies”)?

Ilva /Yes

[F{]

Le / No
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All. Qll.Hemm teknologiji li jistghu jisfruttaw l-energiji

rinnovabbli tal-bahar. Li kieku jkun hemm pjan biex
tigi nstallata wahda minn dawn it-teknologiji
x'imkien qgrib tieghek, kemm tkun ta' appogg
ghaliha, minn skala 0 sa 10?

There are technologies which can exploit the marine
renewable energies. If there was a plan to install
one of these technologies near to you how
supportive would you be, from a scale to 0 to 10?
(0=completely disagree, 10= completely agree)

[111a.Turbina
tar-rih f'wicc |-
ilma, biex tuza |-
energija tar-riha

/ floating wind [ J--fJ| ol e el Bl e bl b
turbine, to
harness the
energy of the
wind

11b.Astun
ta'taht il-bahar
(submarine
kite), biex
tisfrutta |-

LT O I S S W S S N

bahar. /
Submarine kite,
to harness the
energy of
marine currents

11lc.Impjant tal-
Kolonna
Oscillanti tal-
llma nstallat fuq
moll, biex
jisfrutta I-
energija tal-

mews. /[ }— -+ L]
Oscillating
Water Column
plant installed
in a pier, to
harness the
energy of
waves
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-
oy

o

11d.Sett ta'
flowters
imwahhlin fuq
moll, li
jisfruttaw I-

o OO0

floaters fixed on
a pier, to
harness the
energy of
waves

11le.Grupp ta'
bagi li joskillaw,
biex tisfrutta |-
energija tal-
mewg barra mill-

of oscillating
buoy, to
harness the
energy of
waves offshore.

Al2. Ql2.L-istampi ta' hawn fuq juru whud mit-teknologiji
ezistenti ta' energija rinnovabbli tal-bahar. Liema
wiehed thoss li jkun inqas invaziv? The pictures
above show some of the existing marine renewable
energy technologies. Which one do you feel would
be less invasive?

1la
11b
11c

11d

L L F{]

1lle
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Al3. Q13. Fuq skala minn 0 sa 10, kemm int imhasseb
dawn il-possibilta ta’ xi problemi minn dawn li
gejjin?

In a scale from 0 to 10, how concerned would you be
about the following possible issues?

Storbju / Noise

Impatt fuq il-fawna u I-flora / Impacts on fauna and flora

Effetti negattivi fuq it-turizmu / Negative effects on tourism

ImpattviiwaliIVisuaIimpact‘ P ‘

Effetti negattivi fug is-sajd / Negative effects on fishing

Al4. Q1l4.Fuq skala minn 0 sa 10, kemm int fidu¢juz dwar
dawn l-aspetti li gejjin?

In a scale from 0 to 10, how hopeful would you be
about the following possible aspects?

Postijiet tax-xoghol godda / New job positions , ,

L-Indipendenza fl-energija [ Energy independence

Mitigazzjoni tat-tibdil fil-klima / Climate change mitigation

Tnaqqis tat-tniggis lokali / Reduction of local pollution

Titjib tal-istartup innovattiv / Improvement of innovative
startup

Al5. L-isem ta' triq huwa bizzejed

Al6.
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Al7. Q15.Jekk trid ittina l-e-mail tieghek, ahna nistghu
nzommuk infurmat dwar l-avvanzi tal-progett BLUE
DEAL permezz tan-newsletter taghna

If you want to provide us your e-mail address, we
will keep you informed about BLUE DEAL project
advances through our newsletter.

Al8.
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A2.5 Salobrena (ES)

La Energia Azul o las Energias Marinas son fuentes renovables que pueden ser cosechadas directa
o indirectamente del mar.

Con este cuestionario nos gustaria investigar sobre la aceptacion social y el conocimiento social de
la Energia Azul entre la ciudadania que vive en su area.

iEl cuestionario no dura mas de 10 minutos!

1. Sexo
a. M
b. F

2. ¢Edad?
a. <18
18-39
40-59
>59

Qg o T

3. ¢En qué municipio/provincia/regién/condado vives?

4. En esta area, usted es:
a. Residente

b. Turista
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5. ¢éA qué distancia vive del mar?
a. Menosde 5 km
b. Entre 5y 10 km
C. Mas de 10 km

6. ¢Cuadl es su estado laboral?
a. No trabajo (estudiante, pensionista, desempleado, etc.)

. Tengo un trabajo de tiempo completo en la industria maritima (pesca, turismo,
industria naval, etc.)

C. Trabajo en la industria maritima estacionalmente o con contratos a corto plazo

d. Trabajo, pero no en la industria maritima

7. éConoce las preocupaciones relacionadas con el cambio climatico?
a. No soy consciente de estas cuestiones
. Soy consciente de estas preocupaciones, pero no creo que me afecten o me amenacen

C. Soy consciente de estas preocupaciones, pero no creo que afecten o amenacen a los
humanos

d. Soy consciente de estas preocupaciones, y creo que es necesario adoptar medidas
adecuadas para mitigar el problema del cambio climdatico

8. Ensu area, el consumo medio de energia eléctrica por hogar es de XXXX kWh, yun% de los
cuales deriva de energias no renovables. ¢Estabas al tanto de eso?

a. Si
b. No
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9. ¢Con cudl de las siguientes declaraciones estds mas de acuerdo?

a. - Esnecesario reducir el consumo doméstico de energia para reducir el impacto
ambiental.

. - Es necesario producir energia a partir de energias renovables para reducir el impacto
ambiental.

C. - Ambos

d. - Ninguno de ellos

10.¢Conoces las energias renovables marinas ("BlueEnergies")?
a. Si
b. No

11.Hay tecnologias que pueden explotar las energias renovables marinas. Si hubiera un plan
para instalar una de estas tecnologias cerca de usted, ¢ qué tan comprensivo seria, de una
escalaa0a 10?
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11a. Una turbina wind flotante,para aprovechar la energia del to harness the energy of the
windviento.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Sessdelelelelelelolelelole R

en desacuerdo de acuerdo
11b. Cometa submarina, para aprovechar la energia de las corrientes marinas.
f
W
VW N NN
P N
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Completamente O O O O O O O O O O Totalmente de
en desacuerdo acuerdo
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11c. Planta de columna de agua oscilante instalada en un muelle, para aprovechar la energia de las olas

-

i elelelelelolelelelele R

en desacuerdo

11d. Conjunto de flotadores fijados en un muelle, para aprovechar la energia de la olas..

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

il elolelelolololelelelo Rl

en desacuerdo
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11e. Cluster de boya oscilante, para aprovechar la energia del as olas en alta mar..

U 1 Z 3 4 5 6/ 8 910
Completamente O O O O o O O O O O Totalmente de
en desacuerdo

acuerdo

12.Las imagenes anteriores muestran algunas de las tecnologias de energia renovable marina
existentes. ¢ Cudl crees que seria menos invasivo?

11a
11b
11c
11d
1lle
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13. En una escala de 0 a 10, ¢qué tan preocupado estaria por los siguientes problemas
posibles?

Ruido
Impactos en la fauna y flora
Impacto visual

Efectos negativos sobre el turismo

® o O T Qo

Efectos negativos sobre la pesca

14. En una escala de 0 a 10, ¢qué tan esperanzado estaria sin los siguientes aspectos
posibles?

Nuevos puestos de trabajo
Energy independencia
Mitigacién del cambio climatico

Reduccién de la contaminacion local

© o 0 T O

Mejora de la startup innovadora

15. Si desea proporcionarnos su direccidn de correo electrénico, le mantendremos informado
sobre los avances del proyecto BLUE DEAL a través de nuestro boletin informativo.

Gracias por su colaboracion!!
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A2.6 Pobla de Farnals (ES)

La Energia Azul o las Energias Marinas son fuentes renovables de energia que se

producen directa o indirectamente en el mar.

Con este cuestionario nos gustaria saber mas sobre |la aceptacion social que tiene
la Energia Azul en su area, asi como el conocimiento sobre las misma entre la

ciudadania.
iResponder al cuestionario no cuesta mas 10 minutos!

1. Sexo
c. M
d F

2. (Edad?
e <18
f. 18-39
9. 40-59
h. >59

3. (En qué municipio/provincia/regién vive?

4. En esta area, usted es:
c. Residente

d. Turista
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5. (A qué distancia vive del mar?
a. Menos de 5 km
b. Entre 5y 10 km
c. Masde 10 km

6. ;Cudl es su estado laboral?
a. No trabajo (estudiante, pensionista, desempleado, etc.)
b. Tengo un trabajo de tiempo completo en la industria maritima (pesca,
turismo, industria naval, etc.)
c. Trabajo en la industria maritima estacionalmente o con contratos a corto
plazo

d. Trabajo, pero no en la industria maritima

7. éConoce las preocupaciones relacionadas con el cambio climatico?
a. No soy consciente de estas cuestiones
b. Soy consciente de estas preocupaciones, pero no creo que me afecten o
me amenacen
c. Soy consciente de estas preocupaciones, pero no creo que afecten o
amenacen a los humanos
d. Soy consciente de estas preocupaciones, y creo que es necesario adoptar

medidas adecuadas para mitigar el problema del cambio climatico
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8. En su area, el consumo medio de energia eléctrica por hogar es 2.793 kWh,
de los cuales un 63,2% deriva de energias no renovables. ;Estaba al tanto de
eso?

a. Si
b. No

9. ¢Con cual de las siguientes declaraciones estas mas de acuerdo?
a. Es necesario reducir el consumo domeéstico de energia para reducir el
impacto ambiental.
b. Es necesario producir energia a partir de energias renovables para reducir
el impacto ambiental.
c. Ambos

Ninguno de ellos

10.¢Conoces las energias renovables marinas ("BlueEnergies")?
a. Si
b. No

11.Hay tecnologias que pueden explotar las energias renovables marinas. Si
hubiera un plan para instalar una de estas tecnologias cerca de usted,
;cuanto estaria de acuerdo con esa posibilidad? Valore con una escala a 0 a

10 cada una de las tecnologias que a continuacion se detallan:
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11a. Un aerogenerador flotante, para aprovechar la energia del viento.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
compieiamene QOO OOOOOOQ Toteimente

en desacuerdo de acuerdo

11b. Cometas submarinas, para aprovechar la energia de las corrientes marinas.

¢
NN N N N
" )

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
compreiamene QOOOOOOOOOOQ Toteimente

en desacuerdo de acuerdo
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11c. Planta de columna de agua oscilante instalada en un muelle, para aprovechar

la energia de las olas

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
compretameni: OOOOOOOOOOQ Tosmente

en desacuerdo de acuerdo

11d. Grupo de flotadores fijados en un muelle, para aprovechar la energia de la

olas.

SZENTY e ol R W

' u 1 Z 3 4 5 ) / 5 ) 1U
compretamene OOOOOOOOOOQ Twriments

en desacuerdo de acuerdo
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11e. Conjunto de boyas oscilantes, para aprovechar la energia del as olas en alta

Completamente OOOO OO OOOOO Totalmente

en desacuerdo de acuerdo

12.Las imagenes anteriores muestran algunas de las tecnologias de energias

renovables marinas existentes. ;Cual cree que seria menos invasiva?

11a
11b
11c
11d
11e
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13. Valore en una escala de 0 a 10, ;cuan preocupado estaria por los siguientes

problemas posibles?

Ruido
Impactos en la fauna y flora
Impacto visual

Efectos negativos sobre el turismo

> o o T 9

Efectos negativos sobre la pesca

14. En una escala de 0 a 10, valore los aspectos beneficiosos posibles de las

energias renovables marinas.

Nuevos puestos de trabajo
Independencia energética
Mitigacion del cambio climatico

Reduccioén de la contaminacion local

®> o 6 T o

Creacion y consolidacion de startups innovadoras

15.Si desea proporcionarnos su direccion de correo electronico, le
mantendremos informado sobre los avances del proyecto BLUE DEAL a

través de nuestro boletin informativo.

iiGracias por su colaboracion!!
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A2.7 Giglio Island (IT)

UNIVERSITA
o1 SIENA

1240

Comune

Isola del Giglio

Medaglia d’Oro al Merito Civile

Quanto conosce le Blue Energy?

[l questionario prendera meno di 10 minuti!

1. Sesso

Contrassegnare una sola risposta.

am
OrF

2. Eta

Contrassegnare una sola risposta.

0O <18
0 1839
0 40-59

O >59
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3. In che comune vive?

4. All'lsola del Giglio é:

(m] .

Residente
= Domiciliato (casa vacanze)
(m]

Turista

5. Quanto lontano vive dal mare?
Contrassegnare una sola risposta.
O Meno di 5 km

O Tra5e 10 km

0O Piu di 10 km

6. Qual ¢ la sua condizione occupazionale?

Contrassegnare una sola risposta.

0O Non lavoro (studente, pensionato, casalinga, etc.)

O Lavoro a tempo pieno nell'industria marittima (pesca, turismo, settore navale, etc.)
O Lavoro nell'industria marittima con dei contratti stagionali o a chiamata

O Non lavoro nell’industria marittima
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7. Conosce le problematiche riguardanti il cambiamento climatico? *
Contrassegnare una sola risposta.

0O Non sono a conoscenza di tali problematiche

O Le conosco, ma sono problematiche che non mi riguardano

O Le conosco, ma non credo abbiano effetti reali per 'umanita

O Le conosco e ritengo necessario adottare delle misure per mitigare il problema

8. Il consumo pro-capite di energia elettrica in Italia & pari a circa 1200 kW.: in
Toscana quasi il 60% deriva da fonti energetiche NON rinnovabili.

Ne era a conoscenza ?

- Si

- No

9. Quale di queste affermazioni rispecchia di piu il suo pensiero?

<

- E necessario ridurre i consumi energetici personali per diminuire I'impatto

(W]

- biental
ambientale

o

O - E necessario produrre energia da fonti rinnovabili per diminuire I'impatto

ambientale

- Entrambe

- Nessuna delle precedenti
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10. Conosce le Energie Rinnovabili Marine (Blue Energy)?
Contrassegnare una sola risposta.
O s

0O No

11.Esistono numerose tecnologie per lo sfruttamento delle Energie Rinnovabili
Marine. In una scala da 0 a 10, se fosse in progetto l'installazione di una di queste

tecnologie nella sua zona, quanto sarebbe favorevole?

11a. Una turbina eolica galleggiante, per sfruttare I'energia del vento.

Per niente 61066 6666666 Totalmente

favorevole favorevole
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11b. Aquilone (kite) sottomarino, per sfruttare I'energia delle correnti marine.

Illllrﬁyy

Per niente OOOO OOOOOOO Totalmente

favorevole favorevole

11c. Impianto a colonna d'acqua oscillante installato in un molo, per sfruttare

I'energia delle onde.

e OOAAOAAAAAE

favorevole favorevole
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11d. Insieme di galleggianti fissati su un molo, per sfruttare I'energia delle onde.

Per niente éééé 6566666 Totalmente

favorevole favorevole

11e. Cluster di boe oscillanti, per sfruttare I'energia delle onde al largo.

4 5

o

7 8 9

Per niente C0> C1> C2> é O O O O O C10> Totalmente

favorevole favorevole

143

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

12. Le immagini sopra rappresentano alcuni impianti per lo sfruttamento dell'Energia

Rinnovabile Marina. Quali fra questi reputa meno invasivo nel suo territorio?

11a
11b
11c
11d
11e

13. In un'eventuale realizzazione, quanto € preoccupato per i seguenti aspetti?
(dove 1 significa 'per niente preoccupato' e 5 'molto preoccupato')
Contrassegnare solo una risposta per riga.

1 2 3 4 5

Rumore O O O O

Impatti su flora e fauna O OO OO
Impatto visivo O O O O O
Effetti negativi sul turismo O O O O O
Effetti negativi sulla pesca O O O O O

14. In una scala da 0 a 10, quanto spera si possano verificare le seguenti cose?

a. Nuovi posti di lavoro

b. Indipendenza energetica

c. Mitigazione dei cambiamenti climatici

d. Riduzione dell'inquinamento locale al Giglio

e. Miglioramento di startup innovative
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Se vuole lasciare la sua mail, le invieremo alcune informazioni sull'avanzamento del
progetto BLUE DEAL

Grazie per il suo prezioso contributo!
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A2.8 Civitavecchia (IT)

ENEN

Sondaggio statistico sulla percezione e I'accettazione sociale delle energie rinnovabili marine, nell ambito del progetto

Interreg A
/V1editerranean

BLUEDEAL, finanziato dal Programma Europeo Interreg-Mediterranean

& BLUE DEAL A0 -

)
)
(e

Quanto conosce le Blue Energy?

N° di rifiuti prima di fare 'intervista

1l questionario prendera meno di 10 minuti!

1. Sesso
Contrassegnare
oM

ar

2. Eta
Contrassegnare
[= Rl

p 1839

g 40-59

o >59

una sola risposta.

una sola risposta.

3. In che comune vive?

4. A Civitavecchia lei é:

a Residente

o Domiciliato (casa vacanze)

D Turista

5. Quanto lontano vive dal mare?

Contrassegnare una sola risposta.
O Meno di 5 km
DTra5e10km

O Piitdi 10 km

UNIVERSITA
o SIENA
Collls e "Covddaoece

e
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ENEN

Sondaggio statistico sulla percezione e I'accettazione sociale delle energie rinnovabili marine, nellambito del progetto
BLUEDEAL, finanziato dal Programma Europeo Interreg-Mediterranean

1 R Project co-financed by the European
Interreg @ 0TI RN
/Vediterranean _ o=

-"w ..
“ BLUE DEAL 4% —
-

UNIVERSITA
R Izl

6. Qual e la sua condizione occupazionale?

Contr e una sola risp

[ Non lavoro (studente, pensionato, casalinga, etc.)

) Lavoro a tempo pieno nell'industria marittima (pesca, turismo, settore navale, etc.)
D Lavoro nell'industria marittima con dei contratti stagionali o a chiamata

D Non lavoro nell'industria marittima

7. Conosce le problematiche riguardanti il cambiamento climatico? *

Contr ¢ una sola risp
3 Non sono a conoscenza di tali problematiche

[ Le conosco, ma sono problematiche che non mi riguardano
D) Le conosco, ma non credo abbiano effetti reali per 'umanita

[ Le conosco e ritengo necessario adottare delle misure per mitigare il problema

8. Il consumo pro-capite di energia elettrica in Italia & pari a circa 1200 k€W: nel
Lazio il 91% dei consumi complessivi deriva da fonti energetiche NON rinnovabili.
Lo sapeva?

Ne era a conoscenza ?

-8i

-No

9. Quale di queste affermazioni rispecchia di piu il suo pensiero?

D- E rio ridurre i i energetici personali per diminuire I'impatto ambientale
o- E necessario produrre energia da fonti rinnovabili per diminuire I'impatto ambientale
D - Entrambe

O - Nessuna delle precedenti

10. Conosce le Energie Rinnovabili Marine (Blue Energy)?

Contr gnare una sola risp
gsi
0O No
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ENEN

Sondaggio statistico sulla percezione e I'accettazione sociale delle energie rinnovabili marine, nellambito del progetto
BLUEDEAL, finanziato dal Programma Europeo Interreg-Mediterranean

Project co-financed by the European

Interreg W@ “OUTUNO
/Mediterranean _ o=

& BLUE DEAL 42 = - 4

— L

UNIVERSITA
o SIENA
e »
Cittes o Covilavecchia

11.Esistono numerose tecnologie per lo sfruttamento delle Energie Rinnovabili
Marine. In una scala da 0 a 10, se fosse in progetto l'installazione di una di queste
tecnologie nella sua zona., quanto sarebbe favorevole?

11a. Una turbina eolica galleggiante, per sfruttare l'energia del vento.

IR Vs
-

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
tmzm OO00 0000000 T

favorevole

11b. Aquilone (kite) sottomarino, per sfruttare 'energia delle correnti marine.

0 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
mdololelolelolololelolo Nt

favorevole
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ENEN

Sondaggio statistico sulla percezione e I'accettazione sociale delle energie rinnovabili marine, nell'ambito del progetto
BLUEDEAL, finanziato dal Programma Europeo Interreg-Mediterranean

interreg @
/Wediterranean e
“& BLUE DEAL

UNIVERSITA g!}
o SIENA
Cotter i “Civilavecchia

1lc. Impianto a colonna d'acqua oscillante installato in un molo, per sfruttare
l'energia delle onde.

10

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
= OO0 00000000 =

11d. Insieme di galleggianti fissati su un molo, per sfruttare l'energia delle onde.

7 8 9 10
O O O Totalmente

Favorevole

O-

0 1 3 4 5
e QOO0
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ENEN

Sondaggio statistico sulla percezione e 'accettazione sociale delle energie rinnovabili marine, nell'ambito del progetto
BLUEDEAL, finanziato dal Programma Europeo Interreg-Mediterranean

interreg @
/Vediterranean e
& BLUE DEAL 3 - - 4
) -
— L]
UNIVIRSITA
» SIENA
IZI Celler obe “Covilavecchia

1le. Cluster di boe oscillanti, per sfruttare l'energia delle onde al largo.

o 1 2 3 4 3 6 7 8 9 10
pr OO0 0000000

12. Le immagini sopra rappresentano alcuni impianti per lo sfruttamento
dell'Energia Rinnovabile Marina. Quali fra questi reputa meno invasivo nel suo
territorio?

11a
11b
1lc
11d
11le

13. In un'eventuale realizzazione, quanto e preoccupato per i seguenti aspetti?
(dove 1 significa 'per niente preoccupato’ e 5 'molto preoccupato’)
Contrassegnare solo una risposta per riga.

- 00000
mpattisuflorae funa QOO OO

Impatto visivo o O O O O
Effetti negativi sul O O O O O

turismo

Efferti negativi sulla pesca ()OO OO
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ENEN

Sondaggio statistico sulla percezione e I'accettazione sociale delle energie rinnovabili marine, nell'ambito del progetto
BLUEDEAL, finanziato dal Programma Europeo Interreg-Mediterranean

ed by the European
sment Fund

interreg @

/Vlediterranean
- BLU:;E:L 4% = -
P

UNIVERSITA
i SIENA
Cotter e “Covitavecchia

{(mme

14. In una scala da 0 a 10, quanto spera si possano verificare le seguenti cose?

Nuovi posti di lavoro

Indipendenza energetica

Mitigazione dei cambiamenti climatici

Riduzione dell'inquinamento locale a Civitavecchia
Miglioramento di startup innovative

oo

Se vuole lasciare la sua mail, le invieremo alcune informazioni sull'avanzamento del

progetto BLUE DEAL

Registrare 'indirizzo:

Via/Piazza

Numero civico

Grazie per il suo prezioso contributo!
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A2.9 Larnaca (CY)

BLUE DEAL PROJECT - CYPRUS ENERGY AGENCY 20Z0

Serial number . | I_1__1

INTRO-I. Kohnuépo| Kohnomépo. Cvop&fopot ... Kol GvILIposWmelUw
Tnv etaipeio RAI Consultants, pra oveldpTnin etoal
epruviv . Butd 1ov kaipd Bieldyoune cuvepyacio pr To
Afjpo Adpvaxoc kol To Evepyelaxd T
B @ YL TV ovTLANYn Kol Tig -
Sépota «Tohdiac Ev age. So g wa Eyste Adfe
Kol TI OXETLK ENLGTOAR IOU omg e L ) Wi TV
Epruva, 600 Kal yim Tnv emikoyvh

IRTERVIEWER: Good morning Good evening. M
represent RAI Consultants, an independent market research
llaboration with the Municipalit f Larnaca and

n and attitudes of the public on "Blue Ener
You should alsc have received the relevant letter informing
of the implementation of the fieldwork |

INRTRO-II. Nu coag pEpdow STL £y2TE 1o SiXoiupa vo CTOUQIRGCETE
Tn cuvévtevin s&v emiBupsite [ vo InTAGETE va
Broypapoluv ta B Eva cag amd TNV fpsuva ovd oXoo
sTiynf. 01 amovificsls mov So pac Shoste S
OXPOUE (Vo EUNLSTEVTLRES KoL Sa ypnoipomoinfodv
ovavupa kol opaBomolnpEve yio Thv ovdhuon xor TV
cupnAfipucn zx8fczev yix Toug okomolg autod Tow
EpEUVITLIROT Epyou.

INTERVIEWER: Let me inform u that you have the right stop the
interview at any time, and wvou are free to withdraw any
unprocessed data you have previcusly supp
answers will be kept strictly confidential and never associated
with your name and the inf d will be used solely
for the purpose of this research project and only aggregated
results will bes reported.

ed. Bll of yous

rmation pro

III. E "Tor&lia Evépyela” 7| oL Sohéooisc RvovedoLupsg
Inyég Evépyeiag eivor ow dolueg onyéc mov poopolv
wa expeTabhoutoty dpom § fppsow amd Tn Sdhaoon. Me
oaUtd 1o gpwTnuatoldyio Bo BfhouE va
inv amofoyf xoL IOV yvoon tng “Tokd
QUELECH STOUC IO ¢ mov {ouv ot

INTRO-

i
spetnpatokdyio Sa Siopréosl huyd
| Blue Energies or Marine Renewabls Energies are

nepLoxy ocug. To

omd hemtd!

renewable scurces which can be harvested
or indirectly from the sea.

ectly

INTERVIEWER: With this gquestionnaire we would like to
investigate Blue Energy social acceptance and knowledge among
citizens living in ur arsa. The guestionnaires will take less
than 10 minutes!

QL. #0ko | Sex | |
| 11

I | 21

| 31

Q2. Towa eivar n nhikio oog; | How old are you? | |
K&tw tow 18 | <18 | 11

18-33% | 18-35 | 2]

40-5% | 40-53 | 31

E3+ | =59 | 41

RSK: OVER 1%

Q3. Momopi va Ejw oL tov Taxvipopikd cuc webixa; (AN
THQPIZET KQATKR); Ie moix svopia pévete; | In which
municipality/province/region/county do you liwve?
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OVER 18

Q4. Eiste pdvipcs x&TolRog OTNV HDEpLOoXh; . In this area, wyou
are .

Mivipos r&toLkes Residens

TouvploTag Tourist

[

RSE: OVER 18

Q5. Déco poxpLéd and tn Bdhocoo pfvete; How far do yeou live
from the sea?
Niydiepo omd 5 yhp. |Less chan & lom
Metafd 5 yhp. xoe 10 xhp. |Between 5 and 10 lkm
Mévw ond 10 yip. IMore than 10 km

[

i
1]
B

OVER 18

Q6. Mowa eivel n emayyeARST LKl oxg kaTéotacn; |What is your
job/working status?

INTERVIEWER: BOHEL RN XPEIALTEI
Lsw egpyalopat {poLinifg, ovviokioUyog, Gvspyog,

woLRoRUpE, ®hm) |ITI don't work {student,

unempl

UOL pE DARPN GRaoOhNon OToV TOpEQ ING WEUTLALag
{m.y. ahieia, TovpLoupdg, vaumnyLxfg B xow lag,
SrLayeipLong mholiwv xhm. have a full

maritime industry (fishing, tourism,

Time

2]

pyaiopal Be emoyx.loKl | e HEPLER amooxd.
1ng wavTtihieg | I work in the maritime industry
seasonally or with short-term contracts

Epyifopot ohhé dyx1 ostov topéa tmg vevtihisg I work, bus
not in the maritime industr

[

LEK: QVER 18

Q7. Mz molx omd Tig DopaKdTe BnAGCELS CURQeVELTE O0ov apopd TIW
mhipoT e akloyfl; | Twepifets Tio avnouyicsg mov oxeTilowrel
pe tnw akhayf Tov mhipatog; | Bre you aware of the concerns
related to climate change?

IRTERVIEWEER: AIRBAFE ENIROTEE
Aew yweplio yvio tnv mhopet iel ahloyh I am not awars
of thsse issuss
Tvapilie yio tnw xhipotox] ahhoyh, ohhé Sev mictedwe &1L
sanpeadsl §) omszihel spéva mpocwdixd | I am aware of
these concerns but I don't believe they affect or
threaten me
Tvaplie yia tnv xhipaTixl arhoyh, «hhé Sev miotedw STL
sanpedlsL f| amethel tnv oavBpundtnra  |I am aware of
these concerns but I don't believe they affect or
threaten humans
Tvapliew yia Tnv XALUGTLIEN GrAayl XalL OLOTEUW STL Zival
amMpRiTNTO we UiIoSITHoOUNs LRSVONCLNTLIRG pEIpd LOTE vo
petplactel |I am aware of these concerns, and I belisve
that it is necsssary to adopt adeguate mEasuress
order to mitigate the climate change problem

i
]
p\'

OVER 18

QB. Zipv mepioyf] oog, I RECT ETROLO HOTavaA@on NAEKTPLENC
SVEQYELOG OWE woLKokuplLd eivoe 28856 kWh, 1o 87% 1ng omoliag
oDopdyETaL and pn avavedolueg onyvée svépyeiac. To ywwpliste
avtd; | In your area, the average yearly eslectric snergy
consumption per household is 2886 kWh, 87% of which deriw
from non-renewable energies. Were you aware of thas?

Nol, to yvapiie | Yes

Oye, Gew 1o yvepliso Ho

25
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ASK: OVER 18

Q%. Me molo omd Tig oxdkovSer SnAOCELC OUppwvEiTE mepLoodTe
| Which one of the following statements do you agrese with
more?

INTERVIEWER: AIABAEE ENIRQTEEZ
H peiwon 1n¢ KoTavEhwons EVERYELUS OTX WO LKORKUSLE Eilval
omopalTnTn opoxeipévow wva peilwdodv oL neplPoahhoviikEc
ENLOTOCE LG It is necessary to reduce household
consumptions of energy in order to reduce environmental

|
|
|
|
impact | 1
H mopoaywyl zvEpyesiac and ovavedsLues mEnyEc =ival |
omopa i TTN DPoOXELREVOU va pelwdodv oL meplpoaklovikég |
gmioTt@oerg | It is necessary to produce energy from
renewabls energies in order to reduce environmental |
impact. | 2
Foo pe tig Buo | Both of them | 3
Fop o om'ooot | None of them | 4
ASK: OVER 18 | |
| |
QL0. Tvwpifrte Ti¢ Bohdooieq RAvovedoipes InyEc EvépyeLag |
(elohal o £pyeLae) ; Do you know the marine renewable | |
ensrgises lue Energies™)? | |
Nou] Yes | 11
Oxt Mo | 21
AEE: QVER 12

Q1ll. Qv onys£g ovoveEDCLUnNG EVERYELQS OOV EXOUV
Bahoooo zival SLdpopeg, OOWG I EVEPYELO OOO To KUPMTX, TLC
mexhippoles f| To PEURATE, I VOEREKTLX GLOALKE EVEQYELX RKAN.
Yix TLg omoleg vnodpyouv molrihies Teyvohoylegs yix Tov
cRpETGhAevUon TOUC. Sa cuc Biofdcw x&molLec omd GWIEC TLE
Tzyvohoyies mov pmopsi va syKaTacTtofodv otn Sohdcoio
nzpLoxh tnc Lbdpvakog Kol yio Tnv k&8s pio and ovtéc Bo
fSeha wa pov meite of molo BaBud ocvppwveite §| Brapwueiie
BE TNV EYRATAOTIMCH TOUC.

v KXVOUV PE IT

IRTE
onuxivel xoBélov vmostnpilxTixoll Alapuveite omddwta pfowtd Kol
10 onpaiver om T vnootneikTixoi| Zvpeeveits anmdivia | There
are technologies which can exploit marine renewakle energy. If
there was a plan to install one of these tech gies near
how supportive would w be, from a scale to 0 ©o 107

VIEWER: Napoaxohd aomovifiore Bé&cn 1ng xhipowas 0-10, Smov 0

REK: OVER 18

QLIR. B [RMTACTHON plag DTARTAC OVEROYVEVVATPLAS, yio T
aflomoinen Tnc UnDepdxTiac oLok KRG svépyelac (swepyEiog
tou ovépow) | A floating wind turbine, to harness the
enexgy of the wind.

-
L S

SHOW D A. - Mogevd andhvra |
- Zvpowve amdivta | Fully agree
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Qll3. B. Eyxat&oraon UmoRpU)Lou XaprasioU , yia tnv of tonoineon
TNC EVEPYELAC TwV Boah&oolwv pevpdIwv | Submarine kite, to
harness the energy of marine currencts.

¥

INTERVIEWER: SHOW CARD B. - Aicowvd aadivia |
disagree [00] - Zupowve oamdivta | Fully agree

T&cTaon ToAavIevudpevnc COIRAnNG Udatog cInv

o] amof&Spa, yix Tnv afLOomOincn ING EVEPYELAC TV
Kupatwv| Oscillating Water Column plant installed in a
pier, to harness the snergy of waves.

INTERVIEWER: SHOW CARD C. - Aicouwved amdAvra |
disagree [00] - Zupowve amdivta | Fully agree

QllD. D. Eyxat&otacn HDAWILV CUCKEVOV OIZPpswuévwv oInv mpofAnta,
yia Tnv of LoRoincn ING EVEPYELAG TWV KURKTWV

3 |
floaters fixed on a pier, to harness the enexgy
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INTERVIEWER: SHEOW CARD D
disagree [00] - Zupowve «

- dloguvd amdivta |
| Fully agree

noinon T
ster of osci
res offshore.

¢ EVEPYELAC TWV UNEPAKTILWOV KUpdTwv |
ating buoys, to harness the esnergy of

TERVIEWER:
disagrss [00]

TVEpYVELAG. « miorevete OTt Ba ATav n AITC

emeufat Kl oTo SaAdcoLc mEptPEAAOV; The pictures

¢ some of the existing marine renewable energy

chnologies. Which one do you feel would be less
vasive?

A.

of Lonmo

o

[KATXCTAON BLOG DAWTAC GVEHOYEVVATPLXG, YIX TRV
inon INC UREPAKT LAG NLOALKNG EVEQYELXG (evépyetiag
Tov avépov.| A floating wind turbin to harness the
energy of the wind.

B. Eykatactocn vnoBpUxlov YapIixeroU, yia tnv afiomoincn
NG EVEPYELAC TWV SaAXCOLWV PEURATWY Submarine S
o harness the energy of marine currents..

C. EYKQT&OTOCY TXAXVIEUOREVNS GTR GBatog oTnv
npoBAfital amof&Spa, yia Ttnv aftomoincn Ing evépysLag
TWV KUPATWOV Oscillating Water Column plant
in a pier, to harness the enexgy

D. EYRATXOTOON DAWIWV CUCKEUWV CTEPEWHEVWY
npofAfTa, yia Tnv oflomoinon Ing evEPYELAL TV KURATWY
Set of floaters fixed on a pier, to harness the

energy of waves.
evev cnuadolpwv, Yix
UREPAXT LWV Kupdtwv |
, harnsss the snergy
waves sh

E. Eyratactoacn cuctadag ToAaviE
Tnv aflonoinocn Ing EVEPYELAG
Cluster of oscillating buoys,

n
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ASE: OVER 18

Q13B. Emimtaceig oinv movibe kol 1t xheopiba | Impacts on fauna
and flora

Agv ovnouyd xafdhou Mot at all concerned [00] -
GLEET LKG peydho BuBpd | Exsremely concernsd [10]

QL3C. Ontixég emintdserg | Visual impact

Mot at all co
Bofpd | Extremely o

cerned [00] -
ncerned [10]
I_1__1

ASE: OVER 18

NILXEC ENLOTECELS GTOV ToupLopd |Negative effects on
ism

INTERVIEWER: Asv ounouye =addlou Wot at all concerned [00] -
Avnouyd or fiolpETiKd peydho BoEpd | Extremely concerned [10]
I_1__1

ASE: OVER 18

QL3E. RpvnTixE¢ ENIOTOOELC oInv ohleix |Negative effects on
fishi

IRTERVIEWER

Aunouyd oe

ASE: OVER 18

Ql4. Koi or pio xhipoka ood 1o 0 2wg 1o 10, mdoco aioidBofol Sa
foacTow &TL n Snpiovpyio auidy Twv Texvohoyiew yohdliog

EpyElog Bo EXOUV WG ANOTEAEGUHA .. Cn a scale from 0

0, how hopeful would you be about the follo

aspects?

QL4A. Néeg Bégelg spyaciag| New job positions

tremely pessimistic[00] -
ic| Extremely concernsd

moAvia amaiolsbolon
3 | Extremely opti

ASE: OVER 18

Q148. Evepyeiokl oviovopioxl Energy independence
ERVIEWER: AEnmdAivia amoaioiobolon Extremely pessimistic[00] -
Savia wloldBolor | Extremely optimistic
{ pyelaxf] auTovopla= Bnproupyle &1 C
syxipla - oamd SikoUc puc mdpovc — RINE - Bsw =iody

K meTpéhoiol

Ql4C. Nezpiopiopd 1ng whlport tkfg ahhoyfg Climate change
mitigation

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund
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INTERVIEWER: AnoAvto amaiordbolol Extremely pessimistic[0
Anoivta oloLdBofor | Extremely optimistic| Extremely concerned

[
[=]

Q14D. Msiwon tng pinoveong stnw nepLoxf | Reduct local
pollution
INTERVIEWER: Amdhvia cmaioidSofon Extremely pessimistic[00] -

noivia atoidfolior | Extremely optimistic| Extremely concerned

QL4E. Anuiovpyilo xouv
Improvement

vEOQUE LGV EmLYELpAsIwv (start-ups)
vative startup

INTERVIEWER: Amdhvia cmaioidSofon
miivta aloidfolor | Extremely op
emiye 1pfigeLg = veosUotates |véeg ur Tayelo
npoont Lkég Tayeloag avéntuing souyLepfosLg)

ASK: OVER 1%

|

|

Ql5. Twvwpiietz To Kumpraxd Ivotitolio yia Tn S&hooos KoL 1n |
Nautihla (CMMI) mov exz. eSpa tnv Dapvomo; Do u know |

I |

|

|

|

the Cyprus Marine and Maritime Institute-CMMI,
registered office in Larnaca?

(SN

18

QLl6-TEXT. To Kumpioxd Ivotitodto yio 1 S&hacow kol 1 Nowt thio
{CMMI) rivar éva aveldprinto, BLe@vég, EemLoInpovikd
®oL emiysipnuoatikd Hévipo Rpioteiog yia Tn Sahdooia
®ot wouT lhloxf fpeuva, Teyvohoylxh ovdmtvuin woo
wotvoTopia. Itdyog Tov sival va OPpoCpEpELl OPOUKTLRED
AbosLg oTic mpoxhfioElc mov oviILlpeTwniiel n Sahdooia
wol wouT thlak Prounyovie ahhé kol n xolvavia groug
mupaKdTe ToOpEic: Bolidooio epmdpio|Metagopic
Bahdocolol Prondpor Evépyela xay ¥YmoBoh&ooioL mopol
Ehipa Hepipdiiow Eowvevia AlaxuBépunen

INTERVIEWER: CMMI is an independent, internaticnal, scientific
and business Center of Excellence for maritime and maritime
research, technological development and innovation. CMMI is
establishing partnerships, globally, among top academic and
ras=arch utions and bu ., to address the nseds of

i , and regions in blue economy

ime Trade and Transport |Marine Bio-resources|
Energy and Subsea Rescurces | Climate and the Enviromment |
Society and Gowvernmance)

ASKE: OVER 1%

Qlé. TMoww omd TiIC Dupaxdte Dpoxhifcezic Bzwpeites HLO ONUOVTILER @
neBioc fpeuvoag oL RmLv Kunprakd IvetitoUto
via T Sdhooou kol tn Navtihio - : | Which of the

llowing challenges do you nsider most Important &s a

1d of research and novation for Marine and

time Institute-CMMI?

Topiag yix

INTERVIEWER: AEIZE EAPTR - AIRBAREE ENIROTEZ
L. Eartanmohéunon tng xhipoatixfo ahhayfie | Combating

climate change

B. Evepyslok ouTtdpxela péow 1ng yehdllog epyeLag |

Energy self-sufficiency/ independence rough blue

energiss

C. Eviocyuon wumpiroxfig voutihiog wel oixovoplog |

trengthen Cyprus' ma ime and economy

D. DIpoctacia Tng Schdooiac whc kot Bromoixihdtnrac |
Preservation of marine bic i

5]
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ASK: OVER 18

Q17. Tehog, =av S8fhete vwo pag Gidoete 10 e-mail cwg, Ba oog
EVNUEROCOVUHE, KHESW TOU EVNEEpET KOV pog Szhtiow, yia Tov
npdofo 1ov épyou BLUE DERL | If you want to provide us
your e-mail address, we will keep you informed about BLUE
DEAL projesct advances through our newsletter.

Mo, smiBvpd vo SvUEp@WOPREL YLo TIw I 50 1ou epyou |
YTes, I would like to be informed about the progress of
the project

Oy, Bev emiBupd va SVMUEpAVOpoL yia Tnv mpoobo Tow
Epyor | No, I wouldn't 1like to ke informed about the
progress of the proj

ABF: informed about the progress of the project

YMBRPTETHEIE TON EPQTOYMENC TIA TON XPCONO EAI THN
1] T0Y EAI ELE TH ILYNENTEYZH | Thank you for
your collaboration!!
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Annex 3. Results for each site

Table A3.1 - Distribution of respondents by gender

Pobla
Giglio
Ciovo Hersonissos | Durres Malta Salobrena de 9 Civitavecchia Larnaca
Gender Island
HR GR AL MT ES Farnals T IT CY
ES
Male 62.33% 57.00% 50.55% | 45.10% 49.00% 41.09% 54.48% 45.50% 4712%
Female | 37.67% 43.00% 49.45% | 54.90% 51.00% 5891% 4552% 54.50% 52.88%
Table A3.2 - Distribution of respondents by age
Pobla .
) . . Giglio . .
Ciovo Hersonissos | Durres Malta | Salobrena de Civitavecchia
Age Island Larnaca CY
HR GR AL MT ES Farnals T IT
ES
<18 1.00% 11.00% 3.33% - - - - 1.00% -
18-
39 13.00% 26.00% 4501% | 35.29% 35.00% 1891% | 16.55% 35.50% 1779%
40-
59 45.67% 35.50% 38.36% | 36.76% 33.50% 40.30% | 35.86% 34.50% 40.87%
>59 40.33% 27.50% 13.30% | 27.94% 31.50% 40.80% | 47.59% 29.00% 41.35%
Table A3.3 - Distribution of respondents by place of residence
Pobla o
. . - Giglio - .
Place of Ciovo | Hersonissos | Durres | Malta | Salobrena de sland Civitavecchia Larnaca
residence HR GR AL MT ES Farnals T IT CY
ES
Pilot zone,
within the 95.33% 61.00% 100% 1.47% 80.50% 99.01% 100% 100% 100%
country
Outside the
pilot zone
. 433% 9.00% - 98.53% 12.00% 0.50% - - -
but within
the country
Outside the
0.33% 30.00% - - 7.50% 0.50% - - -
country
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Table A3.4 - Distribution of respondents by status of residence

Pobla Giali Larnaca CY
iglio
Status of Ciovo Hersonissos | Durres | Malta | Salobrena de | Ig d Civitavecchia
slan
residence HR GR AL MT ES Farnals T IT
ES
Resident | 94339% 86.00% 100% | 100% 100% 78.71% | 86.90% 100% 99.52%
Tourist 5.67% 14.00% - - - 21.29% | 13.10% - 0.48%
Table A3.5 - Distribution of respondents by distance of residence from the sea
) Pobla o
Distance i § . Giglio . X
Ciovo | Hersonissos | Durres Malta Salobrena de Civitavecchia Larnaca
from the Island
HR GR AL MT ES Farnals IT CY
sea IT
ES
Less than
5 km 100% 41.50% 56.67% | 99.51% 76.50% 100% 100% 64.50% 54.33%
Between
5and 10 - 25.50% 38.00% | 0.49% 14.50% - - 32.50% 4327%
km
More
than 10 - 33.00% 533% - 9.00% - - 3.00% 2.4%
km
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Table A3.6 - Distribution of respondents by occupational status

Occupational
status

Ciovo
HR

Herso
nissos
GR

Durres
AL

Malta
MT

Salobrena
ES

Pobla de
Farnals
ES

Giglio
Island
IT

Civitavecchi
a
IT

Larnaca
CY

| don’t work

42.00
%

14.00
%

19.33%

39.71
%

47.00%

54.46%

46.90%

52.50%

62.98%

I have a full-
time job in
the maritime
industry

8.00%

18.50
%

12.89%

3.43%

2.76%

1.00%

1.44%

| work in the
maritime
industry
seasonally or
with short-
term
contracts

2333
%

26.50
%

2.22%

0.50%

8.97%

3.00%

0.48%

| work. but
not in the
maritime

industry

26.67
%

41.00
%

65.56%

56.86
%

52.50%

45.54%

41.38%

43.50%

351%
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Table A3.7 - Distribution of respondents by climate change concern

Pobla de Giglio

) Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrefna Civitavecchia
Climate change concern Farnals Island Larnaca CY
HR GR AL MT ES IT
ES IT
I am not aware of these issues 10.67% 11.00% 27.88% 69.61% 9.00% 5.45% 552% 7.00% 6.73%

| am aware of these concerns
but I don’t believe they affect or 7.67% 14.50% 12.39% 10.29% 24.00% 1.49% 2.07% 2.50% 8.65%
threaten me

| am aware of these concerns
but I don't believe they affect or 24.67% 15.00% 15.04% 2.94% 12.00% 0.99% 2.07% 4.00% 21.15%
threaten humans

| am aware of these concerns,

and | believe that it is necessary
to adopt adequate measures in 57.00% 59.50% 44.69% 17.16% 55.00% 92.08% 90.34% 86.50% 63.46%
order to mitigate the climate

change problem
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Table A3.8. Distribution of respondents by electricity source awareness

Pobla

Electricity . . - Giglio . .

Ciovo Hersonissos | Durres Malta Salobrena de Civitavecchia | Larnaca
source Island

HR GR AL MT ES Farnals IT CY
awareness IT
ES
Yes 37.00% 42.00% 96.46% | 14.71% 18.50% 20.79% | 33.10% 29.00% 26.44%
No 63.00% 58.00% 3.54% | 85.29% 81.50% 7921% | 66.90% 71.00% 73.56%
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Table A3.9 - Distribution of respondents by strategy to reduce environmental impact

i X . Pobla de Giglio . i
Strategy to reduce Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrefna Civitavecchia
: ) Farnals Island Larnaca CY
environmental impact HR GR AL MT ES ES T IT
It is necessary to reduce
household consumptions of
. 10.33% 6.50% 7.32% 4.41% 14.00% 6.44% 897% 4.50% 9.13%

energy in order to reduce
environmental impact
It is necessary to produce
energy from renewable

I 18.00% 16.00% 23.28% 4412% 13.00% 32.18% 36.55% 14.00% 15.38%
energies in order to reduce
environmental impact
Both of them 70.67% 71.00% 64.97% 50.49% 50.50% 59.90% 51.72% 80.00% 69.71%
None of them 1.00% 6.50% 4.43% 0.98% 22.50% 1.49% 2.76% 1.50% 577%
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Table A3.10 - Distribution of respondents by knowledge on Blue Energies

Pobla

Knowledge i : . Giglio . :

Ciovo Hersonissos | Durres Malta Salobrena de Civitavecchia Larnaca
on Blue Island

: HR GR AL MT ES Farnals IT CY
Energies IT
ES
Yes 59.00% 55.50% 43.08% | 42.65% 41.50% 3218% | 37.24% 20.50% 4952%
No 47.00% 44.50% 56.92% | 57.35% 58.50% 67.82% | 62.76% 79.50% 50.48%
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Table A3.11 - Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness of floating wind turbines
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Level of
supportiveness of Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrefna Pobla de Farnals Giglio Island Civitavecchia Lamaca CY
floating wind HR GR AL MT ES ES IT IT
turbines
]
. 2.67% = 2.88% 10.78% 11.50% 9.90% 552% 19.00% 721%
not supportive at all
2
. 17.33% 15.50% 12.86% 9.80% 9.50% 495% 20.69% 17.50% 10.58%
not supportive
3
tral 13.00% 9.00% 3.99% 9.80% 12.50% 11.88% 17.93% 13.00% 15.38%
neutra
4
. 54.00% 26.00% 4812% 32.35% 29.00% 31.19% 36.55% 30.50% 32.69%
supportive
5
. 13.00% 49.50% 32.15% 3725% 37.50% 42.08% 1931% 20.00% 3413%
strongly supportive
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Level of i X . Pobla de Giglio . X
) Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Civitavecchia
supportiveness of Farnals Island Larnaca CY
) ) HR GR AL MT ES IT
submarine kites ES IT
]
) 1.00% - 2.44% 5.88% 9.00% 6.47% 1.38% 14.50% 7.69%
not supportive at all
2
) 10.33% 12.00% 21.73% 5.39% 11.00% 8.46% 552% 25.00% 27.40%
not supportive
3
tral 12.67% 16.50% 18.85% 8.82% 11.00% 12.44% 11.72% 7.50% 21.15%
neutra
4
. 62.00% 21.00% 47.89% 34.80% 26.50% 44.78% 47.59% 33.00% 30.29%
supportive
5
. 14.00% 50.50% 9.09% 4510% 42.50% 27.86% 33.79% 20.00% 13.46%
strongly supportive
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Table A3.13 - Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness of oscillating water columns
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Level of
) i X . Pobla de Giglio . X
supportiveness of Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Civitavecchia
L Farnals Island Larnaca CY
oscillating water HR GR AL MT ES = T IT
columns
]
) 2.00% - 1.55% 13.73% 10.00% 6.93% 1.38% 5.00% 481%
not supportive at all
2
) 8.67% 11.00% 15.30% 8.82% 10.00% 6.93% 3.45% 15.00% 10.58%
not supportive
3
tral 11.33% 9.00% 10.64% 6.37% 6.00% 10.89% 11.03% 7.50% 20.67%
neutra
4
. 57.33% 27.50% 40.80% 29.90% 36.00% 33.17% 42.76% 44.00% 33.65%
supportive
5
) 20.67% 52.50% 31.71% 41.18% 38.00% 42.08% 41.38% 28.50% 30.29%
strongly supportive
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Table A3.14 - Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness of floaters
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Level of i X . Pobla de Giglio - X
: Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Civitavecchia
supportiveness of Farnals Island Larnaca CY
HR GR AL MT ES IT
floaters ES IT
]
) 1.33% 0.50% 1.77% 10.29% 9.50% 8.42% 4.14% 7.00% 7.21%
not supportive at all
2
) 9.67% 14.50% 14.19% 13.73% 11.00% 7.92% 8.28% 16.50% 12.98%
not supportive
3
tral 11.67% 7.00% 17.52% 6.37% 7.50% 15.35% 18.62% 12.50% 16.35%
neutra
4
) 54.00% 24.50% 39.02% 29.41% 32.00% 34.16% 46.21% 43.00% 35.58%
supportive
5
) 2333% 53.50% 27.49% 40.20% 40.00% 34.16% 22.76% 217.00% 27.88%
strongly supportive
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Table A3.15 - Distribution of respondents by level of supportiveness of oscillating buoys

. i X . Pobla de Giglio - X
Level of supportiveness Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Civitavecchia
. Farnals Island Larnaca CY
of oscillating buoys HR GR AL MT ES IT
ES IT
]
) 2.00% - 1.55% 7.35% 9.00% 7.96% 2.07% 13.50% 10.10%
not supportive at all
2
) 4.00% 7.00% 20.62% 6.86% 9.00% 7.46% 7.59% 20.00% 18.27%
not supportive
3
tral 9.33% 10.50% 12.20% 7.35% 8.50% 13.43% 15.86% 12.50% 23.08%
neutra
4
. 53.00% 26.00% 51.88% 31.86% 33.50% 40.30% 50.34% 34.50% 3221%
supportive
5
) 31.67% 56.50% 13.75% 46.57% 40.00% 30.85% 24.14% 19.50% 16.35%
strongly supportive
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Table A3.16 - Distribution of respondents by marine renewable energy technology thought less invasive
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Pobla de Giglio
Marine renewable energy technology Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena 9 Civitavecchia
X X Farnals Island Larnaca CY
thought less invasive HR GR AL MT ES Fs T IT

A floating wind turbine, to harness the

energy of the wind 6.67% 2.50% 18.89% 28.92% 13.00% 26.73% 7.59% 17.00% 28.85%
Submarine kite, to harness the energy

of marine currents 16.33% 1.50% 13.78% 21.57% 14.50% 14.36% 33.10% 13.00% 8.65%
Oscillating water column plant installed

in a pier, to harness the energy of waves 25.33% 57.50% 31.11% 10.29% 14.50% 25.74% 36.55% 47.00% 23.56%
Set of floaters fixed on a pier, to harness

the energy of waves 39.67% 31.00% 22.00% 11.76% 30.50% 13.37% 6.90% 11.50% 23.56%
Cluster of oscillating buoys, to harness

the energy of waves offshore 12.00% 7.50% 14.22% 27.45% 27.50% 19.80% 15.86% 17.50% 1538%
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Table A3.17 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of noise
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Level of i i . Pobla de Giglio . i
Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrefna Civitavecchia
concern of Farnals Island Larnaca CY
) HR GR AL MT ES IT
noise ES IT

]
completely not 533% - 2.44% 18.14% 28.00% 28.50% 26.90% 37.50% 14.90%
concerned
2

43.00% 0.50% 21.95% 18.63% 40.00% 8.00% 9.66% 15.00% 16.83%
not concerned
3

. 17.33% 5.00% 12.64% 14.22% 4.50% 8.50% 2552% 18.50% 12.02%

uncertain
4

29.33% 47.50% 48.56% 23.04% 23.00% 27.00% 16.55% 12.00% 4375%
concerned
5
strongly 5.00% 47.00% 14.41% 2598% 4.50% 28.00% 21.38% 17.00% 12.50%
concerned
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Table A3.18 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of impacts on fauna and flora

Level of concern of i X . Pobla de Giglio - X
) Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Civitavecchia
impacts on fauna Farnals Island Larnaca CY
HR GR AL MT ES IT
and flora ES IT
]
completely not 1.67% - 1.77% 17.65% 4.00% 7.54% 20.69% 25.50% 9.62%
concerned
2
35.00% - 30.16% 16.67% 16.00% 9.55% 16.55% 9.50% 10.58%
not concerned
3
. 32.33% 3.00% 16.63% 16.67% 14.50% 8.54% 21.38% 23.50% 21.15%
uncertain
4
25.00% 34.00% 42.79% 2892% 40.00% 22.11% 13.10% 18.50% 30.77%
concerned
5
6.00% 63.00% 8.65% 20.10% 25.50% 52.26% 28.28% 23.00% 27.88%
strongly concerned
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Table A3.19 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of visual impact

i i . Pobla de Giglio . i
Level of concern Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrefna Civitavecchia
) : Farnals Island Larnaca CY
of visual impact HR GR AL MT ES IT
ES IT

]
completely not 8.33% - 10.64% 20.10% 19.00% 3532% 24.83% 26.50% 16.35%
concerned
2

40.00% - 33.70% 12.75% 20.50% 11.94% 15.86% 19.00% 11.06%
not concerned
3

. 19.00% 4.50% 18.40% 14.22% 8.50% 13.93% 16.55% 16.50% 13.46%

uncertain
4

26.00% 46.50% 33.48% 27.94% 26.50% 20.90% 20.69% 20.50% 38.46%
concerned
5
strongly 6.67% 49.00% 3.77% 25.00% 2550% 1791% 22.07% 17.50% 20.67%
concerned
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Table A3.20 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of negative effects on tourism

Level of concern of i i . Pobla de Giglio . i
) Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Civitavecchia
negative effects on Farnals Island Larnaca CY
. HR GR AL MT ES IT
tourism ES} IT
]
completely not 7.33% - 17.29% 37.25% 17.50% 44.00% 53.10% 44.50% 25.48%
concerned
2
30.33% 0.50% 24.39% 2451% 27.00% 8.50% 15.17% 21.50% 14.42%
not concerned
3
. 25.00% 2.00% 8.43% 17.65% 9.50% 11.50% 15.17% 13.00% 20.67%
uncertain
4
30.67% 50.50% 3437% 14.71% 32.00% 17.00% 552% 8.00% 25.48%
concerned
5
6.67% 47.00% 1552% 5.88% 14.00% 19.00% 11.03% 13.00% 13.94%
strongly concerned
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Table A3.21 - Distribution of respondents by level of concern of negative effects on fishing

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1_Survey on BE perception

Level of concern of i X . Pobla de Giglio - X Larnaca CY
) Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Civitavecchia
negative effects on Farnals Island
) HR GR AL MT ES IT
fishing ES IT
1 13.94%
completely not 3.00% - 0.67% 17.65% 4.00% 26.24% 3517% 29.50%
concerned
2 10.10%
not concerned 26.33% 0.50% 2594% 18.63% 15.50% 9.90% 15.86% 20.00% ’
3 16.35%
uncertain 25.67% 2.50% 19.07% 26.96% 10.00% 891% 17.24% 20.00% ’
4 25.48%
concerned 32.00% 42.00% 31.04% 29.90% 44.50% 17.82% 13.10% 14.00% ’
5 34.13%
strongly concerned 13.009% 55.00% 23.28% 6.86% 26.00% 37.13% 18.62% 16.50% ’
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Table A3.22 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about new job opportunities

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1_Survey on BE perception

Level of
Pobla de
hopefulness about Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Giglio Island Civitavecchia
: Farnals Larnaca CY
new job HR GR AL MT ES = IT IT
opportunities

]
not hopeful at all 2.00% - 2.00% 3.92% 2.00% 3.03% - 10.00% 1.44%
2

B 0 d 0 B (¢} . 0 . (o) . (o] . 0 b (o] . ()
not hopeful 17.00% 2.00% 6.65% 14.22% 9.50% 2.53% 10.34% 8.50% 2.88%
3
uncertain 17.33% 9.00% 222% 16.67% 6.00% 10.10% 8.97% 4.50% 16.35%
4

B 0 o (%} . (% o 0 B 0 . (0] B 0 c (0] . (o)
hopeful 38.67% 39.00% 66.30% 38.24% 40.00% 35.86% 3931% 31.00% 39.90%
5

25.00% 50.00% 22.84% 26.96% 42.50% 48.48% 41.38% 46.00% 39.42%
extremely hopeful
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Table A3.23 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about energy independence

Level of
Pobla de
hopefulness about Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Giglio Island Civitavecchia
Farnals Larnaca CY
energy HR GR AL MT ES ES IT IT
independence
]
not hopeful at all 0.67% i 7.76% 3.43% - 7.46% - 4.50% 4.33%
2
not hopeful 17.67% 2.00% 25.72% 6.37% 6.00% 2.49% 8.28% 14.50% 10.10%
3
uncertain 20.00% 5.50% 12.64% 10.78% 8.50% 4.98% 8.97% 4.00% 11.06%
4
hopeful 35.67% 46.50% 4834% 50.00% 41.00% 23.38% 36.55% 33.00% 39.42%
5
extremely hopeful 26.00% 46.00% 5.54% 29.41% 44.50% 61.69% 46.21% 44,00% 35.10%
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Table A3.24 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about climate change mitigation

Level of hopefulness . . . Pobla de - . .
: Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Giglio Island Civitavecchia
about climate HR o AL MT Es Farnals IT T Larnaca CY
change mitigation ES
]
not hopeful at all 1.33% - 7.10% 5.88% 1.50% 2.99% 2.07% 4.50% 7.69%
2
not hopeful 20.67% 2.50% 27.49% 8.33% 11.50% 2.49% 11.72% 14.50% 12.02%
3
uncertain 21.33% 5.50% 15.30% 931% 9.50% 3.98% 13.10% 5.50% 1731%
4
hopeful 37.67% 49.50% 41.02% 42.65% 22.00% 28.36% 32.41% 34.50% 39.42%
5
extremely hopeful 19.00% 42.50% 9.09% 33.82% 55.50% 62.19% 40.69% 47.00% 23.56%
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Table A3.25 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

Level of hopefulness i i . Pobla de Giglio . i
. Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena Civitavecchia
about reduction of HR o AL MT Es Farnals Island T Larnaca Cy
local pollution ES IT

]

not hopeful at all 2.00% - 5.99% 2.94% 3.50% 3.98% 2.76% 3.50% 6.73%

2

not hopeful 23.33% 1.50% 24.61% 5.88% 17.50% 3.48% 11.03% 16.50% 16.35%

3

uncertain 24.33% 8.00% 13.97% 7.35% 7.50% 9.45% 14.48% 2.50% 1731%

4

hopeful 29.00% 33.00% 40.80% 44.61% 32.00% 22.89% 30.34% 31.50% 39.42%

5

extremely hopeful 21.33% 57.50% 14.63% 39.22% 39.50% 60.20% 41.38% 46.00% 20.19%

181

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1_Survey on BE perception



wnterreg M

EURDPEAN UNH

/Vlediterranean _ o=
«= BLUE DEAL

Table A3.26 - Distribution of respondents by level of hopefulness about strengthening of innovation in businesses, organizations and
public or private bodies

Level of hopefulness about Pobla d Giali
obla de iglio
strengthening of innovation Ciovo Hersonissos Durres Malta Salobrena E | | Ig d Civitavecchia L cy
arnals slan arnaca
in businesses, organizations HR GR AL MT ES Es T IT
and public or private bodies
]
not hopeful at all 4.00% - 3.99% 3.43% 5.00% 1.98% 0.69% 1.50% 3.37%
2
not hopeful 22.67% 2.00% 17.29% 7.35% 7.00% 3.47% 10.34% 18.50% 6.73%
3
uncertain 23.33% 9.00% 14.19% 14.71% 17.50% 6.93% 11.03% 8.00% 23.56%
4
hopeful 29.00% 38.00% 38.36% 47.06% 41.00% 33.66% 3931% 29.50% 38.46%
5
extremely hopeful 21.00% 51.00% 26.16% 27.45% 29.50% 53.96% 38.62% 42.50% 27.88%
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Annex 4. Blue Energy technologies supportiveness

Table A4.1 - Aggregated Level

- Oscillating water columns 74.21%
- Oscillating buoys 70.27%
- Floaters 69.77%
- Floating wind turbines 69.09%
- Submarine kites 65.91%%
Table A4.2 - Ciovo (HR)

- Oscillating buoys 84.67%
- Oscillating water columns 78.00%
- Floaters 7733%
- Submarine kites 76.00%
- Floating wind turbines 67.00%
Table A4.3 - Hersonissos Crete (GR)

- Oscillating buoys 82.50%
- Oscillating water columns 80.00%
- Floaters 78.00%
- Floating wind turbines 75.50%
- Submarine kites 71.50%
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Table A4.5 - Durres (AL)

- Floating wind turbines 80.27%
- Oscillating water columns 72.51%
- Floaters 66.51%
- Oscillating buoys 65.63%
- Submarine kites 56.98%
Table A4.6 - Malta (MT)

- Submarine kites 79.90%
- Oscillating buoys 78.43%
- Oscillating water columns 71.08%
- Floaters 69.61%
- Floating wind turbines 69.60%
Table A4.7 - Salobrena (ES)

Oscillating water columns 74.00%
Oscillating buoys 73.50%
Floaters 72.00%
Submarine kites 69.00%
Floating wind turbines 66.50%

Project co-financed by the European Regional Development Fund
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Table A4.8 - Pobla de Farnals (ES)

- Oscillating water columns 75.25%
- Floating wind turbines 73.27%
- Submarine kites 72.64%
- Oscillating buoys 71.15%
- Floaters 68.32%
Table A4.9 - Giglio Island

- Oscillating water columns 84.14%
- Submarine kites 81.38%
- Oscillating buoys 74.48%
- Floaters 68.97%
- Floating wind turbines 55.86%
Table A4.10 - Civitavecchia

Oscillating water columns 72.50%
Floaters 64.00%
Oscillating buoys 54.00%
Submarine kites 53.00%
Floating wind turbines 50.50%

Project co-financed by the European Regional Development Fund
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Table A4.11 - Larnaca (CY)

Oscillating buoys 66.82%
Oscillating water columns 63.94%
Floaters 63.46%
Submarine kites 48.56%
Floating wind turbines 43.75%
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Annex 5. Distribution question 13 and 14 by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies (in percentage,

%)

A5.1 Aggregated Level

Table A5.1 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of
residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception

. . Knowledge of
Gender Status of residence Distance from the sea .
Blue Energies
Level of
conc?rn of Less | Between | More
noise Male | Female | Resident | Tourist | than5 | 5and 10| than Yes No
km km 10 km
]
completely 16.46 | 14.05 15.24 15.89 | 1654 | 1253 672 | 1189 | 178
not concerned
2
not concerned | 24.04 17.81 21.54 10.28 2243 17.44 1429 | 2078 | 21.11
3
uncertain 13.19 12.7 12.74 16.82 13.81 11.06 8.4 12.67 13.16
4
concerned 29.28 36.09 32.53 3458 31.18 36.86 3782 | 38.44 | 28.3]1
5
strongly 17.03 | 19.35 17.94 2243 | 1603 | 2211 | 3277 | 1622 | 1962
concerned
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Table A5.2 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by gender,

status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

. . Knowledge of

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea .
Blue Energies
concern of
Impacts on Less Between | More
fauna and Male Female | Resident | Tourist | than 5| 5 and 10 | than Yes No
flora
km km 10 km
]
completely
not 8.8 7.6 8.3 6.6 9.38 565 0.84 6.56 944
concerned
2
not 20.6 16.46 18.79 1415 19.85 15.48 12.61 2333 15
concerned
3
uncertain 19.38 16.65 18.29 13.21 19.28 16.71 5.88 15.56 19.88
4
concerned 2903 | 31.67 30.63 2453 2866 | 3587 3277 | 3378 | 27.75
5
strongly 2219 | 2762 |2399 4151 | 2283 |2629 479 2078 |27.92
concerned
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Table A5.3 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund
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. . Knowledge of
Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea .
Level of Blue Energies
concern of
visual Less Between | More
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist than 5| 5and 10 | than Yes No
km km 10 km
]
completely
not 16.92 15.88 16.04 23.15 17.54 14.74 588 15.67 16.96
concerned
2
not 2084 | 2156 21.99 6.48 22.61 16.95 1765 | 2533 18.11
concerned
3
uncertain 14.67 1453 14.49 16.67 14.88 15.23 8.4 14.89 14.39
4
concerned 2916 | 30.13 2954 31.48 285 3342 3193 | 30.89 | 287
5
strongly 1841 | 179 17.94 2222 |1647 | 1966 3613 | 1322 | 2184
concerned
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Table A5.4 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund
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. . Knowledge of

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea .
Blue Energies
concern of
negative Less Between | More
effec.ts on Male Female | Resident | Tourist than 5| 5and 10 | than Yes No
tourism
km km 10 km
]
completely
not 2486 | 24.28 2423 31.13 26.81 17.69 1849 | 23.03 25.72
concerned
2
not 20.56 19.08 20.43 8.49 21.29 16.22 11.76 | 20.36 19.44
concerned
3
uncertain 13.36 13.78 13.49 15.09 14.7 12.04 42 10.12 16.13
4
concerned 2486 | 27.65 26.42 22.64 2421 3292 30.25 | 3026 | 2324
5
strongly 1636 | 1522 | 1543 2264 1299 |[21.13 3529 | 1624 | 1547
concerned
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Table A5.5 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund
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. . Knowledge of

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea .
Blue Energies
concern of
negative Less Between | More
e.ffe.cts °" | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | than 5| 5 and 10 | than Yes No
fishing km km 10 km
]
completely
not 12.06 11.44 11.24 21.3 1373 | 6.88 252 9.89 13.14
concerned
2
not 1897 16.06 17.98 9.26 18.16 16.71 10.92 19.33 16.2
concerned
3
uncertain 17.85 16.25 17.33 12.04 17.91 14.5 13.45 16.22 17.69
4
concerned 2748 | 30 28.67 29.63 2728 | 3145 395 30 2777
5
strongly 2364 | 2625 |24.78 27.78 | 2291 | 3047 3361 | 2456 |2521
concerned
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Table A5.6 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Knowledge
Status of .
Level of | Gender i Distance from the sea of Blue
hopefulness resiaence Energies
about new
> iti Femal | Residen | Touris Less Betwee ::1(::
opportunitie Male than |n 5 and Yes No
S e t t 10
5km | 10 km
km

]
not hopeful | 571 1261 | 265 278 |305 |197 ] 222 | 298
at all
2
not hopeful | 944 | 7.24 8.61 3.7 964 |5.16 252 [ 734 | 911
3 11.7
uncertain 963 | 956 9.71 7.41 11.1 541 4.2 6.67 6 '
A 429 | 4488 | 4429 36.11 423 47.67 495|493 1397
hopeful : . : : 9 : 8 9 7
5

353 338 343 | 363
extremely 3571 | 3473 |50 39.8 437
hopeful 3 2 7 7
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Table A5.7 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Knowledge
Status of .
Gender ) Distance from the sea of Blue
Level of residence £ )
hopefulness nergies
tabOUt e Less Betwee More
independenc Femal Residen | Touris than
e Male than | n 5 and Yes No
e t t 10
5km | 10 km
km
]
not hopeful | 26, 1366 |38 093 |348 |516 084 |5 2.65
at all
2
131 11.93 13.04 3.74 18 15.23 134 16 100
not hopeful 3 : . : 4 . 5 1
3
i 108 10.11 10.64 748 106 10.81 7.56 108 1101
uncertain 4 . . . 4 . . 9 7
4 394 4119 40.6T 3458 403 4079 369 |41.4 | 394
hopeful 4 : : : 4 : v 4 5
5
336 471 266 | 377
extremely 329 3311 [3192 |5327 28.01
hopeful 9 8 7 2
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Table A5.8 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of

Knowledge of

Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea .
hopefulness Blue Energies
about
climate Less Between | More
change Male Female | Resident | Tourist | than 5|5 and 10 | than Yes No
mitigation km km 10 km
]
not hopeful | , 1o | 356 |425 ) 399 |541 ) 534 |3.06
at all
2
not hopeful 14.78 1433 15.08 467 1406 | 16.71 14.29 1813 119
3
uncertain 12.72 11.54 1224 10.28 11.21 16.71 7.56 13.01 11.49
4
hopeful 3826 | 3596 3781 243 36.73 | 3931 3529 | 3838 | 362
5
extremely | 5975 |z462 |3062 60.75 | 3401 |2187 |4286 |2514 |3736
hopeful
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Table A5.9 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of

Knowledge of

Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea .
hopefulness Blue Energies
about
reduction of Less Between | More
local Male Female | Resident | Tourist than 5| 5and 10 | than Yes No
pollution km km 10 km
]
not hopeful | , 29 | 308  |385 1.85 367 |5.16 0 4 356
at all
2
not hopeful 1664 | 1376 15.79 463 1495 18.18 9.24 1856 | 12.74
3
uncertain 129 12.03 12.39 13.89 1286 | 12.04 8.4 13 12.08
4
hopeful 3467 | 34.26 3498 25 3426 | 3538 3445 | 3411 3474
5
extremely |21, |z686 |3298 5463 | 3426 |2924 479 |3033 |36.89
hopeful
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Table A5.10 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation

in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of

Knowledge of

Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea .
hopefulness Blue Energies
about
strengthening
f)f |nn9vat|on Less Between | More
n bl‘JSIn‘eSSGS. Male | Female | Resident | Tourist |than 5| 5and 10 | than | Yes No
organizations

km km 10 km
and public or
private bodies
]
nothopefulat) z45 269 |305 0.93 316 | 295 0 333 | 264
all
2
not hopeful 1243 | 1144 | 1224 6.48 1228 | 13.27 3.36 1411 10.33
3
uncertain 1579 | 1375 15.13 833 1494 | 1597 9.24 1289 | 162
4
hopeful 3757 3615 | 37.11 3241 3703 | 36.12 3697 | 3644 | 37.19
5
extremely 31.03 | 3596 |3247 |51.85 |3259 |317 5042 | 3322 | 3364
hopeful

196

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception




HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

A5.2 Ciovo (HR)

Table A5.11 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of

residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 6.95 2.65 5.30 5.88 533 - - 452 6.50
completely
not
concerned
2 4492 39.82 43 .46 35.29 43,00 - - 40.68 4634
not
concerned
3 1711 17.70 17.31 17.65 17.33 - - 16.38 18.70
uncertain
4 24.60 3717 29.68 2353 2933 - - 31.64 26.02
concerned
5 6.42 2.65 424 17.65 5.00 - - 6.78 2.44
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.12 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
impacts
on fauna | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
and flora than 5|5 and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 2.14 0.88 1.77 - 1.67 - - 113 2.44
completely
not
concerned
2 35.83 33.63 35.34 29.41 35.00 - - 3277 38.21
not
concerned
3 3422 29.20 3322 17.65 32.33 - - 33.90 30.08
uncertain
4 22.46 29.20 25.44 17.65 25.00 - - 24.86 25.20
concerned
5 5.35 7.08 4.24 35.29 6.00 - - 7.34 4.07
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.13 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
visual
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km

1 11.23 3.54 813 11.76 8.33 - - 8.47 813
completely
not
concerned
2 35.29 47.79 41.34 17.65 40.00 - - 37.85 43.09
not
concerned
3 21.39 15.04 18.73 2353 19.00 - - 18.08 20.33
uncertain
4 25.67 26.55 25.80 29.41 26.00 - - 28.25 22.76
concerned
5 6.42 7.08 6.01 17.65 6.67 - - 7.34 5.69
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.14 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
tourism than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km

1 8.56 531 7.07 11.76 7.33 . . 6.21 8.94
completely
not
concerned
2 28.88 32.74 31.10 17.65 30.33 . . 33.33 26.02
not
concerned
3 2513 24.78 23.67 47.06 25.00 - - 2373 26.83
uncertain
4 31.02 30.09 31.80 11.76 30.67 . . 2994 31.71
concerned
5 6.42 7.08 6.36 11.76 6.67 . . 6.78 6.50
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.15 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
fishing than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 2.67 3.54 2.83 5.88 3.00 . . 1.69 4.88
completely
not
concerned
2 26.20 26.55 27.56 5.88 26.33 . . 2712 25.20
not
concerned
3 2513 26.55 26.15 17.65 25.67 - - 26.55 24.39
uncertain
4 34.76 27.43 31.45 41.18 32.00 . . 31.64 3252
concerned
5 11.23 15.93 12.01 29.41 13.00 . . 12.99 13.01
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.16 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge  of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about new
job Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No

km km 10

km

1 3.21 ) 212 ) 2.00 . . 1.13 3.25
not hopeful
at all
2 16.04 18.58 17.31 11.76 17.00 B B 16.95 17.07
not hopeful
3 16.58 18.58 17.67 11.76 17.33 . . 17.51 17.07
uncertain
4 37.43 40.71 38.52 41.18 38.67 . . 37.85 39.84
hopeful
5 26.74 2212 24.38 35.29 25.00 B B 26.55 22.76
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.17 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge  of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about energy
independence | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 - 1.77 0.71 - 0.67 - - - 1.63
not hopeful
at all
2 19.25 15.04 18.02 11.76 17.67 B B 16.95 18.70
not hopeful
3 19.79 20.35 20.49 11.76 20.00 . . 18.64 21.95
uncertain
4 33.16 39.82 36.40 2353 35.67 . . 35.59 35.77
hopeful
5 27.81 23.01 2438 5294 26.00 B B 28.81 21.95
extremely
hopeful
203




HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

Table A5.18 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge  of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
climate Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
change than 5| 5and 10 | than
mitigation km km 10

km
1 1.07 1.77 1.41 ) 1.33 . . 1.13 1.63
not hopeful
at all
2 20.32 21.24 21.55 5.88 20.67 . . 18.08 24.39
not hopeful
3 23.53 17.70 21.20 23.53 21.33 . . 20.90 21.95
uncertain
4 35.29 41.59 38.87 17.65 37.67 . . 39,55 34.96
hopeful
5 19.79 17.70 16.96 52.94 19.00 . ) 20.34 17.07
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.19 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge  of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
reduction of | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
local than 5| 5and 10 | than
pollution km km 10

km
1 214 1.77 212 . 2.00 . ) 1.13 3.25
not hopeful
at all
2 2513 20.35 24,03 11.76 23.33 . . 23.16 23.58
not hopeful
3 24.60 23.89 2438 23.53 2433 . ) 23.73 25.20
uncertain
4 2834 30.09 30.04 11.76 29.00 . . 27.68 30.89
hopeful
5 19.79 23.89 19.43 52.94 21.33 . ) 24.29 17.07
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.20 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation

in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge  of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
strengthening Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
in businesses. km km 10
organizations km
and public or
private bodies
1 4.81 2.65 424 . 4.00 . . 2.82 5.69
not hopeful
at all
2 21.93 23.89 22.97 17.65 22.67 B B 19.77 26.83
not hopeful
3 2513 20.35 23.67 17.65 2333 . . 24.86 21.14
uncertain
4 27.27 31.86 28.98 29.41 29.00 . . 30.51 26.83
hopeful
5 20.86 21.24 20.14 35.29 21.00 B B 22.03 19.51
extremely
hopeful
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A5.3 Hersonissos - Crete (GR)

Table A5.21 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of
residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km
'I - - - - - - - - -
completely
not
concerned
2 0.88 - 0.58 - - 1.96 - 0.90 -
not
concerned
3 526 4.65 4.65 714 7.23 1.96 455 6.31 337
uncertain
4 4737 4767 4593 5714 4819 49.02 4545 52.25 4157
concerned
5 46.49 4767 48.84 35.71 4458 47.06 50.00 40.54 55.06
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.22 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of
concern of
impacts

on fauna

and flora

Gender

Status
residence

of

Distance from the sea

Knowledge of

Blue Energies

Male

Female

Resident

Tourist

Less
than 5
km

Between
5and 10
km

More
than
10 km

Yes

No

]
completely
not
concerned

2
not
concerned

3
uncertain

2.63

3.49

3.49

6.02

1.96

06.74

4
concerned

28.07

41.86

31.98

46.43

36.14

35.29

30.30

28.83

40.45

5
strongly
concerned

69.30

54.65

64.53

53.57

57.83

62.75

69.70

7117

52.81
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Table A5.23 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of
concern of
visual
impact

Gender

Status
residence

of

Distance from the sea

Knowledge of

Blue Energies

Male

Female

Resident

Tourist

Less
than 5
km

Between
5and 10
km

More
than
10 km

Yes

No

]
completely
not
concerned

2
not
concerned

3
uncertain

3.51

5.81

4.07

714

6.02

392

3.03

2.70

6.74

4
concerned

4737

4535

4419

60.71

50.60

4510

42.42

AWAA

52.81

5
strongly
concerned

4912

48.84

51.74

32.14

43.37

50.98

54.55

55.86

40.45
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Table A5.24 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of
concern of
negative
effects on
tourism

Gender

Status
residence

of

Distance from the sea

Knowledge of

Blue Energies

Male

Female

Resident

Tourist

Less
than 5
km

Between
5and 10
km

More
than
10 km

Yes

No

]
completely
not
concerned

2
not
concerned

0.88

0.58

1.96

0.90

3
uncertain

2.63

1.74

3.57

3.01

1.96

1.80

2.25

4
concerned

4737

54.65

51.74

42.86

55.42

50.98

4394

4955

51.69

5
strongly
concerned

4912

4419

45.93

53.57

40.96

45.10

56.06

47.75

460.07
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Table A5.25 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of
concern of
negative
effects on
fishing

Gender

Status
residence

of

Distance from the sea

Knowledge of
Blue Energies

Male

Female

Resident

Tourist

Less
than 5
km

Between
5and 10
km

More
than
10 km

Yes No

]
completely
not
concerned

2
not
concerned

0.88

0.58

1.96

0.90 .

3
uncertain

4.39

1.74

714

1.20

1.96

4.55

3.60

4
concerned

37.72

47.67

41.28

46.43

4217

39.22

4394

41.44 42.70

5
strongly
concerned

57.02

52.33

56.40

40.43

56.63

56.86

51.52

54.05 56.18
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Table A5.26 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about new
job Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
km km 10 km

'I - - - - - - - - -
not hopeful
at all
2 2.63 1.16 1.74 3.57 2.41 1.96 1.52 . 4.49
not hopeful
3 6.14 12.79 9.30 714 10.84 7.84 7.58 5.41 13.48
uncertain
4 37.72 40.70 40.70 28.57 37.35 35.29 4394 37.84 40.45
hopeful
5 53.51 4535 4826 60.71 49.40 5490 46.97 56.76 41.57
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.27 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about energy
independence Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km
'I - - - - - - - - -
not hopeful
at all
2 1.75 2.33 233 ) 2.41 1.96 1.52 0.90 3.37
not hopeful
3 6.14 4.65 523 714 4.82 5.88 6.06 3.60 7.87
uncertain
4 40.35 54.65 47.67 39.29 5422 37.25 4394 4414 49.44
hopeful
5 51.75 38.37 4477 5357 38.55 5490 48.48 51.35 39.33
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.28 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of
hopefulness
about
climate
change

mitigation

Gender

Status
residence

of

Distance from the sea

Knowledge
Blue Energies

of

Male Female

Resident

Tourist

More
than
10 km

Between
5and 10
km

Less
than 5
km

Yes No

]
not
hopeful at

all

2
not
hopeful

1.75 3.49

1.74

3.01 1.96 1.52

0.90 4.49

3
uncertain

6.14 4.65

6.40

714

6.02 392 ©.06

1.80 10.11

4
hopeful

4501 54.65

5291

2857

53.01 50.98 4394

47.75

51.69

5
extremely
hopeful

46.49 37.21

38.95

64.29

37.35 4314 48.48

49.55 33.71
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Table A5.29 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of
hopefulness
about
reduction
of local

pollution

Gender

Status
residence

of

Distance from the sea

Knowledge
Blue Energies

of

Male Female

Resident

Tourist

More
than
10 km

Between
5and 10
km

Less
than 5
km

Yes No

]
not
hopeful at

all

2
not
hopeful

0.88 2.33

0.58

714

2.41 1.96 .

. 3.37

3
uncertain

7.89 8.14

8.72

3.57

9.64 5.88 7.58

3.60

13.48

4
hopeful

2719 40.70

36.05

14.29

37.35 29.41 30.30

29.73

37.08

5
extremely
hopeful

64.04 48.84

54.65

75.00

50.60 62.75 62.12

©66.67

460.07
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Table A5.30 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation

in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge
hopefulness residence of Blue
about Energies
strengthening
of innovation | Male | Female | Resident | Tourist | Less | Between | More | Yes No
organizations 5 km | km 10
and public or km
private bodies
'I - - - - - - - - -
not hopeful
at all
2 1.75 2.33 1.16 714 2.41 1.96 1.52 0.90 337
not hopeful
3 8.77 9.30 0.88 3.57 9.64 7.84 9.09 5.41 13.48
uncertain
4 35.09 | 41.86 4012 25.00 4578 | 35.29 30.30 | 31.53 | 46.07
hopeful
5 5439 | 46.51 48.84 64.29 4217 | 54.90 59.09 | 62.16 | 37.08
extremely
hopeful

216

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean ==

«= BLUE DEAL

A5.4 Durres (AL)

Table A5.31 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of

residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km
1 3.51 1.35 2.44 - 1.57 2.92 417 1.04 353
completely
not
concerned
2 27.19 16.59 21.95 - 20.47 21.64 41.67 29.02 16.86
not
concerned
3 15.35 9.87 12.64 - 14.96 8.77 16.67 11.40 13.33
uncertain
4 40.79 56.50 4856 - 53.54 43.86 33.33 54.40 4431
concerned
5 13.16 15.70 14.47 - 9.45 22.81 417 415 21.96
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.32 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
impacts
on fauna | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
and flora than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 1.75 1.79 1.77 - 1.18 2.34 - 1.04 2.35
completely
not
concerned
2 32.89 27.35 30.16 - 32.68 | 2456 4583 | 3057 | 29.80
not
concerned
3 17.98 15.25 16.63 - 13.39 21.05 16.67 | 9.33 21.96
uncertain
4 39.47 46.19 42.79 - 46.06 | 39.77 3333 | 5078 | 36.86
concerned
5 7.89 9.42 8.65 . 6.69 12.28 417 8.29 9.02
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.33 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
visual
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 10.53 10.76 10.64 - 9.45 12.28 833 1554 | 7.06
completely
not
concerned
2 37.28 30.04 33.70 - 3425 29.82 5833 36.27 | 31.76
not
concerned
3 20.61 16.14 18.40 - 19.29 16.96 16.67 10.88 | 2353
uncertain
4 2851 3857 33.48 - 3425 | 35.09 16.67 | 3627 | 31.76
concerned
5 3.07 4.48 3.77 . 2.76 5.85 . 1.04 5.88
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.34 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
tourism than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 19.74 14.80 17.29 - 12.60 18.71 58.33 24.87 11.37
completely
not
concerned
2 28.07 20.63 24.39 - 2913 15.20 37.50 20.21 27.06
not
concerned
3 7.46 9.42 8.43 - 9.06 8.77 - 518 10.98
uncertain
4 28.07 40.81 3437 - 3465 | 38.01 417 3420 | 3490
concerned
5 16.67 14.35 15.52 . 1457 19.30 - 15.54 15.69
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.35 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
fishing than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 0.88 0.45 0.67 - - 117 417 - 1.18
completely
not
concerned
2 28.51 2332 25.94 - 26.38 | 23.39 37.50 25.39 25.88
not
concerned
3 20.61 17.49 19.07 - 16.54 | 21.05 29.17 12.44 | 2392
uncertain
4 2851 33.63 31.04 - 2992 | 3392 25.00 | 30.05 32.16
concerned
5 21.49 2511 23.28 . 2717 | 20.47 417 3212 16.86
strongly
concerned

221

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

Table A5.36 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about new
job Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No

km km 10 km
1 2.63 1.35 2.00 . 1.97 2.34 . 2.59 1.57
not hopeful
at all
2 7.89 538 6.65 ) 6.69 7.60 . 8.81 510
not hopeful
3 2.19 2.24 222 ) 1.57 3.51 . 2.59 1.96
uncertain
4 64.04 68.61 66.30 ) 70.08 59.06 79.17 74.09 60.39
hopeful
5 23.25 22.42 22.84 . 19.69 27.49 20.83 11.92 30.98
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.37 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about energy
independence | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km
1 8.77 6.73 7.76 . 7.09 9.36 417 11.40 510
not hopeful
at all
2 26.32 2511 25.72 ) 20.08 29.82 5833 33.68 19.61
not hopeful
3 1491 10.31 12.64 ) 11.42 14.04 16.67 10.88 13.73
uncertain
4 4518 51.57 48.34 B 56.30 39.77 20.83 38.34 56.08
hopeful
5 4.82 6.28 554 . 512 7.02 . 5.70 5.49
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.38 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
climate Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
change than 5| 5and 10 | than
mitigation km km 10 km
1 8.77 538 7.10 . 551 10.53 . 10.36 4.71
not
hopeful at
all
2 28.95 26.01 27.49 . 22.05 31.58 5833 3523 21.96
not
hopeful
3 14.47 16.14 15.30 ) 11.02 21.05 12.50 15.03 15.29
uncertain
4 4430 37.67 41.02 ) 47.64 3392 25.00 23.83 53.73
hopeful
5 3.51 14.80 9.09 . 13.78 292 417 15.54 431
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.39 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
reduction Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
of local than 5| 5and 10 | than
pollution km km 10 km
1 7.89 4.04 599 . 512 8.19 . 8.81 3.92
not
hopeful at
all
2 25.88 2332 24.61 . 20.47 30.41 2917 31.09 19.61
not
hopeful
3 11.40 16.59 13.97 ) 11.42 18.71 8.33 12.95 14.90
uncertain
4 45.61 35.87 40.80 ) 45.67 30.41 62.50 28.50 49.80
hopeful
5 9.21 20.18 14.63 . 17.32 12.28 . 18.65 11.76
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.40 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation
in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,
distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge
hopefulness residence of Blue
about Energies

strengthening
of innovation | Male | Female | Resident | Tourist | Less | Between | More | Yes No

in businesses. than | 5and 10 | than
organizations 5 km | km 10
and public or km

private bodies

1 4.82 314 3.99 . 3.94 4.68 . 6.22 235
not hopeful

at all

2 16.23 | 18.39 17.29 B 1732 | 19.88 B 19.69 | 15.69
not hopeful

3 17.54 | 10.76 14.19 . 12.60 | 1813 417 9.84 17.65
uncertain

4 4123 | 35.43 38.36 . 37.80 | 35.09 66.67 | 21.24 | 50.98
hopeful

5 20.18 | 32.29 26.16 B 2835 | 22.22 2917 | 43.01 | 13.33
extremely

hopeful
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A5.5 Kalkara and Xghajra (MT)

Table A5.41 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of

residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 19.57 16.96 1814 - 18.23 - - 17.24 18.80
completely
not
concerned
2 21.74 16.07 18.63 - 18.72 - - 18.39 18.80
not
concerned
3 10.87 16.96 14.22 : 14.29 : - 10.34 17.09
uncertain
4 20.65 25.00 23.04 - 23.15 - - 25.29 2137
concerned
5 2717 | 2500 |2598 - 2562 | 100.00 - 2874 | 2393
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.42 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
impacts
on fauna | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
and flora than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 18.48 16.96 17.65 - 17.73 - - 1034 | 23.08
completely
not
concerned
2 19.57 14.29 16.67 - 16.75 - - 21.84 12.82
not
concerned
3 10.87 21.43 16.67 - 16.75 - - 9.20 22.22
uncertain
4 3370 | 2500 |2892 - 2857 | 10000 |- 3563 | 2393
concerned
5 17.39 22.32 20.10 - 2020 |~ - 22.99 17.95
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.43 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
visual
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km

1 17.39 22.32 20.10 - 20.20 - - 17.24 22.22
completely
not
concerned
2 8.70 16.07 12.75 - 12.81 - - 9.20 15.38
not
concerned
3 8.70 18.75 14.22 - 14.29 - - 13.79 14.53
uncertain
4 3152 25.00 27.94 - 28.08 - - 26.44 29.06
concerned
5 3370 |17.86 | 25.00 - 2463 | 100.00 |- 3333 | 18.80
strongly
concerned

229

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception




HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

Table A5.44 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender. status of residence. distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
tourism than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 35.87 38.39 37.25 - 37.44 - - 3793 36.75
completely
not
concerned
2 28.26 21.43 24.51 - 24.63 - - 22.99 25.64
not
concerned
3 1413 20.54 17.65 - 17.73 - - 17.24 17.95
uncertain
4 1304 | 1607 | 1471 - 1429 | 10000 |- 1839 |11.97
concerned
5 8.70 3.57 5.88 - 5.91 - - 3.45 7.69
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.45 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
fishing than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 19.57 16.07 17.65 - 17.73 - - 14.94 19.66
completely
not
concerned
2 22.83 15.18 18.63 - 18.72 - - 25.29 13.68
not
concerned
3 2391 29.46 26.96 - 27.09 - - 27.59 26.50
uncertain
4 2609 |3304 |29.90 - 2956 | 10000 |- 2874 | 30.77
concerned
5 7.61 6.25 6.86 - 6.90 - - 3.45 9.40
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.46 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about new
job Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
km km 10
km
1 543 2.68 3.92 ) 3.94 . . 6.90 1.71
not hopeful
at all
2 21.74 8.04 14.22 B 14.29 B B 19.54 10.26
not hopeful
3 15.22 17.86 16.67 ) 16.75 . . 11.49 20.51
uncertain
4 3261 | 4286 |3824 - 3793 | 10000 |- 39.08 | 3761
hopeful
5 25.00 2857 26.96 B 27.09 B B 22.99 2991
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.47 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about energy
independence | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No

than 5| 5and 10 | than

km km 10

km
1 435 2.68 3.43 ) 3.45 . . 6.90 0.85
not hopeful
at all
2 9.78 3.57 6.37 B 6.40 B B 10.34 3.42
not hopeful
3 9.78 11.61 10.78 ) 10.84 . . 8.05 12.82
uncertain
4 4891 |5089 |50.00 - 4975 | 10000 |- 4598 | 52.99
hopeful
5 2717 31.25 29.41 B 29.56 B B 2874 2991
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.48 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
climate Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
change than 5| 5and 10 | than
mitigation km km 10
km

1 7.61 4.46 5.88 . 591 . . 10.34 2.56
not
hopeful at
all
2 9.78 714 833 B 8.37 B B 10.34 6.84
not
hopeful
3 7.61 10.71 9.31 . 9.36 . . 4.60 12.82
uncertain
4 43.48 417.96 42.65 B 42.86 B B 36.78 47.01
hopeful
5 3152 |3571 |3382 - 3350 | 10000 |- 3793 | 3077
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.49 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
reduction Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
of local than 5| 5and 10 | than
pollution km km 10

km
1 3.26 2.68 2.94 . 2.96 . . 3.45 2.56
not
hopeful at
all
2 8.70 357 5.88 B 591 B B 9.20 3.42
not
hopeful
3 7.61 714 7.35 . 7.39 . . 575 8.55
uncertain
4 4457 | 4464 | 4461 - 4433 | 10000 |- 4253 | 4615
hopeful
5 35.87 41.96 39.22 . 39.41 . . 39.08 3932
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.50 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation

in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
strengthening Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
in businesses. km km 10
organizations km
and public or
private bodies
1 217 4.46 3.43 ) 3.45 . . 5.75 1.71
not hopeful
at all
2 9.78 536 7.35 B 7.39 B B 5.75 8.55
not hopeful
3 1413 15.18 14.71 . 14.78 . . 10.34 17.95
uncertain
4 4891 | 4554 | 47.06 - 4680 | 10000 |- 4828 | 46.15
hopeful
5 25.00 29.46 27.45 B 27.59 B B 29.89 25.64
extremely
hopeful
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A5.6 Salobrena (ES)

Table A5.51 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of

residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 2755 28.43 28.00 - 19.61 65.52 38.89 32.53 24.79
completely
not
concerned
2 40.82 39.22 40.00 - 4379 2414 33.33 53.01 30.77
not
concerned
3 510 3.92 450 - 5.88 - - 6.02 342
uncertain
4 20.41 25.49 23.00 - 24.84 10.34 27.78 7.23 3419
concerned
5 6.12 2.94 450 - 5.88 - - 1.20 6.84
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.52 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
impacts
on fauna | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
and flora than 5 | 5and 10 | than

km km 10 km
1 3.06 4.90 4.00 - 2.61 10.34 556 2.41 513
completely
not
concerned
2 17.35 14.71 16.00 - 13.73 | 27.59 16.67 | 20.48 12.82
not
concerned
3 15.31 13.73 14.50 - 13.73 20.69 11.11 8.43 18.80
uncertain
4 40.82 39.22 40.00 - 4052 | 3793 3889 | 4217 | 38.46
concerned
5 23.47 27.45 2550 . 29.41 3.45 2778 | 26.51 24.79
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.53 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
visual
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No

than 5| 5and 10 | than

km km 10 km
1 20.41 17.65 19.00 - 11.11 58.62 22.22 20.48 17.95
completely
not
concerned
2 1837 2255 20.50 - 20.92 10.34 33.33 27.71 15.38
not
concerned
3 714 9.80 8.50 - 9.15 10.34 - 12.05 5.98
uncertain
4 28.57 24.51 26.50 - 30.07 13.79 16.67 19.28 | 31.62
concerned
5 2551 25.49 2550 . 28.76 6.90 27.78 2048 | 29.06
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.54 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
tourism than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 17.35 17.65 17.50 - 15.03 2414 27.78 21.69 14.53
completely
not
concerned
2 24.49 29.41 27.00 - 2810 | 2759 16.67 | 28.92 25.64
not
concerned
3 9.18 9.80 9.50 - 7.19 20.69 11.11 9.64 9.40
uncertain
4 31.63 32.35 32.00 - 35.29 20.69 22.22 31.33 32.48
concerned
5 17.35 10.78 14.00 . 14.38 6.90 22.22 8.43 17.95
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.55 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
fishing than 5 | 5and 10 | than

km km 10 km
1 4.08 392 4.00 - 2.61 6.90 11.11 4.82 3.42
completely
not
concerned
2 1837 12.75 15.50 - 1438 | 2414 11.11 19.28 12.82
not
concerned
3 8.16 11.76 10.00 - 9.15 17.24 556 7.23 11.97
uncertain
4 42.86 46.08 4450 - 4314 | 44.83 5556 | 50.60 40.17
concerned
5 26.53 25.49 26.00 . 30.72 6.90 16.67 18.07 | 31.62
strongly
concerned

241

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

Table A5.56 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about new
job Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No

km km 10 km
1 3.06 0.98 2.00 . 2.61 . . 1.20 2.56
not hopeful
at all
2 9.18 9.80 9.50 ) 11.71 . 11.71 2.41 14.53
not hopeful
3 4.08 7.84 6.00 ) 6.54 6.90 - 1.20 9.40
uncertain
4 35.71 4412 40.00 ) 36.60 58.62 38.89 39.76 4017
hopeful
5 47.96 37.25 42.50 . 4314 34.48 50.00 5542 3333
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.57 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about energy
independence Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km
'I - - - - - - - - -
not hopeful
at all
2 8.16 3.92 6.00 ) 7.19 . 556 1.20 9.40
not hopeful
3 714 9.80 8.50 ) 10.46 3.45 - - 14.53
uncertain
4 41.84 40.20 417.00 B 40.52 48.28 3333 30.12 4872
hopeful
5 42.86 46.08 4450 . 41.83 48.28 61.11 68.67 2735
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.58 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
climate Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
change than 5| 5and 10 | than
mitigation km km 10 km
1 3.06 - 1.50 - 1.96 - - - 2.56
not
hopeful at
all
2 13.27 9.80 11.50 . 12.42 6.90 11.71 2.41 17.95
not
hopeful
3 9.18 9.80 9.50 ) 9.15 10.34 11.11 3.61 13.68
uncertain
4 20.41 23.53 22.00 ) 21.57 31.03 11.11 20.48 23.08
hopeful
5 54.08 56.86 55.50 . 5490 51.72 66.67 73.49 42.74
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.59 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
reduction Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
of local than 5| 5and 10 | than
pollution km km 10 km
1 6.12 0.98 3.50 . 2.61 10.34 . . 5.98
not
hopeful at
all
2 18.37 16.67 17.50 . 16.99 17.24 22.22 7.23 2479
not
hopeful
3 816 6.86 7.50 ) 8.50 6.90 - 6.02 8.55
uncertain
4 31.63 32.35 32.00 ) 36.60 1724 16.67 33.73 30.77
hopeful
5 35.71 4314 39.50 . 35.29 4828 61.11 53.01 2991
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.60 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation

in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge
hopefulness residence of Blue
about Energies
strengthening
of innovation | Male | Female | Resident | Tourist | Less | Between | More | Yes No
organizations 5 km | km 10
and public or km
private bodies
1 8.16 1.96 5.00 . 6.54 . . 1.20 7.69
not hopeful
at all
2 510 8.82 7.00 B 6.54 3.45 16.67 | 1.20 11.71
not hopeful
3 16.33 | 18.63 17.50 . 1895 | 17.24 556 6.02 25.64
uncertain
4 3776 | 4412 417.00 . 4510 | 31.03 2222 | 45.78 | 37.61
hopeful
5 32.65 | 26.47 29.50 B 22.88 | 4828 5556 | 4578 | 17.95
extremely
hopeful
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A5.7 Pobla de Farnals -(ES)

Table A5.61 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of
residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km

1 40.24 20.34 28.48 28.57 2828 . . 24.62 30.37
not
hopeful at
all
2 9.76 6.78 8.23 714 8.08 B B 12.31 593
not
hopeful
3 12.20 593 8.23 9.52 8.59 . . 7.69 8.89
uncertain
4 19.51 32.20 2532 33.33 26.77 . . 27.69 26.67
hopeful
5 18.29 3475 29.75 21.43 2828 B B 27.69 2815
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.62 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
impacts
on fauna | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
and flora than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km

1 11.11 5.08 6.96 9.76 7.61 - . 9.23 6.72
completely
not
concerned
2 13.58 6.78 6.33 21.95 9.64 - . 10.77 | 896
not
concerned
3 17.28 2.54 8.23 9.76 8.63 - - 9.23 8.21
uncertain
4 24.69 20.34 23.42 17.07 21.32 - . 2462 | 20.90
concerned
5 33.33 65.25 55.06 41.46 52.79 - . 4615 | 55.22
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.63 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
visual
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 40.96 31.36 3354 41.86 35.18 - - 3594 | 35.04
completely
not
concerned
2 9.64 13.56 13.92 4.65 12.06 - - 12.50 11.68
not
concerned
3 14.46 13.56 13.29 16.28 1407 |- - 12.50 14.60
uncertain
4 24.10 18.64 21.52 18.60 20.60 - - 20.31 21.17
concerned
5 10.84 22.88 17.72 18.60 18.09 - - 18.75 1752
strongly
concerned
249

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception




HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

Table A5.64 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
tourism than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 53.01 37.61 4214 51.22 4394 - - 50.79 40.88
completely
not
concerned
2 8.43 8.55 10.06 2.44 8.08 - - 952 8.03
not
concerned
3 13.25 10.26 12.58 7.32 11.62 - - 12.70 10.95
uncertain
4 10.84 21.37 15.72 21.95 1717 - - 17.46 16.79
concerned
5 14.46 22.22 19.50 17.07 19.19 - - 952 23.36
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.65 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
fishing than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km

1 31.33 22.69 2453 32.56 26.50 - - 27.69 2555
completely
not
concerned
2 12.05 8.40 9.43 11.63 9.50 - - 15.38 7.30
not
concerned
3 15.66 4.20 8.81 9.30 8.50 - - 10.77 8.03
uncertain
4 14.46 20.17 16.98 20.93 18.00 - - 15.38 18.98
concerned
5 26.51 4454 40.25 2558 37.50 - - 30.77 40.15
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.66 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about new
job Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
km km 10
km
1 . 522 1.94 6.98 3.06 . . 3.13 2.99
not hopeful
at all
2 1.20 3.48 3.23 - 255 . . 4.69 1.49
not hopeful
3 13.25 7.83 11.61 4.65 10.20 . . 9.38 10.45
uncertain
4 33.73 37.39 36.13 34.88 35.20 . . 4219 32.84
hopeful
5 51.81 46.09 4710 53.49 48.98 ) ) 40.63 52.24
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.67 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about energy
independence | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 4.82 9.32 8.81 2.38 7.54 . . 12.50 511
not hopeful
at all
2 1.20 3.39 252 2.38 2.51 . . 313 219
not hopeful
3 6.02 424 4.40 714 503 . . 6.25 4.38
uncertain
4 2410 22.88 22.64 26.19 2312 . . 20.31 24.82
hopeful
5 63.86 60.17 61.64 61.90 61.81 B B 57.81 63.50
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.68 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
climate Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
change than 5| 5and 10 | than
mitigation km km 10

km
1 1.22 4.20 3.77 . 3.02 . . 3.13 292
not
hopeful at
all
2 2.44 252 314 . 2.51 . . 4.69 1.46
not
hopeful
3 4.88 3.36 3.14 714 4.02 . . 3.13 4.38
uncertain
4 29.27 27.73 29.56 23.81 28.14 . ) 3438 25.55
hopeful
5 62.20 62.18 60.38 69.05 62.31 . . 54.69 65.69
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.69 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
reduction Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
of local than 5| 5and 10 | than
pollution km km 10
km

1 4.82 3.39 3.80 4.65 4.02 . . 10.77 0.74
not
hopeful at
all
2 4.82 2.54 3.80 2.33 352 . . 7.69 1.47
not
hopeful
3 12.05 7.63 7.59 16.28 9.05 . . 4.62 11.76
uncertain
4 22.89 22.88 23.42 20.93 2312 . ) 30.77 19.12
hopeful
5 55.42 63.56 61.39 55.81 60.30 . . 46.15 66.91
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.70 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation

in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
strengthening Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
in businesses. km km 10
organizations km
and public or
private bodies
1 1.20 252 1.89 233 2.00 . . 4.62 0.73
not hopeful
at all
2 3.61 3.36 3.77 233 3.50 B B 7.69 1.46
not hopeful
3 10.84 4.20 6.92 6.98 7.00 . . 4.62 8.03
uncertain
4 33.73 33.61 33.96 32.56 33.50 . . 36.92 3212
hopeful
5 50.60 56.30 53.46 55.81 54.00 B B 46.15 57.66
extremely
hopeful
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A5.8 Giglio Island (IT)

Table A5.71 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of

residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 31.65 21.21 27.78 21.05 26.90 - - 4259 17.58
completely
not
concerned
2 8.86 10.61 10.32 526 9.66 - - 11.11 8.79
not
concerned
3 2532 25.76 22.22 4737 2552 - - 20.37 2857
uncertain
4 12.66 21.21 16.67 15.79 16.55 - - 11.11 19.78
concerned
5 21.52 21.21 23.02 10.53 21.38 - - 14.81 2527
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.72 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
impacts
on fauna | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
and flora than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 2532 15.15 21.43 15.79 2069 |~ - 1852 | 2198
completely
not
concerned
2 18.99 13.64 18.25 5.26 16.55 - - 20.37 14.29
not
concerned
3 18.99 2424 19.05 36.84 2138 |~ - 2037 | 21.98
uncertain
4 12.66 13.64 12.70 15.79 1310 |~ - 16.67 10.99
concerned
5 24.05 33.33 2857 26.32 2828 |~ . 2407 | 30.77
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.73 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
visual
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 30.38 18.18 24.60 26.32 24.83 - - 25.93 24.18
completely
not
concerned
2 18.99 1212 16.67 10.53 15.86 - - 22.22 12.09
not
concerned
3 13.92 19.70 15.87 21.05 16.55 - - 16.67 16.48
uncertain
4 17.72 24.24 20.63 21.05 20.69 - - 20.37 20.88
concerned
5 18.99 25.76 22.22 21.05 2207 |~ - 14.81 26.37
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.74 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
tourism than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km

1 54.43 5152 53.17 52.63 5310 - - 62.96 47.25
completely
not
concerned
2 12.66 18.18 14.29 21.05 15.17 - - 9.26 18.68
not
concerned
3 16.46 13.64 14.29 21.05 15.17 - - 14.81 15.38
uncertain
4 7.59 3.03 556 5.26 552 - - 3.70 6.59
concerned
5 8.86 13.64 12.70 - 11.03 - - 9.26 12.09
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.75 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
fishing than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
1 40.51 28.79 3413 4211 3517 |~ - 38.89 3297
completely
not
concerned
2 15.19 16.67 15.08 21.05 15.86 . - 14.81 16.48
not
concerned
3 15.19 19.70 16.67 21.05 1724 |~ - 20.37 15.38
uncertain
4 13.92 1212 12.70 15.79 13.10 . - 14.81 12.09
concerned
5 15.19 22.73 21.43 . 18.62 . - 11.11 23.08
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.76 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about new
job Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
km km 10
km
'I - - - - - - - - -
not hopeful
at all
2 10.13 10.61 T1.71 526 10.34 B B 12.96 8.79
not hopeful
3 12.66 455 8.73 10.53 897 . . 9.26 8.79
uncertain
4 37.97 4091 38.10 47.37 39.31 . . 3333 42.86
hopeful
5 39.24 4394 42.06 36.84 41.38 B B 44 44 39.56
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.77 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about energy
independence | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10
km
'I - - - - - - - - -
not hopeful
at all
2 7.59 9.09 8.73 526 8.28 . . 556 9.89
not hopeful
3 6.33 12.12 9.52 526 897 . . 3.70 12.09
uncertain
4 35.44 37.88 33.33 57.89 36.55 . . 35.19 37.36
hopeful
5 50.63 4091 48.41 31.58 46.21 B B 5556 40.66
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.78 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
climate Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
change than 5| 5and 10 | than
mitigation km km 10

km
1 253 1.52 2.38 . 2.07 . . 3.70 1.10
not
hopeful at
all
2 7.59 16.67 11.90 10.53 11.72 . . 556 15.38
not
hopeful
3 11.39 15.15 11.90 21.05 13.10 . . T1.71 14.29
uncertain
4 3797 25.76 33.33 26.32 32.41 . ) 33.33 31.87
hopeful
5 40.51 4091 40.48 4211 40.69 . . 46.30 37.36
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.79 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
reduction Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
of local than 5| 5and 10 | than
pollution km km 10
km

1 3.80 1.52 3.17 . 276 . . 3.70 2.20
not
hopeful at
all
2 8.86 13.64 12.70 . 11.03 . . 3.70 15.38
not
hopeful
3 18.99 9.09 14.29 15.79 14.48 . . 16.67 13.19
uncertain
4 29.11 31.82 25.40 63.16 30.34 . ) 22.22 35.16
hopeful
5 39.24 4394 44 44 21.05 41.38 . . 53.70 34.07
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.80 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation

in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
strengthening Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
in businesses. km km 10
organizations km
and public or
private bodies
1 - 1.52 0.79 - 0.69 - - - 1.10
not hopeful
at all
2 6.33 15.15 T1.71 526 10.34 B B 7.41 12.09
not hopeful
3 12.66 9.09 T1.71 10.53 11.03 . . 9.26 12.09
uncertain
4 40.51 37.88 38.10 47.37 39.31 . . 40.74 38.46
hopeful
5 40.51 36.36 38.89 36.84 38.62 B B 42.59 36.26
extremely
hopeful
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Ab5.9 Civitavecchia

Table A5.81 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of

residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km
1 36.26 3853 37.50 - 42 64 30.77 - 58.54 32.08
completely
not
concerned
2 16.48 13.76 15.00 - 13.95 18.46 - 732 16.98
not
concerned
3 15.38 21.10 18.50 - 15.50 23.08 33.33 14.63 19.50
uncertain
4 15.38 917 12.00 - 13.18 9.23 16.67 12.20 11.95
concerned
5 16.48 17.43 17.00 - 14.73 18.46 50.00 732 19.50
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.82 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
impacts
on fauna | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
and flora than 5 | 5and 10 | than

km km 10 km
1 25.27 25.69 2550 - 31.78 15.38 - 3659 | 2264
completely
not
concerned
2 7.69 11.01 9.50 - 8.53 12.31 - 7.32 10.06
not
concerned
3 30.77 17.43 2350 - 24.03 23.08 16.67 19.51 2453
uncertain
4 16.48 20.18 18.50 - 18.60 16.92 33.33 19.51 18.24
concerned
5 19.78 25.69 23.00 . 17.05 | 32.31 50.00 17.07 | 2453
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.83 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status

of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
visual
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No

than 5| 5and 10 | than

km km 10 km
1 25.27 2752 26.50 - 28.68 | 23.08 16.67 | 39.02 23.27
completely
not
concerned
2 15.38 22.02 19.00 - 24.03 10.77 = 24.39 17.61
not
concerned
3 16.48 16.51 16.50 - 11.63 23.08 50.00 4.88 19.50
uncertain
4 19.78 21.10 20.50 - 23.26 15.38 16.67 | 21.95 20.13
concerned
5 23.08 12.84 17.50 . 12.40 27.69 16.67 | 9.76 19.50
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.84 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
tourism than 5 | 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km

1 42.86 45.87 4450 - 5116 | 3231 33.33 56.10 41.51
completely
not
concerned
2 21.98 21.10 21.50 - 19.38 | 24.62 33.33 24.39 20.75
not
concerned
3 13.19 12.84 13.00 - 9.30 18.46 33.33 4.88 15.09
uncertain
4 6.59 9.17 8.00 - 9.30 6.15 - 2.44 9.43
concerned
5 15.38 11.01 13.00 . 10.85 18.46 - 12.20 13.21
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.85 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of residence Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
fishing than 5 | 5and 10 | than

km km 10 km
1 2857 30.28 29.50 - 3256 | 26.15 - 4634 | 2516
completely
not
concerned
2 19.78 20.18 20.00 - 1938 | 21.54 16.67 17.07 | 20.75
not
concerned
3 21.98 18.35 20.00 - 2093 12.31 83.33 17.07 | 20.75
uncertain
4 13.19 14.68 14.00 - 13.95 15.38 - 9.76 15.09
concerned
5 16.48 16.51 16.50 . 13.18 24.62 - 9.76 1824
strongly
concerned
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Table A5.86 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about new
job Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No

km km 10 km
1 7.69 11.93 10.00 . 13.18 4.62 . 7.32 10.69
not hopeful
at all
2 10.99 6.42 8.50 ) 8.53 9.23 . 7.32 8.81
not hopeful
3 5.49 3.67 4.50 ) 6.98 . . 4.88 4.40
uncertain
4 37.36 25.69 31.00 ) 29.46 32.31 50.00 36.59 29.56
hopeful
5 38.46 52.29 46.00 . 41.86 53.85 50.00 4390 46.54
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.87 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about energy
independence | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
than 5| 5and 10 | than
km km 10 km
1 5.49 3.67 450 . 543 3.08 . 4.88 4.40
not hopeful
at all
2 14.29 14.68 14.50 ) 16.28 12.31 . 9.76 15.72
not hopeful
3 4.40 3.67 4.00 ) 3.10 4.62 16.67 2.44 4.40
uncertain
4 38.46 28.44 33.00 B 3411 30.77 3333 36.59 32.08
hopeful
5 37.36 4954 44.00 . 41.09 4923 50.00 46.34 43.40
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.88 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies
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Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
climate Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
change than 5| 5and 10 | than
mitigation km km 10 km
1 4.40 4.59 4.50 . 543 3.08 . 4.88 4.40
not
hopeful at
all
2 14.29 14.68 14.50 . 16.28 12.31 . 9.76 15.72
not
hopeful
3 5.49 550 550 ) 4.65 7.69 ) 2.44 6.29
uncertain
4 40.66 29.36 34.50 ) 31.01 38.46 66.67 39.02 33.33
hopeful
5 3516 45.87 417.00 . 42.64 38.46 33.33 4390 40.25
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.89 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness residence Blue Energies
about
reduction Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More Yes No
of local than 5| 5and 10 | than
pollution km km 10 km
1 2.20 4.59 3.50 . 543 . . . 4.40
not
hopeful at
all
2 18.68 14.68 16.50 . 17.83 15.38 . 14.63 16.98
not
hopeful
3 4.40 0.92 2.50 ) 2.33 1.54 16.67 4.88 1.89
uncertain
4 36.26 2752 31.50 ) 28.68 3538 50.00 29.27 32.08
hopeful
5 38.46 52.29 46.00 . 4574 47.69 33.33 51.22 44,65
extremely
hopeful
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Table A5.90 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of innovation

in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of residence,

distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of | Distance from the sea Knowledge
hopefulness residence of Blue
about Energies
strengthening
of innovation | Male | Female | Resident | Tourist | Less | Between | More | Yes No
organizations 5 km | km 10
and public or km
private bodies
1 - 2.75 1.50 - 233 |- - - 1.89
not hopeful
at all
2 2198 | 15.60 18.50 B 19.38 | 18.46 B 14.63 | 19.50
not hopeful
3 4.40 11.01 8.00 . 3.10 15.38 3333 | - 10.06
uncertain
4 38.46 | 22.02 29.50 . 29.46 | 27.69 50.00 | 36.59 | 27.67
hopeful
5 3516 | 48.62 42.50 B 4574 | 38.46 16.67 | 4878 | 40.88
extremely
hopeful
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A5.10 Larnaca (CY)

Table A591 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about noise by gender, status of
residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of Blue Energies
noise
Male Female | Resident | Tourist Less Between | More | Yes No
than 5and 10 | than
5 km km 10 km
]
completely
not 19.39 10.91 14.98 - 2124 | 7.78 0 18.18 13.73
concerned
2
not 20.41 13.64 16.43 100 17.7 15.56 20 1455 17.65
concerned
3
uncertain 9.18 14.55 12.08 - 8.85 15.56 20 12.73 11.76
4
concerned 41.84 45.45 4396 - 4336 | 4556 20 40 451
5
strongly 9.18 1545 | 12.56 - 885 | 1556 40 1455 | 11.76
concerned
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Table A5.92 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about fauna and flora impact by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of Blue Energies
impacts on
fauna and | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
flora than | 5and 10 | than

5km | km 10 km
]
completely
not 14.29 545 9.66 0 12.39 | 6.67 0 10.91 9.15
concerned
2
not 10.2 10.91 10.63 0 1416 | 556 20 14.55 9.15
concerned
3
uncertain 1735 | 2455 |21.26 0 3009 | 11.17 0 1091 | 24.84
4
concerned | 3061 | 3091 |3092 0 2212 | 41.17 40 3091 |30.72
5
strongly 2755 | 2818 | 2754 100 2124 | 3556 40 32.73 | 26.14
concerned
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Table A5.93 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about visual impact by gender, status
of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of Blue Energies
visual
impact Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No

than 5and 10 | than

5km | km 10

km
]
completely o
not 1939 | 1364 16.43 2389 | 7.78 0 2364 | 1373
concerned
2
not 9.18 12.73 11.11 0 1239 | 8.89 20 7.27 12.42
concerned
3 100
uncertain 13.27 | 13.64 13.04 1239 | 14.44 20 1273 | 13.73
4 0
concerned | 36.73 | 40 38.65 3451 | 4333 40 3636 | 39.22
5
strongly 2143 |20 20.77 0 16.81 | 25.56 20 20 2092
concerned
279

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

Table A5.94 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on tourism by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
tourism than | 5and 10 | than

5km | km 10 km
]
completely o
not 2959 |21.82 25.6 35.4 13.33 20 3455 | 2222
concerned
2
not 1429 | 1455 14.01 100 1327 | 16.67 0 12.73 | 15.03
concerned
3 0
uncertain 1837 | 2273 20.77 23.89 | 16.67 20 12.73 | 23.53
4 0 40
concerned | 26.53 | 2455 256 16.81 | 3556 29.09 | 2418
5
strongly 1122 1636 | 1401 0 1062 |17.78 20 1091 | 15.03
concerned
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Table A5.95 - Distribution of respondents’ concern about negative effects on fishing by
gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
concern of Blue Energies
negative
effects on | Male | Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No
fishing than | 5and 10 | than
5km | km 10 km

]
completely o 0
not 1633 |11.82 14.01 19.47 | 7.78 29.09 |85
concerned
2
not 9.18 10.91 10.14 0 1239 | 6.67 20 7.27 1111
concerned
3 0
uncertain 1735 | 1545 16.43 2212 |10 0 3.64 20.92
4 0 40
concerned | 20.41 30 25.6 2212 | 28.89 2727 | 2484
5
strongly 36.73 |31.82 |33.82 100 23.89 | 46.67 40 32.73 | 34.64
concerned

281

Project co-financed by the European Regional Develepment Fund

BLUE DEAL - D.3.2.1 Survey on BE perception



HILCITrcyYy “
/Vlediterranean _ o=

«= BLUE DEAL

Table A5.96 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about new job opportunities by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness Blue Energies
about new job
opportunities Male | Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No

than5 | 5and 10 | than

km km 10 km
]
not hopeful at| , 5, | oo 1.45 0 177 |11 0 364 | 065
all
2 0 0
not hopeful 204 | 3.64 2.9 442|117 545 | 196
3 0 T1.01 0
uncertain 1633 | 1636 | 1643 21.24 ' 909 |1895
4 0
hopeful 4388 |3636 |40.1 40.71 | 40 20 32.73 | 42.48
5
extremely 3571 | 4273 | 3913 100 31.86 | 46.67 80 49.09 | 35.95
hopeful
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Table A5.97 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about energy independence by

gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness Blue Energies
about energy
independence | Male Female | Resident | Tourist | Less Between | More | Yes No

than 5| 5and 10 | than

km km 10 km
]
not hopeful | g5 12735 | 435 0 531 | 333 0 364 | 458
at all
z 0 0
not hopeful 6.12 13.64 10.14 16.81 222 1.82 13.07
3 0
uncertain 8.16 13.64 11.11 8.85 14.44 0 9.09 11.76
* 0
hopeful 42.86 36.36 3961 31.86 48.89 40 50.91 35.29
5
extremely 3673 | 3364 |3478 100 3717 | 3111 60 3455 | 3529
hopeful
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Table A5.98 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about climate change mitigation

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea Knowledge of
hopefulness Blue Energies
about
climate Male Female | Resident | Tourist Less Between | More Yes No
change than 5| 5and 10 | than
mitigation km km 10 km
]
not hopeful | 515 | 636 7.73 0 1239 | 222 0 1091 | 654
at all
2 o .
not hopeful 9.18 14.55 12.08 19.47 3.33 1.82 15.69
3 0 0
uncertain 18.37 16.36 17.39 12.39 24.44 16.36 17.65
¢ 0
hopeful 39.8 39.09 39.61 3451 46.67 20 49.09 35.95
5
extremely | o347 |2364 | 2319 100 2124 | 2333 80 2182 | 2418
hopeful
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Table A5.99 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about reduction of local pollution

by gender, status of residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of
hopefulness

Gender

Status of residence

Distance from the sea

Knowledge of
Blue Energies

about
reduction of | Male Female | Resident | Tourist Less Between | More Yes No
local than 5| 5and 10 | than
pollution km km 10 km
]
not hopeful | 1, | 636 6.76 0 gas | 44 0 727|654
at all
2 o .
not hopeful 17.35 15.45 16.43 24.78 6.67 7.27 19.61
3 0]
uncertain 13.27 20.91 17.39 20.35 12.22 40 10.91 19.61
¢ 0]
hopeful 36.73 41.82 3961 30.09 5333 0 50.91 35.29
5
extremely | o557 | 1545 | 1981 100 1593 | 2333 60 2364 | 1895
hopeful
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Table A5.100 - Distribution of respondents’ hopefulness about strengthening of
innovation in businesses, organizations and public or private bodies by gender, status of
residence, distance from the sea and knowledge of Blue Energies

Level of | Gender Status of residence | Distance from the sea | Knowledge
hopefulness of Blue
about Energies
strengthening
of innovation | Male | Female | Resident | Tourist | Less | Between | More | Yes | No
organizations S km 10
and public or km km
private bodies
]
not hopeful at | 3.06 | 3.64 338 0 565 | 444 0 3.64 | 55,
all
2
11.22 | 2.73 6.76 0 7.08 | 6.67 0 7.27 | 6.54
not hopeful
3
‘ 20.41 | 26.36 23.67 0 29.2 | 16.67 20 12.73 | 27.45
uncertain
4
40.82 | 36.36 38.65 0 33.63 | 45.56 20 41.82 | 37.25
hopeful
5
extremely 24.49 | 30.91 27.54 100 27.43 | 26.67 60 34,55 | 25.49
hopeful
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