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Because of the theoretically unlimited number of possible
evaluation criteria for measures of nature development and
flood damage prevention there is no fixed catalogue of evalua-
tion criteria. The basic functionality of the “Assessment Man-
ager” Is to iImplement criteria for evaluation and assign qualita-
tive or quantitative values to these criteria (using calculated
data or estimates by personal judgement).

The Value-Benefit Analysis Is a decision support technigue
often applied in planning procedures. It neither considers costs
nor does It assign monetary values to the benefits. Instead, it
uses dimensionless numbers. Conseqguently, the Value- Benefit
Analysis allows considering evaluation criteria that cannot be
expressed in monetary value. Hence, an evaluation with many
different objectives is possible.
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Ranking is the process of positioning items such as individuals,
groups or businesses on an ordinal scale in relation to others.
In this module the ranking according to these criteria: Political,
Economic, Socio-cultural, Technological, Legal, Ecological.
When Ratlng the user estimates the value of a given variant
based on given categories (rating scales). Applying this evalu-
ation method the user will obtain a rank of the variants within
these categories.

The Cost-Effectiveness-Analysis is a method of comparative
evaluation of variants with regard to a predefined aim or target
system. Positive effects of a variant are aggregated according
to a scoring scale similar to the Value-Benefit Analysis. How-
ever, direct costs are considered in monetary values. External
effects and intangible costs are interpreted as "negative" ben-
efit and considered within the calculation.
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