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Outline

Understanding social [community]

acceptance;
Task 28 and the social acceptance of wind

energy projects

Key issues;
Project context
Scale and ownership
Role of different actors
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agreements in
two phases since
2007.

Membership of group includes: Ireland,
Switzerland, Germany, USA, Japan, Netherlands,
Italy, Denmark.

http://www.socialacceptance.ch/
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Task 28

Annual expert meetings and local networks;
Exchange of best practice guidance on social
acceptance, learning from others, dissemination
of lessons;
Compilation of data sources, model policies etc;
Joint projects; international, inter-disciplinary
Briefing reports and advice: S~

State of the Art reports

Good practice recommendations
Current work focusses on:

Measurement and monitoring of social acceptance

The role of “neutral intermediaries”
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Socio-political acceptance

Related to acceptance of wind technology as a
viable energy source and supported in
government policy and by the general public

Community acceptance

Related to the acceptance of specific
wind energy developments by host

commnities.

Social

Acceptance

of Wind
Energy

Market acceptance

Related to the acceptance of wind
technology by investors, financial
institutions and consumers of
electricity



Health and environmental impacts

Concerns over visual, bio-diversity, well-being impacts on
local area etc.

Perceived distribution of costs
& benefits

Fairness of consenting process

Lack of trust in developers, regulators and the
transparency of the consenting regime Fear that external companies accrue key
benefits, while communities bear costs




) ; Seame of e companses bofand he progedt seve big poluters and swelved n nacear ndustry
Chrvwde: chamge will destyoy the asvn moee pormsnesilly than o fow wind hebees: Climee chenge: i 8 fac cxasperutod by hurmsn activly e noces uesy (o be sodiessed

THSpmcassisheing dhan by (el uhich it cndiiy shce e UD Seanst Sl 19 Whred Eires e peat of & corrbined sty b ool clene desnge
Coovend e powey geression and ke use dives derste change and should be change More: <toedd be done lo Slop exeding emmseaons
/ May provade masrsery roefs for fish and protedied sies

The berndels fo clrrede chearage of has progc! will be neguied by the ervanomesdal darage § cara= .
This &5 emoee: ssboul resaching FC guobiss on ciabon Bean o propesly hooght ool process m

Change

[Esupl bird msgradion palhe; (Whoopes Swesrs)

There is no tnustwesllvy process 1o assess srpacts Bl is ool
inhanced by the developer

Affect fesh rregration (Salmon & Ects)

Flarwvmng service does nol heve the legedation fo cover hes developoent
Thase: i no upplcadion becuss: Bes proce=s &5 & kasbilly stody — il &5 sboud findng ‘\

ou the: who'k: : b

Lsnd use planreng bﬂqﬁlm““‘ﬁmnaqb\ [T p———
ehTamnavise i pIRCESS Al the Erpects wil be assessed anmd mibgated for

Dexision should dedayed unfil C 7 Manogemmend Sty & implermented Hmnlm Elocks e

D har s dResmiue Affect he: movisrent of the: sunds s the forsshon of

Mhﬂmdﬁuh‘boﬁﬁhﬂuﬂmbmmm\ / e Towwes
Concesns ovey the pocustsrent process and how B8 iwasded contract Jr— bhue flog beaches

The: Irish cllvaes will recsve: no beredits wnd we nol echuded in m

the decsion melang process: Giuse savds o move ssary from the spd

May cose habulence snd wind darmage

May affect fulure devedopment sssocisted with Deny Aspost by Tunes Plales — an pveniion

n=dncting g potte:

Tunnes The: greending lechrology choose=: Bie badion, e ae
Can affect radar, mobie phones, rdo commurscations, fevuts fo whed can be schiowed :
sonas, tefeveson sgsls Mythologeesd srpodtance of the Tuns
R e s of vesails g i Fople by vl it~ FRed sads n the Sunsed
femy sovvees

Tubmes are leroporary shuchaes for 26 yesss whach will be resmoved Thuisa il s which tees iahisic: vl

B9 did nol have: sllormaline Sies (o consades
Tousisd will ol be pud off
\,&ﬂmmm,eunmmmmu

Winckralks 60 — 80 bagh, 600 apa! Sk off o Foot-
Unexstisrdy over mambey of b= m

Lasge excheson zone asbund burbenes for sall vessels on adbonsd
Yl need bl stabon somewhene

Qif shwowe warelamrre: 53l need pylores snd wincdnachse omce

and Geards Caarsewary
+—— Vil poldion

fhey core ashore Mos:z: palhiinn .
Conventional powey supplies will wun ol and we need new Modun hstunes an less stnsae
Texchrmlogee o dedives powesy Newgpdon bt of reghit
VWl ol be: sble o adped o pessk dermand fimes W all ve in o copilulied econoemy
Supply & mhorriend ind unpeediclsbie: Wind indusdry & hesealy sabsadessd which distorts: the resd coss
Wirve: and fidal powey woudd be: less mfresve snd mooe hle Money awestod i he wnd sesiry s used o doveiop mome off ochve tectneloges.
The teschnology does nol exid 0 store the powes elfectively Prohibi trwling mxd net fisting inhshies
Cosvenbiorsd poway stations e vesy eefioend Dl et fesdwryy for salenon has been banned by the L and habire<; imay prowde

bty alluble o wd aed e fedeng
Local poople will pay for thes hwough thew taes, hagh elecicty costs and loss of
rwhad resouces

This 15 sboud msking money for coporakons nol svng the emeoonmest
preey skilions @ akso subssisd by eaes

¥ the: turbenes ame gong to be made o HAW # shoukd be dessly steled
how rmaach benedil it wall bong
Local people will not benedil from dheupes
clecinoly

11 the developers poovide soore foom of local

kbswllbeovaled o gud ey be sen as b bice




¥ @qgelliszz

Some consequences of declining

soclal acceptance....

Impacts on implementation: costs, delay legal
challenge

Broader erosion of national support and failure on
renewables targets;

Increased emphasis on offshore development;

More demanding regulations

Innovation in developer strategles ownershlp
models etc Energy minister expects UK tomiss /| o

l'enc\\';xhlcs target, leaked letter s]mws - 1
ﬂg;frsuj'd/_l o !_I L
More wind turbines would be ‘madness’,
says energy expert

Dr Anthony White says Ireland is trying to achieve renewables target the wrong way
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Hypothetical trajectory of wind energy capacity

under social acceptance scenarios
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Scenario 1: ‘Current
Trajectory’

------- Scenario 2: ‘Public
Rejection’

====S5cenario 3: ‘Nationally
Led Local Variations’

====5cenario 4: ‘Ad Hoc
Local Variations’

Scenario 5:
‘Consolidation and
Repowering’

====5cenario 6:
Community-driven'

Scenario 7: ‘Social
buy-in’



Differing perceptions

(Generally) key actors project the cause of
public opposition on to someone else:
Government may think it is a problem of delivery;
Planners may think it is a spatial problem;
Developers may think itis a ‘NIMBY’ problem;

_ocal a communities may think it is a technology,
orocedural, justice or design problem ... or all of
these.
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Host community opposition to wind

energy projects is generally driven by:

Health and environmental impacts;

Concerns over visual, bio-diversity, well-being impacts
on local area etg;

Fairness of decision-making process;

Lack of trust in developers, regulators and the
transparency of the consenting regime;

Perceived distribution of costs & benefits;

Fear that external companies accrue key benefits, while
local communities bear main costs;



¥ @gelliszz

Unique contexts wind energy projects

‘Universal’ factors:

Technological performance (noise, efficiency, cost);
alternative technologies; references to wider narratives
(climate change, energy security etc).

‘Political/Regulatory’ factors:
Trust; appropriateness of policy; compensation/subsidies;

identification of ‘acceptable’ locations; defining expectations
of stakeholders.

‘Project specific’ factors:
Project size; physical location; cumulative impacts;
community make-up and attitudes; developer behaviour.



Scale

-acceptance trade offs?
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Multi-national
power
Part-local company.

ownership in

Loc_aIIy aned . externally driven
project in res‘crlctelslrojeCt

private ownership

National Co-
operative, with no
geographic focus of
shareholders
Local Co-operative

drawn entirely from

host communities



The role of stakeholders in social ~

acceptance

@gellisz3

* The role of visions and strategies
e Renewable targets

e Sharing of the climate imperative
* Energy security

International/
National
Strategies

Regulators

* Impact Assessment
eDistribution of costs and benefits
*Transparency
eDeliberation/Authoritarian stances
eCommunity-Central focus
*Energy-spatial policy relationships

* Good practice and industry wide
expectations

e Self-regulation

e Intra-sector completion

* Short termism

* Integrity and deliberation
e Community Strategies

sOpen/closed attitudes to change
eConsideration of alternatives

e Trust/ suspicion of develop and
regulators

eCooperatives and positive initiatives



Elements of a better approach to community

acceptance

Long term

Acceptance
Strategy
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Some potential initiatives...

Government Actions:

A 30 year national transition plan- structures, cultures,
practices

Local energy transition plans (LARES?)
Community energy strategies

A focus on trust building in policy and decision making
Regulator Actions:

Transparent decision-making with adequate opportunities
for voice, in which all are respected;

Linking planning policy with energy policy;
Compulsory local share offers;
Community benefit register;

Rethinking ownership of wind as an asset?
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Some potential initiatives...

Developer actions:
Recognising, mitigating and avoiding local impacts;
Promoting innovation through competition for sites: Community
wind auctions;
Greater self requlation or accreditation?
Community actions:

Local advocacy and links to sustainability strategies (e.g.
Transition Towns, LA21);

Promotion of Co-operatives and community asset transfers;
Increased use of intermediary bodies;
Deliberative processes for local energy strategies.
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Final words

Social acceptances continues to be a (the?)
key constraint on the development of wind
energy projects;

Complexities of issues, with no quick fix:
requires initiatives by governments,
regulators and communities.

. . . [ PROBLEM? &) /

A need for more radical experiments in: WHAT PLANET T
Ownership? ARE YOU ON?
Regulation?

Developer practice?
Problem framing/communication?
Participation



Thank you:
Any Questions?
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E-mail: g.ellis@qub.ac.uk

Twitter: @gellis23
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