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Why are ‘facts’ an issue?

‘Facts’ and claims to objective reality can be a comfortin a
uncertain and changing world.
... and claims to facts are crucial in some important
contexts;

Science, medicine, engineering, and (aspirationally) public policy.
... but unhelpful in others;

Religious debate, appreciation of art, sexual attraction.
‘Truth’ and power

Multiple truths in a post-truth world.
Claims to truth need to be made appropriately and
responsibly.
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‘Facts’ (or values?) that drive community acceptance

Health and environmental impacts
Understanding of local factors and improving project design

and siting.
i.e. meaningful access to decision-making.

Perceived distribution of costs & benefits NO/
Improving local multipliers and links to the public interest. & v Ry ’
i.e. a sense of distributive justice gf/f @ —=

Fairness of consenting process S PR

‘Fair process’ effect.

Aim for ‘settlement of differences’ rather than strive for =%22/45~
consensus.

i.e. a sense of procedural justice.
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Contexts of Social Acceptance

‘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.



Individual attitudes

Inherent
characteristics and
cultural influences

Relationships

Perceptions;
mediated by wider
personal beliefs

Contextual issues

ome ‘Facts’;
ediated by place

Perceived impacts

‘Facts’; mediated

by values and
outlook

Process-related

Perceptions;
mediated by wider
personal beliefs

Age, gender etc

Strength of place attachment

Political beliefs and voting preferences
Emotional response

» Prior experience of wind turbines

Type and level of social capital

Trust in government other public agencies
developers

Proximity to, and visibility of, turbines

+ Technology-society relationships

Cumulative impacts

Project design - turbine height, colour number and

massing
Ownership of proposed project

Noise

Landscape

Shadow flicker

Property values

Level of economic benefit
Bio-diversity: bats, birds

Infrasound

Trust in institutions involved
Transparency and openness
Procedural justice

Expectations and aspirations of public participation
Availability and quality of information

Summary of influences on social acceptance

Attitudes to environmental issues

Psychological factors including perception of social norms

Individual roles (consumer, landowner etc)
Familiarity with wind energy

Time, reflecting the dynamic nature of social acceptance
National-local policy

Regulator-Developer links

Discourses within and between communities

Range and mix of actors
Specific siting issues
Place attachment

Policy regimes

Navigation lights

Health concerns

Levels of economic benefits

Efficiency of turbines and wind energy
Distributive justice

Disruption of ‘place’

Power in the participation process

Value places on lay and expert knowledge

Timing

Discourses of community, developer, regulatory bodies
Fait accompli



Some of the companies behind the project are big polluters and rvolved n nuclear indestry
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Cimate change will destioy the area more v thsemn: e fner el Gt e Chmale change is a fact exasperated by hourman actinaly thal needs ungently to be addessed
This process is being diiven by Kyolo which lacks credibiity since the US bas not signed up Wind fanms are part of a combined strategy o combet cimate change
Comentional power generaltion and fuel use diives cimate change and should be clhanged / / More should be done to siop exisling emissions
May piovide nursery reefs for fish and protected area

The bendfits to cimate change of this pioject will be negated by the ermaonmental damage it causes

This is more about reaching EC quotas on carbon than a propeily thought out process Climate Disrupt bird megration paths (Whooper Swans)
Change There is no trustworthy process to assess mpacds that is not

Flanning senvice does not have the legislation to cover this development influenced by the developer

There is no application because this process is a feasibibly shady — it is about fanding \

out the whole story 5 5 Affect fish migration {(Salimon & Eels)
Laﬂlﬂeﬂmpmﬁeﬂm@rﬂ@ﬂyds&amdﬁgdﬁmnsaﬂw\ Bl kil birds
ciouTmavigate due process Al the imparcts will be assessed and miigated for

Dectsion should delayed undil C Z Management Strategy is implermented

Dispute over ownership of the seabed
F\eopblmmdlicehllnoh'pdlmﬂyassimismasmm\ /
Concems over the procurement process and how B9 awanded contract

Affect the moverment of the sands and the formabon of
the Tunns

/

___—» May destroy blue filag beaches

The Inish cilicens will receive no benefits and are not ncluded n

the decision making process Cause ds to mowve y from the spit

Undemocratic that Gov Dept can press ahead without Assembly debate 4 \ Negatively affect shipping mules

May cause iurbulence and wind damage
May affect fulure development associated with Demy Airport by T Plaly — an i o
< ‘\ The generating techmnology chooses the location, there ame
Can affect radar, mobide phones, radio communications, mﬁ)mm"eﬁlm ]
sonar, television signals _ M ythologcal mmportance of the Tunns
e Red sails in the Sunset

Resinct the size of vessels using the Foyle estuary and affect
femy sernvices
Turbmes are termporary stuchures for 25 years winch will be rermowed
YWindmills 60 — 80m hagh, 600m apast Skm off shore
Uncertainly over number of turbmes
Lame exclusion zone around turbines for small vessels on tradiional
fishing gounds
Wil need landifall stalion somewhere
Ciifsh warnifas =il d pylons and infrastruchse once
they come ashore

Comentional powes supplies willl un out and we need new
technologies to delivesr power
¥4l not be able to adjust to peak demand mes
Supply is ntermittent and unpredictable /
Yave and fidal powes would be less miusive and more reiable
No power stabions will close

There are other siles which have less ntrinsic value
B9 did not have allermative siles to consider
lTwlislszm)lbepl.lolf
Be visible fiom Shrove, Greencastie to Castlerock, Porirush
and Giants Causeway
Visusal poluion
» Noise poliution
\b Modem turbines are less ntrusae

Nervigation Bghts at night

e all e In a capitalist economnmy
¥Wind indusiry is heavily subsadised which distorts the real costs
Money mmvesied n the wand indushry is used to develop more effectve technolo ges

- FProhibitl trawling and net fishing indusines

The technology does not exist o store the power effectvely Local
Comventional powes stations ae very nefficient Benefits ¥ill cause drop in tourist numbers it et fishing for saimon has been banned by the B and turbines may provide
% - ¢ habitalts suiltable for mod and Bne fishang
If the turbines are going to be made at HEYY it should be clearly stated People are taxed to pay for wand

Local people will pay for this through their taxes, high elecinicily costs and loss of

nalural respurces
This is about making money for conporations not sanving the ermAronmesnt

how rmsch benefit it wall bring
Local people vl not benefit firom cheaper

y If the developers provide some form of local

Jobs wall be created -
bendfils that may be seen as a brde
= = Comentonal powes sthations are alsp subsdised by taxes



Supporter Discourses

(from Ellis et al 2006)
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Rationalising Globally - Sacrificing Locally:

Deeply concerned about climate change and energy security, suggests that addressing these
challenges should override any local impacts.

Local Pastoralist — Developer Sceptic

A more traditional, pastoral view of the environment, unhappy about potential impacts on the
North Coast. Offers reluctant support in the recognition of the need for more sustainable
energy.

Embrace Wind

Very strong belief in wind power, future-orientated and uncritical of the proposal and wind
farms developers.

Site Specific Supporter — Energy Pragmatist

High level of concern with energy issues, a more pragmatic outlook, resulting in site-specific
support for the Tunnes Plateau scheme.
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Objector Discourses

(from Ellis et al 2006)

Anti-Wind Power - Local Resister

Deeply sceptical of the concept of wind power, shows confidence that the project
can be resisted through local activism.

Wind Power-Supporter - Siting Sheriff

Offers support to the concept of wind power but expresses major site-specific
concerns related to the Tunes Plateau proposal.

Anti-Developer — Local Pragmatist

Deep suspicion of wind farm developers, less concerned about “big” issues like
climate change, most motivated by the potential of tangible local impacts, such as
the loss of jobs.

Economic Sceptic- Siting Compromiser

Most concerned with shorter term, impacts of the proposed scheme, willing to
consider other siting option as and applies a more reasoned, economic rationale to
evaluating wind power.
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Overall Discourse: positive, negative or neutral

(3 major Irish newspapers, 2007-2015 sample)

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

Positive ® Negative Neutral
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Overall discourse: positive, negative or neutral

(n.200, Nov 2007 - Jan 2008)

All Papers

Irish
Independent

0% 20% 4,0% 60% 80% 100%

W Positive ® Negative = Neutral
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Some implications....

Emphasising the ‘facts’ overlooks that a very major
component of objection is a clash of ‘values’;

A strategy based on the presumption of ‘Information-
deficit’ is antagonistic, ineffective and linked to the
regressive concept of NIMBYism;

Understand the dispute not just the objectors;

It maybe better to focus on effective project design,
good public participation and a deliberative process,
possibly using intermediaries;

Focus on changing overall discourse rather than facts....
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Consequences for Procedural Design

Forget NIMBY and ‘false beliefs’;

Remember the possibility of a ‘fair process effect’;

The perception of fairness and previous experience of decision-
making;

Early deliberation rather than late information-giving;

Wind development as part of a long-term and integrated vision
of an area;

Effective community engagement needs freedom of
information, neutral facilitation and technical assistance;

The need for neutral umpires and intermediaries;

Good process can cost time and resources;

Skills and knowledge of all involved,;

....... win by love, not war.
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https://www.qub.ac.uk/sites/MISTRAL/

Mistral
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