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Who do think are the main problem group in 
relation to siting wind energy projects? 
 
 



  (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 it is a ‘NIMBY’ problem; 

 Local a communities may think it is a technology, 
procedural, justice or design problem ... or all of 
these. 



 Health and environmental impacts; 

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

 Fairness of decision-making process; 
 Lack of trust in developers, regulators and the 

transparency of the consenting regime;. 
 Perceived distribution of costs and 

benefits; 
 Fear that external companies accrue key benefits, 

while local communities bear main costs; 
 
 



 



 Community acceptance increasingly looking like it will 
define the ultimate level of wind energy in Ireland 

 Is the situation improving or getting worse? 
 Highly variable practice 
 What is working, what isn’t? 
 How is acceptance reflected in energy or planning 

policy? 
 What timeframes are we working to?  
 Is an emphasis on Community Benefits justified and/or 

effective?  
 Do local communities really feel involved? 
 How can we stimulate innovation and experimentation? 



 The siting of wind energy projects can be 
seen as a classic “wicked problem” (Rittel and 
Webber, 1973), in that: 
 There is no definitive ‘solution’; 
 Solutions are not right or wrong; 
 The solution depends on how the problem is framed 
 Every problem is unique; 
 It is a symptom of other problems; 
 Stakeholders have very different frames for 

understanding the problem; 
 

 
 



 Impose a solution (authoritative) 
 
 

 Facilitate a competitive outcome 
 
 

 Seek a collaborative  solution 
 
 

 .... or some combination of the above 
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 Government  Actions: 

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

 Local transition plans 

 Community energy strategy 

 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? 



 Corporate actions: 

 Recognising, mitigating and avoiding local impacts; 

 Promoting innovation through competition for sites: Community 
wind auctions; 

 Greater self regulation 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. 

 



 We are, of course, all to blame 
 The need for a long term strategic approach to 

acceptance 
 Everyone should consider:  
 Other people’s views may be valid, even if you don’t t like 

them 
 Can we suggest positive ways forward not just criticise? 
 Do I (or my sector) ultimately improve or exasperate the 

situation? 
 Consensus and force are equally unrealistic  
 How can we innovate, experiment and disseminate good 

practice? 
 We are all in this together 


