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ÁUnderstanding social [community] 
acceptance; 
ÁTask 28 and the social acceptance of wind 

energy projects
ÁKey issues; 

ÁProject context

ÁScale and ownership

ÁRole of different actors



ÁOperates under 
IEA wind 
Implementing 
agreements in 
two phases since 
2007. 

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

Áhttp://www.socialacceptance.ch/

http://www.socialacceptance.ch/


ÁAnnual expert meetings and local networks;
ÁExchange of best practice guidance on social 

acceptance, learning from others, dissemination 
of lessons;

ÁCompilation of data sources, model policies etc;
ÁJoint projects; international, inter-disciplinary
ÁBriefing reports and advice: 
ÁState of the Art reports
ÁGood practice recommendations

ÁCurrent work focusses on: 
ÁMeasurement and monitoringof social acceptance
ÁThe ÒÏÌÅ ÏÆ Ȱneutral intermediariesȱ



ÁCuttings etc. 



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 

communities.

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

Social 
Acceptance 

of Wind 
Energy

The Concept of 
Social Acceptance

(after Wustenhagenet al 2007) 



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

Health and environmental impacts
Concerns over visual, bio-diversity, well-being impacts on 

local area etc.

Perceived distribution of costs 
& benefits
Fear that external companies accrue key 
benefits, while communities bear costs

Community 
Acceptance 

of Wind 
Energy

Key drivers of 
community concern





Á Impacts on implementation: costs, delay legal 
challenge

ÁBroader erosion of national support and failure on 
renewables targets;

Á Increased emphasis on offshore development;
ÁMore demanding regulations
Á Innovation in developer strategies, ownership 

models etc


