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Presentation Agenda 

1) Scope, process and findings of the wind energy 
symposium (held on July 6, 2011) 

 

2) Scope, process and findings of the community survey 

 

3) Scope, process and observations about the 
Questions/Responses report 

 

4) Summary reflections that what the three phases tell 
us about public concerns and perceptions 



 

www.macalester.edu/understandingwind/ 



PHASE I 



SYMPOSIUM 

Sketches by local artist Emma Anderson were used during the symposium 



Demographic Targets 



Challenges/Opportunities 



Morning Exercises 



Simulations 













Afternoon Scenario Planning 



Minimum Setbacks  (90%  Strongly Support) 
 

Placing Siting Restrictions  (86% Strongly Support) 
 
Independent Studies Evaluation (81% Strongly Support) 
 
Good Public Process  (81% Strongly Support) 
 
Using Local Jobs, Materials, and Manufacturing (81% Strongly Support) 
 
Restricting the Size and Scale of a Project (62% Strongly Support) 

 
Addressing Shadow Flicker and Light Issues (62% Strongly Support) 

 
Maximize Energy Production (62% Strongly Support) 
 
Establishing non-participating landowner impact contingencies (71% Strongly Support) 
 
A Fair Public to Private Benefit Ratio (Co-op model) (71% Strongly Support) 

 
Wildlife Protection  (FWS Guidelines) (71% Strongly Support) 
 
Payment in Lieu of taxes Agreement  certainty, fee simple arrangements (57% Strongly Support) 

 
Demonstrating Overall Project Need (38% Strongly Support) 

 

Most important concerns for siting 



Impacts of Deliberation 



Participant feedback 
  

 I am glad to have the opportunity to tell you how valuable I thought your 
process was for our community.  I felt much lighter and very hopeful when I 
left.  I have confidence that we can reach agreement about the wind 
turbines with most people. 

 

  
I was glad to have participated in the symposium and I appreciated itôs 
attempt to canvas what the participants felt about wind energy at this 
point in the debate, however, I donôt feel I am wiser for having attended 
the symposium.  



PHASE II 



SURVEY METHODOLOGY 

Å7015 surveys sent by mail  

 to property owners 

 

Å1268 responses  

 between July 10 and Aug. 15 

 

Å18% return rate 



Response rate by Township 



Demographic overview of respondents 
 

ÅGender 

ï60% Male 

ï39% Female 

 

ÅMean age 62 

 

ÅResidence 

ï65% Full-time 

ï28% Seasonal 



Findings 




