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The majority of local respondents in a large-scale survey were in favour of planned local wind farms on the 
Danish coast, despite these wind farm plans being the source of wider public and political contestation and 
opposition. Here we discuss results from the open-ended questions in the survey, specifically focusing on 
comments expressing how some respondents felt split in their views of these wind farms, accepting the need for 

renewable energy while at the same time being concerned about the potential local impact of the wind farms. 
Building on previous theoretical propositions relating to energy infrastructure opposition, here we apply the 
concept of cognitive polyphasia in some depth, providing a socio-cognitive account of the internal contradiction 
of being positively disposed to renewable energy in principle, but concerned about or opposed to specific de

velopments in localities. We distinguish a cognitive polyphasic account of such mixed feelings from cognitive 
dissonance accounts, and we identify several types of polyphasic representations, providing a basis for further 
work in other cases. 

1. Introduction

Opinion surveys in Europe repeatedly indicate that public attitudes 

towards renewable energy technologies (RETs) are strongly positive. 

Hence in 2018, of 11 options relating to energy futures suggested by the 

EU, the objective of 'developing renewable energy' commanded the 

!argest fraction of support among most members of the EU public [l].

At the same time, public opposition to specific renewable energy de

velopment proposals is common [2]. This apparent contradiction has 

been the object of considerable study from a variety of perspectives. 

Explanations include the characteristics of particular renewable energy 

technologies, including associated risk perceptions [3]; perceptions of 

planning and development processes, particularly their perceived un

fairness in terms of procedural, distributive justice [ 4-6] and trust is

sues connected with developers and public authorities [7,8]; specific

psychological processes such as place attachment, place identity and 

associated threat perception [9-11]; and 'centre' versus 'periphery' 

conflicts [12]. For these and other reasons, plans for the deployment of 

local RETs aften results in social and political controversy [11,13]. As a 

result, a 'gap' between public acceptance of RETs as documented in 
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national opmwn polls and local acceptance of particular RETs aften 

remains [14,15]. 

Here, we examine a particular aspect of public objection in the case 

of a proposal for Danish offshore coastal wind farms, nationally referred 

to as near-shore wind farms.1 These planned near-shore wind farms, 

and their potential local impacts, were intensely debated at national 

and at local levels both during and after the environmental impact as

sessments (EIAs) [13,16-18]. Interestingly, despite these wind farm 

proposals being the source of wider public and political contestation 

and opposition, empirical evidence suggests that the majority of people 

living permanently in the local areas potentially facing the planned 

RETs actually supported them [19]. Empirically, we draw upon the 

qualitative data from a survey of local perceptions of - and attitudes 

towards - these near-shore wind farms (see Section 3). The study adds 

to the emerging sub-literature on public perceptions and related va

luation of offshore wind (e.g. [20-28]). Cognitive polyphasia is by 

definition common and is likely common in cases of RET objection. For 

example, some degree of cognitive polyphasia can arguably be seen in 

at least one other study of public perceptions of offshore wind, where 

opponents and supporters of a specific development express views that 
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1 For more information on this tender, see [18,90,91].
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