LUND UNIVERSITY

Objectively best or most acceptable? Power hierarchies and knowledge types in the
Swedish wind power development

Larsson, Stefan; Emmelin, Lars; Kransby, Ted

2011

Link to publication

Citation for published version (APA):

Larsson, S., Emmelin, L., & Kransby, T. (2011). Objectively best or most acceptable? Power hierarchies and
knowledge types in the Swedish wind power development. Abstract from International Academic Association on
Planning, Law, and Property Rights. Sixth International Conference. Rights, Responsibilities and Equity in Land
Use Planning..

Total number of authors:
3

General rights

Unless other specific re-use rights are stated the following general rights apply:

Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors
and/or other copyright owners and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the
legal requirements associated with these rights.

» Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study
or research.

« You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain

* You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal

Read more about Creative commons licenses: https://creativecommons.org/licenses/

Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove
access to the work immediately and investigate your claim.

LUND UNIVERSITY

PO Box 117
221 00 Lund
+46 46-222 00 00


https://portal.research.lu.se/en/publications/60eb0fd9-7063-49c5-a4ca-bd5caf82494c

International Academic Association on Planning, Law, and Property Rights
Sixth International Conference

Rights, Responsibilities and Equity in Land Use Planning

School of the Built Environment, University of Ulster, 7th - 10th February 2012

Abstract

Objectively best or most acceptable? Power hierarchies and
knowledge types in the Swedish wind power development

Stefan Larsson, Lars Emmelin, Ted Kransby

The paper analyses the permit process for Swedish wind power development in terms of
two paradigms of spatial planning and environmental management. The Swedish permit
process for wind power has been criticised for being inefficient and was revised in 2009.
The revisions meant letting environmental permit procedures replace local planning as
the instrument of spatial planning of wind power development. The article empirically
examines the first instance handling processes for aspects of efficiency and effectiveness
such as how long they take, who has a say, for what reasons people want to have a say
etc. Further, a comparison is made between processes before and after the legal
revisions.

The article is based on a sample from the permit processes for wind power in
Sweden. A database has been constructed based on handling process documents
collected during 2011, both according to the new as well as the old system. Early results
indicate that the new process is not fulfilling its main purpose of higher efficiency
without loss of effectiveness. It is neither faster nor does it include participatory aspects
to a higher degree.

On the one hand there is in Sweden a national drive to increase the speed of wind
power development, where legal changes is one measure taken, and on the other the
spatial planning system is based on a local planning monopoly. The development of
wind power in Sweden is an interesting case of conflict between national goals for
technological development and local spatial planning and governance of land use. This
conflict between central and local power is further emphasised by what can be seen as a
paradigmatic conflict relating to what type of knowledge should control decision-
making; on the one side there is a calculating rationality, where expert-based knowledge
is held as the defining paradigm, and on the other there is a communicative or
deliberative approach dealing with balancing legitimate but not necessarily compatible
interests. This epistemological battle is also seen in the two major bodies of legislation
regulating environment and land use in Sweden: the Planning and Building Act (PBA)
and the Environmental Code. These two sets of legislation can be seen as expressions of
two competing paradigms of environmental governance, the planning paradigm and the
environmentalist paradigm for short.

The paper is based on a study within the Swedish national research programme
“Tools for environmental assessment, MiSt”.
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