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ABSTRACT: The main purpose of this study has been to determine the emergence of locational conflicts due to the develop-
ment of renewable energy source (RES) installations. The study employed a diagnostic survey method. The respondents know 
what renewable energy sources are and support their development. However, the NIMBY syndrome, as well as the very modest 
participation of local communities in social consultations, have been detected. The fact that any conclusions reached in the 
course of consultations are not legally binding was emphasised. Thus, local communities seek other ways to block a contested 
development, which results in protests and, consequently, social conflicts. Conflicts most often arise between local residents 
and local authorities, and they are principally ignited by fears of an adverse impact of wind turbines on human health. The survey 
results can fill in the gap and expand our knowledge of RES, social participation and locational conflicts. They can also help to 
popularise the transition from conventional sources of energy. Legislative changes are necessary to enable people to have a real 
influence on the space in which they live. It is unwise to hinder the development of wind farms by excessively restrictive laws. 
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Introduction 

Among the sustainable development goals, point 16 mentions ‘peace, justice and strong institu-
tions’ and point 11 adds ‘sustainable cities and communities’ (Ministerstwo Spraw Zagranicznych, 
2024). It is, therefore, impossible to achieve these aims on a development pathway that raises con-
flicts, including ones involving localisation and use of space. 

Some developments, more than others, raise concerns among local communities. Anxiety can be 
caused by various aspects of investments, including the fear of a negative impact on the natural envi-
ronment and, consequently, on the health of the local population. Such worries arouse intense emo-
tions, which culminate in collective protests (Bao et al., 2023). 

Space is public goods, occupied by numerous entities, each of which may have a different vision 
of what the surrounding space should look like or what functions it should play. This diversity of 
opinions lies at the roots of arising conflicts (Strzałkowski & Suchomska, 2019). 

Spatial conflicts can involve the conflicting interests of different parties. Five basic groups can be 
distinguished among the entities pursuing their interests in public space: social stakeholders, includ-
ing local residents, visitors and users of the space, real estate owners, investors and developers, and 
spatial planners and designers (Karwińska, 2009). Each of these entities is guided by a different set 
of criteria, and each has a different potential to shape the space. Moreover, each group has different 
goals. 

The literature dealing with space and spatial conflicts provides numerous definitions of the latter. 
In this article, we adopted the definition which maintains that a spatial conflict is the lack of consen-
sus among entities pursuing their interests in space as regards the intended use of areas due to fears 
of possible negative external effects, which might have a negative impact on the quality and efficient 
functioning of space. Among external factors, the following are worth mentioning: the negative influ-
ence on plants and animals and all kinds of nuisances for the local community (e.g. noise, foul smell, 
radiation, landscape disfiguration) (Ulańska & Borowska-Stefańska, 2012). 

In this article, the authors will make an effort to answer the question of whether renewable 
energy source installations are a factor in locational conflicts in rural areas. 

An overview of the literature 

Pursuant to the Act of 27 March 2003 on Spatial Planning and Development, the municipality is 
responsible for the determination of the purposes and directions of the development of particular 
areas within its boundaries. This task is accomplished by elaborating and adopting such documents 
as studies of conditions and directions of spatial development and local spatial development plants 
of the municipality. Thus, the local authorities are the key stakeholders. However, it should be borne 
in mind that according to the Constitution of the Polish Republic (1997), ‘the supreme power in the 
Republic of Poland shall be vested in the Nation’ (Article 4.1), and a citizen shall have the right to 
obtain information on the activities of organs of public authority as well as persons discharging pub-
lic functions’ (Article 61.1). Social consultations are a form of dialogue between the public authorities 
and the local population, where the aim is to gather the opinions of local residents on a problem 
raised. Consultations allow the public authorities to make optimal decisions on public matters and 
raise the sense of shared responsibility among the locals (Hajduk, 2021; Świdyński & Świdyńska, 
2016). The adoption of a local spatial development plan for a municipality must be preceded by social 
consultations. 

Among the sustainable development goals mentioned earlier, goal number 7 concerns ‘clean and 
available energy’ (Ministerstwo Spraw Zagranicznych, 2024). Renewable energy sources (RES) are 
an alternative to fossil fuels and contribute to the reduction of emissions of greenhouse gases. Pursu-
ant to Article 2.22 of the Act of 20 February 2015 on Renewable Energy Sources (Act, 2015), renew-
able energy sources (RES) are: ‘renewable, non-fossil sources of energy, including wind power, solar 
power, aerothermal power, geothermal power, hydropower, wave, current and tidal power, ambient 
energy, energy from biomass, biogas, agricultural biogas, biomethane, bioliquids, and from renewa-
ble hydrogen.’ Furthermore, Article 2.13 of the same legal act states that an installation of a renewa-
ble source of energy includes ‘a) devices serving to generate electricity or heat or cold described in 



ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  4(91) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.91.4.791

3

technical and commercial specifications, in which electricity, heat or cold are generated from renew-
able energy sources, or b) buildings and facilities which compose an entire technical and functional 
object serving to generate biogas, agricultural biogas, biomethane or renewable hydrogen.’ 

The most popular renewable energy sources are wind power, hydropower, solar power, as well as 
biogas and biomass (Witkowska et al., 2023). Wind and water supply most renewable energy (as 
much as 2/3 of all renewable energy). In 2022, renewable energy sources provided 41.2% of gross 
electric energy consumed in the EU. Wind power made up 37.5% of this energy (Eurostat, 2024). 

It is planned that 40% of energy consumption in the European Union by the year 2030 should 
originate from renewable sources (Parliament Europejski, 2023), and the goal of the European Green 
Deal is to make the EU a climate-neutral economy by 2050 (Communication, 2019). 

Nowadays, wind power supplies 12.5% of electricity in Poland, and the law permits the develop-
ment of wind farms only in non-urbanised areas – rural or offshore areas (Witkowska-Dąbrowska et 
al., 2021). 

Among location theories, the behavioural theory deserves special attention in relation to the 
localisation of wind farms (Pred, 1967; Pilewicz & Sabat, 2018) – an investor looks for a satisfactory 
rather than the optimal location (Hektus, 2020). The importance of this theory stems from the fact 
that the localisation of wind turbines depends on the decisions made by the local authorities and the 
attitude of the local community (Hektus, 2020). This, in turn, should be linked to the concept of net-
working, which purports that a decision on the siting of wind turbines depends on a consensus 
reached by various entities in a given area. The availability of natural resources such as wind must 
not be neglected – wind farms should be developed in areas with sufficient winds. 

RES developments are the most common cause of spatial conflicts (cf. Witkowska-Dąbrowska et 
al., 2021; Bednarek-Szczepańska, 2023). It needs to be highlighted that local communities do not 
oppose the development of renewable energy sources per se. Their negative attitude arises from the 
investors planning to locate RES facilities near their place of residence. This type of approach has 
earned its own term, and is referred to in the subject literature as the NIMBY syndrome (‘not in my 
backyard’). NIMBY is a negative phenomenon, implicating irrationality and narrow-mindedness 
(McClymont & O’Hare, 2008; Owens, 2000; Eranti, 2016; Burningham, 2000; Petrova, 2016), the 
opposite of which is YIMBY (‘yes in my backyard’) (Wyly, 2022). The local community objects to the 
implementation of a development project, being worried about an adverse impact on their lives – 
nuisance, reduced attractiveness or depreciated value of real estate (Ratnasingham & Hebert, 2007; 
Wassmer & Wahid, 2018). This objection is a manifestation of civic engagement, and it can be reflected 
in taking part in public consultations during spatial planning procedures (Kafka, 2022). 

NIMBY conflicts are described in both international (cf.: Bao et al., 2023; de Souza et al., 2023; 
Tian & Han, 2022; Wu et al., 2021; Yang et al., 2019; Schumacher & Schultmann, 2017; Evans, 2021; 
O’Neil, 2020; Jarvis, 2021; Uji et al., 2020.), and Polish literature (cf.: Kultys-Grabowska, 2022; Wró-
blewski, 2023; Herudziński, 2021; Tomaszewski, 2020; Witkowska-Dąbrowska et al., 2021). Bedna-
rek-Szczepańska and Dmochowska-Dudek (2015) and Milczarek-Andrzejewska et al. (2020) write 
broadly about NIMBY conflicts in the Polish countryside. 

The results of our study can help to fill in a cognitive gap on this subject and deepen the knowl-
edge of RES, civic engagement and locational conflicts. They may also be beneficial to the dissemina-
tion of energy derived from renewable resources, with the simultaneous shift away from conven-
tional sources. The current energy crisis, as well as the economies striving to secure energy inde-
pendence in the face of the Russian Federation’s ongoing expansion, are two other aspects worth 
mentioning (Lorek & Lorek, 2023; Hebda, 2022). The public should be educated, and the benefits of 
building a RES power plant in a given location need to be pointed out. The development of RES instal-
lations can enable economies to achieve energy independence, which is ever more important nowa-
days in the era of military conflicts. 



ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  4(91) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.91.4.791

4

Research methods 

The main purpose of this study has been to determine the emergence of locational conflicts due 
to the development of RES facilities. The research question was posed: does the society know what 
renewable energy sources are, and does it support their development? As the distance from one’s 
place of residence to a RES power plant decreases, does the support to its development decrease as 
well? To what extent do the local residents participate in social consultations? Does the development 
of a RES power plant cause social conflicts? If yes, what parties and what energy sources are involved? 

The above questions led to the following research hypotheses: 
• H1: the 21st century society supports the development of RES, although as the distance from 

one’s place of residence to the location of a RES power plant decreases, so does the support to its 
development. 

• H2: Although the development of a RES power plant causes locational conflicts, participation in 
social consultations is scarce. 
The research employed the diagnostic survey method, with a questionnaire used as the research 

technique. The sample was carefully selected, and the questionnaire was addressed to the residents 
of a municipality in which RES facilities are located. The questionnaire was constructed according to 
the subject literature. The data were verified in terms of their formal aspect and completeness, and 
then the research material was submitted for analysis. 

The minimum size of the sample was calculated from the equation given below, bearing in mind 
that the Polish law allows the development of wind power plants only in non-urbanised areas – in this 
case, in the rural part of the urban-rural municipality: 

  =     ()
 .      (1)  

 

 

 

Figure 1. Support for the construction of wind turbines  
 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Participation in social consultations (%)  
 

 

 

 
Figure 3. Engagement in public debate in order to block an investment provided one knew 
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where: 
n –  the size of the sample, 
u –  coefficient dependent on the assumed level of confidence; at the confidence level 0.95, u = 1.96, 
ep –  prediction error is assumed to be +/−5% (ep = 0.05), 
p –  relative frequency (structures of p trait). 

The questionnaire was constructed so as to first identify respondents’ knowledge and degree of 
support for renewable energy sources. Next, the respondents were asked about their support to the 
construction of a wind farm – generally, in the territory of the municipality in which they lived, on a 
real estate property adjacent to theirs, and on a land parcel they had leased for this purpose. The aim 
of these questions was to determine whether the NIMBY syndrome was present. Next, in order to 
identify the degree of public participation, the respondents were asked if they had participated in 
social consultations – ever and specifically in connection with the development of wind farms in their 
municipality. The persons who had not taken part in the public consultations carried out in order to 
build wind farms in the Korsze municipality were then requested if they would have participated had 
they known such public consultations were held and whether they would have attempted to block the 
development; also, they were asked to explain the reason for their absence. Afterwards, an attempt 
was made to determine if the construction of wind turbines caused locational conflicts. This question 
was constructed according to the division presented in the subject literature into stakeholders pur-
suing their interests in a given space, and each time, the municipality residents were on one side of 
the conflict while the other one was composed of residents, real estate owners, developers, and spa-
tial planners and designers. Next, the respondents were asked to identify the roots of a locational 
conflict, if any had arisen. Finally, the respondents had to choose the statement which was closest to 
their opinion: (1) negative externalities caused by the presence of wind turbines outweigh benefits, 
(2) benefits from the presence of wind turbines outweigh negative externalities. The study discarded 
the question of when a locational conflict arose for fear that the vast majority of the surveyed popu-
lation might not have precise information in this regard. The demographic questions pertained to the 
respondent’s sex, age and education. Pearson’s linear correlation coefficient was calculated to deter-
mine the relationship between the phenomena studied and the characteristics included in the metric. 
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Results of the research 

In January 2024, a survey study was conducted among the residents of the municipality Korsze. 
The Korsze municipality is an urban-rural type of municipality situated in the warmińsko-mazurskie 
province. According to the Statistics Poland (2024) data, the population of the municipality is 8,831 
people, and 55% of this population lives in the countryside. The area of the municipality is 24,985 ha, 
of which 98% is the rural area. The municipality is the regional leader in RES use, with two large wind 
farms located in its territory. In year 2020, a new wind farm was constructed, composed of 15 new 
wind turbines (Urząd Miejski w Korszach, 2021). The Town Hall in Korsze reports that there are 51 
wind turbines operating in the municipality. All the wind power plants in the municipality are con-
nected to the ENERGA OPERATOR S.A. power grid (Westmor Consulting, 2021). 

382 people took part in the study. The data obtained were verified formally and in terms of their 
completeness. After that, they were submitted for analysis. In total, 372 questionnaires were ana-
lysed. 

The majority of respondents (59%) were men. Most respondents were 26-36 and 37-50 years 
old (32% each) and with higher education (36%) (Table 1). 

Table 1. Demographics of the respondents 

%

Gender Women 
Men

41
59

Age (years) 18-25
26-36
37-50
Over 50

9
32
32
27

Education Primary
Vocational
Secondary
University

9
20
34
36

Knowledge of the term ‘renewable energy sources’ and the degree of support to their development 
depending on the distance from one’s place of residence 

Figure 1. Support for the construction of wind turbines 

Nearly all respondents (89%) declared that they were familiar with the term ‘renewable energy 
sources’. Most respondents (71%) expressed support for the development of RES facilities, with ¼ 
claiming ‘strong support’. Approximately the same percentage declared a neutral attitude. Only 2% 
indicated a complete lack of support. 
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In the subsequent question, the respondents declared their degree of support for the develop-
ment of wind turbines depending on location (Figure 1). Over 2/3 of the respondents declared sup-
port for the construction of wind turbines in the country (23% expressed strong support). Nearly ¼ 
had no opinion on this issue, and 7% did not support it (2% strongly opposed the development of 
wind farms). Next, the respondents were asked about their support for the development of wind 
turbines in the municipality in which they lived. As many as 75% (18% strongly) support it. But as 
many as 1/3 had no opinion, and 1/10 declared a complete lack of support (5% strongly opposed it). 
Afterwards, the respondents were asked about their support for the construction of wind turbines on 
a land plot adjacent to their place of residence. A decrease in support was observed. The lack of sup-
port was expressed by 28% of the respondents (14% strongly opposed). Again, 1/3 of the surveyed 
Korsze municipality residents had no opinion, of which 41% would support the construction of tur-
bines on an adjacent land plot (16% would strongly support it). Next, the respondents were asked if 
they would be willing to lease some of their own land to have wind turbines built there. 43% of 
respondents (20% strongly) would agree to lease their own land for the development of wind tur-
bines. Unwillingness to do so was declared by 30% (9% definitely). 27% had no opinion. 

Civic engagement – participation in social consultations 

As many as 93% of the respondents never participated in social consultations – 61% did not take 
part because they did not know about such consultations, and 32% did not attend them despite 
knowing that they were held. 95% did not partake in social consultations concerning the localisation 
of wind turbines in the municipality they lived in – 77% because they were unaware such consulta-
tions were organised, and 18% despite having such knowledge (Figure 2). 

Figure 2. Participation in social consultations (%) 

The respondents who did not know about social consultations being organised were asked if they 
would engage in a public debate in order to block a planned investment had they known about the 
development plans. Over 2/3 admitted they would not take part (44% definitely would not partici-
pate) in social consultations, 26% had no opinion, and 6% expressed their willingness to participate 
thereof (nobody opted for ‘strongly willing to participate’) (Figure 3). 

Figure 3.  Engagement in public debate in order to block an investment provided one knew about the planned 
social consultations (%) 
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The respondents who did not participate in social consultations despite knowing they were held 
were asked about the reasons for their absenteeism. Nobody claimed it was due to the shortage of 
time. Most respondents (57%) maintained they did not attend social consultations because they sup-
ported the investment, and 43% believed that their opinion was not going to change anything because 
the investment would be carried out anyway. 

Parties involved in locational conflicts and the background of such conflicts 

The subsequent part of the study focused on the determination of any occurrence of locational 
conflicts, including an attempt to identify the parties involved and the sources of conflicts. 

None of the respondents pointed to a conflict between residents and the architect/designer or 
the owners of the real estate where wind turbines were to be raised. As many as 45% implicated a 
conflict between residents and the local authorities (11% were certain there was such a conflict), 1/3 
suggested a conflict between residents and the developer, and slightly fewer (30%) indicated a con-
flict with other local residents (Figure 4). 

Figure 4. Conflicts between residents and any subjects pursuing their interests in the space (%) 

Figure 5. Roots of locational conflicts (%) 

Among the causes of locational conflicts, the following were most often suggested: fear of a neg-
ative effect on human health (42%), fear of nuisance to the local community (31%), and turbines 
located too close to residential buildings (18%). None of the respondents suggested that the overall 
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support for RES or the fact that energy from RES is less expensive than energy from conventional 
sources played any role in these conflicts. Nobody took advantage of the option to give their own 
reasons (Figure 5). 

Finally, the respondents were asked to choose the statement which was closer to their opinion. 
2/3 concluded that the benefits of wind turbines outweigh the negative consequences. The remaining 
population chose the contrary statement. 

Discussion/Limitation and Future Research 

The fact that the knowledge of what renewable energy sources is so widely shared among the 
general public can be attributed to their popularisation in mass media, which in turn responds to the 
obligations imposed on the European Union member states with respect to energy policy. The key to 
achieving the EU’s climate goals and long-term strategy is decarbonisation of the energy system. The 
European Union’s economies are to become neutral in terms of carbon dioxide emissions by the year 
2025 (Krishnamurthy et al., 2021; European Commission, 2020). The transition to a low-emission 
economy requires the development of RES. This is the pathway to permanent and sustainable growth 
(Kan et al., 2021; Daly, 2007; Szyja, 2019; Witkowska-Dabrowska, 2022). 

The high support for RES can also arise from the growing social awareness of such issues as cli-
mate change, for instance, the need to forgo conventional energy sources for the advantage of RES 
(Sikora & Zimniewicz, 2023), or else from the fact that RES creates an opportunity to secure the 
country’s energy independence (Seroka, 2022). According to the results of the survey, “What do Poles 
think about RES? (Osadnik, 2024), the greatest benefit from RES is lower electricity bills (Sidorczuk-Pi-
etraszko, 2015). Thus, the financial aspect of RES is what the Polish society deems most pervasive. 

It should be noted that the very high support for the construction of wind turbines in Poland 
(70%) declines when a given wind farm is to be localised in the municipality where the respondents 
live (57%) or on a land plot adjacent to their own (41%). Thus, the NIMBY syndrome occurs there, 
although society is in favour of developing RES facilities, and people know and understand the rea-
sons underlying such investments. They also realise that such investments need to be localised some-
where. But they oppose having them situated in their place of residence (this is also dealt with in 
Wolsink, 2000; Bell et al., 2005; Van der Horst, 2007; Bednarek-Szczepańska & Dmochowska-Dudek, 
2016). However, a small increase was noticed in the support for the construction of wind farms on 
the land leased for this purpose by respondents. The revenue from leasing the land is definitely higher 
than the income from farming this land for plant production (Przygodzka et al., 2023). In a develop-
ing country, the economic factor, such as a chance to secure above-average revenues, is decisive. 

Civic engagement features more prominently in NIMBY-type of conflicts (Bednarek-Szczepańska 
& Dmochowska-Dudek, 2016). A possible way to stimulate public participation also to raise the scale 
of participation in social consultations is to use an electronic means of communication (Hajduk, 
2021; Kapsa, 2017; Śwital, 2021). Noteworthy, Generation Z (born between 1995 and 2009) is the 
first generation growing up in a completely digital society. The role of social media in their lives and 
the time spent online indicate the need to digitise social participation. Lubik-Raczek (2024) writes 
more about the social participation of the young generation. 

Dialogue between local government units and the community living in a given area is crucial for 
reaching a consensus regarding the pathway of its development. It is worrying to observe such little 
interest and scarce participation in social consultations. As noted by Kafka (2022), a prerequisite for 
effective participation is ‘to ensure the actual impact of society on decisions’. There are numerous 
gaps in the Polish law in this area – everyone can submit a comment on the planned development, but 
it is the responsibility of the municipality’s authorities to process this complaint. Being aware of the 
fact that despite the action taken, one will not have a real impact on the implementation of a given 
development project discourages the public from participating in consultations. Thus, this is not an 
effective tool. It only gives the public an opportunity to express their opinion, but that opinion is not 
binding on anyone. This is the source of locational conflicts. 

The resolution of the Mayor of Korsze of 20 May 2023 on the submission of the report on the state 
of the Korsze Municipality in the year 2022 (Resolution, 2023), attention as drawn to the lack of 
participation of the municipality’s inhabitants in consultations, ‘despite effective notifications of res-
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idents, the interest in consultations is poor’, which leads to the situation where ‘after the Municipal 
Council approves the local spatial development plan, comments, claims and complaints are submit-
ted concerning the inappropriate development of functions of land use in the land parcels that the 
interested persons are in possession’. These actions, again, are a source of locational conflicts. 

The location of a RES installation is a source of numerous conflicts. Bednarek-Szczepańska (2023) 
perused 321 articles from 19 regional media titles, which substantiated the conclusion that wind 
power generation is most often presented as a source of locational conflicts. Although wind power 
attracts many proponents, it has just as many opponents. This problem is not exclusive to Poland (cf.: 
Johansen, 2021; Lintz & Leibenath, 2020; Giordano et al., 2018). The subject literature presents an 
approach which divides the local community into two groups: land parcel owners and local authori-
ties, who hope to gain measurable benefits, and opponents, who will lose out on an investment due to 
its proximate localisation to their real estate property (Jabłonski & Mazurkiewicz, 2014). The results 
obtained from this study suggest that conflicts between residents and local authorities are the most 
common ones. Because the outcome of public consultations is not binding, local residents are search-
ing for other possibilities of blocking the investment. 

As mentioned before, wind farms are mostly located in rural areas – hence, the opposition to their 
construction may be a result of the mindset of the local community, namely the reluctance to change 
and a conservative approach (Bukraba-Rylska, 2000). In Poland, after the political and economic 
changes, the attractiveness of the countryside as a place to live increased. At the same time, there 
have been profound changes in agriculture, and the multifunctionality of the area has been strongly 
marked. The majority of rural residents are no longer farmers (Halamska, 2013). Only about 10% of 
rural residents make a living exclusively from agriculture (Wilkin, 2011). However, this situation does 
not apply to the studied municipality. The municipality is depopulating (in 10 years, the population 
has decreased by 15%; by 17% in the rural area) (Statistics Poland, 2024). The rural area is mostly 
inhabited by farmers. In addition, the ageing of the population is evident in the municipality (in 10 
years, the number of people of post-working age increased by 27%; by 25% in the rural area) (Statis-
tics Poland, 2024). Older people approach change with greater detachment. 

Opponents of the construction of wind turbines point to the numerous disadvantages of such 
facilities, mainly the noise they emit. The results of this study coincide with the ones reported by 
other authors, where the following causes of conflicts were identified: 
• the negative effect on the health of local residents (Pawlas et al., 2012; Pawlaczyk-Łuszczyńska et 

al., 2023), 
• fear of nuisance to the local community, mainly due to the noise (cf.: Hansen & Hansen 2020; 

Pawlaczyk-Łuszczyńska et al., 2023; Pleban, 2022). 
As regards the close proximity of wind turbines, the rule of 10H specified in Article 4.1 of the Act 

of 20 May 2016 on investments in wind power plants needs to be mentioned. According to this law, 
the distance of a wind turbine should be no less than the tenfold height of this turbine. Hence, this 
issue should no longer evoke locational conflicts. The distance was reduced in 2023 to 700 m. 

Negative consequences of RES were not the subject of our study, although this question is broadly 
described in the subject literature (Sobieraj, 2023; Mędraś, 2021; Bartczak, 2022). 

There were no statistically significant correlations between the phenomena studied and the gen-
der, age and education of the respondents. 

Among the difficulties and limitations encountered during the research, the anxiety among rep-
resentatives of local communities is worth noting. It arises from the belief that wind turbines have a 
negative impact. Contrary to this belief, the extent of their adverse effects is much smaller than attrib-
uted to wind farms. ‘The development of power generation based on renewable energy sources to 
this date and the prospects of its further growth indicate that the proper pace and form of energy 
transformation will not be achievable without a considerable share of RES, and particularly onshore 
wind energy’ (more in: Jasiński et al., 2022). 

The research results implicate the need for legislative changes – with respect to both social con-
sultations and restrictions on the distance of wind turbines from residential buildings. Otherwise, 
locational conflicts due to RES investments will intensify, and the development of wind farms will be 
halted. 
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Conclusions 

The main goal of the study, which was to identify the emergence of locational conflicts caused by 
the development of RES installations has been achieved. The study results showed that the most 
common were conflicts between local residents and the municipality’s authorities. This phenomenon 
has been confirmed by other authors. 

In the course of this study, answers were obtained to the research problems: 
• the society knows that renewable energy sources are and supports their development, 
• as the distance to the localisation of a RES facility to one’s place of residence decreases, so does 

the support for its development, 
• local residents participate in social consultations only to a small degree, 
• the construction of RES installations causes social conflicts, 
• the local residents and local authorities are the most common parties engaged in conflict situa-

tions, and the most significant causes of conflicts are the negative impact on human health, fear 
of a RES facility being a nuisance to the local community, short distance from turbines to residen-
tial buildings. 
Both research hypotheses have, therefore, been verified positively. H1: the 21st-century society 

supports the development of RES, although as the distance from one’s place of residence to the loca-
tion of a RES power plant decreases, so does the support for its development. H2: Although the devel-
opment of a RES power plant causes locational conflicts, participation in social consultations is 
scarce. 

The RES development is a consequence of the gradual abandonment of conventional sources of 
energy. People are aware of the benefits of the presence of RES facilities, but their support diminishes 
as the distance from RES facilities to their place of residence decreases. It is, therefore, justified to 
implicate the occurrence of the NIMBY syndrome. 

Local communities also realise that the decisions made in the course of social consultations are 
not binding. Hence, they are reluctant to participate in such consultations and search for other ways 
to block RES developments. It is, therefore, crucial to ensure the actual impact of society on decisions. 
Social consultations should begin to perform their intended role. Society must have a real influence 
on shaping the environment in which they live. Then, the degree of their civic engagement will rise. 
In the age of digital technologies, it is also necessary to modify the form of public consultations. Gen-
eration Z is the first generation that has grown up in a completely digital society. Their expectations 
need to be met. 

The 10H rule specified in Article 4.1 of the Act of 20 May 2016 on investments in wind power 
plants was another considerable limitation (Act, 2016). According to the Polish Wind Power Associ-
ation, the fact that such a restrictive law was passed means that as much as 99% of Poland’s territory 
has been excluded from wind power plant investments (Hebda, 2022). The 10H rule was liberalised 
in 2023. Currently, the minimum distance of wind turbine locations from buildings is 700 m. This is 
still more than the announced 500 m, which would free up another 47% of onshore wind power 
expansion potential (Instrat, 2023). Therefore, it is necessary to liberalise the law. 

References 

Act from 20 February 2015. Act on Renewable Energy Sources. Journal of Laws 2015, item 478. https://isap.
sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu20150000478 (in Polish). 

Act from 20 May 2016. Act on investments in wind power plants. Journal of Laws 2016, item 961. https://isap.
sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=WDU20160000961 (in Polish). 

Act from 27 March 2003. Act on Spatial Planning and Development. Journal of Laws No. 80, item 717. https://
isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu20030800717 (in Polish). 

Bao, W., Chen, Y., Cui, C., Xia, B., Ke, Y., Skitmore, M., & Liu, Y. (2023). How to Shape Local Public Acceptance of 
Not-in-My-Backyard Infrastructures? A Social Cognitive Theory Perspective. Sustainability, 15(22), 15835. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/su152215835 

Bartczak, M. (2022). Analiza oddziaływania energetyki wiatrowej na środowisko naturalne na przykładzie nie-
toperzy. Archiwum Wiedzy Inżynierskiej, 7(1), 3-5. https://yadda.icm.edu.pl/baztech/element/bwmeta1.
element.baztech-615c3583-c10a-4b2e-af59-47ab1579d877/c/Bartczak_Analiza_oddzialywania_1_2022.
pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com (in Polish). 

https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu20150000478
https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu20150000478
https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=WDU20160000961
https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=WDU20160000961
https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu20030800717
https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu20030800717
https://doi.org/10.3390/su152215835
https://yadda.icm.edu.pl/baztech/element/bwmeta1.element.baztech-615c3583-c10a-4b2e-af59-47ab1579d877/c/Bartczak_Analiza_oddzialywania_1_2022.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://yadda.icm.edu.pl/baztech/element/bwmeta1.element.baztech-615c3583-c10a-4b2e-af59-47ab1579d877/c/Bartczak_Analiza_oddzialywania_1_2022.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://yadda.icm.edu.pl/baztech/element/bwmeta1.element.baztech-615c3583-c10a-4b2e-af59-47ab1579d877/c/Bartczak_Analiza_oddzialywania_1_2022.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com


ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  4(91) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.91.4.791

11
Bednarek-Szczepańska, M. (2023). Wizerunek energetyki wiatrowej i jej oddziaływania na społeczeństwo 

w świetle doniesień mediów regionalnych i lokalnych w Polsce. Czasopismo Geograficzne, 94(2), 263-288. 
https://doi.org/10.12657/czageo-94-11 (in Polish). 

Bednarek-Szczepańska, M., & Dmochowska-Dudek, K. (2015). Przestrzenny wymiar syndromu NIMBY na wsi i w 
małych miastach w Polsce. Przegląd Geograficzny, 87(4), 683-703. https://doi.org/10.7163/PrzG.2015.4.6 
(in Polish). 

Bednarek-Szczepańska, M., & Dmochowska-Dudek, K. (2016). Syndrom NIMBY na obszarach wiejskich w Polsce: 
uwarunkowania i specyfika konfliktów wokół lokalizacji niechcianych inwestycji. Prace Geograficzne / Pol-
ska Akademia Nauk, 255, 139-145. https://www.rcin.org.pl/dlibra/publication/83071/edition/63425 (in 
Polish). 

Bell, D., Gray, T., & Haggett, C. (2005). The Social Gap in Wind Farm Siting Decisions: Explanations and Policy 
Responses. Environmental Politics, 14(4), 460-477. https://doi.org/10.1080/09644010500175833 

Bukraba-Rylska, I. (2000). Kultura w Społeczności Lokalnej – Podmiotowość Odzyskana? Warszawa: IRWiR PAN. 
(in Polish). 

Burningham, K. (2000). Using the Language of NIMBY: A topic for research, not an activity for researchers. The 
International Journal of Justice and Sustainability, 5(1), 55-67. https://doi.org/10.1080/135498300113264 

Communication from The Commission to The European Parliament, The European Council, The Council, The 
European Economic and Social Committee and The Committee of the Regions, The European Green Deal, 
Pub. L. No. 52019DC0640 (2019). https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52019DC0640 

Constitution of the Polish Republic from 2 April 1997. Journal of Laws No. 78, item 483. https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/
isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu19970780483 (in Polish). 

Daly, H. E. (2007). Ecological Economics and Sustainable Development: Selected essays of Herman Daly. London: 
Edward Elgar. 

de Souza, M. A., Gonçalves, J. T., & de Valle, W. A. (2023). In My Backyard? Discussing the NIMBY Effect, Social 
Acceptability, and Residents’ Involvement in Community-Based Solid Waste Management. Sustainability, 
15(9), 7106. https://doi.org/10.3390/su15097106 

Eranti, V. (2016). Re-visiting NIMBY: From conflicting interests to conflicting valuations. The Sociological Review, 
65(2), 285-301. https://doi.org/10.1177/0038026116675554 

European Commission. (2020, February 17). In Focus: Energy Efficiency in Buildings. https://commission.europa.
eu/news/focus-energy-efficiency-buildings-2020-02-17_en#:~:text=Collectively%2C%20buildings%20
in%20the%20EU,%2C%20usage%2C%20renovation%20and%20demolition 

Eurostat. (2024). Renewable energy statistics. https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php? 
title=Renewable_energy_statistics#Wind_and_water_provide_most_renewable_electricity.3B_solar_is_the_
fastest-growing_energy_source 

Evans, K. (2021). It Takes a Tiny House Village: A Comparative Case Study of Barriers and Strategies for the 
Integration of Tiny House Villages for Homeless Persons in Missouri. Journal of Planning Education and 
Research, 44(2), 938-946. https://doi.org/10.1177/0739456X211041392 

Giordano, L. S., Boudet, H. S., Karmazina, A., Taylor, C. L., & Steel, B. S. (2018). Opposition “overblown”? Commu-
nity response to wind energy siting in the Western United States. Energy Research & Social Science, 43, 
119-131. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.05.016 

Hajduk, S. (2021). Partycypacja społeczna w zarządzaniu przestrzennym w kontekście planistycznym. Białystok: 
Oficyna Wydawnicza Politechniki Białostockiej. (in Polish). 

Halamska, M. (2013). Wiejska Polska na początku XXI wieku. Rozważania o gospodarce i społeczeństwie. Warszawa: 
Scholar. (in Polish). 

Hansen, C., & Hansen, K. (2020). Recent Advances in Wind Turbine Noise Research. Acoustics, 2(1), 171-206. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/acoustics2010013 

Hebda, W. (2022). Nowelizacja ustawy wiatrakowej: restart energetyki wiatrowej w Polsce? Analiza KBN, 
115(20), 1-5. https://zbn.inp.uj.edu.pl/documents/92718966/141790394/Analiza115-Hebda+-+A115/6c 
86999e-166c-4d25-84df-8a6562c227e4 (in Polish). 

Hektus, P. (2020). Czynniki Lokalizacji Elektrowni Wiatrowych w Polsce [Doctoral dissertation]. Uniwersytet im. 
Adama Mickiewicza w Poznaniu. (in Polish). 

Herudziński, T. (2021). Społeczna percepcja energetyki jądrowej w perspektywie procesów transformacji ener-
getycznej w Polsce. Człowiek i Społeczeństwo, 52, 251-265. https://doi.org/10.14746/cis.2021.52.13 (in 
Polish). 

Instrat. (2023). Sejmowa poprawka oznacza utratę prawie połowy miejsca pod turbiny wiatrowe. https://instrat.
pl/500-vs-700/ (in Polish). 

Jabłoński, W., & Mazurkiewicz, K. (2014). Konflikty przestrzenne na terenach wiejskich–ignorancja czy niewie-
dza? Studium przypadku. Infrastruktura i Ekologia Terenów Wiejskich, IV/2, 1167-1177. http://dx.medra.
org/10.14597/infraeco.2014.4.2.086 (in Polish). 

Jarvis, S. (2021). The Economic Costs of NIMBYism-Evidence from Renewable Energy Projects. https://haas.berke-
ley.edu/wp-content/uploads/WP311.pdf 

https://doi.org/10.12657/czageo-94-11
https://doi.org/10.7163/PrzG.2015.4.6
https://www.rcin.org.pl/dlibra/publication/83071/edition/63425
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644010500175833
https://doi.org/10.1080/135498300113264
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex:52019DC0640
https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu19970780483
https://isap.sejm.gov.pl/isap.nsf/DocDetails.xsp?id=wdu19970780483
https://doi.org/10.1177/0038026116675554
https://doi.org/10.1177/0739456X211041392
https://doi.org/10.3390/acoustics2010013
https://zbn.inp.uj.edu.pl/documents/92718966/141790394/Analiza115-Hebda+-+A115/6c86999e-166c-4d25-84df-8a6562c227e4
https://zbn.inp.uj.edu.pl/documents/92718966/141790394/Analiza115-Hebda+-+A115/6c86999e-166c-4d25-84df-8a6562c227e4
https://doi.org/10.14746/cis.2021.52.13
https://instrat.pl/500-vs-700/
https://instrat.pl/500-vs-700/
http://dx.medra.org/10.14597/infraeco.2014.4.2.086
http://dx.medra.org/10.14597/infraeco.2014.4.2.086
https://haas.berkeley.edu/wp-content/uploads/WP311.pdf
https://haas.berkeley.edu/wp-content/uploads/WP311.pdf


ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  4(91) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.91.4.791

12
Jasiński, A. W., Kacejko, P., Matuszczak, K., Szulczyk, J., & Zagubień, A. (2022). Elektrownie wiatrowe w środowisku 

człowieka. Lublin: Wydawnictwo Polskiej Akademii Nauk Komitet Inżynierii Środowiska. (in Polish). 
Johansen, K. (2021). Blowing in the wind: A brief history of wind energy and wind power technologies in Den-

mark. Energy Policy, 152, 112-139. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2021.112139 
Kafka, K. (2022). Partycypacja społeczna w planowaniu przestrzennym–stan obecny i wyzwania. Builder, 299(6), 

47-49. https://doi.org/10.5604/01.3001.0015.8517 (in Polish). 
Kan, A., Zeng, Y., Meng, X., Wang, D., Xina, J., Yang, X., & Tesren, L. (2021). The linkage between renewable energy 

potential and sustainable development: Understanding solar energy variability and photovoltaic power 
potential in Tibet, China. Sustainable Energy Technologies and Assessments, 48, 101551. https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.seta.2021.101551 

Kapsa, I. (2017). Elektroniczna partycypacja obywatelska w miastach typu smart. Doświadczenia Polski na tle 
innych państw. In A. Kaszkur & A. Laska (Eds.). Innowacyjność w warunkach współczesnych miast (pp. 78-99). 
Bydgoszcz: Wydawnictwo UKW. (in Polish). 

Karwińska, A. (2009). Konflikty w przestrzeni społecznej miasta. Space – Society Economy, 9, 53-68. http://hdl.
handle.net/11089/1859 (in Polish). 

Krishnamurthy, S., Lind, A., Bouzga, A., Pierchala, J., & Blom, R. (2021). Post combustion carbon capture with 
support-ed amine sorbents: From adsorbent characterization to process simulation and optimization. 
Chemical Engineering Journal, 406, 127121. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2020.127121 

Kultys-Grabowska, A. (2022). Investments and the NIMBY Syndrome in Waste Management – Analysis Based on 
the Example of the Małopolskie Voivodeship. Nauki o Finansach, 27(1), 69-81. https://doi.org/10.15611/
fins.2022.1.06 

Lintz, G., & Leibenath, M. (2020). The politics of energy landscapes: the influence of local anti-wind initiatives on 
state policies in Saxony, Germany. Energy, Sustainability and Society, 10(5). https://doi.org/10.1186/s137 
05-019-0230-3 

Lorek, E., & Lorek, A. (2023). Creating a sustainable energy sector in the crisis conditions and building a Euro-
pean Green Deal. Economics and Environment, 86(3), 114-131. https://doi.org/10.34659/eis.2023.86.3.559 

Lubik-Reczek, N. (2024). Partycypacja i edukacja obywatelska młodego pokolenia. Rozważania na tle doświadczeń 
polskich debat Oksfordzkich. Poznań: Wydawnictwo Naukowe Wydziału Nauk Politycznych i Dziennikarstwa 
Uniwersytetu im. Adama Mickiewicza w Poznaniu. (in Polish). 

McClymont, K., & O’Hare, P. (2008). We’re not NIMBYs! Contrasting local protest groups with idealised concep-
tions of sustainable communities. Local Environment, 13(4), 321-335. https://doi.org/10.1080/1354983070 
1803273 

Mędraś, K. (2021). Techniczne, ekonomiczne i prawne aspekty magazynowania energii z OZE ze szczególnym 
uwzględnieniem wodoru. Nowa Energia, 4(80), 46-53. https://bibliotekanauki.pl/articles/1841805 (in 
Polish). 

Milczarek-Andrzejewska, D., Wilkin, J., Marks-Bielska, R., Czarnecki, A., & Bartczak, A. (2020). Agricultural Land-
use Conflicts: An Economic Perspective. Gospodarka Narodowa. The Polish Journal of Economics, 304(4), 
5-31. https://doi.org/10.33119/GN/128217 (in Polish). 

Ministerstwo Spraw Zagranicznych. (2024, March 20). Cele zrównoważonego rozwoju. https://www.gov.pl/web/
polskapomoc/cele-zrownowazonego-rozwoju (in Polish). 

O’Neil, S. G. (2020). Community obstacles to large scale solar: NIMBY and renewables. Journal of Environmental 
Studies and Sciences, 11, 85-92. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13412-020-00644-3 

Osadnik, P. (2024, February 28). Co Polacy sądzą o OZE? https://www.pap.pl/aktualnosci/co-polacy-sadza-o-
odnawialnych-zrodlach-energii-najnowszy-sondaz (in Polish). 

Owens, S. (2000). Engaging the Public: Information and Deliberation in Environmental Policy. Environment and 
Planning A: Economy and Space, 32(7), 1141-1148. https://doi.org/10.1068/a3330 

Parlament Europejski. (2023). Energia ze źródeł odnawialnych. https://www.europarl.europa.eu/factsheets/pl/
sheet/70/energia-ze-zrodel-odnawialnych (in Polish). 

Pawlaczyk-Łuszczyńska, M., Dudarewicz, A., Myshchenko, I., & Bortkiewicz, A. (2023). Impact of infrasound and 
low frequency noise on human health and well-being. Part I: Review of experimental studies. Medycyna 
Pracy, 74(4), 317-332. https://doi.org/10.13075/mp.5893.01354 (in Polish). 

Pawlas, K., Pawlas, N., & Boroń, M. (2012). Życie w pobliżu turbin wiatrowych, ich wpływ na zdrowie – przegląd 
piśmiennictwa. Medycyna Środowiskowa – Environmental Medicine, 15(4), 150-158. https://www.envi-
ronmed.pl/Zycie-w-poblizu-turbin-wiatrowych-ich-wplyw-na-zdrowie-przeglad-pismiennictwa,114331, 
0,1.html (in Polish). 

Petrova, M. A. (2016). From NIMBY to acceptance: Toward a novel framework–VESPA–For organizing and inter-
preting community concerns. Renewable Energy, 86, 1280-1294. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2015.09. 
047 

Pilewicz, T., & Sabat, W. (2018). Behavioural location theory – Evolution, tools and future. Kwartalnik Nauk 
o Przedsiębiorstwie, 46(1), 61-68. https://doi.org/10.5604/01.3001.0012.0998 (in Polish). 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2021.112139
https://doi.org/10.5604/01.3001.0015.8517
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seta.2021.101551
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seta.2021.101551
http://hdl.handle.net/11089/1859
http://hdl.handle.net/11089/1859
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2020.127121
https://doi.org/10.15611/fins.2022.1.06
https://doi.org/10.15611/fins.2022.1.06
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13705-019-0230-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13705-019-0230-3
https://doi.org/10.34659/eis.2023.86.3.559
https://doi.org/10.1080/13549830701803273
https://doi.org/10.1080/13549830701803273
https://bibliotekanauki.pl/articles/1841805
https://doi.org/10.33119/GN/128217
https://www.gov.pl/web/polskapomoc/cele-zrownowazonego-rozwoju
https://www.gov.pl/web/polskapomoc/cele-zrownowazonego-rozwoju
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13412-020-00644-3
https://www.pap.pl/aktualnosci/co-polacy-sadza-o-odnawialnych-zrodlach-energii-najnowszy-sondaz
https://www.pap.pl/aktualnosci/co-polacy-sadza-o-odnawialnych-zrodlach-energii-najnowszy-sondaz
https://doi.org/10.1068/a3330
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/factsheets/pl/sheet/70/energia-ze-zrodel-odnawialnych
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/factsheets/pl/sheet/70/energia-ze-zrodel-odnawialnych
https://doi.org/10.13075/mp.5893.01354
https://www.environmed.pl/Zycie-w-poblizu-turbin-wiatrowych-ich-wplyw-na-zdrowie-przeglad-pismiennictwa,114331,0,1.html
https://www.environmed.pl/Zycie-w-poblizu-turbin-wiatrowych-ich-wplyw-na-zdrowie-przeglad-pismiennictwa,114331,0,1.html
https://www.environmed.pl/Zycie-w-poblizu-turbin-wiatrowych-ich-wplyw-na-zdrowie-przeglad-pismiennictwa,114331,0,1.html
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2015.09.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.renene.2015.09.047
https://doi.org/10.5604/01.3001.0012.0998


ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  4(91) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.91.4.791

13
Pleban, D. (2022). Analiza uciążliwości hałasu turbin wiatrowych w środowisku pracy. Rynek Energii, 162(5), 

64-69. https://www.cire.pl/filemanager/Materia%C5%82y%20Problemowe%20(Wies%C5%82aw%20
Drozdowski)%20/2cbec424b536fb5c9999d27c3537a116e5dd4db668bfa1b5736afe13e557b36c.pdf (in 
Polish). 

Pred, A. (1967). Behaviour and Location: Foundations for a Geographic and Dynamic Location Theory. Lund: The 
Royal University of Lund, Department of Geography Studies in Geography. 

Przygodzka, R., Badora, A., Krukowski, K., Kud, K., Mioduszewski, J., & Woźniak, M. (2023). Odnawialne źródła 
energii w rolnictwie Polski Wschodniej-uwarunkowania rozwoju. Białystok: Fundacja Ekonomistów Środow-
iska i Zasobów Naturalnych. (in Polish). 

Ratnasingham, S., & Hebert, P. D. (2007). BOLD: The Barcode of Life Data System. Molecular Ecology Notes, 7(3), 
355-364. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-8286.2007.01678.x 

Resolution of the Mayor of Korsze from 20 May 2023. Resolution on the submission of the report on the state of 
the Korsze Municipality in year 2022. https://bip.korsze.pl/wiadomosci/12608/wiadomosc/689835/
raport_o_stanie_gminy_korsze_za_2022_rok (in Polish). 

Schumacher, K., & Schultmann, F. (2017). Local Acceptance of Biogas Plants: A Comparative Study in the Trina-
tional Upper Rhine Region. Waste Biomass Valorization, 8, 2393-2412. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12649-
016-9802-z 

Seroka, A. (2022). Odnawialne źródła energii jako element zarządzania bezpieczeństwem energetycznym 
państwa. Zeszyty Naukowe Politechniki Częstochowskiej. Zarządzanie, 46, 88-100. https://doi.org/10. 
17512/znpcz.2022.2.07 (in Polish). 

Sidorczuk-Pietraszko, E. (2015). Wpływ instalacji odnawialnych źródeł energii na tworzenie miejsc pracy 
w wymiarze lokalnym. Ekonomia i Środowisko, 54(3), 26-41. https://ekonomiaisrodowisko.pl/journal/
issue/download/17/17 (in Polish). 

Sikora, J., & Zimniewicz, K. (2023). Renewable energy sources as a way to prevent climate warming in Poland. 
Economics and Environment, 85(2), 456-475. https://doi.org/10.34659/eis.2023.85.2.545 

Sobieraj, K. (2023). Wyzwania w zakresie wdrażania unijnej polityki klimatycznej w dobie kryzysu energetycz-
nego na przykładzie odnawialnych źródeł energii. Gdańskie Studia Prawnicze, 4(61), 122-136. https://doi.
org/10.26881/gsp.2023.4.07 (in Polish). 

Statistics Poland. (2024, March 20). Local Data Bank. https://bdl.stat.gov.pl/bdl/start (in Polish). 
Strzałkowski, M., & Suchomska, J. (2019). Konflikt w przestrzeni i przestrzeń dla konfliktu: wpływ partycypacji 

społecznej na spory w przestrzeni publicznej. Dyskurs & Dialog, 2(2), 9-19. http://cejsh.icm.edu.pl/cejsh/
element/bwmeta1.element.ojs-doi-10_5281_zenodo_3621215 (in Polish). 

Świdyński, J., & Świdyńska, N. (2016). Konsultacje społeczne jako narzędzie współpracy obywateli z samorządem 
gminnym na przykładzie Olsztyna. Prace Naukowe Uniwersytetu Ekonomicznego we Wrocławiu, 443, 254-
256. https://doi.org/10.15611/pn.2016.443.21 (in Polish). 

Śwital, P. (2021). Wykorzystanie środków komunikacji elektronicznej w procesach partycypacji społecznej. 
Acta Iuridica Resoviensia, 34(3), 344-354. https://doi.org/10.15584/actaires.2021.3.25 (in Polish). 

Szyja, P. (2019). The Role of the State and the Market in the Development of Energy Efficiency. Studia Ekonom-
iczne Uniwersytet Ekonomiczny w Katowicach, 378, 60-78. https://bibliotekanauki.pl/articles/592599 

Tian, C., & Han, C. (2022). How Can China Resolve the NIMBY Dilemma in a Network Society? Government and 
Society-Negotiated Decisions Based on Evolutionary Game Analysis. Sustainability, 14(3), 1308. https://doi.
org/10.3390/su14031308 

Tomaszewski, K. (2020). Rola czynnika ludzkiego w kształtowaniu polityki energetycznej współczesnego 
państwa. Środkowoeuropejskie Studia Polityczne, (1), 147-169. https://doi.org/10.14746/ssp.2020.1.8 (in 
Polish). 

Uji, A., Prakash, A., & Song, J. (2020). Does the “NIMBY syndrome” undermine public support for nuclear power 
in Japan? Energy Policy, 148, 111944. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111944 

Ulańska, J., & Borowska-Stefańska, M. (2012). Użytkowanie ziemi i polityka przestrzenna w Łódzkim Obszarze 
Metropolitalnym. Studia Komitetu Przestrzennego Zagospodarowania Kraju PAN, 187, 14-43. https://bibli-
otekanauki.pl/articles/2029514 (in Polish). 

Urząd Miejski w Korszach. (2021). Raport o stanie gminy Korsze w roku 2020. https://bip.korsze.pl/wiadom-
osci/12608/wiadomosc/574172/raport_o_stanie_gminy_korsze_za_2020_rok (in Polish). 

Van der Horst, D. (2007). NIMBY or not? Exploring the relevance of location and the politics of voiced opinions 
in renewable energy siting controversies. Energy Policy, 35(5), 2705-2714. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
enpol.2006.12.012 

Wassmer, R. W., & Wahid, I. (2018). Does the Likely Demographics of Affordable Housing Justify NIMBYism? 
Housing Policy Debate, 29(2), 343-358. https://doi.org/10.1080/10511482.2018.1529694 

Westmor Consulting. (2021). Projekt założeń do planu zaopatrzenia w ciepło, energię elektryczną i paliwa gazowe 
dla miasta i gminy Korsze na lata 2021-2035. https://konsultacje.korsze.pl/attch/documentfile/file-2-14-
1629091561.pdf (in Polish). 

Wilkin, J. (2011). Wielofunkcyjność wsi i rolnictwa a rozwój zrównoważony. Wieś i Rolnictwo, 4(153), 27-39. 
https://doi.org/10.53098/wir.2011.4.153/04 (in Polish). 

https://www.cire.pl/filemanager/Materia%C5%82y%20Problemowe%20(Wies%C5%82aw%20Drozdowski)%20/2cbec424b536fb5c9999d27c3537a116e5dd4db668bfa1b5736afe13e557b36c.pdf
https://www.cire.pl/filemanager/Materia%C5%82y%20Problemowe%20(Wies%C5%82aw%20Drozdowski)%20/2cbec424b536fb5c9999d27c3537a116e5dd4db668bfa1b5736afe13e557b36c.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-8286.2007.01678.x
https://bip.korsze.pl/wiadomosci/12608/wiadomosc/689835/raport_o_stanie_gminy_korsze_za_2022_rok
https://bip.korsze.pl/wiadomosci/12608/wiadomosc/689835/raport_o_stanie_gminy_korsze_za_2022_rok
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12649-016-9802-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12649-016-9802-z
https://doi.org/10.17512/znpcz.2022.2.07
https://doi.org/10.17512/znpcz.2022.2.07
https://ekonomiaisrodowisko.pl/journal/issue/download/17/17
https://ekonomiaisrodowisko.pl/journal/issue/download/17/17
https://doi.org/10.34659/eis.2023.85.2.545
https://doi.org/10.26881/gsp.2023.4.07
https://doi.org/10.26881/gsp.2023.4.07
https://bdl.stat.gov.pl/bdl/start
http://cejsh.icm.edu.pl/cejsh/element/bwmeta1.element.ojs-doi-10_5281_zenodo_3621215
http://cejsh.icm.edu.pl/cejsh/element/bwmeta1.element.ojs-doi-10_5281_zenodo_3621215
https://doi.org/10.15611/pn.2016.443.21
https://doi.org/10.15584/actaires.2021.3.25
https://bibliotekanauki.pl/articles/592599
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14031308
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14031308
https://doi.org/10.14746/ssp.2020.1.8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111944
https://bibliotekanauki.pl/articles/2029514
https://bibliotekanauki.pl/articles/2029514
https://bip.korsze.pl/wiadomosci/12608/wiadomosc/574172/raport_o_stanie_gminy_korsze_za_2020_rok
https://bip.korsze.pl/wiadomosci/12608/wiadomosc/574172/raport_o_stanie_gminy_korsze_za_2020_rok
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2006.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2006.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511482.2018.1529694
https://konsultacje.korsze.pl/attch/documentfile/file-2-14-1629091561.pdf
https://konsultacje.korsze.pl/attch/documentfile/file-2-14-1629091561.pdf
https://doi.org/10.53098/wir.2011.4.153/04


ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  4(91) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.91.4.791

14
Witkowska-Dąbrowska, M. (2022). Kształtowanie środowiska na obszarach wiejskich: w stronę rozwoju trwałego 

i zrównoważonego. Olsztyn: Uniwersytet Warmińsko-Mazurski w Olsztynie. (in Polish). 
Witkowska-Dabrowska, M., Świdyńska, N., & Napiórkowska-Baryła, A. (2021). Attitudes of Communities in Rural 

Areas towards the Development of Wind Energy. Energies, 14(23), 8052. https://doi.org/10.3390/
en14238052 

Witkowska-Dąbrowska, M., Świdyńska, N., & Napiórkowska-Baryła, A. (2023). Reviewing the Situation and Pros-
pects for Developing Small Renewable Energy Systems in Poland. Energies, 16(21), 7339. https://doi.
org/10.3390/en16217339 

Wolsink, M. (2000). Wind power and the NIMBY-myth: Institutional capacity and the limited significance of pub-
lic support. Renewable Energy, 21(1), 49-64. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0960-1481(99)00130-5 

Wróblewski, P. (2023). Konflikt typu NIMBY jako impuls do rozwoju partycypacji społecznej oraz zmian na 
lokalnej scenie politycznej na przykładzie gminy Jemielno w 2022 roku. Studenckie Prace Prawnicze, 43(1), 
57-68. https://doi.org/10.19195/1733-5779.43.6 (in Polish). 

Wu, W.-J., Wu, P.-I., & Liou, J.-L. (2021). Boon or Bane: Effect of Adjacent YIMBY or NIMBY Facilities on the Benefit 
Evaluation of Open Spaces or Cropland. Sustainability, 13(7), 3998. https://doi.org/10.3390/su13073998 

Wyly, E. (2022). YIMBY: The latest frontier of gentrification. International Journal of Urban and Regional 
Research, 46(2), 319-330. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2427.13067 

Yang, Q., Zhu, Y., Liu, X., Fu, L., & Guo, Q. (2019). Bayesian-Based NIMBY Crisis Transformation Path Discovery for 
Municipal Solid Waste Incineration in China. Sustainability, 11(8), 2364. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11 
082364 

Natalia ŚWIDYŃSKA

INSTALACJE ODNAWIALNYCH ŹRÓDEŁ ENERGII JAKO CZYNNIK KONFLIKTÓW 
LOKALIZACYJNYCH NA TERENACH WIEJSKICH

STRESZCZENIE: Głównym celem badań było określenie występowania konfliktów lokalizacyjnych w wyniku powstawania 
instalacji odnawialnych źródeł energii (OZE). W badaniu zastosowano metodę sondażu diagnostycznego. Ludność wie czym są 
OZE i popiera ich rozwój. Zaobserwowano występowanie syndromu NIMBY i niewielki udział ludności w konsultacjach społecz-
nych. Zwrócono uwagę, że ustalenia dokonane w ich toku nie są wiążące. Społeczność poszukuje zatem innych sposobów 
zablokowania inwestycji, czego skutkiem często są protesty i pojawiające się w ich następstwie konflikty. Do najczęstszych 
konfliktów dochodzi między mieszkańcami a lokalną władzą i wynikają one z obawy przed negatywnym oddziaływaniem turbin 
wiatrowych na zdrowie ludności. Uzyskane wyniki badań mogą wypełnić lukę poznawczą i przyczynić się do pogłębienia wiedzy 
na temat OZE, partycypacji społecznej i konfliktach lokalizacyjnych. Może to mieć korzystny wpływ na popularyzowanie odcho-
dzenia od konwencjonalnych źródeł energii. Niezbędne są zmiany legislacyjne umożliwiające ludności realnie wpływać na ota-
czającą ich przestrzeń. Nie należy również zahamowywać rozwoju energetyki wiatrowej przez zbyt restrykcyjne ograniczenia.

SŁOWA KLUCZOWE: odnawialne źródła energii, elektrownie wiatrowe, konflikty lokalizacyjne, partycypacja społeczne
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