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Abstract

The viability of onshore C©Ostorage projects may be jeopardized by local dfipnsThis opposition is often linked
to the presence of ‘not in my back yard’ (i.e., NBM) sentiments in the population. In this paper, describe
research that has addressed the question of whatimet NIMBY sentiments are to be anticipated wpeople are
asked about their initial reactions to the ide&aadting a C@ storage facility. Furthermore, this research sHhigé
on the psychological structure of initial publititatdes.
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1. Research findingsrelated to not-in-my-backyard (NIMBY) sentiments

The viability of onshore COstorage projects may be jeopardized by local pulgiposition [1]. This
opposition is often linked to the presence of ‘mtmy-backyard’ (i.e., NIMBY) sentiments in the
population [2]. In this paper, we describe recaserarch (details can be found in [3]) that has éxaan
whether or not NIMBY sentiments are to be anticidaivhen people express initial reactions to tha ide
of hosting a C@storage facility.

As discussed by Terwel and Daamen [3], the posskitence of NIMBY sentiments in a population
can be examined by means of a within-subjects agproor by means of a between-subjects approach.
Huijts et al. [4] used the within-subjects appraachtheir survey, they asked inhabitants of twarie
that were located on top of a natural gas field tibgy thought about COstorage in general and how
they thought about CCstorage in the field situated in their residengigda. They found that respondents
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were slightly positive about GGstorage in general and slightly negative aboub €@rage in the gas
field situated in their own residential area. Té8ems to suggest that NIMBY sentiments may playe r
However, the within-subjects approach is not péifesell suited to determine the presence of NIMBY
sentiments, partly due to the fact that asking abttitudes toward CEstorage in general and local €O
storage may introduce contrast effects in the NIMiBréction.

In order to avoid the possibility of such contraffects, Terwel and Daamen [3] preferred a between-
subjects approach. They conducted a quasi-expetamgtndy in which respondents were informed about
plans to store CQin two practically depleted natural gas fields.wéwer, in one experimental condition,
respondents were informed that one of the gassfiptdposed for COstorage was situated in their own
municipality, while in the other experimental caomah it was stated that both depleted gas fieldeewe
located somewhere else. In contrast to Huijts .44l Terwel and Daamen [3] did not observe suppor
for a NIMBY hypothesis: They found that inclinatido protest against the GGtorage plans (this
measure of protest intentions is more directly éatlive of potential NIMBY-ism than more common
measures of public acceptance) did not differ betwthose who were informed about local Bfrage
plans and those who were informed about plans @y €orage somewhere else (and not in their own
municipality).

Importantly, this study further shed light on theyphological structure of initial attitudes towdodal
vs. distant C@ storage. Regardless of where £8orage would take place (i.e., in the own redidén
area or in depleted gas fields situated somewHseg, érust in the government affected how respotse
judged the societal risks and benefits associatélul @O, storage. In turn, how respondents judged the
risks and benefits affected their inclination totest against the GGtorage plan. However, respondents
did seem to differ in the weight they attachedhis itisks to the safety of the local public; locafesy was
less of a concern among “offsite” residents tharfdosite” residents [3].

2. Conclusion

In conclusion, NIMBY sentiments may play a rolet mitial reactions are not (necessarily) dominated
by such sentiments. Huijts et al. [4] as well aswied and Daamen [3] examined the NIMBY hypothesis
in what may be called the “initial proposal phaseghich is noteworthy because it might be the chaé t
such sentiments develop (and/or disappear) in dese of a project. Therefore, an interesting divec
for future research is to study how and why NIMB2fhiments develop in the course of CCS projects [3]
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