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The inhuman face of Swedish wind power

by Peter Skeel Hjorth,
journalist, former editor-in-chief.

Ahead of December’'s UN climate conference in Copgahanew superpower dreams have emerged in

Sweden, which on 1st July took over the presidexidhe EU. New winds are blowing in Sweden, and thi
time it is superpower dreams in the energy fielticl are to lift up the country to new heights pciilly,
economically and commercially.

One of the heavyweights in the Swedish energy rearemt is wind power at a cost of 180 billion Swhdis

crowns (SEK) for wind turbines alone. Money wiltalbe spent to improve hydro power capacity androth

energy sources, which is to substitute wind farntemwthe wind is not blowing. Including the cost of
expanding and upgrading the electrical network,ngka to the roads and other infrastructure, ples th
financial and other costs, the total comes to ggetiang 500 billion SEK (47 billion Euros) until 20.

It is a baffling aspiration at a time when an ew@reasing doubt is mounting about the blessingwintl
power. On top of that it has become known thatUppsala University wind maps, which caused euphoria
in pro-wind circles when they were published in @@tevised 2007), prove to be over-optimistic. Thed
does not blow quite as much as we are told by tinetsity’'s man-fed computers.

“We Moderates will use the EU to make Sweden strondcurope, and Europe strong in the world”
proclaimed Prime Minister Fredrik Reinfeldt in dlfpage paid election advertisement in the dayditeaup

to the EU elections. A few days later a report fribve Moderates party suggested a big increasedleaiu
power so that Sweden can export electricity teedstern neighbours in order to minimise CO2 emissio
and the use of fossil fuel in these countries.

But Sweden has a coalition government, and a fiecision on nuclear expansion hasn't been made. The
coalition has agreed, however, that existing nughsnts will be replaced by new ones as they age.

“Wind power can lift Sweden” was the splashing Hegdof a debate article in the Swedish newspaper
Aftonbladet of February 3rd by the secretary-gelnefahe Nature Protection Society, the directortlod
state institution Swedish Energy Agency, the hdadattenfall Norden and three other heavyweightshef
Swedish business community having vested interestind power. The authors support the EU’s energy
policy. In Sweden, they say, wind power will cre@bs, produce clean energy, bring in revenues from
export, and benefit the environment.

They further wrote: “The authorities should contitdy through an efficient approval process; Goventme
and the Legislature through clearer rules; agre&ésnsmould be negotiated with other countries wgllio
buy efficient wind power from Sweden; but first afmtemost, we should build the infrastructure of a
sustainable electricity distribution system”.

The article, and the authors behind it, show beyang doubt the magnitude of the vested interests in
Swedish wind power. The partly state-owned Vattéigaeady to invest billions in British wind powand

has offered approximately 600 billion SEK to a Bhitenergy company that was given permission ttdbui
several wind farms in Wales : one at sea, anddivéand where the population is outraged, muchwkat

is now happening in many places in Sweden.

In Sweden the declared goal of the governmentdascated by the Swedish Energy Agency, is to preduc
30TWh of electricity from 6000 wind mills by the 3€2020. The green-industrial complex wants todouil
twice as many. The aim of the wind industry is,inuditely, not climate change, but profits on an
unprecedented scale. For the man in the street pomger will be a very costly affair. Every singlev&le
must be prepared in future to budget for very bigeeexpenses in electricity.



Wind power will divide the population into two gnosi — a small minority that will become rich on
subsidised wind farms, and the vast majority thifitlbvecome poorer as it foots the bills. In additianany
will lose a substantial part of their savings wind farms are built near their homes, affectingatevely
their value.

With unparalleled eagerness and greed, energy auegp@ all sizes have fallen upon the virgin Swhdi
market. The most wind-swept counties have beeretdigmbed in the last two years by applicationsfro
big companies like Eon, Vattenfall and Stena Redsyglus a number of small and medium enterprises.
There is no restraint shown regarding the sitingviofd turbines. Natural parks and nature reservesat
spared. As stated by the Swedish newspaper Svartiades: wind power is supposed to save the aimat
it can thus destroy valuable nature.

People too don’t matter: a mastodon like Eon haguadms in erecting a wind turbine of 150-200 meire
height only 500 metres from a home.

No surprise either that behind the article in Afitadet we find: businessmen, a top Governmentiaffic
and the secretary-general of the society that gpesed to protect nature. It is abundantly cleat th
politicians, public administrations, and businessple are working tightly together and are co-cowtihg
their efforts against protests from nature loverd lcal residents who object to having their raturned
into industrial areas for negligible benefit.

The population, ‘come hell or high water’, is fotlc® accept expensive wind-power and to live wiid-1
200 metre-high wind turbines in their immediatersundings. The government has four ‘wind power
coordinators’ to clear obstacles out of the waynkaly they are neutral public servants. In realitgy are
merely the tools of the wind power business.

The ambivalence of interests reaches the very té&pnvedish society. In a small, exclusive societywrid
power investors and players we also find the mbgorks (except one), a huge insurance company, other
financial institutions, and 3-4 of the country’'gbést firms of lawyers.

The Swedish Energy Agency is a very active pamicign the expansion of wind power, and is starting
look like a Ministry of Propaganda. It sends out electronic news letter about wind power that is
systematically white-washed from any hint of ci#tin or problem. The latest is from June 18th arabisut
the first Global Wind Day; it says: “On this dayetk are fairs, lectures, and films shown in no taas 35
countries where the importance of wind power ishigted”.

Read again’... where the importance of wind power is highligli”. This is neither information nor
communication, only pure and simple propaganda scake not seen since the days of the twentiettugen
totalitarian ideologies.

The Swedish Energy Agency also runs an informatianketing network to promote wind power, which is a
free lunch for the industry. Furthermore it is behian educational program called Vindval — meanim
wind choice. The very combination of the word iadad, as we are not given any choice. There isdigh

at all that the aim is the increased use of windigroby eliminating obstacles to the expansion afidwi
farms.

The Vindval program is to provide biased scienog amguments to help assess how wind power inflieence
the landscapes, interferes with neighbours andlpeoperception of wind power. The idea is alsspgread
(one-sided) information about wind power at Swedisliversities, colleges, institutes, and compasigs
well as counties and other authorities. The progammmittee is comprised of a number of Swedish
authorities, and representatives of the wind pdwsiness.

This commingling of interests extends all the wayuhiversities. On September 8th last year a repag
published about “Experiences of setting up wind @ow anchorage, acceptance and resistance” by two
researchers at the Lund University. This reportictviis passed off as impartial scientific work part of
Vindval's programme to pave the way for acceptasfogind energy in Sweden.



“A project that is forced through despite resistanan result in strong resistance groups thatasttye for a
long time after the end of the process and obstruttire development of wind power in the area”réyort
states. “The analysis has clearly shown that e/ important that the local population and thealo
authorities see the possibilities in a wind powemjgxrt in order that the process can be properbhared”
the researchers write; and they put forward somg d&ect suggestions on how to meet resistance: fo
instance through the promise of sharing finanoéadfits in a co-ownership scheme.

In conclusion the two researchers recommébd: not force projects on areas with big resistahcend
they warn: “Although this can be effective in theog term perspective, forced establishments unigerm
future wind power development possibilities. It che detrimental to the confidence in wind power,
sustainable energy, energy companies, authoriteedtecould put a halt to wind power developmenthe
area for a long time”.

These words could come straight out of a politmahual, but the publication is called “scientifgport”. In
Sweden, wind power is thus imposed on the populatibether they want it or not. All methods are
employed — from blatantly disregarding people’stgsts, paying people to move, and offering findncia
sweeteners, to commissioning biased research\atrsity level.

To the outside world the Swedish government isrgayive will save the planet. And at home it joinscks
with big business, serves their financial intereatgl puts a stranglehold on all resistance to wipgesents
as being “Salvation”. Lately, on June 9th, Swededbvision informed the public that three Scaniaarcils
have joined forces, planning to minimise the rifbrtests where new wind farms are to be erected.

The approval process is now speeding up. Startungudt 1st wind power is to be considered accorting
environmental laws only, and no longer needs tqg/ diélding and planning laws. That gives an evereifr

hand to the business interests that, in Swedertratdhe popularly elected government whose jois,it

among other things, to protect citizens againstaastiment and violations, wind turbines included.

Conclusion:

Wind farms are being increasingly questioned imtoes that have many of them, for they did nonhpeto
close a single nuclear or fossil fuel plant, anitefato reduce CO2 emissions. With time they wiica
increase sharply the price of electricity; and thik further hurt European industry, already begjeered by
competition from emerging economic giants like @hin

It stands to reason that wind farms’ perceived atenchange benefits should be measured by independe
scientists before Sweden ploughs huge amountxohtaey into their development. Likewise, we need a
objective assessment of the collateral damage éxgansion will cause to people, the economy, &ed t
environment.

In any event, the raw power of big money shouldb®allowed to trample people and their lives. Sameid

a democracy founded on the rule of law, and thrgveway this principle is a risky proposition. Orthés
democratic safeguard is gone, the door will be dpeail kinds of abuses, including totalitarian girees.
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