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|ntr0ducti0n Results (") The variations of risk perception do not seem

In the context of the DESTRESS project, we are interested in the formation and Risk perception among people who are aware of local dependent on whether a project has local roots or
circulation of views on deep geothermal energy (DGE) in different social projects. not, nor related to the opinion on local project (at
contexts. In particular, we conducted a survey using questionnaires to Question: ‘According to you, can exploitation of geothermal energy least for the perception of seismicity and surface
determine the opinions and perceptions on deep geothermal energy in urban cause... ?’ (n=268). deformation, cf infra).

= They may be explained by information
circulated locally or by people’s own experience
of geothermal drilling (i.e. inhabitants of the
Wissembourg area may have experienced

and rural areas.

This research looks at
several territories:

_ : seismicity?
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8 surface deformation? selsmicity?
- Northern Alsace where For M Yes

. Against | R No
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1. Perceptions of risks and For 7328 %1,
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benefits vary dependlpg on Don't know 7535 9]
the way people experience i bollution? 0% 2%  so%  75%  100%
and give meanings to their soil pollution? ... groundwater pollution?
territory. . o X - For 4569 %
2. The way in which local authorities invest in the field of renewable energies Against 7347 %
. . . ! A

plays an important role in the favourable reception of deep geothermal Cor'tknow WENENGENIINEERR—.

noise?

projects.
3. The local roots of a project influence how it is perceived by inhabitants

... soll pollution?
W Wissembourg area For

> 32,76 %
(Chavot et al 2018). llikirch area Against AT
. - Vendenheim area Don't know 60.86% |
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Locally anchored projects versus unrooted projects: Il Average 4 areas
"anchored” projects: Wissembourg & llkirch-Graff. projects. Outcome of a 0% 25 % 5% 67.5% 90 %
long period of consultation between the different stakeholders. A project
may have economic, cultural and/or political rooting.

"off-ground" or unrooted projects: Vendenheim & Eckbolsheim projects.

Developed with economic advantages and/or national political programmes Variation in respondents’ opinions on information S N1
in mind, and often ignore the specificities of the local territory.

Variations in risk perception according to
attitude towards the projects (n=195).

sources, depending on whether the project is Operator
locally rooted or not.
Question: ‘Who do you trust most to inform you about the Municipal goverment
Methods tﬁchn)i’c(al aspe;:ts of geothermal energy? (Choose the top
. Lo three)’ (n=221).
For each of our four areas, a sample size of N = 220 individuals. .
P - Locally rooted projects: Wissembourg and lllkirch Other local authorities
Nt = 881 for our four areas. U d projects: o d Eckbolshei
We sampled potential respondents using the quota method, taking into account - Unrooted projects: an
three socio-demographic criteria: age, socio-professional category and gender. Scientists
| First contact and filter questions related to quotas (1) Questionnaire . o
“Have you ever heard of geothermal energy?" A funnel type Scientists are seen as the most trustworthy by the Residents association
(1o ) L "yes” structure: when the population.
Knowledge questions (2) respondent In the case of the two locally rooted projects, industrial . -
1 demonstrates more Keholders and munid Y e are :/idjel oristed: the Environnemental association
Do you kiow that a deep geotherral project i planniedonthe | s cific knowledge of > y trustec: 48
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Conclusion Ties with the Rooted
Results (1 Support for the project is most pronounced in the territory's history projects
esults (1) | . pesl
£ DGE and projects "= Wissembourg area. Likewise, the trust placed in
Awa_rer_'iss ol h da fd projects operators and politicians is strongest there. The links
Questions: Have You heard of deep kich area between geothermal energy and oil drilling have often
geothermal energy?’ / ‘Do you know that a o >
DGE project is planned for the town of ... been put forward by political stakeholders in the area
A Age: \endorneim area around Wissembourg, which can give ‘historical’ _ )
- 27% of persons aged under 30 know what meaning to the deployment of this type of project. In Projects W'ﬂj
the DGE refers to and 6.4% of themare  euponeim e these cases, awareness of the risks does not economic rooting

aware of local projects

n rily | n overall n ive view or
- awareness of DGE exceeds 80% among ecessarily lead to an overall negative view o

. N Projects with
rejection of the projects.

Average 4 areas

respondents aged over 60 political
0% 5% s% s2s5% 0% rooting
Wissembourg area : I 1 Awroness of geothernal norgy Project acceptance is at its lowest in the Eckbolsheim
Awaraness o e rofoct area and mistrust of operators at its highest. That may
Iikirch area - 5 N X
be explained by the fact that the Eckbolsheim project
Vendenheim area | Opinion on local projects which was not supported by local politicians and has
. . e, .
sosemar [N according to study area. :o ties with the territory’s economic and cultural )
Question: ‘Are you for or against the istory.
Average 4 areas || geothermal power plant project?’ (n=195, Rootless from local
0% =% o m%  ws people who are aware of local projects). projects politicians
For M Against [l Don't know
France. A Resource Fairly Accepted for Heating but Controversial for High-Energy Power
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