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Purpose: 

• How to develop and implement renewable energy solutions 
based on alternatives to tendering, certificates, and other 
commercial models as prepared by DG Competition, and the 
central power utilities. 

• How to distribute the benefits of community-for-the-common-
good projects to generate local development and to achieve 
the necessary local acceptance. 

• How to substitute the costly offshore power with onshore power 
to reduce electricity prices and improve the overall economy. 

• How to create democratic ownership by involving all residents

Community Power Conference
in Copenhagen, April 2016



The Thy Region was pioneer within 
Community Power since 1981

¨ Community power is owned and operated by the 
community

¨ Wind power, solar thermal and power, biogas, biomass, 
and combined heat and power, CHP, and storage are 
basic community power technologies

¨ Financial benefits are returned to the community 
¨ Community choose what infrastructure 

fits best to its needs and is economically efficient.
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• Since 2007 NO new wind
turbines

• Since 1998 NO new 
community power

• The population is FOR wind
power; they protest against
investor wind projects

THE FUTURE FOR THY?



Future wind power projects must 
have the acceptance of the local

residents.

In 2012 the local municipality declared:



EUROPEAN COMMISSION

COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION
Guidelines on State aid for environmental protection and energy 2014-2020

(2014/C 200/01)

3.3.Aid to energy from renewable sources
3.3.1.General conditions for investment and 
operating aid to energy from renewable sources
(108) These Guidelines apply to the period up to 
2020. However, they should prepare the ground for 
achieving the objectives set in the 2030 Framework.
(



3.3.
Aid to energy from renewable sources (2)

109) Market instruments, such as auctioning or 
competitive bidding process open to all 
generators producing electricity from 
renewable energy sources competing on 
equal footing at EEA level, should normally 
ensure that subsidies are reduced to a 
minimum in view of their complete phasing 
out.



(111)

Specific exceptions are included for 
installations of a certain size, for which it 
cannot be presumed that a bidding process is 
appropriate, or for installations at 
demonstration phase. The inclusion of such 
installations is optional.



When implemented the guidelines of the EU 
Commission will kill the last 30 years development. 
Bidding currently is promoted for offshore wind 
projects. This allows the big power-multis to maintain 
their market share irrespective of the offshore kWh 
high costs. 

The guidelines will leave little or no room for local 
bottom-up and democratic initiatives, meaning there 
will be no more development of community power 
projects. 



For non-utilities and the renewable energy 
NGOs the main challenge will be: 

How to develop and implement renewable 
energy solutions based on alternatives to 
tendering, certificates and other commercial 
models as prepared by DG Competition, and 
the central power utilities.

THIS WILL BE DISCUSSED BELOW 





TAXFREE TAXATION  applied



Definitions

Wind power projects can be developed by different ownership models, which 
leads to vastly different results. Currently various definitions of community 
ownership are being used around the world. 

In this presentation, community ownership is focused on the objective of 
using the income generated by renewable energy projects to benefit the 
residents of local communities, i.e. the main objective is achieving the 
common good. In contrast, the main objective of commercial ownership 
models is to generate private profit. 

According to those definitions, for-profit companies − including local 
cooperatives (guilds) − are categorized as commercial owners, whereas non-
profit local cooperatives, municipal companies and community foundations are 
considered community owners. Renewables for individual use are not 
considered as community owned.



New Wind Power Economy. 
An example



Production costs: 3 €cts/kWh +         
ACCEPT BONUS 2 €cts/kWh = 5 € cts/kWh





• The ACCEPT BONUS from renewable energy 
projects will benefit the residents of local 
communities, i.e. the main objective is achieving the 
common good. 

• In contrast, the main objective of commercial 
ownership models is to generate private profit.

ACCEPT  BONUS FOR THE LOCAL COMMUNITY



Welcome to Community Wind Power. 
It is cheaper as well!



Economical benefits in Denmark

It is a target the coming years in Denmark to install 1.000 wind 
turbines of 3 - 4 MW.      

• With 15 GWh/Y from each and 2 € cents/kWh ACCEPT 
BONUS, 30 low income, windy municipalities can share 300 
million € for common good purposes. This is 10 million € per 
municipality for investment in local infrastructure

• The local communities will welcome the wind turbines and 
experience local growth.

• 1.000 wind turbines will generate 15 TWh 
• With 7 € cts/kWh PSO-subsidy for off-shore wind,  society per 

year will save 1 billion € in subsidies compared to offshore



Offshore Wind is a Poverty Trap!

Substituting onshore power with offshore 
power in fact harms the economy and 
the competitiveness of the wind industry. 
Achieving local acceptance of large 
onshore wind turbines is essential to 
reduce the overall costs of the transition 
to a sustainable energy system.



• FIT in Denmark and Germany leads to 
capitalization of sites for windmills. May 
today cost more than the wind turbine!

• When community power is for the common 
good, compensation to land owners can be 
applied similar to power towers, roads, 
railways, airports, harbours etc. Will reduce 
windmill site costs by a factor of 100 or 
more.

FIT and  Wind Power 
for the Common Good? 



What is CCGO?

Community-for-the-Common-Good Ownership, CCGO, 
reinvest the income generated by renewable energy to 
satisfy the needs of local communities −e.g. through 
improvement of infrastructure, creation of new jobs, 
finance for local schools in rural areas, to provide 
support for local organizations, for environmental 
projects, local public e-transport, etc. 

In short, to provide benefits not just for a few investors 
but for everybody in the community. With CCGO all can 
see renewable energy as a local improvement and 
accept the transition.



Not 20% - but 100% local ownership as 
the alternative to external investors. 



CCG ownership is 
the norm in Scandinavia

In Scandinavia, community ownership the 
prevailing form of ownership for district heating, 
water supply, public transportation and the 
public sector satisfies the common good 
principle. 
However, until now, wind turbines have been 
primarily owned by commercial investors like in 
other countries. Community ownership models 
will enhance the common good and result in firm 
support for renewable energy development. 



Acceptance and new economy with 
community power 



Real World Example:
Hvide Sande, fishery harbour Denmark:

100% local acceptance



“The renewable energy associations were not effective,” 
a commission source said. “The big utilities won that 
battle and steered it their way.”

“Major fossil fuel companies and energy utilities have 
used their financial power to take control of key 
renewable energy lobby groups in Europe in an effort to 
slow the continent’s transition to clean energy.”

The Guardian, Jan 22, 2015

When the DG Competition Guidelines 
were launched:



Summary

1. Community ownership of wind power projects reduces electricity prices for 
consumers, supports local development, promotes energy democracy and 
increases local acceptance.

2. Onshore wind power is one of the cheapest renewable resources for electricity 
production. Hampering their commission may only lead to higher costs in the 
transition to low carbon energy systems.

3. Excess power has to be handled by integration of electricity, heat/cool, gas and 
transportation systems in order to reduce the merit-order-effect and the use of 
fuels that can be stored and emit greenhouse gasses.

4. Even if offshore is often considered to be a plausible solution to local protests 
against wind power, substituting onshore capacity by offshore capacity harms 
consumers’ economy as offshore is 2-3 times more expensive. 

5. Distribution of benefits of wind power projects through local development is of 
extreme relevance and a must to achieve local acceptance. 

6. National and local governments should support community ownership for 
onshore wind projects.

7. Authorities should designate areas for wind turbines with community ownership



END


