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How do we look at the socia science components of
a bioenergy project?

|s the existing literature covering these?

What research gaps exist?
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Efficiency, employment | mpacts &tc.

Bernetti et al (2004)
Business of bioenergy in Tuscany

Richardson et a (2002)
Job creation

Carpentien et a (1993)
Jobs, costs, comparisons to hydro development

Domac (2002)
Job creation



DeFranceschi (2002)

Feasbility in Canada’ s north
Employment

Hall (2002)
Codgts

Hall and House (1995)
Economic viability

Hillring (2003)

Increasing efficiency
employment



Lunnan (2003)

Employ ment
Competitiveness

Slee (2001)
Rural development

Regiona uniqueness i mportant



Public Participation, Vaues and attitudes,
employment in disadvantaged areas

Puttock et a (2000)
Public participation
Richardson et a (2002)

Social consequences
Attitudes

Hall (2002)
Cultural and social issues



Remedio (2001)

Social considerations
Gender issues

Slee (2001)

Community empowerment
Self reliance

Upreti (2004)
Public understanding and participation

Upreti and Horst (2004)
Public Participation



Recreation, environmental services, biodiversity,
non-timber forest products

Carpentieri (1993)
Remedio (2001)

Upreti and Horst (2002)
Upreti (2004)
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Most of the work to date has focused on employment
| mpacts
Danger of advocacy versus analysis

Some work on efficiency but more of this has
probably been done privatdy

Good body of work on socia considerations
Including public participation
More could be done on attitudes and values

Most significant gap is non-timber values such as
biodiversity and environmental services









