
Energy Infrastructure Conflicts
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 Conflict intensity…

• Varies by project size, by location, and infrastructure type

• Is higher with pipelines and wind than with solar and transmission lines

• Is higher in counties with more residents affiliated with the Democratic 
Party, except with transmission lines

• Is lower in counties with more Black and Hispanic residents
• But this pattern varies by infrastructure type 
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Interview and News Media Discourse Cases
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Statements by Sentiment and Infrastructure Type
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Pipeline WindSolarTransmission

Pro/Anti Statements by Participant 
All Infrastructure Types
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The types and positions of participants in media discourse are 
similar across infrastructure type

• Opponents = nonprofits and members of the general public
• Proponents = energy companies
• Mixed = government
• Limited engagement = other for-profit organizations

In high conflict cases, people on opposing sides often talk past 
each other in how they frame the debates

Discourse differs over the lifespan of proposed projects 
• Higher conflict projects = ongoing and competing discourse
• Medium conflict projects = competing discourse in early stages
• Lower conflict projects = pro discourse dominant 6
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Extra Slides

9



10

Conflict-Attention Intensity by Project  
The intensity scores are statistically 

significant across infrastructure types 
(One-Way ANOVA, p<0.000)
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