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Wind power introduction especially large scaled wind farm development often causes conflicts among several val-
ues of environmental issues such as global warming, local ecosystem, and community development. Therefore par-
ticipatory arena and procedure for actors to effective decision making are needed. The results from literature and in-
terview surveys on some cases of wind power siting process in Japan and the US suggest the followings: the agenda
setting is limited to landscape issue in the formal process according to institutional requirement of natural park in
Japanese three cases, whereas the institution “NEPA” require full range of public interest and various agendato be set
in the early stage of the project, and another informal process conducted by the external expert playing as facilitator

supports the formal process in the US offshore case.
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