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Abstract
There is a need for society to become more sustainable and achieve long-term viability. There
are diverse initiatives who want to contribute to this, such as food forests. The change towards
a more sustainable living environment can be problematic in rural areas due to defensive
localism. Thus it can be harder to get social acceptance in a rural area as a food forest. Social
acceptance can be important for the success of new development, and food forests need
human interaction to help build, take care and make use of the food forest. To research this
problem a sustainable initiative, a food forest, in a rural area has been used as a case-study.
The following research question has been proposed; “How does a food forest try to ensure
social acceptance in a rural community, and how does this community respond?”
A qualitative approach was used to answer this question to get an argumentative reasoning
behind the communities' response. Ten interviews were conducted, interviewing three
stakeholders from the food forest and eight inhabitants of the rural community.
The results show that the food forest their best integration techniques were openness and
distributing information. In addition to this they used different measures. While social integration
has never been their main focus, having an open posture gave them the most positive
reactions.
The community responded hesitant and suspicious at first, but some have become more
interested and positive due to the initiative, their openness, and visual displays of both their
effort, persistence of the stakeholders and physical characteristics of the area changing.
The rapid change in scenery, and expected changes, is the main focus of a troubled start. Most
interviewees are interested in sustainability and sustainable concepts although NIMBY is
present. They are afraid of change and sceptical if it will actually be beneficial.
One limitation of this study is that it is a case-study. For future research it would be
recommended to research multiple initiatives and communities and research if there is a
pattern.
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1 Background
Climate change can be considered one of the biggest problems of the 21st century. There is a
need for society to become more sustainable and achieve long-term viability. It should be
possible for humanity to live on this earth without using all of its finite resources. With resource
depletion and environmental pollution increasing, climate change has become a global issue
with destructive consequences (Blowers, et al., 2012).
Another considerable problem is the growing population and food shortage. There is already a
food shortage in certain areas of the world and with a growing population this problem, in
combination with climate change, will probably only become harder to solve.
The change towards a more sustainable living environment can be problematic in rural areas.
The recent farmers protests in f.e. The Netherlands, France, Belgium and Germany have shed
light to this. These protests are from farmers in rural areas towards the restrictive European
environmental policies that have a big influence on their traditional approach to agriculture.
To follow the EU policies and create a sustainable rural area there need to be changes in the
way that farmers use their land. The intensive agriculture of recent years does not suit a
sustainable way of living, it does not have long-term viability. Intensive farming also adds to a
reduced biodiversity, poor soil quality and water pollution and shortage (Milieucentraal.nl).
Due to this wish for less intensive land-usage in rural areas there have been multiple
sustainable initiatives that try to tackle this problem.
One of these are food forests. This is a form of agroforestry, combining agricultural and
ecological principles. The soil is not fertilised, there is no use of heavy machinery and there is a
different array of products to forage from the forest. The aim is to harvest a different range of
produce year long. Nevertheless the different array of products are all plant based wherefore
different food-production techniques are still necessary to supply a well-rounded diet according
to the food pyramid. Food forest do tackle two problems relating to sustainable food intake.
Produce grown in such a forest is both locally and biologically grown.
Food forests need human interaction to help build, take care and make use of the food forest.
Social acceptance is important for the success of such new development. If the people who
implement an initiative do not feel welcomed by a community, there is an added active
opponent. In addition to this a community can help with the starting of a project. Local
knowledge is an important factor to take into account when considering a sustainable initiative
on rural grounds. A local community usually has knowledge about the area, think about f.e.
groundwater flows.
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1.1 Research Problem
This paper focuses on a food forest in a rural area in the Netherlands. This initiative is relatively
new and located in close proximity to an averaged sized city, and multiple villages.
The founders are newcomers to the area, from a larger city, and are still navigating both the
area and the initiative, thus assumed to still be figuring out how to manage being accepted by a
rural community.
The young age and current state of the initiative makes it very suitable to study how a
sustainable initiative tries to be socially accepted into a rural area. The initiative has received
mixed opinions, regarding their city-descent and new approach to farming.
The purpose of this paper is to explore the different measures a sustainable initiative can take to
try to be accepted into a rural community and how this community has reacted towards this food
forest and their measures.
Which leads us to the following research question:
How does a food forest try to ensure social acceptance in a rural community, and how does this
community respond?
In order to answer this question two sub-questions will follow:

1. What measures did the food forest take to ensure social acceptance in a rural
community, and how did they expect the measures to help?

2. How does the rural community respond to the food forest and their measures to
ensure social acceptance?
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2. Theoretical Framework

2.1 Sustainable initiatives
Environmental sustainability is by necessity a multi-disciplinary concept (Dimitrov, 2010) and
context dependent. Sustainable initiatives are established by entrepreneurs in an effort to gain
environmental sustainability. For this research we are looking at a sustainable farming initiative,
a food forest.
Sustainable initiatives are a valuable component of sustainable development. Sustainable
development is defined by the World Commission on Environment and Development (i.e.
Brundtland's Commission) as “…development that meets the needs of the present without
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs” [45], (Glavič and
Lukman, 2007).
The food forest studied is relatively new, which leads to question if there is any help provided
for new initiatives by local authorities. There are multiple local factors that can help local
initiatives start up or survive. Frysia implemented guarantee funds (OmropFryslan, 2017) to
ensure that local initiatives can be implemented.
Groene Metropool Twente is a partnership between 14 Twentse governments, the water board
‘Vechtstromen’, and ‘Landschap Overijssel’. They strive towards a strong, green and
future-oriented landscape by stimulating local projects by providing them with the right
information. They claim that working together and sharing knowledge is their backbone.
This leads to assuming that sustainable initiatives have something to rely on. They have
allocations to an organisation that can help them out, with funds or information.

2.1.2 Food forest
A food forest is a form of agroforestry. Agroforestry is land use management combining
agriculture and forestry examples to create a permaculture. Morel, Leger and Ferguson (2019)
state the following definition: “Food forest: polyculture mimicking forest ecology with multiple
plant layers (annual plants, shrubs, trees, and liana) which produce a diversity of edible
produce” [3] as the definition of a food forest.
While this is still common in indigenous and traditional agricultural production systems, the
contemporary concept of a food forest emerged in the late 20th century in Australia (Albrecht
and Wiek, 2021).
Since agroforestry offers proven strategies to improve the water cycle, soil enrichment and
biodiversity conservation (Jose, 2009) it suggests that it is a possible solution for rural areas in
the Netherlands. There is a lot of discussion about the intensive farming usage of the land, this
intensive land-usage occurs together with water degradation and soil depletion.
According to Morel, Leger and Ferguson (2019), Mollison and Holmgren (1978) coined the term
perma-culture as “an integrated, evolving system of perennial or self-perpetuating plant and
animal species useful to man”. Holmgren (2020) extended this term: “Consciously designed
landscapes which mimic the patterns and relationships found in nature, while yielding an
abundance of food, fiber and energy for provision of local needs” [3], (Holmgren, 2020).

“Food forests have the potential to provide healthy food, sufficient livelihoods, environmental
services, and spaces for recreation, education, and community building.” [92] (Albrecht and
Wiek, 2021).
Albrecht and Wiek (2021) display with this quote the social implications a food forest have. This
could be on different scales, both local and regional.
Food production service is the core factor although next to food production services an
important part are the social-cultural services a food forest offers. Such as education,
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recreation and community building. This makes the impression that a food forest should be well
accepted in an area to fulfil part of its goal.

2.2 Social acceptance
In rural areas there usually is a form of community, as opposed to urban areas, where there is a
more individualistic approach to neighbours. Think of the difference between ‘gemeinschaft' and
‘gesellschaft’ as stated by Ferdinand Tönnies (1926).
The food forest has a direct link to different neighbours and a need for social capital. The social
capital is needed for the accumulation of capital, buying the produce and the other
social-cultural services. Social acceptance of the food forest is deemed important.

Wüstenhagen, Wolsink and Bürer (2007), introduce three dimensions of social acceptance.
Community acceptance is the most important for this research. They argue that one of the
biggest barriers to overcome to achieve renewable energy targets, mainly wind energy, is social
acceptance. While the food forest is not aiming towards renewable energy targets, it is similar to
renewable energy. It is sustainable development and it changes the physical environment and
scenery of an area. This is where the ‘not in my backyard’ (NIMBY) concept unfolds
(Wüstenhagen, Wolsink and Bürer, 2007). Wolsink (2007) states that it is statistically significant
that wind power attitudes follow a U-shaped development pattern. Where the attitudes towards
wind power are high before implementation in an area, then go down when implemented in that
area, but go up again after a reasonable time after construction.

2.3 Defensive localism
A big problem of initiating changes in a rural area is defensive localism. “Defensive localism is
the defense of local power in order to defend the status quo” [261] (Barron and Frug, 2005).
Barron and Frug (2005) also describe defensive localism from a political point of view as ‘an
active posture’ and ‘a form of active engagement’. This leads to the assumption that defensive
localism derives from a group of people and their engagement with each other, and against
others. It could be considered more of a social construct and a feeling of community, rather than
more institutional such as regionalism (Mansfield & Solingen, 2010).

Doreen Massey (Oakes and Price, 2008) proposed that the traditional fixed and stuck local
identity can be seen as outdated due to the changing space-time compression.
She recognizes the diversity and complexity of a place and argues for a more nuanced view of
areas. She emphasizes that areas are not isolated anymore but have interactions with different
factors such as migration and trade. Massey does argue that defensive and reactionary
responses towards outsiders often comes from an uncertainty of place. “A sense of place
‘rootedness’ can provide stability” (Oakes and Price, 2008).

2.4 NIMBY
The not in my backyard (NIMBY) concept is defined by the social reaction towards unwanted
facilities or changes (Schively, 2007) and highly relevant to the planning practice. This social
reaction is usually defined by resistance and conflict.
It is a response from people towards development that they also deem as important. However,
not in close proximity to a specific area, usually their home. NIMBY responses happen when
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people believe that they are sufficiently close to said proposed development (Kraft and Clary,
1991). NIMBY responses are stimulated by facilities that serve small parts of the
population(Schively, 2007). Examples in urban areas are mental health facilities, homeless
shelters and detention centers.
In rural areas the NIMBY phenomenon is common with a form of sustainable development; the
building of windmills. Since they create both noise pollution and visual intrusion. According to
(Smith and Klick, 2007), “Members and locals alike claimed that the project would ruin the
pristine landscape and was environmentally unsound” [3]. In addition to this, Wüstenhagen,
Wolsink and Bürer (2007) stated that the social acceptance of wind energy was the subject of
discussion due to the visual impact on the landscape.

Kraft and Clary (1991) analysed NIMBY responses and created the NIMBY Construct (figure 1).
This model shows the five most frequent reasoning behind NIMBY responses.
Compensation is used frequently as a method of increasing acceptance (Schively, 2007) to
reimburse potential losses because one of the biggest concerns surrounding NIMBY is property
devaluation (Schively, 2007). A property’s value can partially be determined by the surrounding
area. Dwellings that are located in a rural area have certain characteristics such as privacy and
space, peace and quiet and the natural environment. By implementing a drastic change in
scenery these characteristics can change and thus the value of the property. Comparable to
from a dairy farm with low grass and cows, towards a food forest with a lot of, high, vegetation.
Schively (2007) also states that the impact on quality of life can be a big concern, which factors
in with the change from a dairy form towards a food forest.

Figure 1: The NIMBY Construct. (Kraft and Clary, 1991).



Sten Kuipers
S4547381

3. Conceptual Model

Figure 2: conceptual model of the relationship between the food forest and the community.

The conceptual model is a visualisation of the key concepts that play a role in the social
acceptance of this food forest. The main actors are the community and the food forest, which
implies the different stakeholders from this project.
As seen on the left of the model, the community has an initial reaction on the implementation of
the food forest. This initial reaction is based on the profile of individuals in the community. This
profile consists of different aspects about an individual and their personal life. This includes, but
is not limited to, age, gender, occupation, connection to the former owner, view on sustainability,
knowledge on food forests and spatial relation to the forest. These different factors create an
image and is known as the initial reaction of the individual. Defensive localism also plays a role
in the initial reaction, just as NIMBYism. The impact that these two factors have on the initial
reaction is based on the individual's profile.
The food forest has goals and motives. One of these goals is presumably to be socially
accepted by the community it resides in due to the need of social capital. The most important
measure the food forest has taken towards acceptance is giving information towards the
community. If the sustainable initiative is open towards the community regarding their plans and
actions within the area, the community will respond better. It is plausible that the more they
reveal, and the more open they are, the better they are received.
In addition to this they try to show tangibility, which has been shown to be important for
community members, since they have a hard time visualising the food forest. Perseverance was
an important aspect for the community members to show that the initiative cared and put effort
into their surroundings. All three factors inform the community more about the initiative and they
create a better informed community which together with some adjustment time create a socially
accepted food forest.
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4 Hypotheses/Expectations
The acceptance of a food forest made by entrepreneurs from outside the specific rural area can
be considered difficult. They have most likely implemented certain measures to ensure better
integration since they expected to have trouble integrating due to defensive localism with a tight
knit community and implementing a new sustainable initiative. Not knowing anybody in the area,
and ‘drastically’ changing its physical appearance, will have been their biggest burden to
overcome. With persistence being key to getting accepted by a local community. By
acknowledging towards the community that they are planning on staying here.
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5. Methodology

To answer the research question a qualitative method has been used. In-depth interviews have
been conducted to get a nuanced understanding of the respondents their opinion and attitudes
towards this sustainable initiative. It is deemed important to know the respondents'
argumentation behind their opinion since the aim of this research is to understand the
respondents and their reaction towards the food forest. These interviews have been transcribed
and then coded (Appendix 1) using atlas.ti.
The first subquestion; “What measures did the food forest take to ensure social acceptance in a
rural community, and how did they expect the measures to help?”. Has been answered by
interviewing the founders of the initiative. Trying to reveal the information behind what measures
the food forest took to ensure social integration, and how the founders expected this to pan out.
The sampling strategy used for this sub question is purposive sampling. The deliberately
selected criteria was that they had to be founders of the food forest, thus relevant to answering
the subquestion.

The second subquestion; “How does the rural community respond to the food forest and their
measures to ensure social acceptance?”. Has been answered through interviewing eight people
who live in a close proximity to the initiative.
It is deemed important to get a good reflection and sufficient view of the population.
In figure 3 the profiles of the interviewees from the community are presented.

Gender Age (in years) Member of the community
for

Female 50/60 7 years

Female 80/90 60 years

Female 50/60 30 years

Female 40/50 Born and raised

Female <35 Born and raised

Female 50/60 2 years

Male <40 7 / 8 years

Male <40 Born and raised
Figure 3: Table with profiles of the interviewees from the community.

There were mainly females interviewed and there is a lot of differentiation in the amount of time
that they have been habitable in this area which gives a broad view.
The sampling method used for the second sub question is considered a mix of snowball
sampling and convenience sampling. With mutual connections and door-to-door contact the
research has made use of both snowball sampling and convenience sampling.

A conclusion to the central research question will be made by analysing the results of the two
sub questions.

Preceding the interviews, all participants will be verbally informed about their rights when
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entering the study. This includes the goal of the research, their anonymity within the research,
the academic relevance and that they may withdraw to participate in the study at any point
during the interview. To conclude the information prior to the interview, the participants will have
to sign an informed consent form (Appendix, 2)

Ethical considerations surrounding the confidentiality and anonymity of the participants are
regarded very highly. There were multiple concerns regarding other inhabitants of the area
reading this research and figuring out their opinion. This is thus being treated as very important
and with caution. Personal information will not be disclosed and all files will be stored safely.
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6. Results

6.1 Qualitative analysis

Before analysing the results it is important to create an image of the area, and the food forest by
explaining some of the spatial features. As explained before the food forest is relatively new, it is
younger than 5 years. This entails that the founders of the food forest are still setting up the
agroforestry system and there is little, to no, produce yet. The founders have been extremely
busy with analysing the area, planning where to put all the different vegetation, and starting to
plant these different trees and bushes. There is already a big physical difference since they
started, although the crops that are able to be foraged have been very limited. It is supposed to
grow to a relatively big size for a food forest in the Netherlands.
The rural area is relatively well connected to the rest of the Netherlands. There is an average
sized city close to the area and multiple smaller villages. The food forest is connected to
multiple private properties, close to multiple properties of the community and walking distance to
the closest village.

The food forest has never had social acceptance on their agenda. With their main focus being
on starting up the initiative, planning and planting the physical attributes of the food forest. This
results in not being able to fully answer the first sub question. Since they never had a focus on
social acceptance, there never were predetermined measures they would take nor a suspected
outcome. Although they realise the importance of social capital for succeeding the food forest.
“A food forest is inspired by nature, designed by people. But also designed for people”
(Interviewee 3, 2024).
During the beginning phase of the initiative there were multiple actions taken which can be
considered as measures to ensure better social acceptance.
These measures were mainly social gatherings, to get to know the community. They were
interested in what people thought, and put a face to the people. They had social gatherings
such as neighbour visits and an introduction drink. They also held informative lectures and tours
about what permaculture and food forests are, but also about their plans and their navigation
through their experiment. They explained that they also see the food forest as an experiment,
they believe it will work, but it is still an experiment.
They also organise volunteer days where people are able to volunteer and help them plant
different types of vegetation and get better informed about, for example, food forests. These are
completely voluntary but they do seem to help with building social capital. People from different
areas in the region come there and get acquainted with the initiative and the founders.

Realising that with a food forest this size they will need to accumulate more of a food forest
community to help build the social capital necessary to achieve the goal, they are not working
on this yet. “We realise that this will become too much to do with just us. Although we are very
open for collaborations with different entrepreneurs who want to sell, use or process our foods.
We simply are not actively looking yet” (Interviewee 2, 2024). While they have already made ties
with smaller collaborations, such as with a beekeeper and the local ice cream-shop. There is no
real produce yet, so they feel that this is now not necessary and they should keep putting their
effort towards planning and planting.
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According to the founders the most effective way of achieving social acceptance is having an
open attitude and welcoming atmosphere. Stating that even though they can be divided hugely
with some people, for example politically, they can still form a mutual connection through being
a farmer. “...And we connect to each other. As farmers” (Interviewee 4, 2024). Stating that even
though the way of farming might be different, they still have the same occupation.
They argue that by talking to people and engaging in conversation, they were able to share their
knowledge and (part of) their plans, thus people have started to lose their initial bad ideas.
Which is not actively taking measures.
They state that it is obvious that they share information and do informative tours in their forest.
“Because it is new, and you would like to share that knowledge” (Interviewee 3, 2024). In
addition to the founders liking to share knowledge about the food forest, they also see the
importance of it. Due to many people being uninformed about what is happening. It is deemed
logical that people make assumptions without the proper knowledge. Since there is no tangible
or physical evidence of what a food forest looks like, they deem the story behind the food forest
also very important to tell. “There is a story behind it. You just have to look through it(the
beginning phase). It is something that will only be convincing in a couple of years if you do not
know the story” (interviewee 4, 2024).

The interviews also shed light on the initial bad reactions that they got, and are still receiving, to
the initiative. Which sounded a lot like defensive localism, due to locals defending the status
quo. These bad reactions were mainly negative opinions and ignorance. The initial shock
consisted of reactions like: “will there be a tree in front of my house?!” and “and how do you
make ends meet?!”.
Except for the emotional baggage with this situation, they also saw the polarisation that
happened due to the farmers' protests. Most importantly the lack of knowledge that inhabitants
had. This is also why their best measure was openness and informing. After an open
conversation with somebody who had a negative opinion about the initiative, these people
sometimes started to root for the initiative and hoped it would succeed. Or they would create a
bond over the bad weather and bonding them as farmers, or locals. Displaying the effects of
acquisition of knowledge.
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All of the participants felt connected to the community and the area. Liking the natural areas, the
peace and quiet and wanting to be able to look away. Although they were keen on the close
proximity to more urbanised areas. As interviewee 7 stated “I would not go any further than
this”. Implying this is as far into a rural area she would go.

Most of the participants from the community that have been researched deem sustainability as
important. While arguing that they feel like it is a very broad concept and a buzzword. As a
response to the question “What do you think about sustainability?” a common answer was:
“Yea, a very broad concept. And a bit of a commercial concept” (interviewee 8, 2024). The
capitalization of the word ‘sustainability’ has a negative connotation to it according to many
participants. “Green go, but not if you are in the red” (Interviewee 11). This is a quote from a
participant arguing that sustainability is a good thing, but that you do not always have the
financial means to do this.
Sustainability being a broad concept also led people to give their own interpretation to it. One
participant would talk about solar panels while the other would talk about the most efficient way
to use a product. Interviewee 1 argued that it is ingrained in everybody's daily life already, giving
examples such as separating waste.

Most people interviewed shared initial doubts about the initiative. These doubts came mostly
from unfamiliarity, but the term ‘idealistic’ was also used. There was also the shock about the
change of scenery. “Usually there were always cows and grass … then you get an imagine in
your head of different kinds of trees, forests, branches, plants. Kind of a chaos” (Interviewee 7,
2024). This interviewee felt it as heavy, implying that it is something she has to look at daily.
Some of them had known about a similar initiative, but most were in the dark.

Some interviewees admitted that after having more information about the initiative their
perspective changed. “But we also had a guided tour. And now I look at it differently”
(Interviewee 10, 2024). Another participant

Seeing the determination from the founders and the physical changes in the area helped people
to adjust to the changes. “Now I have a lot of expectations because they put so much effort in it”
(Interviewee 1, 2024).

Most of them are inclined to buy produce there, once they could. However most participants are
still sceptical if it will actually ever be profitable.

As mentioned above, one of the bigger social acceptance strengths was openness and
informing. Although a considerable issue for some participants would be the ever changing
nature of the plans, and the attitude towards the plans.
They are, according to participants, adding new things every week and not open enough about
this. They feel left out on the decision making process
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With an added opponent being the municipality. There has not been good contact between
some of the participants and the municipality, which creates a bigger negative annotation. They
also feel like there is a bias towards the food forest. Inclining that
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7. Conclusion and discussion

A rural community will act hesitant at first but are inclined to be more accepting towards a
sustainable initiative. This inclination is dependent on the openness and informing nature of the
initiative.
The initiative's best integration techniques were openness and information sharing. In addition
to this they used different measures. While social integration has never been their main focus,
having an open posture and sharing the story and information gave them the most positive
reactions.
The community responded hesitant and suspicious at first, but some have become more
interested and positive due to the initiative, their openness, and visual displays of both their
effort, persistence and physical characteristics of the food forest changing.
The rapid changes, and expected changes in scenery is the main focus of a troubled start. Most
interviewees are interested in sustainability and sustainable concepts although NIMBY is
present. They are afraid of change and sceptical if it will actually be beneficial.
For future research it would be recommended to research multiple initiatives and communities,
to ensure a broader understanding of the social acceptance of food forests in rural areas. It
would also be interesting to interview people below the age of thirty to see if there is a difference
in opinion. And an interview with people from the municipality could give a different perspective
on the legislative part of the discussion.



Sten Kuipers
S4547381

8. Bibliography

Albrecht, S. and Wiek, A. (2021). Food forests: Their services and sustainability. Journal of

Agriculture, Food Systems, and Community Development, 10(3), pp.1–15.

doi:https://doi.org/10.5304/jafscd.2021.103.014.

Barron, D.J. and Frug, G.E. (2005). RUG library off-campus access. [online]

login.proxy-ub.rug.nl. Available at:

https://heinonline-org.proxy-ub.rug.nl/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/jlp21&div=14&id=&pag

e=&collection=journals [Accessed 13 Jun. 2024].

Blau, P.M. (1960). A Theory of Social Integration. American Journal of Sociology, 65(6),

pp.545–556. doi:https://doi.org/10.1086/222785.

Blowers, A., Boersema, J. and Martin, A. (2012). Is sustainable development sustainable?

Journal of Integrative Environmental Sciences, 9(1), pp.1–8.

doi:https://doi.org/10.1080/1943815x.2012.666045.

Dimitrov, D. (2010). The Paradox of Sustainability Definitions. [online] Available at:

https://researchcommons.waikato.ac.nz/server/api/core/bitstreams/10ae9b59-60ea-4754-80a6-e8

d3306ae2db/content [Accessed 13 Jun. 2024].

Glavič, P. and Lukman, R. (2007). Review of sustainability terms and their definitions. Journal

of Cleaner Production, [online] 15(18), pp.1875–1885.

doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2006.12.006.

Groene Metropool Twente. (n.d.). Het netwerk voor de ontwikkeling van buitengebied Twente.

[online] Available at: https://groenemetropooltwente.nl/ [Accessed 13 Jun. 2024].

Holmgren, D. (2002). Permaculture: Principles and Pathways beyond Sustainability,. Holmgren

Design Services, Hepburn, Vic, Australia.

Holmgren, D. (2020). Essence of Permaculture. [online] Available at:

https://doi.org/10.5304/jafscd.2021.103.014
https://heinonline-org.proxy-ub.rug.nl/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/jlp21&div=14&id=&page=&collection=journals
https://heinonline-org.proxy-ub.rug.nl/HOL/Page?handle=hein.journals/jlp21&div=14&id=&page=&collection=journals
https://doi.org/10.1086/222785
https://doi.org/10.1080/1943815x.2012.666045
https://researchcommons.waikato.ac.nz/server/api/core/bitstreams/10ae9b59-60ea-4754-80a6-e8d3306ae2db/content
https://researchcommons.waikato.ac.nz/server/api/core/bitstreams/10ae9b59-60ea-4754-80a6-e8d3306ae2db/content
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2006.12.006
https://groenemetropooltwente.nl/


Sten Kuipers
S4547381

https://www.permacultureprinciples.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/02/Essence_of_Pc_EN.pdf.

Jose, S. (2009). Agroforestry for Ecosystem Services and Environmental benefits: an Overview.

Agroforestry Systems, [online] 76(1), pp.1–10. doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-009-9229-7.

Kraft, M.E. and Clary, B.B. (1991). Citizen Participation and the Nimby Syndrome: Public

Response to Radioactive Waste Disposal. Western Political Quarterly, 44(2), pp.299–328.

doi:https://doi.org/10.1177/106591299104400204.

Mansfield, E.D. and Solingen, E. (2010). Regionalism. Annual Review of Political Science,

13(1), pp.145–163. doi:https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.13.050807.161356.

Mollison, B. and Holmgren, D. (1978). Permaculture One: A Perennial Agriculture for Human

Settlements.

Morel, K., Leger, F. and Ferguson, R.S. (2019). Permaculture. [online] hal.science. Available at:

https://hal.science/hal-01742154/.

Oakes, T. and Price, P.L. (2008). The cultural geography reader. London ; New York: Routledge.

Schively, C. (2007). Understanding the NIMBY and LULU Phenomena: Reassessing Our

Knowledge Base and Informing Future Research. Journal of Planning Literature, 21(3),

pp.255–266. doi:https://doi.org/10.1177/0885412206295845.

Shanker, A., Shanker, C. and Ch. Srinivasarao (2018). Climate Resilient Agriculture. BoD –

Books on Demand.

Smith, E. and Klick, H. (2007). Explaining NIMBY Opposition to Wind Power. [online]

Available at: https://docs.wind-watch.org/Smith-Klick-nimby.pdf.

Tonnies, F. (1926). Gemeinschaft und gesellschaft. Theclassics Us.

Wolsink, M. (2007). Planning of renewables schemes: Deliberative and fair decision-making on

landscape issues instead of reproachful accusations of non-cooperation. Energy Policy, 35(5),

pp.2692–2704. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2006.12.002.

https://www.permacultureprinciples.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/02/Essence_of_Pc_EN.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10457-009-9229-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/106591299104400204
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.13.050807.161356
https://hal.science/hal-01742154/
https://doi.org/10.1177/0885412206295845
https://docs.wind-watch.org/Smith-Klick-nimby.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2006.12.002


Sten Kuipers
S4547381

Wüstenhagen, R., Wolsink, M. and Bürer, M.J. (2007). Social acceptance of renewable energy

innovation: An introduction to the concept. Energy Policy, [online] 35(5), pp.2683–2691.

doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2006.12.001.

www.milieucentraal.nl. (n.d.). Effect landbouw op het milieu. [online] Available at:

https://www.milieucentraal.nl/eten-en-drinken/milieubewust-eten/milieugevolgen-van-landbouw/

#:~:text=Wat%20zijn%20de%20milieugevolgen%20van [Accessed 13 Jun. 2024].

Figures:

Figure 1: The NIMBY Construct. (Kraft and Clary, 1991)

Figure 2: Conceptual model of the relationship between the food forest and the community,
2024.

Figure 3: Table with profiles of the interviewees from the community.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2006.12.001
https://www.milieucentraal.nl/eten-en-drinken/milieubewust-eten/milieugevolgen-van-landbouw/#:~:text=Wat%20zijn%20de%20milieugevolgen%20van
https://www.milieucentraal.nl/eten-en-drinken/milieubewust-eten/milieugevolgen-van-landbouw/#:~:text=Wat%20zijn%20de%20milieugevolgen%20van


Sten Kuipers
S4547381

9. Appendixes

Appendix 1: Code tree
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