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Social Acceptance factors that determine technology acceptangéiow
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Acceptance is when there is no resistance. Indiffrence is mostly qualified as an approval
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Does Polish or European society really know what excatly CCS technology is?
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EUROPEAN
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Brussels, 27.3.2013
COM(2013) 180 final
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Communication says clearly: there is a lack of public awareness
among Member States in respect to the CCS technology
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Some projects that envisage onshore storage face strong public opposition. This is especially true for
projects in Poland and Germany. In Germany, lack of public acceptance was the main reason for the
delayed transposition of the CCS directive. The EEPR-supported (European Energy Programme for
Recovery) project in Spain i after a dedicated information and engagement campaign i successfully
overcame the public opposition. The projects that aim at offshore storage in the UK, NL and Italy have
equally found public acceptance.

A recent Eurobarometer survey shows that the European population is unaware of CCS and its potential
contribution to mitigating climate change. However, those who are informed are more likely to support the
technology. This shows clearly that more needs to be done to introduce CCS into the debate on Europe's
and Member States efforts to combat climate change, that potential health and environmental risks
(associated with leakage of stored CO2) need to be further explored, and that public acceptance should not
be assumed without prior assessment.

An Eurobarometer survey from 2011 (next slides) shows that the European population is unaware of CCS and its potential
contribution to mitigating climate change. However, those who are informed are more likely to support the technology.
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EUROBAROMETER

According to wikipediaé

MIN LFS TRY
ECONOMY

[

Eurobarometer is a series of public opinion surveys conducted regularly on behalf of the European Commission since

1973. These surveys address a wide variety of topical issues relating to the European Union throughout the EU Member
States. The Eurobarometer results are published by the European Commission's Directorate-General Communication.

Its database since 1973 is one of the largest in the world. The surveys are conducted by TNS Opinion.

. Eurcpean
Commission
i I

EURQOBAROMETER

SPECIAL EUROBAROMETER 364

Public Awareness and Acceptance of CO;
capture and storage

Between 9 February and 4 March 2011, TNS Opinion & Social, a consortium created between
TNS plc and TNS opinion, carried out the wave 75.1 of the EUROBAROMETER, on
request of the EUROPEAN COMMISSION, Directorate-General for Communication,
fiResearch and Speechwritingo.

The SPECIAL EUROBAROMETER 364 is part of wave 75.1 and covers the population
of the respective nationalities of the European Union Member States, resident in each of

the Member States and aged 15 years and over.

REPORT

Fieldwork_ February — March 2011
Publication: May 2011

This survey was requested by the Directorate-General for Energy and coordinated by the
Dir for ion (*Research and ing” Unit).

hitp-ilec europa eulpublic_opinionindex_en him

‘This document does not represent the point of view of the European Commission
The Intespretations and opinlons contained In  are solsfy thos of the autors.
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Have you ever heard of CO2 capture and storage, also known as carbon capture
and storage or carbon capture and sequestration (CCS)?
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The majority, over two thirds (67%), had not heard of CCS. Over half (52%) of respondents in the
Netherlands said they had heard of CCS and knew what it was. This was a much higher level of
awareness than in any of the other countries, over five times as many as the average.
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In your opinion, taking into account all you know about CCS or Carbon MINISTRY
capture and storage, could you tell me whether you think it could be w
effective or not to fight climate change?
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Respondents who indicated that they knew what CCS was were more likely to think that
CCS would be effective than those who did not (54% vs. 35%).
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If CCS or carbon capture and storage technology was used in your region, MINISTRY
do you think that you would benefit from it or not? BCONOMY
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People were unclear about the benefits of CCS technology. Overall a higher
proportion thought that they would not benefit from CCS technology (38%)
than thought they would benefit from it (23%)
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Why do you think that you would benefit
from the use of CCS technology in your

Why do you think that you would
not benefit from the use of CCS

region? technology in your region?

The main reason why people thought they would benefit from CCS technology
was Oan I mprovement of air qualityo.
would not benefit was that i1t woul d
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