
Conclusions:

Even when classified in groups

, the respondents expressed
with similar intensity their concerns and perspectives about the
CCS development in Brazil.

It´s clear, for the public perception in Brasil, that:
- CCS should be debated, researched, developed, regulamented and

implemented in Brazil;
- Considers the need of financial efforts to support CCS technologies;
- This activity involves considerable risks;
- CCS must be developed, together with other investments in

technological options for climate change mitigation (renewable
energies, energy efficiency...).

(public and private companies,
governmental and non-governmental organizations, universities,
research centers and general public)

This questionnaire regards the energy generation big issues:
- Climate Change: the need for CO emissions reduction in

medium and long term (“post-Kyoto”);
- Energy security: the growing need for energy matrix diversification;
- Energy price for domestic, commercial and industrial costumers;
- Equity: the effect of energy costs over poor costumers;
- Infrastructure: new energy investments.

2

Objectives:

Numbers reached

1) To evaluate the public perception in Brazil in the public and private
companies, governmental and non-governmental organizations,
universities, research centers and general public. Answers were
obtained in the Petrobras’ 1 International Seminar on Climate
Change and Carbon Sequestration (October 2006 in Rio de Janeiro),
and though the internet website ambientebrasil,

2) To evaluate the knowledge of existing technologies and its
expectations for the future,

3) To mobilize and to inform about the CCS issues.

:

116 respondants during the Seminar and 645 through the website,
with a total of 761 questionnaires answered in 2 months of research.
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Considerações políticas e estratégicas que melhor fundamentam

a posição da organização dobre o CCS
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UNFCCC que considere as tecnologias aplicadas para redução de

grandes volumes de Gases de Efeito Estufa
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