
 

 

Stories of carbon capture, utilization and 

storage – dubbed in Romanian 
 

Luciana Miu 
July 2022 

 
 

Carbon capture and utilization (CCU) and carbon capture and storage (CCS) technologies 

have been the subject of much attention since the 2018 report Intergovernmental Panel on 

Climate Change (IPCC) and its urgent warning of the growing impossibility of maintaining the 

rise in global temperatures below 1.5oC from pre-industrial levels. Neither CCU nor CCS are 

new concepts: carbon capture and utilization, i.e., the capturing of CO2 emissions and 

subsequent utilization (e.g., in manufacturing chemicals), is well-known to the chemicals 

industry, while carbon capture and storage, i.e., the capturing of CO2 emissions and 

subsequent storage in geological formations, has been conceptualized since the 1970s and 

applied sparsely around the world. Both CCU and CCS have received a growing amount of 

attention in expert media, as well as in the public communications of national and 

international governments, organizations, and companies. This attention amounts both to 

appreciation as measures for climate change mitigation as well as criticism for potentially 

contributing to fossil fuel lock-in and questioning of the credibility CCU in achieving emission 

reductions. As with any technology, it is crucial to identify the narratives which surround CCU 

and CCS – the “stories” formulated around them which drive perception and acceptance 

from the public as well as institutions. 

 

For many technologies, narratives are the key to acceptance  
Narratives are a mirror to the social perception of issues, ever-present and ever-varying 

“stories” about the unfolding of events. An issue with numerous different narratives attached 

to it is likely a debated one; on the other hand, in democratic societies with freedom of 

speech, an issue around which narratives have not coalesced is one where knowledge, 

understanding or interest are simply insufficient. This is the case with CCUS (an umbrella 

term sometimes used to encompass CCU and CCS) in Romania, as EPG’s ongoing work in 

the ConsenCUS project shows. EPG’s review of narratives in Romania shows that, despite 

its potential, Romania holds very weak narratives around CCUS, with an almost absent 

political and media stance and little public debate. 

Why are narratives important for advancing CCUS? Active interest from the public, as well 

as the private sector, is key to driving the agenda of decision-makers, and it both drives and 

is driven by the media supplying relevant information told in the form of interesting and 

relatable stories. The public, especially local communities in the vicinity of potential CO2 

storage sites, must be engaged from early on in planned CCUS projects – and the existence 

of established narratives on CCUS can help shape key messages to deliver to the public and 

generate meaningful discussion on future projects. Additionally, if established narratives are 

well-grounded in facts, the inherent risks of misrepresentation carried by any new project, 

measure or technology implemented at a large scale, can be identified and managed. Finally, 

a coalesced narrative around CCUS at the political level, reflecting the existence of political 

support, is vital to the implementation of CCUS projects, as these technologies are capital-

intensive and generally require government support to make them a reality. 

The ConsenCUS project seeks address the existing gap in understanding by advancing cost-

effective innovations in CCU while being attentive to existing perceptions of these 

https://consencus.eu/


technologies and to the need for meaningful dialogue around future CCU and CCS 

installations. The project, funded by the European Union’s Horizon 2020 programme, is 

developing new technologies for the capture and conversion of CO2, and demonstrating them 

at industrial installations in Denmark, Greece, and Romania. Alongside the development, 

testing and demonstration of these technologies, the project is monitoring the strategic 

narratives surrounding CCU and CCS in Denmark, Greece, and Romania, as well as 

organizing community engagement events around the demonstration sites.  

 

Romania’s potential for CCU and CCS is non-trivial, but narratives fail to follow 
CCU and CCS are not end-all solutions for decarbonization, but rather part of a wide portfolio 

of solutions, including renewable energy, electrification, and energy efficiency. However, they 

will likely be necessary for decarbonization of heavy industry and its so-called process 

emissions (i.e., emissions which are inherent to an industrial process, for example the CO2 

emitted by the calcination of lime in cement production). As a post-communist economy still 

more reliant than other EU countries on its manufacturing sectors, Romania features large 

point-source process emissions from the cement, chemicals, steel, and other industries, 

often situated near potential CO2 storage sites, including in depleted oil and gas reservoirs. 

Romania’s total theoretical CO2 storage potential is 22.6 Gt, mostly in saline aquifers – 

enough to store its national emissions for nearly 300 years.1 It has a large network of oil and 

gas pipelines and a long history of oil and gas extraction, a sector whose needs and technical 

expertise has often been closely associated with advancing CO2 storage in North America. 

However, a review of narratives around CCU and CCS in Romanian media and public 

statements shows a much lower and less opinionated approach to these technologies – 

largely missing from the portrayal of decarbonization and climate neutrality. 

A decade ago, a flurry of interest in CCUS technologies was manifested in Romania, centred 

around the since-abandoned Getica carbon capture and storage project, and since then has 

all but faded. The few mentions of CCUS in the media in the past 2 years are light-touch, and 

often discussed as part of a wider portfolio of measures for decarbonization and climate 

change mitigation. While this is not uncommon for less-known technologies (CCUS 

technologies are less present in decarbonization agendas than renewable energy or energy 

efficiency, for example), a striking feature of Romanian media is that most articles on CCUS 

are reproductions or translations of others, with little original opinion being expressed. When 

opinions are expressed, they are mostly pro-CCUS, with only one anti-CCUS narrative being 

recorded within the reviewed articles. However, even pro-CCUS stances are relatively timid, 

limiting themselves to subtly expressing appreciation or admiration for CCUS technologies. 

Aside from the underdeveloped media stance, CCUS is also barely present in public 

statements, and almost completely absent from national strategies on decarbonization. 

Aside from taking a stance on a particular issue, another characteristic of narratives is that 

they portray characters: heroes, villains and/or victims, which create a more relatable “story”. 

This is particularly true for the media, which by its nature aims to attract its audience through 

relatable stories, but also of political statements from decision-makers trying to shift their 

voters towards identifying with the causes and agendas they promote. However, it is difficult 

to identify characters in Romanian media narratives on CCUS – most articles are matter-of-

fact representations of events or other news (for example, a new report from the International 

Energy Agency), without portraying any entities as heroes, villains, or victims. Where they 

are portrayed, it is generally the enterprises actively involved in deploying carbon capture, 

utilization and/or storage technologies that are presented in a positive light. For example, 

there was a small flurry of media activity around the launch of the Orca direct air capture 

project in Iceland in September 2021, in some cases portraying the company involved, 

 
1 Romania’s total CO2 emissions in 2019 were just under 76 Mt, excluding those from land-use, land-use 

change and forestry. 



The Energy Policy Group is an independent think-tank specializing in energy and climate 

policy. Founded in 2014, EPG brings together experts collaborating on international 

research projects. We pay particular attention to the wider context of European policy and 

global trends, with the aim to promote constructive dialog within policymaking circles as well 

as the wider public.  

CarbFix in an appreciate and even reverential manner (the “alchemists of the twenty-first 

century”). 

 

The power of narratives should not be underestimated 
The reviewed narratives paint an overall picture of low interest in a suite of technologies 

which could avoid emissions from Romania’s still-significant manufacturing industry, 

reducing its impact on the climate and the costs associated with this impact. Overall, the 

limited stances and matter-of-fact narratives on CCUS can be attributed to a waning of 

government interest in the topic since the abandonment of the Getica project, leading to a 

lack of subsequent projects in Romania and therefore meagre awareness on the topic at the 

public, media, and institutional levels. As a result of this, the regulatory framework on CCUS 

in Romania is lagging, financial incentives are absent, and Romania is not positioned 

internationally on these technologies in any meaningful way. 

If Romania takes no stance on CCUS, actually deploying it will be a challenge that our 

decarbonization efforts cannot afford to wait out. Whatever the direction, sector, and site of 

deployment of these technologies, narratives around it must emerge based on good 

knowledge and understanding from the media and decision-makers, informing the public and 

in turn allowing the public to further inform the ensuing debate. At the end of the day, the 

technologies constantly being developed to mitigate climate change become part of powerful 

stories – narratives which guide the perceptions and attitudes of millions. Their power should 

not be underestimated, but rather capitalized upon to create an environment of mutual 

understanding and commitment to solving the climate crisis. 
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