Challenges in governance of climate interventions: Perspectives from the London Convention —
London Protocol’s (LC-LP) approach to governance of marine geoengineering (MGE)
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Interest in the development and testing of marine geoengineering (MGE) techniques continues to grow, aimed either at enhancing carbon dioxide removal (CDR) or managing reflectivity and influx
of solar radiation (SRM), with calls for expansion of open field trials, including those with involvement from the private sector.

Almost 20 years ago, state parties to the long-standing London Convention (1972) and the updated parallel instrument the London Protocol (1996) agreed that the LC-LP had competency to address
one such MGE activity, namely ocean fertilization (OF), with a view to its regulation, recognising the growing commercial interest at the time, and its potential to impact on marine ecosystems.

In 2026, the LC-LP continues to provide a policy framework to allow proposals for marine-based climate change mitigation technologies to be scientifically assessed and offers a global, transparent
and effective regulatory and control mechanism to govern OF and other MGE activities that fall within its scope.
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The London Convention (LC) or "Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes
and Other Matter (1972)“, was one of the first global instruments to protect the marine environment from
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Development of MGE governance and regulation under the LC-LP Assessment Frameworks (AFs) and “legitimate scientific research” (LSR)
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| may be widespread, long lasting or severe”.

governing bodies/imeeting of parties in the same year).

» AF for ocean fertilization (OFAF), initially developed in 2010, is currently being updated.

» AFs for other MGE techniques, especially ocean alkalinity enhancement (OAE), biomass sinking
(BS) and albedo modification (AM), are under preparation.
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“the proponents of the proposed activity should make a commitment to publish the results in peer
reviewed scientific publications and include a plan in the proposal to make the data and outcomes
publicly available in a specified time-frame.”

Proposed activities that do not meet the above criteria cannot proceed through subsequent assessment
_ . _ stages of the OFAF without revision.
If deployed at scale, MGE would have global implications; its governance

and regulation is therefore of relevance to all states and indigenous peoples In short, LC-LP provides governance that (1) recognises that the current state of

knowledge does not justify progression beyond “legitimate scientific research™ and (2)

OPTIMAL REGIONAL BASINS FOR MARINE GEOENGINEERING TECHNIQUES ACCORDING TO PROPONENTS/THE SCIENTIFIC LITERATURE

MGE techniques are placed in different regional sea basins on the basis of recommendations from scientific literature/proponents to illustrate where these techniques
would ultimately need to be deployed to have the greatest effect

ensures that any such research (i) does not cause pollution, or other adverse impacts
on marine biodiversity or climate, (ii) will yield valid and relevant information to support
policy decision-making and (iii) is not biased by commercial interests
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