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What is “governance”?
“A comprehensive and inclusive concept of the full range of means for deciding, 
managing, implementing and monitoring policies and measures. Whereas government is 
defined strictly in terms of the nation-state, the more inclusive concept of governance 
recognizes the contributions of various levels of government (global, international, 
regional, sub-national and local) and the contributing roles of the private sector, of 
nongovernmental actors, and of civil society to addressing the many types of issues 
facing the global community.” 

                 — IPCC, Special Report Global Warming of 1.5°C, 2018: Annex I: Glossary   
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Role of existing laws, measures and institutions 
in SRM governance  

✤ The topic SRM and its governance transects many different subject areas of law and 
policy, such as environmental law, human rights law, global peace and security, 
international development, food security, and the law of the sea

✤  Not starting from a blank slate (rule of law)

✤ Though international law is largely silent on SRM and significant governance gaps exist, 
there are many existing laws, measures, and processes with potential applicability to SRM 
and its governance

✤ Less legal analysis of the application domestic laws and measures to SRM, though some 
jurisdictions have legislation on, eg, weather modification, environmental assessment etc. 



Framework for analysing SRM governance

✤ What should be the aims and objectives of SRM governance?

✤ Who should promote and adopt governance measures? At what level? In 
which forum?

✤ At whom should governance be directed?

✤ What should be the legal form of the governance response?

From Bodansky, The Art and Craft of International Law (OUP 2010)
See also Bodansky, “The who, what, and wherefore of geoengineering governance” (2013) 121 Climatic Change 539



What should be the aims of SRM governance?

✤ Normative question that depends in part on how the problem is framed 
and perceived. 

✤ Question presumes that SRM is a problem that requires governance, and 
that it should be given some priority for decision-makers on an already full 
(global) policy agenda  

✤ At present, limited direct political input into the question of the need for, 
scope and content of governance



What should be the aims of SRM governance?

✤ Governance aims may include (see Bodansky, 2013)

✤ To promote the development and/or use of SRM measures to offset the significant 
risks of climate change   

✤ To restrict the development and/or use of SRM measures to prevent risks to the 
environment or violations of human rights

✤ To guarantee that citizens and groups have access to information about SRM and the 
right to participate in decision-making, and access to justice

✤ To promote international cooperation and coordination on SRM measures



Who should promote and adopt governance? 

✤ Necessary to consider issues such as which actors and fora should advance SRM governance? Public or 
private? Based on which criteria (competence, legitimacy, effectiveness etc)? Which level is most appropriate 
to promote and adopt governance measures for SRM? 

✤ Protagonists that could play a role in the formation of SRM governance include: 

✤ States: a major global power acting alone? through multilateral cooperation?

✤ International institutions (UNGA, UNEP, WMO, IPCC)  and treaty bodies (UNFCCC COP)

✤ Non-state actors such as scientific bodies, national scientific academies, environmental and other NGOs  
(see Gupta & Möller 2018)

✤ Important jurisdictional considerations arise, such as the issue of forum shopping and the protection of 
global commons areas 



At whom should governance be directed?

✤ Similarly, SRM governance may be needed for both states and non-state 
actors, such as such as companies, civil society organisations, and even 
private individuals 



What should be the legal form of the 
governance response?

For example, governance could take any of the following forms:

(a) Adoption of a new international treaty 

(b) Modification of an existing international treaty

(c) Domestic legislation, regulations or other measures and policies

(d) Promotion and adoption of voluntary (soft-law) standards (e.g., though the adoption of 
recommendations or decisions by an international organisation; a private code of 
conduct)

(e) Some combination of the above



A few concluding thoughts… 

✤ No need to reinvent the wheel: Existing legal norms and processes (including at the international level) 
are likely to frame the terms of the debate about SRM governance. However, the more novel aspects of 
SRM may require additional, bespoke governance arrangements. 

✤ The risk that SRM technologies may be implemented unilaterally with unequally distributed global, 
regional or transboundary effects indicates the possible need for some level of international cooperation 
and coordination on SRM governance

✤ Technology and human rights: SRM governance will need to reckon with not only with the issues of the 
prevention of physical harms to the environment, but also the need for decision-making to be legitimate, 
inclusive and democratically accountable and respects human dignity  

✤ Not an either/or proposition? SRM governance may reflect polycentricity (see Aligica and Tarko, 2012, 
pp. 237)



Discussion prompts

✤ Do SRM technologies require bespoke 
governance? What should be the aims, and 
how should it be governed?

✤ Does small-scale R&D on SRM technologies 
require its own governance? If justified, 
how should it be governed?

✤ What issues of intra- and inter-generational 
equity arise with respect to proposed SRM 
technologies? How should these issues be 
addressed through governance?
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Thank you for your time and attention


