Geoengineering Experiments Shouldn’t Require Global Agreement « The Enterprise Blog  Page 1 of 6

HOME
ABOUT US
ARCHIVE
ADVERTISE
CONTACT
BLOG

RSS FEED

THE ENTERPRISE BLOG now e &

PRACTICAL WISDOM. SEVERAL TIMES A DAY.

AMERICAN.COM

The Journal of the American Enterprise Institute

Sign up for the daily american.com newsletter

“ENTERPRISEBLOG

« The Race to Kumbaya
Our Rare Earth Problem: Why Green Jobs Won’t Be Created Here »

Geoengineering Experiments Shouldn’t Require Global
Agreement

By Lee Lane

March 30, 2010, 5:25 am

http://blog.american.com/?p=11895 3/31/2010



Geoengineering Experiments Shouldn’t Require Global Agreement « The Enterprise Blog  Page 2 of 6

Pin Sement

VOTE HERE “*
VOTE AQUI '
T i B R
0{7|M SESIAAIZ  ©
' @ }f .
| AN LSy L)

| A FUIRGE InL_ast week in Asilomar, California, at a meeting sponsored by the
Climate Instltute experts of various stripes gathered to discuss the future of geoengineering. Wikipedia
describes geoengineering as efforts “to deliberately manipulate the Earth’s climate to counteract the
effects of global warming from greenhouse gas emissions.” (Many scientists regard the term “climate

engineering,” or CE for short, as a more accurate description.) As at all expert gatherings, one heard
some very insightful things, and, one also heard some things that were, well, perhaps not so insightful.

Proposals to subject CE experiments to some form of global-scale participatory democracy fall in the
latter category. At the conference, some versions of the idea were voiced more stridently than others.
Essentially, though, all these demands rest on the same logic. CE, were it to be tested, might affect
climate everywhere. Climate impacts everyone; so everyone should have a voice. No one would trust
most Third World governments to protect the interests of their citizens; thus some means, it is claimed,
must be found to assess the global general will.

As a matter of practical reason, this line of thought is faulty. About 40 percent of the world’s population,
mostly those in very poor countries, has not even heard of climate change; therefore, insisting on proof
of global informed consent as a precondition for testing CE amounts to saying that CE can never be
tested—exactly the outcome that some may want, but not necessarily the one that best serves the
interests of the people in whose names the demand is being made.

Further, governments of the more industrialized states have concrete obligations to their own peoples.
The U.S. Constitution enjoins our government to promote the general welfare, and the context is clearly
a national one. A U.S. government that allowed abstract notions of global informed consent to block
action needed to protect Americans from harm would soon find itself out of office—and rightly so.

At the same time, post—-World War I1 history also makes clear that Americans, all else being equal,
prefer to achieve their own ends in ways that further those of other nations. Then too, growing global
interdependence acts to reinforce U.S. interest of the wealth, stability, and welfare in other nations. It
impels other open societies in the same direction. In effect, trade, linked markets, and mobile
populations broaden the definition of enlightened self-interest.

This incentive for advanced states to take a broad view suggests one of the insightful things said at
Asilomar. Ambassador Richard Benedick proposed that about 15 major world powers should manage
large CE tests—and perhaps eventually deployment. Managing CE will entail many choices, and, as
knowledge grows, it will be necessary to frequently fine-tune the system. Expectations and interests will
differ, and bargaining costs may be high. With too many players, the process could easily grind to a halt.
The major states, by virtue of their power to act alone on CE, automatically have a voice in CE
decisions, and the far-flung nature of their interests ensures that many of them would pay heed to the
risk of ill effects—wherever they might occur.

Limiting active control of CE to those states that already have the de facto power to affect outcomes
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would deprive Third World kleptocracies of the chance to halt progress in hopes of exacting more
bribes—one of the pathologies prominent in the current UN climate policy framework. To be sure,
control by the major powers will likely be imperfect, but, then again, locking the world into a CE
stalemate pending arrival of global-scale Periclean democracy seems to be an even less appealing
option.

Image by John Morton.

Share This Post

Email to Author | Permalink | Categories: Energy and Environment

Comments are closed.

Search for:

Search this blog
About the Enterprise Blog

The Enterprise Blog is a project of the American Enterprise Institute. We are committed to giving you
thoughtful and timely analysis on economic, foreign and social policy and politics. Check back often for
updates.

. Categories

o Economic Policy (604)
= Energy and Environment (117)
Entrepreneurship (22)
Financial Services (21)
Fiscal Policy and Taxes (45)
Media and Technology (43)
Monetary Policy (16)
Regulation (52)
Retirement and Social Security (47)
n Trade (24)
o Education (127)
o Foreign and Defense (310)
n Africa (5)
Asia Pacific (38)
Development (5)
Europe and Russia (25)
Latin America (8)
South Asia (8)
= War on Terror (52)
o General (23)
o Health Policy (169)
» Global Health (23)
o Law and the Constitution (25)
= Supreme Court (8)

http://blog.american.com/?p=11895 3/31/2010



Geoengineering Experiments Shouldn’t Require Global Agreement « The Enterprise Blog

(0]
O
O

Politics and Public Opinion (183)
Society and Culture (180)

Uncategorized (19)

. Authors

O O O O OO O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0ODO0OO0ODO0OO0ODO0OODOODOODOOOoOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOoOOoOOoOOoOOo

Abigail Haddad

Adam Paul

Ahmad Majidyar

Alan Viard

Alan Viard and Amy Roden
Alex Brill

Alex J. Pollock

Ali Alfoneh

Allan H. Meltzer

Amy Roden and Alex Brill

Andrew Biggs
Andrew Kelly

Andrew Rugg
Andrew Smarick

Aparna Mathur
Apoorva Shah
Arthur C. Brooks
Blake Hurst
Charles Murray
Chris DeMuth
Claude Barfield
Daniel Blumenthal
Daniel Lautzenheiser and Jenna Schuette
Danielle Pletka
David Frum

David Peyton
Desmond Lachman
Donald Rumsfeld

Douglas Smith
Edward Blum

Evan Sparks

Frederick M. Hess

Frederick W. Kagan

Gary Schmitt

Gary Schmitt and Thomas M. Donnelly
Henry Olsen

Jackson Toby

James Del.ong
James Warren

Jason Richwine

Jay Richards

Jeffrey Azarva
Jenna Schuette

Jennifer Marsico
Jessica Leval and Jennifer Marsico

http://blog.american.com/?p=11895

Page 4 of 6

3/31/2010



Geoengineering Experiments Shouldn’t Require Global Agreement « The Enterprise Blog

O O O O OO OO O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OQO0ODO0OO0ODO0OO0ODOODOODOOOODOOOODOODOoOOOoOOOOOOOOOoOOoOOoOOoOOoOOoOOoOOo

John Bolton
John E. Calfee
John Fortier
John Yoo

Jon Entine
Jonah Goldberg
Joseph Antos
Kara Flook
Karlyn Bowman

Karlyn Bowman and Andrew Rugg

Kenneth P. Green
Kevin Hassett

Kevin Hassett and Aparna Mathur

Lee Lane
Leon Aron
Leon Kass

Leslie Forgach
Lynne Cheney
Marc Thiessen
Mark J. Perry
Mark O'Keefe
Mark Schneider
Mauro De Lorenzo
Michael Auslin
Michael Barone
Michael Greve
Michael Mazza
Michael Novak
Michael Rubin
Neena Shenai

Newt Gingrich
Nicholas Eberstadt

Nick Eberstadt and Apoorva Shah

Nick Schulz

Norman J. Ornstein
Paul Wolfowitz

Rep. Pete Hoekstra
Peter Wehner

Peter J. Wallison
Philip I. Levy
Political Corner
Ralph Kinney Bennett

Roger Bate
Roger Noriega
Ryan Lirette
Ryan Streeter

Sally Satel
Scott Gottlieb

Scott Harrington
Stephen Parente
Steven F. Hayward

http://blog.american.com/?p=11895

Page 5 of 6

3/31/2010



Geoengineering Experiments Shouldn’t Require Global Agreement « The Enterprise Blog  Page 6 of 6

o The Editors

o Thomas P. Miller
o Tom Donnell

o Vincent Reinhart
o Walton Dumas

o William Inboden

. Archives

March 2010

February 2010

January 2010
December 2009

O

O

O

(@]

o November 2009
o October 2009

o September 2009
O

(@]

O

O

O

August 2009
July 2009
June 2009
May 2009
April 2009

THE

ENTERPRISE

BLOG

NOW LIVE! ®
PRACTICAL WISDOM.
SEVERAL TIMES A DAY.

Home
bout Us

Archive

Advertise

Contact

Blog
Sitemap

e Backto Top

http://blog.american.com/?p=11895 3/31/2010



