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Discovery Islands: Déjà Vu!
It’s back to Federal Court for the salmonfarming companies whowere told in
February that therewould be no re-
issuance of licences for 15 of the sites in
theDiscovery Islands region, near
Campbell River. LivingOceanswas of
course thrilledwith the announcement:
this is the areawe dubbed theWild
SalmonNarrows decades ago, to draw
attention to themillions of young salmon
smolts passing through the region and
becoming infectedwith lice and disease
pathogens emanating from the farms.

These same companies took former
FisheriesMinister Jordan to court over
herDecember 2020 decision to refuse
licences on the grounds that the industry
lacked social licence. The Court in that
case foundnothing in the record of her
decision to justify an apparent breach of
procedural fairness: she hadn’t consulted
properlywith the industry. It referred the
decision back to theMinister and, true to
her commitment,Minister Jordan kept
the farms closed throughout her tenure.

What’s different this time? Just
about everything.

MinisterMurray has had the benefit of
speakingwith scientists outside the
Department, who provided an
unvarnished view of the harm that
Discovery Islands farmswere causing.
She amassed an extensive brief of
scientific evidence,much ofwhich
remains completely unaddressed by
Departmental aquaculture scientists.
TheMinister concluded, politely, that
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Continued on page 4...



Spring 2023 ~ Rising Tide | 2

Sign up for our
newsletters!

Sign up to receive Rising Tide and our
e-newsletter, Oceans Update, with articles
on the issues affecting our oceans and
coastal communities.

Send your name and e-mail address
to: info@livingoceans.org
or sign up online at:
livingoceans.org/media/newsletters

© Living Oceans Society 2023

Rising Tide is published twice annually.

Printed on paper made of 100%
post-consumer recycled fiber.
Certified by FSC standards.

Living Oceans is working to ensure the
long-term health of the ocean and coastal
communities of Canada. We believe that
people are part of the environment and
that we can build sustainable communities
by protecting coastal ecosystems today.

VANCOUVER OFFICE
Suite #7 – 650 Clyde Avenue
West Vancouver, BC
V7T 1E2
T 604-696-5044 F 604-696-5045

info@livingoceans.org
livingoceans.org

Design: Carlo Acuña
Layout: Fionn Yaxley

Less Talk, More Walk Needed
By Seafood Brands!

From canned tuna to frozen fish sticks
- which seafood brands deserve your

support when you buy seafood?
SeafoodProgress.org has the answer!

SeaChoice’s new Seafood Progress report
showswhich brands – likeHigh Liner,
Oceans Brands andCloverleaf – are
laggers andwhich are leaders in social and
sustainability commitments.

Here are the report highlights:

• Most companies are failing to set
meaningful targets. Just over half
of brands profiled (includingmajor
players such as Clearwater andHigh
Liner) have not set deadlines for
achieving their sustainable seafood
goals.Without setting target
completion dates, their
commitments losemeaning and day-
to-day operations are bound to take
priority over sustainability goals.

• Some companies are failing to
disclose their progress. For the
second year in a row, TrueNorth, a
division of CookeAquaculture Inc.,
has declined to engage and take
accountability for its role in the
seafood supply chain.

• Some companies take action on
greenwashing. Due in part to
SeaChoice’s guidance, twomajor
canned tuna brands (OceanBrands
andRioMare) and one salmon brand

(DOM) reported they areworking to
remove their self-declared claims of
sustainability frompackaging. Janes
is the sole brand to only apply third-
party verified claims on its
packaging.

• Several companies are making
progress. OceanBrands andClover
Leaf both received the highest
overall score at 90 per cent, and
Toppits achieved themost improved
overall score since last year (from47
to 69 per cent) across all brands.
Toppits’ efforts include up-to-date
disclosure of the amount of seafood
sold thatmet its commitment and
advocating for critical
improvements to the Best
Aquaculture Practices and
Aquaculture Stewardship Council
certification standards.

You can view the scores of all 13 seafood
brands on the Seafood Progress website:
SeafoodProgress.org

TAKE ACTION:

Head to SeafoodProgress.org
select a brand and tell them to

WALK THEWALK
in just a few clicks.

P.S. Look out for Seafood Progress’ 2023
report onmajor grocers lateMay!

https://livingoceans.org/media/newsletters
https://livingoceans.org
https://SeafoodProgress.org
https://SeafoodProgress.org


rampant in grocery stores. Evenmore
concerning, 80% of self-claimswere
found to be so vague theywere essentially
meaningless. In comparison, third-party
certifications fared better as they
typically adhere to global frameworks
such as the International Social and
Environmental Accreditation and
LabellingAlliance (ISEAL)’s Codes of
Good Practice.We are actively involved in
ISEAL’s current revising of their codes
which proposes expanding the code to
include a set of claims criteria that
sustainability certifications – from
farmed salmon to timber to palmoil -
must uphold.

Beyond voluntary global frameworks,
governments need to ensure their
competition and consumer rights laws are
fit for purpose. Jurisdictions around the
world are beginning to recognize the
threat greenwashing poses to achieving
climate goals and a sustainable economy.
Remarkably, the EuropeanUnion is
proposing to ban vague and unverified
green claims;meanwhile, the Canadian
government’s lax regulation for green
claims enables aWildWest.

InApril our colleagues at Ecojustice and
other law experts called for the Canadian
government tomodernize the
CompetitionAct to effectively address

greenwashing and to utilize the law as an
“economic lever that complements other
environmental and climate policies”. In
otherwords, we need to reformCanada’s
laws to ensure companies arewalking the
walk, not just talking the talk – for the
sake of getting to net-zero and a healthy
planet.

But themajority ofwhat is sold at our
local grocery stores isn’t covered by the
CompetitionAct. Claims on food and
beverages are regulated under the Safe
Food for Canadians Regulations. The
regulations’ claims guidance enables
companiesmore than enoughwiggle
room to determinewhat can be claimed
andwithwhat evidence. Further, with no
Canadian regulations defining
“sustainability” its interpretation is left to
thosewho claim it. (Here’s looking at you,
farmed salmon industry).

Meanwhile, we know that Canadianswant
actions taken to tackle greenwashing. An
AngusReid poll earlier this year found
68% of Canadians don’t trust the green
claims companiesmake about their
products. This echoes SeaChoice‘s
commissioned 2020YouGov poll that
found 83% of Canadians are somewhat to
very concerned about greenwashing.

Thankfully some companies are starting
to take note. This year, due in part to our
SeaChoice guidance, twomajor canned
tuna brands and one salmon brand are in
the process of removing vague self-claims
frompackaging.While it’s a start that a
fewmulti-national seafood companies are
taking the issue seriously, it's high time
for the Canadian government to set
regulations that not only prohibit
greenwashing on all products and services
but are also enforced effectively.

“Sustainable” “Net-Zero” “Eco-
friendly”. Green claims on

products and companywebsites are now
commonplace. Unfortunately, so is the
practice of greenwashing.

Greenwashing - the practice ofmaking a
misleading or unsubstantiated claim - can
create an unwarranted favourable image
of a company and has the potential to
shift shopper preferences toward
products that are not environmentally
beneficial. Because of this, greenwashing
has the potential to undermine genuine
efforts and improvements aimed at
addressing the climate emergency and
other sustainability issues such as the
overexploitation of our oceans.

In 2020, LivingOceans and our SeaChoice
colleagues published an investigation into
green claims on seafood.We found self-
claims, thosemade by companies without
any third-party verification, were
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Combatting Greenwash
Requires Laws with Teeth

Photo credit:Original photo by Hans-
Petter Fjeldjavascript
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Stop Funding Overfishing

In June 2022,World Trade
Organization (WTO)members reached
an historic agreement to cut billions of
dollars in harmful fisheries subsidies
that promote overfishing. Thatwas a
great first step, but the agreement
requires two-thirds of themembers to
sign on for it to take effect. Until
recently, only a handful of smaller
countries had signed on. On April 12,
2023, theUnited Stated became the
firstmajor fishing nation to ratify the
deal.We’re hoping youwill lend your
voice to the effort to put pressure on
Canada and governments around the
world to do the same.

The Food andAgriculture
Organization of theUnitedNations
(FAO) long-termmonitoring of
assessedmarine fishery stocks
confirms that marine fishery
resources continue to decline.

Make sure thatWTOmembers
continue to prioritize this critical issue
for the health of our oceans, the
wildlife and peoplewho depend on it.
Join #StopFundingOverfishing
stopfundingoverfishing.com/#jtc

the present state of science renders the
Department’s science advice ‘uncertain’.
Wewould say, ‘suitable for binning’.

Having found a conservation concern, the
Minister applied the precautionary
principle properly for perhaps the first
time in the history of theDepartment:
she acted to eliminate a threat of harm.

In addition to properly discharging her
duties under the Fisheries Act to protect
wild salmon fromharm, theMinister was
also armedwith over 50,000 letters of
public support (thank you!) that would
assist her to address the social and
economic consequences of her decision.
She couldweigh the inevitable loss of
economic activity and some 200 jobs
against the overwhelming (75%) public
support for the removal of salmon farms.

MinisterMurray also consulted
extensivelywith First Nations
throughout the Province, recognizing
that Indigenous rights towild salmon
throughout the Fraser River system, as
well as in territories local to the farms, are
impacted by salmon farming. She sat
downwith environmental organizations,
citizens’ groups, industry and local
governments to hear their concerns. The
Minister provided an outline of her
concerns to industry, indicating clearly
her intent to consider social, economic
and scientific information inmaking her
final decision.

Wehaven’t yet seen the official record of
MinisterMurray’s decision and it will be
that document onwhich the Court bases
its review of the decision.We do know
(becausewe told her) that theMinister
was alive to the potential for her
Department to present herwith an
inadequate record, the sameway they did
with her predecessor: leaving out all of the
latest information about sea lice
outbreaks, bacteria like Tenacibaculum
maritumumand viruses like PRV, all of
which have been associatedwith poor

returns ofwild Pacific salmon and all of
which are amplified in theDiscovery
Islands by salmon farms.

Against what appears to us to be a
textbook case of proper discharge of her
authority under the Fisheries Act, the
industry complains in its court
documents about inadequate
consultation: towit, the failure of the
Minister tomeetwith each of themone-
on-one, as opposed to the groupmeetings
that were conducted. They say she failed
to tell themwhat science shewas reading
(spoiler alert: it’s the same science on
which the industrywas fully briefed by
theAquacultureManagement
Directorate, which then failed to pass on
the same briefing toMinister Jordan).
They complain that their plans to
reintroduce farmed salmon to the
Discovery Islandswere not specifically
addressed in theMinister’s decision and
that there is no justification for closing
down these particular farms before the
long-awaited Transition Plan for the
entire industry is completed.

It will be up to the Court, of course, to
evaluate these claims. For themoment, let
us just observe that a personal interview
with aMinister of the Federal Crownhas
never before been adjudged to be a
requirement of procedural fairness for
the issuance of a discretionary licence.We
doubt that aMinister is obliged to single
out and comment upon an applicant’s
preferred approach to obtaining and
using a licence.

Finally, as to the need to address salmon
farms in theDiscovery Islands quickly
and decisively: Fraser River sockeye
salmon once numbered 30-40million
annually. Now, the returns are numbered
in the lowhundreds of thousands, with
many of the discrete populations of the
Fraser endangered or threatened. All of
these remaining fish pass through the
Discovery Islands on theirmigration.
What remains of the genetic diversity of
these fish is essential to their ability to
withstand themyriad other pressures on

their habitat.We can’t afford to allow any
manageable impact on their survival to
continue.

...continued from page 1

https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/rulesneg_e/fish_e/fish_acceptances_e.htm
https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/rulesneg_e/fish_e/fish_acceptances_e.htm
https://www.fao.org/3/cc0461en/online/sofia/2022/executive-summary.html
https://www.fao.org/3/cc0461en/online/sofia/2022/executive-summary.html
https://stopfundingoverfishing.com/#jtc
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Ocean Exposure Contest
Opens This Summer
Every year, we invite the public to be

creative and share their favorite
ocean photoswith us. Start collecting
those amazing shots for the 2023Ocean
Exposure contest. You don’t have to be a
professional. Just send us your best pics.

When you share your photos through this
contest you allow the LivingOceans
Society to showcase thewondrous beauty
of the ocean aswe advocate for its
protection.

Pleasemake sure that while you are
snapping your photos, you stay safe and

As always, you’ll get to vote for your
favourite photo “SeaHuggers Choice” .

We’ll announce our judge and contest
prizes whenwe open the submissions.

For inspiration, take a look at the
fabulouswinning photos from last year.
livingoceans.org/media/news/2022-
ocean-exposures-photo-contest-winners

make sure tominimize your impact on
the nature andwildlife around you.

The contest is scheduled to open in the
summer and close September 30, 2023.
More informationwill be available when
we launch the contest, but the categories
will remain the same as last year:

• Below the Surface (photos taken
underwater)

• Work and Play on theOcean (people
interactingwith the ocean)

• CoastalWildlife (wildlife near the
coast)

SecondPlace,CoastalWildlife. Photographer:
Heather Baskey

FirstPlace,CoastalWildlife. Photographer:
Anthony Bucci

ThirdPlace,CoastalWildlife. Photographer:
Zach Qiu

Clear the Coast is Back Again

Weare ramping up our Clear the Coast
campaign for this year. Through this
initiativewework to protect sensitive
foreshore, recovering habitat polluted
by ocean plastics and othermarine
debris.

With the help of volunteers, partners,
and pure grit, we’re hoping to collect at
least 15 tonnes of debris this year and
looking forward to taking on the
challenges that comewith such a large
operation.

If you are passionate about healthy
communities and healthy oceans, you

can support our efforts to remove
marine debris from sensitive habitat
onVancouver Island’s northwest coast.

Consider supporting our Clear the
Coast campaign through a
monthly or one-time donation.
livingoceans.org/donate

Maybe youwould rather give the gift
of your time. If you are interested in
volunteering or supporting the
campaignwith in-kind donations
email us at info@livingoceans.org.

You can find outmore about the Clear
the Coast initiative by visiting our
website livingoceans.org/initiatives/
clear-the-coast

https://livingoceans.org/media/news/2022-ocean-exposures-photo-contest-winners
https://livingoceans.org/media/news/2022-ocean-exposures-photo-contest-winners
https://livingoceans.org/media/news/2022-ocean-exposures-photo-contest-winners
https://livingoceans.org/donate
mailto:info@livingoceans.org
mailto:https://livingoceans.org/initiatives/clear-the-coast
mailto:https://livingoceans.org/initiatives/clear-the-coast
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Out-Standing Committee Report!

It looks like the gloves are finally off inthe fight to reform theDepartment of
Fisheries andOceans’management of
science in general and aquaculture in
particular. If you find the analogy to the
boxing ring a bit over-the-top, you
haven’t read the latest report from the
House Standing Committee on Fisheries
andOceans.

We can hear your eyes rolling. Yes, there
have been dozens of critical reports
written about the Department’s science
and little has changed. Yes, the
Parliamentary Library is filledwith
Standing Committee reports that never
served formore than some partisan
point-scoring. But this one is different.

The Committee, known as FOPO, tabled
its report titled “Science at the
Department of Fisheries andOceans” in
Parliament inMarch after hearing from
57witnesses includingDepartment
scientists,managers, First Nations,
fishing organizations and conservation
groups. Unsurprisingly,many of these
witnesses provided detailed examples of
sciencemisrepresented, suppressed or
defunded by theDepartment.

The evidence disclosed that, while some
good science is being donewithin the
Department by highly competent
scientists, their results are being
‘massaged’ tomeetmanagement
objectives before being reported to the
Minister. It also pointed the finger at
aquaculture science itself, alleging
deliberate suppression and falsification of
findings.

Therewere numerous reflections on the
east coast cod fishery collapse, widely
attributed to the chronic failure ofDFO
to allow science to inform its
management. Therewere outraged
scientists, who had seen their own
conclusions altered byDFO to suit
management objectives. And therewere
plenty of observations that the
Department’s science advice process fails
to adhere to internationally accepted
norms of scientific integrity, such as peer
review, transparency and open access to
data.

This, we all knew; but it is refreshing to
see it all set out in print, togetherwith
detailed recommendations for change. It
is in the recommendations themselves
that we see something new and different:
this Committee is demanding
independent investigation and responses
to theHouse of Commons on awide
variety of allegedmalfeasance.

Normally, Committee reports are tabled
and theMinistries towhich
recommendations are addressedmake
some formof response, whichmay accept
or reject a recommendation or (more
often) glibly claim to have dealt with the
problem. This report asks “the
Government of Canada” to task the Chief
ScienceAdvisorwith a number of audits
going to the ethics and integrity of the

science advice process and to report on
that audit to Parliament by 2024—in
otherwords, taking its enquiries out of
the hands of theDepartment and
injecting some objectivity.
A great deal of the report concernsDFO’s
under-funding of the ocean sciences
division, as comparedwith fisheries and
aquaculture. FOPOdemands an audit and
annual disclosure of the number of fish
stocks assessed each year, as ameans of
ensuring that fieldwork is reinstated; and
recommends prioritizing “regular and
thorough stock assessments on all three
coasts”. It asks for legislation to require a
science-based fisheriesmanagement
framework and public disclosure of
reasons for fisheries decisions.

When it comes to aquaculture science, the
Committee had a laser focus on the so-
called ‘risk assessments’ that formed the
basis of theDepartment’s advice to
Minister Jordan that salmon farms posed
nomore than aminimal risk towild
sockeye: citing “the suppression of
…research that could have had amaterial
impact on the overall risk assessment”,
Recommendation 45 asks for an
independent audit of the entire process
surrounding theDiscovery Islands risk
assessments, as well as of the “accuracy
and decision-informing value” of the
science advice given.

The first among themany audit reports
required by the Committee is due June 9,
2023 and should be interesting: FOPOhas
asked for an independent audit of how
DFO responded to the 2018Report of the
Independent Expert Panel on
Aquaculture Science, which itselfmade
sweeping recommendations for
improvement. There is certainly no
public evidence that anything has
changed!

The full FOPO report: ourcommons.ca/
DocumentViewer/en/44-1/FOPO/
report-8/

https://livingoceans.org/initiatives/clear-the-coast
https://livingoceans.org/initiatives/clear-the-coast
https://livingoceans.org/initiatives/clear-the-coast
https://www.ourcommons.ca/DocumentViewer/en/44-1/FOPO/report-8/
https://www.ourcommons.ca/DocumentViewer/en/44-1/FOPO/report-8/
https://www.ourcommons.ca/DocumentViewer/en/44-1/FOPO/report-8/
https://www.ourcommons.ca/DocumentViewer/en/44-1/FOPO/report-8/
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The Ship has Reached the Shore

Sinking to New Depths

Canada is among themembers of the
International SeabedAuthority (ISA) -
in charge ofwho can explore and,
eventuallymine, the deep ocean floor.

It’s already given out 31 contracts to
explore the deep sea forminerals. The
countdown for the ISA to adopt its first
set of exploitation regulations for
deep-seabedmining could result in the
green light for deep-seabedmining this
year.

Asmining companies explore
exploitation options, there is growing
concern over howmuch damage deep-
seamining could cause to the overall
environment and the ocean in
particular.

Scientists fear the introduction of toxic
metals intomarine food networks,
destruction of deep-sea habitats, and
waste dispersal over long distances will
have adverse and long-lasting effects
on fisheries and delicate ecosystems
like coral reefs.With potential to
smother ocean life andwreak havoc on
the blue economy it is vital that no
deep-seamining is permitted until
enough information is available to
understand the effects of such an
undertaking.

Canada has issued a domestic
moratoriumondeep-seamining but
stopped short of demanding a global
ban. Our technological progress should
not be to the detriment of ocean health.
Call for Canada to join the states
demanding amoratorium and sign the
recent petition to stop deep-seamining
to #DefendTheDeep.
only.one/act/mining

TheUnitedNations has been labouring
over a treaty to protect the ocean

beyond areas of national jurisdiction for
nearly twenty years. InMarch, 2023, it
finally achieved agreement on the text. In
order for the treaty to come into force, at
least 60 countriesmust ratify it. Canada
is one of over 100 nations that joined the
HighAmbitionCoalition forNature and
People, whosemembers pushed for this
treaty as a key component of the ’30 x 30’
commitment to protect 30% of the
world’s land and ocean by 2030. In order
for Canada to ratify the treaty, we have to
incorporate it in domestic law.

The Treaty almost didn’t happen. The
main sticking point in the negotiation
was equity: who gets to decidewhat
happens on the high seas andwho
benefits from economic activity there.
Access tomarine genetic resources, to
participation in research and in setting
the standards for commercial activity in
the ocean all had to be ironed out before
the text was finalized. Delegates worked
literally around the clock for days,
overshooting their deadline for an
agreement by fully a day before the floor
erupted into “cheers and a standing
ovation”, according to a report in The
Guardian.

As youmight expect of a vast, lawless area
of our planet, there’s a lot going on out on

the high seas that wewant to see stopped.
Unregulated fishing, leading to
overfishing of species like sharks and
exploitative labour practices, is high on
that list. The push for seabedmining has
driven new concerns formaking some
ocean areas off limits to extractive
industries. This treatywill enable a
framework of rules, protected areas and
enforcementmechanisms to protect the
high seas. It will provide co-ordination
among the patchwork ofmultilateral
agreements that currently try tomanage
particular species and instead, enable a
more holistic approach to our
relationshipwith 60% of the planet.

The prospect of protecting large swaths of
ocean habitat in areas off limits to
extractive industries is perhaps themost
attractive aspect of the treaty,making the
30 x 30 goal attainable—if themember
nations proceed at top speed to ratify and
implement the treaty.

Properly implemented, theHigh Seas
Treaty has the potential to increase the
ocean’s resilience to climate change and to
protect habitats and species. This will
enure to the benefit of billions of people
around theworldwho depend directly on
a healthy ocean for their sustenance or
livelihood. Large protected areas could
also contribute on a planetary scale to
efforts to control atmospheric carbon.

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/mar/05/high-seas-treaty-agreement-to-protect-international-waters-finally-reached-at-un
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2023/mar/05/high-seas-treaty-agreement-to-protect-international-waters-finally-reached-at-un
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Ways to Donate
1. Donate directly to Living Oceans, if you do not
require a tax receipt.

By cheque: Please make cheque payable to Living
Oceans Society and mail to:

Living Oceans, Suite #7 – 650 Clyde Avenue
West Vancouver, BC V7T 1E2

2. Donate to the Canadian Coastal Research
Society if you would like a tax receipt (minimum
$25).

By cheque or credit card: please fill out this form.
Cheques must be payable to CANADIAN
COASTAL RESEARCH SOCIETY. Please note:
Monthly donors receive annual tax receipts.

3. Online: You can donate directly to Living Oceans
or to the Canadian Coastal Research Society using
your credit card or Paypal on our web site.

Canadian Coastal Research Society is a registered
Canadian charity, no. 82128 1433 RR0001.
Canadian Coastal Research Society and Living
Oceans collaborate on charitable projects. You will
be directed to the Canadian Coastal Research
Society web site if you want to make a charitable
donation.

livingoceans.org/donate

Thank you for supporting the work of Living Oceans Society.
A charitable tax receipt will be sent to you for donations of $25 or more.
Please return this form to:
Living Oceans Society, Suite #7 – 650 Clyde Avenue, West Vancouver, BC V7T 1E2
Questions? Call Karen at 604-696-5044 or info@livingoceans.org

Thanks for your support!
� I’m enclosing a cheque for $ Payable to Canadian Coastal Research

Society

I’d like you to process my donation on my credit card. Please charge:

� $ each month OR � $ once

Start Date

Charge my:� Visa� Mastercard� Discover

Card Number Expiry Date

Cardholder Name CVV2

Signed

Address

Telephone

Email

It seems the predicted fate of the oceangrowsworsewith each passing day. It is
acidifying faster and holdingmore heat
than previously calculated; its currents
are slowing and changing habitats in
myriadways and places. Despite
warnings from the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), global
greenhouse gas emissions have
continued to increase. Proponents of
geoengineering are increasingly
clamouring for the go-ahead to unleash
unprecedented experiments in climate
engineeringwith virtually incalculable
results.

Geoengineering is the controversial
science ofmanipulating the climate for
the stated purpose of fightingman-made
climate change. Schemes like ocean
fertilization, intended to increase the
production of phytoplanktons that
absorb CO2, have been shown to have
extremely limited beneficial effects and
deplete essential nutrients. Geoengineers
have proposed experiments on land, sea

international law. The Secretariat stated,
“there are enough studies that show that
there would be negative and unequal
impacts associatedwith the release of
these aerosols, which cause
meteorological imbalances such as winds
and torrential rains, as well as droughts in
tropical areas; in addition to generating
impacts on the thinning of the planet’s
ozone layer”.

Hundreds of leading scientists fromover
50 countries are calling for an
International Non-UseAgreement
(solargeoeng.org/) that would prohibit
governments from supporting the
development of solar geoengineering
technologies and ban all outdoor
experiments, patenting, and deployment.
Will you add your voice to the call? Visit
solargeoeng.org/take-action/

Climate Solution Engineering
and in the atmosphere, none ofwhich are
supported by robust scientific evidence.
Once begun, such experiments would
likely be irreversible.

TheUnitedNations Convention on
Biological Diversity (CBD) addresses
geoengineering on an ongoing basis and
to date, has the unanimous consent of its
110member countries to prohibit such
experiments on the grounds that the
potential impacts to biological diversity
are incalculable and probably irreversible.
Yet it keeps coming up on the agenda.

Solar geoengineering is particularly
popular with thosewhowould deflect
attention from the urgent need to
decarbonize. Recently, when an
unauthorizedU.S. startup company
engineered a small scale solar experiment
onMexican soil, the government
responded by announcing that it would
take all necessary steps to enforce the
moratorium and to adhere to the
precautionary principle under

https://www.solargeoeng.org/
https://www.solargeoeng.org/take-action/
https://www.solargeoeng.org/take-action/

