












sional hearings. For instance, the U.S. House of Representa-
tives’Committee on Natural Resources recently held a hear-
ing to explore carbon sequestration technologies, some of
which may involve carbon sequestration in the seabed.19

Another sign that Congress may be willing to explore this is-
sue further is the recent creation of the Select Committee on
Energy Independence and Climate Change. In fact, one of
the first steps should be to identify a forum within which
these divergent interests can be brought together. While
congressional action can sometimes move at a glacial pace,
Congress can be a place where the interests of the coastal
states, who may have the most to lose from marine-based
clean energy projects, are meshed with those of the whole of
the United States, which can and should see the urgency of
taking remedial actions to address the growing threats of cli-
mate change.

Another set of fora where these interests could meet is
that of international institutions, such as the IPCC, the meet-
ing of Parties of the United Nations Framework Convention
on Climate Change (UNFCCC),20 or even the Convention
on Biological Diversity (CBD),21 which has a good track re-
cord of addressing threats from climate change and threats

to marine biodiversity. Likewise, the World Bank and agen-
cies such as the United Nations Environment Programme
(UNEP) and the United Nations Development Programme
(UNDEP) are likely to become involved in the financing of
ocean-based clean energy projects, and they need to be
brought in this debate and informed of the potential risks
and cost-benefit analyses. Otherwise, we can expect the
same internal conflict within these institutions as we have
witnessed elsewhere.

An interesting lesson can be drawn from the so-called cli-
mate camp. Organized by the World Wildlife Fund in April
2006, the camp brought together 150 climate and conserva-
tion exerts from 34 countries for a week-long educational
gathering in Washington, D.C., to redesign conservation ap-
proaches to include climate change. This initiative so far has
focused on salmon and Bering Sea fisheries issues but could
well be replicated to address head-on the relationship be-
tween clean energy projects and ocean conservation. In any
event, the largest environmental NGOs should feel obli-
gated to pick up this issue. We can only anticipate that this
transition will be facilitated if NGOs coordinate their efforts
and share their experiences in the matter, rather than going at
it alone.

In the end, it does not matter which forum is used to bring
these divergent interests together. In fact, the transition is
likely to be so difficult that it will need to take place at all
levels simultaneously: politically, through congressional
action; locally, with better coordinated efforts on the part of
local governments; by civil society, through NGOs large
and small; and at the international level, through the work of
international institutions and treaties. Action is needed, and
it must be taken soon. The lack thereof will only aggravate
this conflict between two competing but equally important
priorities, addressing climate change and protecting our
oceans from further threats.
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