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Young Plaintiffs Vigorously Oppose Fossil Fuel Industry’s
Attempt to Intervene in Constitutional Climate Lawsuit
Like Their Positioning at the Paris Climate Talks, Fossil Fuel Industry Asserts the Youth’s
Climate Case is a “Direct Threat” to their Business
Eugene, OR – 21 young people from around the country are working to keep the world’s largest fossil fuel companies
from intervening in their constitutional climate change lawsuit. Last week, the youth opposed the industry’s proposal to
intervene as defendants in their case. The proposed interveners are trade associations for major corporations, including the
American Fuel and Petrochemical Manufacturers (“AFPM”) (representing Exxon Mobil, BP, Shell, Koch Industries, and
virtually all other U.S. refiners and petrochemical manufacturers), the American Petroleum Institute (“API”) (representing
625 oil and natural gas companies), and the National Association of Manufacturers (“NAM”).
“These organizations were not named as Defendants in our Complaint,” offered Phil Gregory, of Cotchett, Pitre &
McCarthy in Burlingame, CA. Gregory serves as one of the attorneys for the Youth Plaintiffs. “The Fossil Fuel
industry understands how significant our case is. They want to join the federal government in attempting to defeat the
constitutional claims asserted by these youth Plaintiffs. The Fossil Fuel industry and the federal government lining up
against 21 young citizens. That shows you what is at stake here.”
The lawsuit asserts the federal government has violated the youngest generation’s constitutional rights to life, liberty, and
property. It also claims the government failed to protect essential public trust resources by facilitating the exploitation of
fossil fuels. The youth have asked the courts to order the federal government to prepare and implement a science-based
national climate recovery plan.
The fossil fuel powerhouses call the youth’s case “extraordinary” and “a direct threat to [their] businesses.” They claim
“significant reduction in [greenhouse gas] emissions would cause a significant negative effect on [their] members by
constraining the sale of the product they have specialized in developing and selling.”
Victoria Barrett, 16-year-old plaintiff and fellow with Alliance for Climate Education, is participating in the climate
talks in Paris advocating for science-based climate recovery plans. Barrett became a plaintiff because she was tired of the
U.S. government sacrificing her future by allowing fossil fuel companies unbridled economic growth. “Fossil Fuel
companies continue to show complete disregard for my future and the future of my generation,” said Barrett. “They have
put my constitutional right to a certain quality of living at risk and continue to completely bulldoze over any real solutions
for a sustainable world. These companies are focused on short term goals, without thinking of their lasting effects on
humanity. Fossil Fuels are the energy of the past and I see no reason why these companies would not want to pride
themselves in looking to the future.”
In seeking to join the case, AFPM, API and NAM argue the court should focus on short-term economic benefits over a
stable climate and healthy environment for future generations. The industry claims that “reducing greenhouse gas
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emissions in order to bring atmospheric carbon dioxide levels down to 350 parts per million would abate some of the
future risks of climate change, those reductions would nevertheless not be ‘appropriate’ if the future potential benefits
would be outweighed by, for instance, enormous losses in productivity and economic development.”
In a declaration on behalf API’s motion to intervene, Howard Feldman claims “A sudden and significant reduction in
allowable GHG emissions from the combustion of fossil fuels could have a significant negative effect on the profitability
of many of API’s members.” However, Jack Gerard, API’s President and CEO, presented a different picture in a press
release on API’s website: “The facts are clear…by embracing our nation’s energy renaissance, we can lower costs, clean
the air, and create more jobs here at home while providing an example to the world.”
AFPM echoed API’s concern in a declaration of David Friedman of AFPM, stating, “If Plaintiffs succeed in eliminating
or massively reducing U.S. conventional fuel consumption and imposing other severe restrictions on GHG emission
limits, the impact on AFPM’s members will be significant and varied.”
“We oppose the world’s largest fossil fuel polluters, including Exxon and Koch Industries, arguing that young people
don’t have a constitutional right to life if it means reducing fossil fuel use,” said Julia Olson, Executive Director for
Our Children’s Trust, also counsel in the litigation. “Given what our President just said at the U.N. Climate Talks in
Paris, a renewed alignment between our government and the fossil fuel industry could not be less welcome. This case asks
the court to order what the industry fears most: a national plan using the best science we’ve got to try to leave clean air
and a healthy climate to our kids.”
The case is part of a global legal campaign led by Our Children’s Trust, a nonprofit organization that is coordinating a
federal, state, local and global human rights and environmental justice campaign to secure the legal right to a healthy
atmosphere and stable climate. As a result of OCT’s work, courts around the U.S. and in other countries are beginning to
accept arguments to secure that right, in accordance with science and on the behalf of present and future generations.
Top legal scholars, international scientists, national security experts, faith leaders, cities, NGOs and others support this
effort, including, most recently, a Seattle court that ordered the Washington State to consider the science in establishing
emissions standards. Similarly, in March, the N.M. Court of Appeals that the atmosphere is entitled to constitutional
protection as a public trust resource. The case filed today builds on these cases and others. Our Children’s Trust and its
team of lawyers from around the country is also advancing cases in Massachusetts, Colorado, Washington, Oregon, and
North Carolina, and will soon file actions in Florida, Hawaii, Pennsylvania, Montana, Alaska and Maine, and in several
other countries. To learn more, go to www.ourchildrenstrust.org and to view the Complaint, go to
www.ourchildrenstrust.org/US/Federal-Lawsuit.
Earth Guardians is a Colorado-based nonprofit organization with youth chapters on five continents, and multiple groups
in the United States with thousands of members working together to protect the Earth, the water, the air, and the
atmosphere, creating healthy sustainable communities globally. We inspire and empower young leaders, families,
schools, organizations, cities, and government officials to make positive change locally, nationally, and globally to
address the critical state of the Earth. www.earthguardians.org
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