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Trump sued by CPM; lawyers claim denying
children a healthy future by not addressing
climate change
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A group of children and young adults is suing President Donald Trump’s
administration for denying their right to a livable environment, claiming
that by not properly addressing climate concerns, the United States is
taking away their right to a healthy future. Two of the case’s lawyers,
Julia Olson and Philip Gregory, spoke to a group of Yale students, faculty
and community members Saturday about their work on the lawsuit,
Juliana v. U.S.

The talk was part of a larger conference focused on modern world issues
called “Onslaughts of the Poor: Corruption, Emissions, Violence,” hosted
by the Global Justice Program from Friday through Sunday. Olson, an
environmental lawyer focused on conservation, and Gregory, a litigator
who specializes in business and environmental law, represent Our
Children’s Trust, an organization that fights for climate reform using
legal action on behalf of young people.

“Young people, they need a platform,” said Olson. “Part of what we are
trying to do is help young people reclaim their democracy.”

The event’s coordinator, postdoctoral fellow Alex Gajevic Sayegh, told
the News he hoped it would create “a discussion between legal
practitioners and scholars in politics and law to see how the law can be
an effective tool to fight climate change.”

The plaintiffs in the case are seeking no money. What they want is a
remedy to the current failure by the government to adequately address
climate change.

Saturday’s talk centered on the legal arguments brought by the children
and their attorneys. Both speakers emphasized that their work is
centered on the stories and the futures of the people they represent.
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“What we’re essentially proving … is that the federal government has known for over 50 years about the
issues concerning these greenhouse gases … and has acted affirmatively in light of that knowledge,”
Gregory said. “They are implementing policies that are directly contrary to all the scientific evidence.”

He used the analogy of the government placing a foster child in a home it knows to be abusive. Any
situation in which the government actively and knowingly endangers people is an infringement of their
rights, he claimed.

The lawsuit began in 2016 against the Obama administration and took a new turn when Trump took
office. In June, a federal judge denied the White House’s motion to have the case dismissed.

The Trump administration has since sought a writ of mandamus, a rarely used legal procedure in which a
higher court orders a lower court to fulfill its legal duties properly. Many observers consider this move a
desperate act by the Trump administration to prevent the case from seeing court.

Olson explained that her case rests on a few arguments. The first invokes the Fifth Amendment, which
states that no person may be denied their rights to life, liberty and property without due process. Olson
and Gregory claim that by ignoring and perpetuating environmental problems, the federal government is
in effect depriving its people of those rights.

Olson said the ruling on this argument will “define the scope of our liberties and what they mean.”

A second argument portrays the situation as systemic discrimination against young people. Olson
explained that the government is discriminating against young people, who will suffer the most from the
effects of climate change.

Olson and Gregory’s last argument holds that through its actions, the government is creating a state-
centered danger.

The speakers clarified that they are not accusing the government of not doing enough to prevent climate
change — it is not a failure-to-act case — but rather of actively contributing to the problem and
disregarding established scientific facts for political reasons. They added that there is widespread support
for the case, likening it to the Supreme Court case regarding gay marriage... (To read the entire article, please
click HERE)
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