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Alaska Youth Receive Support for Their Constitutional Climate Lawsuit Against the State 
 
Anchorage, Alaska -- Today, Alaska Native groups, the League of Women Voters Alaska, and 31 law 
professors from 26 law schools filed amicus curiae (“friend of the court”) briefs with the Alaska Supreme 
Court in support of 16 young Alaskans and their constitutional climate lawsuit, Sinnok v. State of Alaska. 
Attorneys for the youth plaintiffs also filed their opening brief with the Court today.  
 
In November, the youth filed their notice of appeal with the Court after Superior Court Judge Gregory 
Miller, for the Third Judicial District in Anchorage granted the State of Alaska’s motion to dismiss the 
youths’ case. The court concluded that plaintiffs did not point to any policy of the state that has 
contributed to climate change. For the court to address plaintiffs’ claims, the court said, would be to 
create policy “in the first instance.” The court ruled that plaintiffs’ claims can only be addressed by 
Alaska’s political branches - the defendants in the case. 
 
Andrew Welle, co-counsel for youth and Our Children’s Trust staff attorney, said:  
 

“Alaska is on the front lines of the climate crisis. Yet even as the devastating impacts to these 
young plaintiffs continue to mount, their state government continues to pursue an energy policy 
that aggressively promotes fossil fuels and causes climate change. As clear as the State has made 
its energy policy through its statutory declarations and implementing actions, it’s equally clear 
that without intervention by Alaska’s courts, Alaska's political branches will continue 
exacerbating the urgent dangers threatening these plaintiffs’ lives and liberties.” 

 
The Alaska Inter-Tribal Council, the Eyak Preservation Council, and the Native Conservancy Land Trust 
filed one of the amicus briefs today stating that they:  
 

“...submit this brief to describe the urgency of the situation and to emphasize what is at stake in 
this litigation: the physical and cultural survival of Alaska’s Native people and communities. As 
alleged in the amended complaint, the Appellees (“Defendants”) in this case have constitutional 
responsibilities to develop and implement energy policy in a way that does not result in harms to 
its youngest citizens. The discontinuation of energy policies and planning that contribute to the 
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devastating impacts of climate change in Alaska is a critical step to ensure the survival of 
Alaska’s Native communities. Judicial review of legislative and executive actions that threaten 
the existence and way of life of Alaskan children is not a political question, but one that must be 
heard and decided by the courts. Thus, we join Plaintiffs in urging this Court to reverse the 
dismissal of this case and to remand it to the trial court so that Plaintiffs’ important constitutional 
claims can be heard and resolved.” 
 

A second amicus brief was filed by 31 law professors law professors from 26 law schools across the 
country, who state in their brief:  
 

“This Court should recognize that Appellants’ interest in a climate system capable of sustaining 
human life and liberty (or "stable climate system for ease of reference") is fundamental and 
constitutionally protected based on principles of substantive due process. This interest falls well 
within the intention and spirit of the Alaska Constitution, and it is necessary for the kind of 
civilized life and ordered liberty that lies at the core of our constitutional heritage. It is also 
deeply rooted in our nation's history and legal traditions. In light of Appellants' fundamental 
interest, the State of Alaska must ensure that its energy policy and other decisions are consistent 
with this interest, unless it can demonstrate that any actions adverse to it are justified by a 
compelling government interest that flows from an enumerated constitutional power.” 

 
The third brief was filed with by the League of Women Voters Alaska. The League argues in their brief 
that:  
 

“The separation of powers and related political question doctrine are, at their core, mechanisms 
for protecting individual civil liberties from unlawful government encroachment. By design, the 
judiciary has a duty to serve as a ‘check and balance’ by evaluating governmental action for 
constitutional compliance. This judicial duty is heightened in this case involving the fundamental 
rights of politically powerless young people who stand to suffer disproportionate harms from 
Appellees’ (‘Defendants’) actions. The best available climate science and the allegations of the 
political branches’ affirmative conduct in exacerbating the climate crisis indicates that urgent and 
immediate judicial intervention is needed to vindicate Plaintiffs’ rights and to protect their 
vulnerable futures. The fundamental constitutional interests at stake here are exactly the kind that 
the judiciary is designed to protect. This Court should reverse the superior court’s dismissal of 
Plaintiffs’ claims.” 

 
Esau Sinnok, 21-year-old plaintiff from Shishmaref, Alaska, said:  
 

“I am amazed and honored to have the support of these powerful voices in Alaska for our case. 
Climate change is affecting my community of Shishmaref, along with numerous communities 
across the state of Alaska and in the Arctic. Without due process and without the intervention of 
the judicial system, then we as a state will continue to promote the extraction of fossil fuels, 
which is infringing the rights we have as young people to a clean, livable, sustainable 
environment and future.” 

 
Sinnok v. Alaska is one of many related legal actions supported by Our  Children’s Trust, and brought by 
youth in several states and countries, including Juliana v. United States, seeking science-based action by 
governments to secure a safe climate and healthy atmosphere for present and future generations.  

https://www.ourchildrenstrust.org/us/federal-lawsuit/


 
Counsel for Plaintiffs include Andrew Welle, Esq. of Eugene, OR and Brad De Noble, Esq. of Eagle 
River, AK. 

Our Children’s Trust is a nonprofit organization, elevating the voice of youth, those with most to lose, to 
secure the legal right to a healthy atmosphere and stable climate on behalf of present and future 
generations. We lead a coordinated global human rights and environmental justice campaign to 
implement enforceable science-based Climate Recovery Plans that will return atmospheric carbon 
dioxide concentration to below 350 ppm by the year 2100. www.ourchildrenstrust.org/ 
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