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Various climate change lawsuits have been filed in the United States. In its 2007 decision on
Massachusetts v. EPA, the Supreme Court of the United States held that the greenhouse gases (GHGs)
fell into “air pollution agent(s)” under the Clean Air Act (CAA) and that the CAA gave the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) authority to regulate the GHGs. Following the decision, the
EPA published the Endangerment Rule. The rule says that the atmospheric mix of six GHGs is “air
pollution” under the CAA, which may reasonable be anticipated both to endanger public health and
to endanger public welfare. The EPA now regulates the GHGs emissions from new motor vehicles and
engines, and tries to regulate the GHGs emissions from new power plants. In response to the climate
change |itigations and the EPA’ s tougher control, the businesses have been forced to change their
behavior. For instance, the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission published the guidance on

climate change risks in 2010. In conclusion, in the United States, climate change litigations have

been generating a substantial impact on policymaking and business behavior.




