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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On 13 March 2020, 19 teenage members of Youth 4 Climate Action filed a
constitutional complaint challenging the Republic of Korea's greenhouse

gas reduction framework (Youth 4 Climate Action n.d.-d). The case was later
consolidated with three related constitutional complaints. On 29 August 2024,
the Constitutional Court of Korea found article 8(1) of the 2021 Framework
Act on Carbon Neutrality and Green Growth for Coping with Climate Crisis
not in conformity with the Constitution because it failed to provide quantified
greenhouse gas reduction targets for the period from 2031 to 2049, thereby
shifting an excessive burden onto future generations. The court did not
invalidate the 2030 reduction target, leaving considerable discretion over the
precise emissions pathway to the legislature.’

From a democracy perspective, the case illustrates how youth-led climate
litigation can provide a channel for people with limited electoral influence to
bring long-term and intergenerational interests into constitutional review. Youth
advocacy also extended beyond the courtroom through public campaigns,
coalition-building, and transnational cooperation. Following the judgment, the
National Assembly initiated a deliberative process that sought specifically to
reflect the interests of younger and future generations.

The case also illustrates the limits of judicial intervention. The National
Assembly missed the court’s February 2026 amendment deadline and
subsequently adopted a legislative compromise following a public deliberative

1 Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024.
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process on the long-term emissions reduction pathway (National Assembly
2026). The amendment was passed by the National Assembly on 26 August
and promulgated on 8 September 2026.2 The case therefore suggests that
the democratic significance of climate litigation lies not only in judicial
outcomes but also in how litigation interacts with political participation,
legislative deliberation, and institutional implementation, including by creating
opportunities for younger generations to participate in public debate.

INTRODUCTION

On 13 March 2020, 19 teenagers filed a constitutional complaint with the
Constitutional Court of Korea, challenging the national greenhouse gas (GHG)
reduction target established under the then-applicable 2010 Framework Act
on Low Carbon, Green Growth, claiming that the target failed to protect their
constitutional rights from the emerging impacts of the climate crisis. This
marked the first climate litigation in the Republic of Korea. Following the
adoption of the 2021 Framework Act on Carbon Neutrality and Green Growth
for Coping with Climate Crisis, the petitioners amended their complaint to
challenge the new statutory framework. On 29 August 2024, the court found
article 8(1) of the 2021 Framework Act not in conformity with the Constitution
because it contained no quantified reduction standard for the period from
2031 to 2049 and therefore failed to prevent an excessive mitigation burden
from being shifted to future generations. The provision was allowed to remain
temporarily in force, with the National Assembly required to amend it by 28
February 2026.3

This historic victory not only marks a turning point in climate action in the
jurisdiction, but it is also a powerful testament to how the voices of young
people are changing public perceptions, political narratives, and legal
interpretations of the climate crisis. This case study traces the history and
development of youth climate litigation in the Republic of Korea and examines
how young people have shaped climate discourse.

1. CASE HISTORY

The 19 youth plaintiffs who filed the first climate litigation before the
Constitutional Court of Korea are members of Youth 4 Climate Action, a
climate action group organized by teenagers in 2018, the year the youth-
led climate movement emerged around the globe. Youth 4 Climate Action
began with school strikes, picketing demonstrations, and public campaigns

2 Republic of Korea. 2026. Framework Act on Carbon Neutrality and Green Growth for Coping with Climate
Crisis. Act No. 21893, 8 September 2026, effective 9 March 2027.

3 Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024.
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demanding stronger climate action as well as improved climate education in
schools (Youth 4 Climate Action n.d.-a).

— Figure 1. Youth climate petitioners at Korea's Constitutional Court
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Source: Youth 4 Climate Action petitioners stand in front of the Constitutional Court of Korea

on 13 March 2020, the day they filed their constitutional complaint.
Photo by Youth 4 Climate Action.

Youth 4 Climate Action attracted significant media attention because it was
not common for teenagers to take action on social issues in the Republic

of Korea. Youth activists were also invited to speak to policymakers and
politicians about their demands. However, they soon realized their demands
were not being taken seriously, and they decided to change their strategy and
take the matter to court.

On 13 March 2020, the youth petitioners challenged the statutory and

regulatory framework governing the national GHG reduction target. They The youth
argued that the target established under the Framework Act on Low Carbon, petitioners
Green Growth and its accompanying enforcement decree failed to provide challenged
adequate protection for several fundamental rights, including the rights to a the statutory

healthy environment, life, and health, as well as intergenerational equality.*
and regulatory

At the time of the filing, the Framework Act on Low Carbon, Green Growth framework

called for a 24.4 percent reduction in GHG emissions from 2017 levels by governing the
2030.5 In October 2020, the government pledged to achieve carbon neutrality national GHG

by 2050 (Republic of Korea 2020). Subsequently, in September 2021, the reduction target.

4 Petitioners’ statement of claim, Case No. 2020Hun-Ma389, 13 March 2020.
5 Article 42 of the Framework Act on Low Carbon, Green Growth, Act No. 16133, 31 December 2018, effective
1 April 2019, and article 25 of the accompanying enforcement decree.
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National Assembly passed the Framework Act on Carbon Neutrality and Green
Growth for Coping with Climate Crisis as the new legal framework for climate
change. The government announced a revision of its Nationally Determined
Contribution (NDC) in October 2021, calling instead for a 40.0 percent
reduction from 2018 levels by 2030. The revised 2030 target was subsequently
incorporated into the act’'s enforcement decree in March 2022.¢ In April 2023,
the government finalized the First National Carbon Neutrality and Green Growth
Basic Plan, which established annual and sectoral emissions reduction targets
through 2030 (2050 Carbon Neutrality and Green Growth Commission 2023).

Following the adoption of the new act, the petitioners amended their complaint
to challenge the revised 2030 target and the legal framework supporting it.
They maintained that the updated framework still failed to provide the level of
protection for their fundamental rights required by the Constitution.”

The case triggered a wave of climate litigation. In October 2021, 123

citizens, including civil society activists, political party members, and citizens
representing the most affected people and areas, filed a constitutional claim
arguing the unconstitutionality of the law.® In June 2022, 62 children under the
age of 10, including one unborn fetus, filed another constitutional claim against
the law and the presidential decree prescribing the 2030 NDC.° Finally, in July
2023, 51 citizens filed a constitutional claim against the Carbon Neutrality
Basic Plan.™

On 21 August 2023, the National Human Rights Commission of Korea
submitted an opinion to the Constitutional Court arguing that article 8(1) of the
Framework Act and article 3(1) of its enforcement decree failed to provide the
minimum protection required for the rights and freedoms of current and future
generations (National Human Rights Commission of Korea 2023).

A major development occurred in February 2024, almost four years after the
initial filing of the case, when the court decided that it would merge the four
cases and convene a public hearing.

The court convened public hearings in April and May 2024, including oral
arguments, expert testimony on climate science and international law, and the
statements of the petitioners.

The final decision was rendered three months after the second hearing, on 29
August 2024.

5 Republic of Korea. 2022. Enforcement Decree of the Framework Act on Carbon Neutrality and Green Growth
for Coping with Climate Crisis, Presidential Decree No. 32557, 25 March 2022, article 3(1).

7 Petitioners’ revised statement of claim, Case No. 2020Hun-Ma389, 6 May 2022.

8 Constitutional Court of Korea, Case No. 2021Hun-Ma1264 (filed 12 October 2021).

®  Constitutional Court of Korea, Case No. 2022Hun-Ma854 (filed 13 June 2022).

0 Constitutional Court of Korea, Case No. 2023Hun-Ma846 (filed 6 July 2023).
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2. KEY FINDINGS IN THE CASE

The petitioners in the consolidated cases had three overlapping claims. First,
they argued that article 8 of the carbon neutrality act violated the state’s
obligation to protect the petitioners’ fundamental rights because it prescribed
a GHG reduction target for 2030 only and net zero for 2050 but failed to
provide any targets for the period from 2031 to 2049. Second, regarding

the enforcement decree, the petitioners argued that the GHG reduction

target for 2030 of 40 percent from 2018 levels was in violation of the state’s
obligation to protect fundamental rights because it was insufficient to limit
temperature increase to 1.5 degrees based on: (a) the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change’s (IPCC) 1.5-degree global pathway; (b) the United
Nations Environment Programme’s Emissions Gap Report; (c) Climate Action
Tracker analysis; (d) carbon budget analysis based on per capita distribution;
(e) a comparison of NDCs from Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development countries; and (f) Climate Change Performance Index rankings.
Third, the plaintiffs claimed that the carbon neutrality plan violated the

state’s obligation to protect fundamental rights because the actual reduction
measures fell short of the 40 percent target, as it used gross emissions for the
base year but net emissions for the target year.

2.1. Right to a Healthy Environment
In its final decision, the court began its analysis by identifying the relevant

right. After acknowledging the key scientific facts regarding climate change, The court ruled
including its cause, projected outcomes, urgency of mitigation, carbon budget, that the right toa
and tipping points, the court ruled that the right to a healthy environment, as healthy environment,

guaranteed in article 35 of the Constitution,”” was the most relevant right.' as guaranteed in
The court also recognized that the petitioners had argued on the basis of a artICIe. 35_ of the
number of other fundamental rights under the Constitution, including the right Constitution, was the
to intergenerational equality, but ruled that it would not provide a separate most relevant right.
analysis of the other rights because the rationale provided in the analysis of

the right to a healthy environment encompassed the analysis of the other

rights. However, as discussed in 2.2. Constitutional Requirements, the court’s

actual rationale in determining the unconstitutionality of the statute was very

much based on the intergenerational impact of climate actions and inactions.

2.2. Constitutional Requirements of a National GHG Reduction Target
The court next addressed the applicable legal standard used to determine
whether the state’s GHG reduction target provided the minimum level of
protection required in light of the risks posed by the climate crisis.

The court identified three considerations for assessing whether the emissions
reduction framework provided constitutionally sufficient protection. It
considered whether the Republic of Korea's targets reflected an appropriate

T Article 35 of the Constitution states the following: “All citizens shall have the right to a healthy and pleasant
environment. The State and all citizens shall endeavor to protect the environment.”

2 Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024, pp. 17-18.
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contribution to global mitigation efforts; whether the framework prevented
disproportionate climate impacts and mitigation burdens from being
transferred to the future; and whether the legal and institutional arrangements
were capable of securing effective GHG reductions. The court indicated that
these questions should be assessed in light of scientific evidence and relevant
international standards.™

The standard provides both a substantive standard for the level of reduction
and a formal standard for the legal framework. As to the adequacy of the
reduction, the court effectively required that the reduction target reflect the
Republic of Korea’s “fair share.” The court’s reliance on the IPCC’s latest
findings and on the principle of common but differentiated responsibilities

and respective capabilities as the international standard further supports

this interpretation.™ Regarding the design of the legal framework, the court
insisted that the target should be implemented in a way that would not put an
excessive burden on future generations while ensuring an effective reduction in
GHG emissions, which should be reflected in the annual and sectoral targets or
enforcement mechanisms. It should be noted that intergenerational equality—
although the court did not explicitly adopt the term “intergenerational”—is
central to the standard.

2.3. Rulings on the Key Claims

The court applied the legal standard to the act and concluded that the law
had failed to provide minimum protection of fundamental rights and was
therefore unconstitutional because it failed to provide any quantified standard
for the targets for the period between 2031 and 2049. In particular, regarding
the government’s defense that the act was aligned with the Paris Agreement,
where national GHG reduction targets are updated every five years, the court
decided that the act did not guarantee a continuous and consistent reduction
and pointed out that the government’s decisions could be influenced by short-
term interests that favored delaying action.’

The court also held that the provision violated the principle of statutory—

or parliamentary—reservation. Because national GHG reduction targets
substantially affect fundamental rights, the essential parameters of those
targets must be determined by the legislature rather than left entirely

to executive regulation.’® On this point, the court again focused on the
intergenerational issue by stating that the democratic process is particularly
important in light of the climate crisis because future generations are
inadequately represented in the process. During the hearing, the court
specifically quoted the 12-year-old petitioner, who stated, “Grown-ups can
elect members of the National Assembly or the President through voting, but

8 Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024, p. 34.

4 Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024, p. 22.

5 Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024, p. 45.

®  Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024, p. 58.



children do not have that opportunity. Participating in this lawsuit was the only
action | could take, and had to take, for the future."”

On the issue of the adequacy of the 2030 target in the enforcement decree, the
court denied the petitioners’ claim on the grounds that the court was unable

to identify a “single standard” that could be applied to determine the adequate
numerical value of the target.' In other words, the court ruled that the question
of determining the precise target was a matter of legislative discretion and
that the separation-of-powers doctrine precluded further judicial review of the
matter.

On the issue of the carbon neutrality plan, five of the nine justices considered
the plan unconstitutional because its calculation of the 40 percent reduction
treated land use, land-use change, and forestry (LULUCF) removals differently
in the base and target years, thereby reducing the actual level of mitigation
required.” However, because a decision on unconstitutionality requires a
supermajority, at least six out of nine justices,? the claims regarding the plan
were denied.

2.4. Ordered Relief

The court declared that article 8 of the carbon neutrality act was
unconstitutional and ordered that the provision be amended by 28 February
2026. Pursuant to article 47 of the Constitutional Court Act, the court’s
decision is binding on all state organs. Accordingly, the effect of the decision
required that the National Assembly rectify the unconstitutionality by setting
a quantified target for the period 2031-2049, in accordance with the Republic
of Korea's share of contribution based on scientific facts and international
standards and in a way that does not impose an excessive burden on future
generations.

3. FUTURE GENERATIONS, DEMOCRATIC REPRESENTATION,
AND CLIMATE GOVERNANCE

Political failure is central to explaining the inadequate response to the climate
crisis. Climate change poses particular challenges for democratic decision-
making because the costs and benefits of policy choices are distributed across
long-term horizons and generations. Scholars have described climate change
as a “super wicked problem:” those responsible for addressing it are also
involved in creating the problem, time is limited, and political incentives may
favor postponing costly action (Lazarus 2009; Levin et al. 2012).

7 Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024, p. 59.

8 Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024, p. 40.

®  Constitutional Court of Korea, Cases Nos. 2020Hun-Ma389, 2021Hun-Ma1264, 2022Hun-Ma854, and
2023Hun-Ma846 (consolidated), decision of 29 August 2024, pp. 69-85.

20 Constitutional Court Act, article 23(2).
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The “super wickedness” of the climate crisis is closely related to the structural
weakness of the political process in modern democracy. This process

is primarily bound by election cycles, which makes it difficult to properly
address problems when there is a significant time gap between action and
consequences and the risk materializes in the long term, far beyond what

is captured by election cycles. Such short-termism is exacerbated by an
excessive discounting of future harms (Lazarus 2009; Levin et al. 2012).

Drawing on the democracy discussion in the report Let the Courts Decide?,
the intergenerational challenge can be examined through four conceptions

of democracy particularly relevant to this case —representative, participatory,
deliberative, and epistemic (Poletto and Hickey 2025). Representative
democracy confers legitimacy on elected authorities through majority rule but
offers little or no representation for future or younger generations and tends
to limit its focus to election cycles. Participatory democracy invites input from
citizens, and deliberative democracy goes a step further, seeking “reasoned
assent” through social discourse, but the intergenerational challenge still
exists as participation and deliberation are made available only for the current
generation. Finally, the fact that the level of climate action derived from the
current political consensus falls short of what is scientifically required shows
that the current political processes fail to fulfill the epistemic justification of
democracy.

All of these critical features are closely related to the intergenerational injustice
aspect of the climate crisis. Future generations cannot participate directly in
present-day political decision-making, and children and younger people may
have more limited formal political influence, particularly where they are below
voting age. Climate policy therefore raises a distinctive representation problem
because its long-term consequences fall heavily on people who have little

or no influence over current decisions. This exclusion not only compromises
the legitimacy of the political process from the perspective of representative,
participatory, and deliberative democracy but also results in myopic decisions
that call epistemic legitimacy into question.

These features help explain the prominence of young people in rights-based
climate litigation. Youth plaintiffs can make the intergenerational dimension

of climate change particularly visible because they are likely to experience the
long-term consequences of present mitigation choices while, depending on
their age, having limited influence through electoral politics. Youth-led or youth-
supported climate claims have consequently emerged in several jurisdictions,
including the Republic of Korea, Germany,?' and the US state of Montana.?

In the Korean case, the youth petitioners played a central role not only in the
initiation and execution of the litigation but also in the court’s final analysis.
Although the court did not adopt the term "intergenerational equality” as a

separate constitutional right, its reasoning explicitly addressed the unequal

21 German Federal Constitutional Court (BVerfG), Order of the First Senate of 24 March 2021—1 BvR 2656/18, 1
BvR 78/20, 1 BVR 96/20, 1 BvR 288/20.
2 Held v. State, 560 P.3d 1235 (Mont. 2024).
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distribution over time of climate impacts and mitigation burdens. Further, the
court, in many instances, has specifically recognized that the youth plaintiffs
and their generation have limited access to the policymaking process or
political discourse and that the democratic process must take such limitations
into account.?®

The Constitutional Court’s decision was followed by efforts to give greater
institutional recognition to younger and future generations during the
legislative response. In early 2026, the National Assembly initiated a
deliberative process on the long-term emissions reduction pathway. The
process included a randomly selected citizens’ panel whose age composition
was adjusted to increase the representation of younger people, as well as a
separate panel for participants aged 10-14 (National Assembly 2026). The
deliberative process took approximately two months, including weeks of online
education and four televised debates. The results of the deliberation were
announced in April 2026. Regarding the two key questions on the ambition
level and the shape of the reduction pathway, 74.9 percent of panel members
responded that the Republic of Korea’s GHG reduction target should be at
least aligned with the IPCC'’s 1.5-degree global reduction pathway, and that the
pathway should reflect early reduction (77.9 percent of the panel) rather than
linear (17.5 percent) or delayed (2.5 percent) reduction, which is well aligned
with the Constitutional Court’s 2024 decision (National Assembly 2026).

The legislative response remained contested. Although the conclusion

of the deliberation showed strong support for early action based on the

IPCC 1.5-degree pathway, the National Assembly’s Climate Crisis Special
Committee approved a proposed amendment on 13 August 2026 prescribing
a “compromised” pathway that sets a linear reduction pathway as the lower
end and an early-action pathway as the higher end. The proposed amendment
set post-2030 reduction ranges of 53-61 percent by 2035, 69—-80 percent

by 2040, and 84-90 percent by 2045. Some committee members opposed
the proposal on the grounds that the lower end of the pathway did not
sufficiently reflect either the Constitutional Court’s reasoning or the results
of the citizen deliberation (Oh 2026). The proposed amendment ultimately
passed the National Assembly on 26 August 2026, completing the legislative
implementation of the Constitutional Court decision.?*

4. YOUTH ADVOCACY BEYOND THE COURTROOM

The role of youth in the Korean case was not limited to the court proceedings.
For the Youth 4 Climate Action activists, the litigation was an important part
of their campaign strategy. During the four and a half years that the case was
pending before the court, the activists organized various campaigns urging
lawmakers and policymakers to take action on climate targets, coal phase-out,

2 Constitutional Court of Korea, Case No. 2020Hun-Ma389 dated 29 August 2024, pp. 59 and 60.
24 Republic of Korea. 2026. Framework Act on Carbon Neutrality and Green Growth for Coping with Climate
Crisis. Act No. 21893, 8 September 2026, effective 9 March 2027.
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climate finance, and education. In addition, they carried out a public awareness
campaign on climate change that took full advantage of the media attention on
the litigation (Youth 4 Climate Action n.d.-a).

One notable feature of Youth 4 Climate Action’s campaign activities that

made them particularly effective was the activists’ ability to translate the
litigation’s legal language into accessible campaign language. For example,
when the government submitted its first response to the claim in 2020, the
youth petitioners took issue with the fact that the government’s defense
mainly focused on challenging the standing of the petitioners, claiming that
the disputed provisions had no “direct relevance” to the individual petitioners.?®
The standing argument reinforced the activists’ emphasis on the limited formal
political influence available to petitioners below voting age. The activists
began to frame the litigation as “the last line of defense” or “the minimum

line of protection,” emphasizing that the claims made in court concerned

the minimum protection that they believed they were entitled to under the
Constitution (Youth 4 Climate Action n.d.-b).

Youth 4 Climate Action’s campaigns were also part of the litigation strategy.
During the public hearing in the spring of 2024, the youth activists set up an
online campaign platform inviting citizens to write letters to the Constitutional
Court or leave comments and messages describing how the climate crisis was
impacting their lives (Youth 4 Climate Action n.d.-b). The activists collected
5,289 messages and submitted them to the court in what the campaign
described as a “people’s amicus brief” (Youth 4 Climate Action n.d.-c).

Cross-border collaboration was also an important element of the campaigns.
On the day of the filing in March 2020, Youth 4 Climate Action released

video messages from Fridays for Future (Portugal), School Strike 4 Climate
(Australia), Youth Advocates for Climate Action Philippines, and the Urgenda
Foundation (Netherlands) supporting the Korean litigation. In September
2022, Youth 4 Climate Action, together with 28 other organizations conducting
climate litigation around the world, sent an open letter to the government
urging immediate action (Youth 4 Climate Action n.d.-d).

Cross-border exchange has continued as climate litigation involving young
people has developed elsewhere in the region. In January 2024, a group of 13
applicants in Taiwan—including children, farmers, fishers, Indigenous peoples,
and civil society representatives—filed Taiwan's first constitutional climate
case challenging the adequacy and legal framework of emissions reduction
targets (Environmental Rights Foundation 2024). In August 2024, 16 young
plaintiffs aged 15-29 filed Japan’s first youth climate lawsuit against 10
thermal power companies, seeking emissions reductions consistent with a
1.5-degree pathway (Youth Climate Case Japan 2024). Youth plaintiff groups

25 Government opinion submitted in Case No. 2020Hun-Ma389, 29 October 2020.
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are actively engaging with each other, sharing experiences and strategies, and
working together to support one another’s litigation efforts.?

5. CONCLUSION

The Republic of Korea case demonstrates how youth-led litigation can bring
intergenerational interests into constitutional and political decision-making.
Young people played an important role not only in initiating the first complaint
but also in framing the wider public debate around the distribution of climate
burdens between present and future generations. The Constitutional Court’s
2024 decision gave constitutional significance to this concern by finding that
the absence of a quantified post-2030 reduction pathway failed to provide
sufficient protection for fundamental rights.

At the same time, the judgment illustrates the limits as well as the potential

of judicial intervention. The court required the legislature to establish a

legally structured post-2030 pathway but declined to prescribe the precise
numerical level of the 2030 target. This preserved an important role for elected
institutions in determining climate policy. The subsequent parliamentary
deliberative process, including specific efforts to reflect the interests of
younger and future generations, provides an important example of how
litigation can influence democratic processes beyond the courtroom.

Implementation has nevertheless been neither automatic nor uncontested. The
National Assembly missed the court’'s February 2026 amendment deadline,
and the debate continued over how far the eventual reduction pathway should
reflect the deliberative process and the interests of future generations. This
debate eventually resulted in a political compromise that fails to fully reflect
the standards set by the court or the conclusion of the deliberation. The case
therefore suggests that the democratic significance of climate litigation lies
not only in judicial outcomes but also in how litigation interacts with political
participation, legislative deliberation, and institutional implementation,
particularly if the litigation provides an opportunity for the younger generation
to raise its voice and participate in public discourse.

ABBREVIATIONS

GHG Greenhouse gas

IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
LULUCF Land use, land-use change, and forestry
NDC Nationally determined contribution

2 Aworkshop convened by Youth 4 Climate Action together with the Japanese youth plaintiffs was covered

in a television documentary by MBC, a South Korean public broadcaster, which aired on 1 January 2026
(MBC 2026).
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