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NINTH CIRCUIT REVIEW EDITOR’S NOTE

It is my privilege to present the 2013 Ninth Circuit Environmental
Review. This review contains twenty-nine summaries of the Ninth Circuit
Court of Appeals’s decisions on environmental and natural resources topics,
issued between March 2013 and March 2014. The review also includes two
chapters authored by Ninth Circuit Review members. Both chapters closely
examine issues raised by two summarized opinions.

In the first chapter, Whitney Magnuson analyzes the nexus between
piracy law and marine conservation efforts. She examines the Ninth Circuit’s
decision in Institute of Cetacean Research v. Sea Shepherd Conservation
Society and questions whether environmental goals should be construed as
“private ends” for purposes of convicting a defendant as a pirate. She
ultimately concludes that they should not.

In the second chapter, Corey Moffat explores the jurisdictional doctrine
of standing in the context of climate change. He addresses the Ninth
Circuit’s recent decision in Washington Environmental Council v. Bellon and
argues that the court misconstrued the Supreme Court’s preeminent climate
change decision, Massachusetts v. EPA. As a result, he concludes that the
Ninth Circuit incorrectly held that the plaintiffs were unable to establish the
causation element of traditional standing analysis.

The Ninth Circuit Environmental Review consists of five Environmental
Law members. Each member is responsible for writing and editing complex
summaries in addition to regular source-checking duties. This year’s
members displayed outstanding attention to detail and zeal for writing and
editing. Moving forward, the format and scope of these summaries may
change. However, this journal remains fervently committed to chronicling
how the Ninth Circuit addresses the dynamic and ever-important
environmental and natural resource issues.

ANDREW KING
2013-2014 NINTH CIRCUIT REVIEW EDITOR
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