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Dr. Christian R. Komor

National Register of Health Care Providers (#53378)

Clinical Email: dr.komor@gmail.com

Clinical Voicemail: (888) 405-7627

Climate Change Voicemail: 800-884-0824

Climate Change Email: climatelawsuit@gmail.com

Facsimile: (888) 405-7627

Author "ClimateDeadline 2035"

Mail Forwarding Address: 4428 Childers Street, Pensacola, FL 32534

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
OF OREGON, EUGENE DIVISION

Juliana, Kelsey et. al No. 6:15-cv-1517 (D. Or.)
Plaintiff, MOTION TO INTERVENE
V. AND CONSOLIDATE AS
United States of America, et al., PLAINTIFF-INTERVENOR
Defendants.

1 Motion to Iritervene: Dt. Christian Robert Komor, a’pro se lifigant in

5 to: Intervene-in  the above-

a

captioned-c

of: Civil: Proceduré; and 42: U:S:C: While the background facts are inherently
similar, Dr. Komor’s his interests are not protected in Julianna v. United States
and the relief sought in Juliana v. United States is wholly insufficient to address
the complaints brought forward either in Komor v. United States or Juliana v.
United States. Without Intervention, Plaintiffs ability to protect his and his
family’s interests in the judicial system will be impaired and impeded. See United
States v. Aerajet General Corp, 606 F.3d 1142, 1148 (9th Cir. 2010); see also
California ex rel. Lockyer v. United States, 450 F.3d 436, 440 (9th Cir. 2006).
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Rule 24(a) of ‘the’ Federal  Rules’ of * Civil:: Procediire  provides for

ntervention. as“of ‘Right whet & Statite "o the 'Uited Staics - confers an

iconditional: right to intervene; or ‘when'the ‘applicant claims an: intérest. in the
siibject matter of thé “action. which' fiay be affectod:: Rulé: 24(by: provides for
Permissive: Interventionwhéi'-an  applicant's “claim: and: the  main’ action ‘have
Common: questions: of 1aw. ‘or ‘fact.  Additionally, Tntervention :is*prescribed if
Intervention will supplement the courts decision-making in the existing case by
allowing the presentation of different viewpoints and evidence. Dr. Komor filed
complaint in the District of Arizona (Tucson) for this exact purpose — to represent
a viewpoint of grave importance to the Juliana Plaintiffs, listed Defendants and
public. Indeed, without this vital information the Juliana Plaintiffs will be
logically and scientifically unable to obtain the relief sought in their complaint. In
addition, the Defendants will be unable to fully consider the possible merits of |
Juliana v. United States and the benefits which might potentially confer to both
sides of this dispute.

1b. Interest and Impairment of Interest: Rule 24(a) requires an

applicant for Intervention to possess an interest relating to the property or
transaction that is the subject matter of the litigation. This “interest test” is not a
rigid standard; rather, it is “a practical guide to disposing of lawsuits by involving
as many apparently concerned persons as is compatible with efficiency and due
process.” Dr. Komor has a vigorously demonstrated through contribution of his
training, time and interest in future environmental conditions in the United States
of America. Dr. Komor has authored a popular book on the climate crisis
(donating profits), and developed a pro se District Court lawsuit, run for Arizona
Govemor (at great time and expense), and managed a multi-year media campaign

in order to press into public awareness the need and possibilities for direct

atmospheric climate repair. He has a son who fought his way from a premature
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birth at 24 weeks gestational age, through cerebral palsy, and recently into the
workplace as a productive member of society. Dr. Komor seeks to protect this
son’s hard-won future and his entire family which will be at nisk if Dr. Komor is
not allowed to Intervene and provide the unique and essential information he

possesses to the Oregon District Court presiding over the Juliana v. United States.

Rule :24(b)  provides: for permissive ‘intervention: whenan: applicants

further requests the Court and the Plamtiffs to intervene under
Fed.R.Civ.Proc.42(b).

lc. Timely Intervention: Intervention, both of right and by permission,

can occur only “[ojn timely motion.” Fed.R.Civ.P.24(a)(b). Timeliness is
determined with reference to three factors: “(1) the stage of the proceeding at
which an applicant seeks to intervene; (2) the prejudice to other parties; and (3) the
reason for and length of the delay.” United States v. Alisal Water Corp., 370 F.3d
915, 921 (9th Cir. 2004) (quoting Cal. Dep’t of Toxic Substances Control v.
Commercial Realty Projects, Inc., 309 F.3d 1113, 1119 (9th Cir. 2002). This
motion for Intervention is timely in that Juliana v. United States has met with
significant resistance from Defendants and other Intervenors and is at a critical
phase 1 which the addition of the unique information possessed by Dr. Komor

will have maximal benefit to both Plaintiffs and Defendants.

32 ‘Motion. to- Consolidates Under Fed R Civ Proc 42(a), Rulé 42 ‘the

involve:a comirmon:question of law or:fact; Dr. Komor contends that Consolidation
is necessary and that currently Juliana v. United States does not account for facts
that are essential to those Plaintiffs as well as his own interests. Several examples:
(1) It is self-evident that the elements of our natural world function in cooperation

with one another. Much of this interconnectedness is understood by the various



O 0 O & v AW

N NN N NN NN N R e e ke ed e e e e
W NN 0N L R WD =R O Y NN AW N = O

Case 6:15-cv-01517-AA  Document 457 Filed 09/17/19 Page 4 of 8

scientific disciplines and much is not. As elements of our planetary ecology are
destabilized by the advance of global warming, they will further destabilize each
other in an synergistic-exponential manner. The prediction of future harm to the
citizens of the United States and the timeline for the harms that Juliana cites are
based on simple liner projections divorced from associational influence on one
another. Again, this is not how the natural world operates. More contemporary
computer models inclusive of associational influences among environmental
factors are largely predicting that in the mid-2030's the linear progression in
climate change we are now experiencing will shift to an exponentially increasing
frequency and magnitude beyond the ability of our current technology and
resources to alter. (2) Juliana v. United States is based in part on the incorrect
assumption that restoring environmental protections and, or reducing greenhouse
gas emissions will alter the course of climate change. Unfortunately, as many of
Juliana’s own scientific experts and advisors have stated, we are now 40 years
beyond the point where even a dramatic reduction in greenhouse gas emissions
could alter the trajectory of global warming. At 409.20 ppm and rising there 1s
already too much carbon and other greenhouse gasses (GHG) in the atmosphere
(evening discounting the synergetic-exponential escalation predicted for the
2030°s) to avoid catastrophic human suffering unless direct atmospheric carbon
removal is accomplished. The Juliana Plaintiffs and much of the public at present
is suffering from the illusion that somehow if we stop releasing greenhouse gasses
what is already "up there" is going to go away. Emissions are increasing and
GHG in the main do not simply go away - at least not in any time frame of
significance to human civilization. (3) The allegations and demands made in
Juliana v. United States have proven very difficult for the Defendants to entertain
and created substantial resistance prolonging the legal conflict. The request for
relief introduced by Dr. Komor which centers around Ocean Assisted Carbon
Capture & Reflection (OACC&R) is unique in that it is safe and effective in all
analysis and testing to date, and as well highly palatable and even favorable to the
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Juliana Defendants. This will make the task of the Plaintiffs, Defendants and the

Court far less arduous, and more expeditious.

While their efforts in Juliana v. United States is highly laudable, Juliana’s
current team of attorneys and experts have had many years since the complaint
was first filed in 2015 to address these crucial 1ssues. It can be assumed that
Juliana requires Intervention and Consolidation on these and other points of
science and logic for the complaint to have a fair and complete hearing in the

judicial system. Further, Consolidation can be accomplished without damage to

either action since the only differences are in the area of relief.
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Respectfully submitted on this 9* Day of September 2019

s o

Dr. Christian R. Komor
Applicant Plaintiff-Intervenor
PLAINTIFF Pro Se

Note: Dr. Komor receives no compensation financial or otherwise from any
activity related to climate change advocacy either literary, political, scientific, or
legal. All activities related to these activities represent pro bono contributions.






