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Abstract Scientific evidence is crucial in addressing climate issues, particularly in
planning resilience actions and transition paths. However, its use raises pressing
epistemological questions: Who determines what constitutes valid evidence, and
whose voices are heard or excluded? This study investigates the role of personal
narratives—first-hand accounts of lived climate experiences—as potential game-
changers in the production of climate justice data.

As climate change impacts intensify, climate litigation is gaining prominence. The
Sabin Center’s Climate Change Litigation Database has recorded over 2,600 cases
to date. In a general context of inadequate governmental climate action, civil
society members are increasingly turning to courts to contest decisions deemed
climatically harmful and advocate for more ambitious policies. Whilst most cases
rely on institutional scientific evidence, recent litigation has seen an emerging use of
personal narratives from individual parties. The phenomenon characterizes litigation
globally, with a prominent reliance on forms of personal narratives in cases recorded
in the Global South.

These narratives, as forms of ’observational’ evidence, complement dominant sci-
entific data but raise fundamental methodological questions: Whose knowledge
counts? What qualifies as admissible data? Who decides what forms of data are
considered legitimate in climate litigation?

Drawing on Science and Technology Studies (STS) insights, this presentation ex-
amines how scientific authority is shaped by power relations, gatekeeping practices,
and cultural norms that often exclude alternative epistemologies. Through the lens
of epistemic justice and intersectionality of climate impacts, we argue that incorpo-
rating diverse knowledge systems—via citizen science, storytelling, and participatory
approaches—is vital for planning a just transition.

We propose that methodological pluralism, combining qualitative and quantitative
data, offers a pathway towards more inclusive and legitimate climate action. By
centring data from the margins, climate litigation becomes not only a forum for
legal redress but a contested space where knowledge, authority, and justice are
actively renegotiated.

This study contributes to the growing discourse on climate justice, offering insights
into the potential of personal narratives to reshape our understanding and approach
to climate litigation, and to broader policy-making and interventions on climate
matters.
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